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February 12, 2001
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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.

R

Approval of the Minutes of City Council Meetings of January 22, 2001.
Correspondence / Proclamations: Gig Harbor Group Home.
Special Occasion Liquor License - Beta Sigma Phi.
Inflow and Infiltration Study - Consultant Services Contract.
Burnham Drive Waterline Project - Construction Participation Agreement.
Approval of Payment of Bills for February 12, 2001.
Checks #31888 through #32070 in the amount of $237,603.01. Voided Check #31893.

- Approval of Payment of Payroll for January, 2001.

Checks #555 through #604 in the amount of $185,420.91.

OLD BUSINESS:

1.
2.
3

4,
5.
6.
7

8.
9.

First Reading of Ordinance - Amendments to Section 17.90 - Planned Unit Developments.
Ordinance Extending Moratorium on Acceptance of PUD Applications.

Second Reading of Ordinance - Repealing Section 17.90 of the GHMC - Planned Unit
Developments.

Second Reading of Ordinance - Amendments to the Planned Residential Development
Ordinance.

Second Reading of Ordinance - Definitions - 17.04.

Second Reading of Ordinance - Amendments to Title 19 - Type IIIA Permits - PUD.
Second Reading of Ordinance - Amendment to Title 16 GHMC - Type IIIA Permits and Final
Plat Extensions.

Continuance of Annexation Proceedings - 57™ St. Ct. NW & 28"™ Ave. NW.

Notice of Intent to Commence Annexation Proceedings - 62" Street Court NW.

NEW BUSINESS:

bl ol

© % N o

Pierce County Gig Harbor Peninsula Community Plan - szen Recommended Change.

First Reading or Ordinance - Arts Commission.

Annual Transportation Capacity Report - SCA Consulting Group.

First Reading of Ordinance - Amending Ordinance 858 - Stormwater Development Standards.
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.

First Reading of Ordinance - Definitions for Museum.

First Reading of Ordinance - Amendments to 17.15 - Museums and Recreation Halls.

First Reading of Ordinance - Establishing Zoning of Public Institutional Property.
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First Reading of Ordinance - Easements for Fire Equipment Emergency Access and Maintenance

10.

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. o |
15.  Council Committee Appointment and Mayor 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(i).

-

ADJOURN:
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GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF JANUARY 22, 2001

PRESENT: Councilmembers Young, Pasin, Owel, Dick, Picinich, Ruffo and Mayor Wilbert.
Councilmember Ekberg was absent.

CALL TO ORDER: 7:05 p.m.
PUBLIC HEARING:

PUD/PRD Ordinances. Mayor Wilbert opened the public hearing at 7:05 p.m. John Vodopich,
Planning Director, explained that staff had re-drafted the ordinances on PUDs/PRDs consistent
with the recommendations from the Council at the worksession held on January 2™. He added
that this hearing was a continuation of the process to accept testimony on the amended
ordinances.

John Hogan - 5312 Pacific Highway East, Fife. Mr. Hogan explained that he supports the PUD

and has spent the last year researching public benefit resulting from PUDs. He said that if done
responsibly, a PUD can encourage civic components beyond what normal zoning allows. He *
introduced Mr. Art Skolnik, architect and the first Washington State Historical Preservation
Director, to give a presentation in support of PUDs.

Art Skolnik - Snogqualmie, WA, Mr. Skolnik gave a brief overview of his background. He
talked about using a balance of cultural preservation and creative talent to get the best possible
benefit in design. He gave a slide presentation using a variety of examples of creative open
spaces to illustrate his point.

Carl Halsan - PO Box 1447, Mr. Halsan spoke of the importance of having the PUD in the code.
He addressed several issues that he felt were still in need of consideration before passing the
amended ordinance and answered Council's questions on those issues.

Dave Morris - PO Box 401. Mr. Morris spoke as representative of the Business Development
Side of the Chamber of Commerce. He said that they support the recommendation to allow the
Hearing Examiner to grant the initial approval, and endorse the continuation of the PUD process.
He continued to recommend the initiation of code amendments to underlying zoning, stating that
what exists is an inflexible restriction in the B2 zone.

Walt Smith - 19216, Vaughn, WA. Mr. Smith said that he thought what was being discussed
were minor changes, and that a repeal of the PUD is not minor, He said that he supported the

Chamber of Commerce's position, and had sent a letter in support of that position. He requested
that Council not repeal the PUD and that it was important to move forward with changes to the
B2 zoning.

Paul Cyr - 4102 55™ St. Ct. NW. Mr. Cyr encouraged Council to keep the PUD process as an
option for a creative development. He said that if Council was not happy with the ordinance, to




send it back to the Planning Commission and instruct them to hold additional hearings. He gave a
history of past PUD efforts in the community as projects that have served the community well. .

Councilmember Ruffo asked if anyone had comments on the PRD, as the only issue that seemed
to arise was the PUD. No one responded. Councilmember Young asked for clanﬁcatlon from
Carl Halsan regarding to net buildable acres.

John Vodopich addressed the presentation on public plazas and open space, and he reminded
Council that the city's Design Review Manual requires commercial development to have these
amenities as well as pedestrian connectivity. He said that if Council were to choose, a public art
component could be added when the update to the manual took place this year. He then
addressed Mr. Halsan's concerns, adding that these issues would be appropriate to address during
the update to the Comprehensive Plan.

There were no further comments and the public hearing was closed at 7:40 p.m.

CONSENT AGENDA:

These consent agenda items 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 8, 2001.

2. - Correspondence / Proclamations:

a) Final Tacoma-Pierce County Solid Waste Management Plan. .

Rosedale Street Light - Purchase Authorization.

Harborview Street Lights - Purchase Authorization.

2001 Wastewater Qutfall and NPDES Support Studies - Consultant Services Contract.
Sewer Qutfall Extension - Consultant Services Contract.

Approval of Payment of Bills for January 22, 2001.

Checks #31667 through #31887 in the amount of $1,027, 882.75.

NoO AW

MOTION: Move to approve the Consent Agenda as presented.
Picinich/Ruffo - five voted in favor. Councilmember Owel abstained.

OLD BUSINESS:

1. First Reading of Ordinance - Repealing Section 17.90 of the GHMC - Planned Unit
Developments. John Vodopich explained that this was the first reading of an ordinance repealing
17.90 of the code regarding Planned Unit Developments, as staff understood was Council's
direction from the January 2™ worksession.

Councilmember Young said that he did not agree that Council's wishes were to repeal the PUD.
He said he would have preferred that a draft ordinance amending the PUD be brought back. He
said that Mr. Skolnik's presentation helped him with the concept of open spaces and the public
benefit. Councilmember Picinich agreed with these comments.




Councilmember Ruffo disagreed and said he understood how staff interpreted the direction to
have just one PRD ordinance. He said that flexibility and control were the two major issues, and
* that it may be necessary to retain an amended PUD. Councilmember Owel said that PUD zoning

devices should allow creativity without utilizing overlays, which diminish the zoning code and
“the PUD itself. Mr. Vodopich and Ms. lolavera asked for direction. :

MOTION:  Move to direct staff to consider the coriments from the Public Hearing and
to incorporate the information in a revised PUD ordinance to be brought
back for consideration at the next meeting.

Ruffo/Picinich - five voted in favor. Councilmember Dick voted against
the motion.

Mr. Vodopich reminded Council that the moratorium on acceptance of PUD applications would
expire on February 16", and that the moratorium would have to be extended at the next meeting.

Councilmember Pasin asked if consideration on the PRD amendments could continue, so that it
would not be affected by the moratorium. Staff responded affirmatively.

-

2. First Reading of Qrdinance - Amendments to the Planned Residential Development

Ordinance. John Vodopich presented this ordinance with an overview of the amendments. He
recommended approval of the ordinance at the next reading.

Councilmember Dick commented on several concerns with the ordinance. Staff addressed these,
as well as other concerns. Councilmember Pasin voiced concern with the concept of shared
public space. Staff was asked for examples of how other cities have dealt with these spaces and
the liability involved with these public spaces. This ordinance will return for a second reading at
the next meeting.

3. First Reading of Ordinance - Definitions - 17.04. Mr. Vodopich explained that this
ordinance amended the definition of impervious surface to be consistent with the public works

definition, and to add a new definition of net buildable lands for calculating density credits in
PUDs and PRDs. There were no comments on this ordinance which will return for a second
reading at the next meeting.

4, First Reading of Ordinance - Amendments to Title 19 - Type IIIA Permits - PUD. John
Vodopich introduced this ordinance pertaining to project permit processing, and open record
public hearings on preliminary and final plats. This will return at the next meeting for a second

reading.

5. First Reading of Qrdinance - Amendment to Title 16 GHMC - Type ITIA Permits and
Final Plat Extensions. John Vodopich changing the preliminary and final plat process to a Type

ITIA permit and to allow for one-year extensions for final plats. Carol Morris asked Council to
consider retaining the final decisions on final plats, as there is no public hearing. It was
determined that there had not been a final plat come before Council in the past several years and
Ms. Morris was asked for clarification of her recommendation. Councilmember Dick said that in




B

most jurisdictions final plat approval is done administratively, and not in a public session. He .
asked if the requirement could be delegated to the department and Mayor to sign off. Ms. Morris
described the required legal process that requires that final plat approval be done at a public
meeting that would authorize staff to make a decision that would then authorize the Mayor to
sign the final plat. Council directed staff to come back with arecommendation on how to best

“handle this. . . - :

6. Notice of Intentign to Commence Annexation Proceedings - 57" St. Ct. NW & 28" Ave,
NW. John Vodopich presented information on this request. He explained that the parcels

included in this annexation effort are part of a larger Soundview Plaza development proposal
with which staff had been working. He said that it would be beneficial for the development to
proceed entirely under the jurisdiction of the city, and recommended that Council accept this
annexation as proposed, with the R-1 zoning designation and conditions. He discussed the letter
he received from by Rush Construction to change the zoning to RB-2 on Parcel A, which
constitutes the parking lot for the project.

Ther Jorgensen - North Pacific Design. Mr. Jorgensen said that he was representing Rush
Construction. He explained that their intent for this parcel is a parking lot, and that if that use®
was allowed in a R-1 zone, they would withdraw their request for a rezone to RB-2.

Staff was directed to research the allowed use in an R-1 zone and to revise the legal description
to include the adjoining streets and come back at the next meeting. |

The Mayor announced a short break at 9:03 p.m. for approximately ten minutes. The meeting
resumed at 9:15 p.m.

NEW BUSINESS:

1. Water Concurrency Ordinance. David Skinner, Public Works Director, explained that the
ordinance passed in November of last year had a process error in which water reservation was not
tied to any form of commitment, which created a speculative process. He said that this ordinance
amends the transportation concurrency ordinance to reflect the need for water concurrency. He
explained the need to approve this ordinance in one reading so that it becomes effective
immediately.

MOTION: Move to adopt Ordinance No. 862 as presented.
Dick/Picinich -

Staff answered Council's questions about the process. Mr. Skinner described amendments to
language to address typographical errors in the ordinance and ask that this be reflected in the
motion. Mr. Skinner addressed questions on the remaining capacity.

Tiffany Spier - Master Builders Association. Ms. Spier spoke in opposition to passage of the
ordinance at this meeting as their association had not had the opportunity to review the .

document.




Mr. Skinner explained that he had contacted several developers, who approved of the efforts to
implement water concurrency.

RESTATED MOTION:  Move to adopt Ordinance No. 862 as amended, and o become
effective immediately upon adoption.
Dick/Picinich - unanimously approved.

2. Purchase Proposal - Cultural Arts Commission. Mark Hoppen, City Administrator,
explained that when the new city Civic Center is constructed, the existing city hall would become
an asset, which could be sold or leased. He presented this proposal from the Cultural Arts
Commission for purchase or lease of the buildings. He introduced Shirley Tomasi from the
Cultural Arts Commission.

Shirley Tomasi — 11107 Hallstrom Dr. Ms. Tomast explained that this proposal was just to let the
Council know that the Cultural Arts Commission was interested in the building if and when the
decision to sell or lease the building came about. She explained that the Commission was
looking for a permanent facility for their student art gallery.

3. Official Newspaper Bid, Mark Hoppen explained that at this time each year the city must
obtain bids for the official city paper, and recommended

MOTION: _Move to award the official newspaper status for the year 2001 to
The Peninsula Gateway.
Picinich/Ruftfo - unanimously approved.

At this time, Mayor Wilbert explained that Councilmember Dick had requested to add a forth
agenda item.

MOTION: Move to add an item to the agenda to discuss the appropriate
position that we should take with regard to the bridge and the
proposed legislation that is going on in the Legislature and I
recommend that we add it to the agenda at this time.
Dick/Owel —

Councilmember Owel said that she thought because it was in the minutes that it would be on the
agenda and seconded the motion. No vote was necessary and it was placed as item number four
under New Business.

4, Resolution - Narrows Bridge. Councilmember Dick explained that he had prepared a
Resolution to express his concern, and what was discussed at the last Council meeting, about
what would be the appropriate position for the Council take in regards to the bridge and the result
of the court case. He read the resolution and spoke of his concerns. Mayor Wilbert offered to
present the resolution, if passed, to the Transportation Committee of the Senate at their meeting
tomorrow.




MOTION: Move to approve Resolution No. 562 as read.
Dick/Owel - '

Councilmember Ruffo said that he thought Councilmember Ekberg should be part of this
decision, as it was a big issue. Councilmember Dick explained that it was important for the
Council’s opinion to be before the Legislature, and due to time constraints, it would be necessary
to act at this meeting. He added that although the item was not listed on the agenda, it was
recorded in the minutes that it would be brought back for consideration at this meeting.

Councilmember Ruffo voiced his concemns that the issue had not been adequately studied and
that the ramifications of the bridge and the information that had come over the years needed
further consideration, so an informed, rather than emotional decision could be made. He said
that the public had not had an opportunity to comment on the resolution. He added that the
bridge needed to be built and that delays would cause problems from a public safety and traffic
standpoint. He said that he understood the issues of tolls and design, but that the bridge has to be
built. He said that an option to be considered would be to work within a plan to help the public
safety issues.

Councilmember Owel disagreed that it was an emotional decision, and supported the resolution,
She said that the resolution does not commit the Council to any specific action, it simply reflects
and confirms the community’s concern with the tolls, which became apparent during the advisory
vote.

Councilmember Young explained that although he was in favor of the bridge project and that he
believed tolls were the only way to pay for the construction, he thought it was a dangerous
precedent to craft law to fit a contract that had been previously signed. He said that government
should not change law to facilitate contracts. He supported the resolution as written, and agreed
that he too would like to hear from the public.

Councilmember Ruffo voiced his concern that if they continued with the resolution it would kill
the project, and added that this was unacceptable.

Councilmember Dick stated that he also believed that the bridge was needed, and said that the
issue brought forth in the resolution is that a contract was let unlawfully, and was unenforceable
upon two grounds. He added that the statutes involved are qulte general and affect not only the
Narrows Bridge, but others as well.

Mayor Wilbert asked about the appropriateness of asking for public testimony with a motion on
the table.

MOTION: Move to suspend the rules to allow the public to comment.
Dick/Owel — unanimously approved.

David Morris — PO Box 401, Gig Harbor. Mr. Morris spoke on behalf of the Chamber of

Commerce. He voiced concerns that this had come up so late in the evening without inclusion on




a published agenda. He said that at a minimum, it should have been announced earlier in the
evening to alert the others in attendance. He spoke said that the Chamber had reaffirmed its
position to affirm the timely construction of a second Narrows Bridge. He gave an overview of
the rationale used by the Chamber for this support.

‘There were nio further comments. Councilmember Owel called for the question.

RESTATED MOTION:  Move to approve Resolution No. 562 as read.
Dick/Owel -

Councilmember Ruffo said that he would like the record to show that this is poliﬁcs and that is
what is being played. There had been no c¢hance to review the resolution.

Councilmember Picinich said that there were many issues he agreed with, adding that he thought
the project was vital and necessary. He said he did not want to be in a position to kill the project,
and that he agreed with the position of the Chamber. He said he could not make a good decision
at this time to support the resolution.

David Skinner, Public Works Director, added that as a Transportation Engineer, he was
disappointed with DOT as there was no option to allow the public to choose to avoid traffic by
paying the toll on the new bridge, which would be two-way traffic. If a person chose not to pay
the toll, they could use the existing bridge and suffer the consequences of congestion. He added
that this option would also allow for emergency transportation. He said that from an engineering
standpoint, not all alternatives had been exhausted. Mayor Wilbert agreed, and said that she also
did not think that all the alternatives had been considered.

Councilmember Pasin said he would not like to act out of principle and consequently, lose the
bridge that the community badly needs. He asked if the long-term, negative consequence of
delays were worthwhile, simply out of principle. He said he would not like to take that chance,

Mark Hoppen asked Council to consider that the state had already spent tens of millions of
dollars on the acquisition of property, easements and design costs. He added that he finds it hard
to believe that the state would not move forward with construction of the bridge simply because
the public/private partnership fails. He said that the state should hold itself to the same
comptetitive bidding standards as its subordinate jurisdictions.

RESTATED MOTION:  Move to approve Resolution No. 562 as read.
Dick/Owel — a roll call vote was taken,

Councilmember Pasin - no. Councilmember Owel - yes. Councilmember Dick - yes.

Councilmember Picinich - no. Councilmember Ruffo —no. Mayor Wilbert voted yes to break
the tie. The motion to approve Resolution No. 562 was approved.

STAFF REPORTS:




1. 2000 Fourth Quarter Finance Report. David Rodenbach, Finance Director, presented the .
fourth quarter results. He said that all funds were within budget and offered to-answer questions.

2. Gig Harbor Police Department - December Stats. No v'g_erbal report given.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:

Phyllis Olson — 5306 Old Stump Drive NW. Ms. Olson spoke briefly on the economic
development in Gig Harbor. She gave her background as working in Tacoma the past several
years for the Visitor and Convention Center, a retailer in Old Town and a co-founder of the Joe
Carr Cabin Museum project. She said that the downtown business district in Gig Harbor needs a
plan to help promote the area and suggested that they participate in the program for the
Washington State Department of Community Trade and Economic Development for downtown
revitalization.

COUNCIL COMMENTS / MAYOR'S REPORT:
Mayor Wilbert announced that there was an Arbor Day Committee being formed and events -
would be upcoming.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS:

Public Works Committee Meeting - date and time to be announced later. Mayor Wilbert 3 .
suggested that the existing Public Works Committee members meet, as the new committees
would not be formed until the next Council meeting.

ADJOURN:

MOTION: Move to adjourn at 10:12 p.m.
Picinich/Young - unanimously approved.

Cassette recorder utilized.

Tape 601 Side B000-end. .
Tape 602 Both Sides.

Tape 603 Both Sides.

Tape 604 Side A 000 - 358.

Mayor City Clerk




GiG HARBOR GROUP HOME, INC.

6823 Soundview Drive
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 -

Phone (253) 851-3716
Fax (253) 858-7723

5‘ T

=3

JEN O S a0y Tanuary 25, 2001

Mayor Gretchen Wilbert
3105 Judson St.
Gig Harbor, WA. 98335

Dear Mayor.,,

I’m writing this letter on behalf of Gig Harbor Group Home and Self Advocates of Washington. We are requesting
your assistance in honoring the memory of 2 valued member of our community.

We have been saddened by the recent passing of George W. Livingston on January 15, 2001. George and his wife,
Arveida , have been life long residents of Gig Harbor. Their family homesteaded in Gig Harbor and currently their
children and grandchildren reside in the community.

-

The Livingston’s have been an integral part of the development of the services for the disabted. These contributions
include: Gig Harbor Group Home, Self Advocates of Washington, and Harbor Mobite Crew, were their disabled son
Darren currently works.

In 1999 Arveida was honored as Pierce County Parent Coalition’s “PARENT OF THE YEAR”. The Livingston’s
have been an inspiration for others struggling with a disability. '

We are asking for assistance from the City of Gig Harbor in creating a memorial for George. Our goal is to designate
a park bench or comparable area that can be frequented by disabled members of our community, We are asking the
City for direction and guidance in achieving this goal.

Please feel free to contact me at your convenience at The Gig Harbor Group Home. Thank you for your attention to

this matter which means so much to us.

Sincerely,

Mok Lo/

Michele Sorensen
Community Outreach Director



1025 E Union - P 0 Box 43075

. _ WASHINGTON STATE LIQUOR CONTROL BOARD-License Services
Olympia WA 98504-3075

Elc.i‘m':_.{'_;':—_;,
, ER- BT .’13
TO: MAYOR OF GIG HARBOR * February 2, 2001 - .
- BE ran
SPECIAL OCCASION # 091794 2391
CiTY O

ik |'|J“\l'il..)\_,l|-‘

BETA SIGMA PHI
420 42 AVE NW
HIG HARBOR, WA 98335

DATE: MARCH 18, 2001 TIME: 11aM TO 1PM

PLACE: WESLEY INN HOTEL - KIMBALL DR, GIG HARBOR

CONTACT: DONNA WISENBURG - 253-851-9610 .
SPECIAL OCCASION LICENSES

* License to sell beer on a specified date for consumption at

specific place,
* _License to sell wine on a specific date for consumption at a

: specific place.
. * . _ _Beer/Wine in unopened bottle or package in limited
-quantity. for off premises consumption.
* —Spirituous ligqueor by the individual glass for consumptlon at a

specific place.

If return of this notice is not received in this office within 20 days
from the above date, we will assume you have no cbjection to the
issuance of the license. If additional time is required please advise.

i, Do you approve of applicant? YES__ NO__
2. Do you approve of location? YES__ NO__
3. If you disapprove and the Board contemplates issuing a

license, do you want a hearxng before final action is

taken? YES__ NO__
OPTIONAL CEECK LIST EXPLANATION
LAW ENFORCEMENT | YES__ NO__
HEALTH & SANITATION YES__ NO__
FIRE, BUILDING, ZONING YES__ NoO__
OTHER: YES__ NO__

If you haVe"indicatedIdisapproval of the applicant, location or both,
please submit a statement of all facts upon which such objections are

based.-- . ... . ..

DATE SIGNATURE OF MAYOR, CITY MANAGER, COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OR DESIGNEE




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 8518136

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS V/ ¥

FROM: DAVID R. SKINNER, P.E., PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR

SUBJECT: INFILTRATION AND INFLOW STUDY - CONSULTANT SERVICES
CONTRACT

DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2001

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

An identified Sewer Objective in the 2001 Budget was to investigate and continue to monitor and
develop methods for reducing the City’s infiltration and inflow (I/I) amount with regards to the
City’s sewer system. Any reductions in the I/l amounts will have a direct correlation to the time
until the next Wastewater Treatment Plant upgrade will be required.

Consultant services are needed to perform the necessary investigation, data collection, flow
mapping, flow distribution model, and preparation of an Infiltration and Inflow Report. Ofthe
firms considered for this work, David Evans and Associates, Inc. was selected based on their vast
experience with sewer system I/l analysis, and the quality and expertise exhibited in past
performance for the City. The City Attomey has reviewed and approved this agreement.

The scope of services to be provided include but are not limited to the following:
Collect and Review Background Data

Flow Mapping

Smoke Testing together with City Staff

Dye Testing

Television Inspection

Assessment of the Collection System and Flow Distribution

Collection System Model/Flow Distribution

Prepare and Finalize I/T Report

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS

The Consultant Services Contract with David Evans and Associates for this study and report is in
the amount of $60,000.00. Funds are available for this work in the Sewer fund and was
anticipated in the approved 2001 Budget.

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

David Evans and Associates to perform the necessary investigation data collection and the
development of a report including recommendations for this work in the not-to-exceed amount of
sixty thousand dollars and no cents ($60,000.00).

PADAVENCouncilMemosi2001 CSC-CSSP-0030.doc




CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND
DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

THIS AGREEMENT is made by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington
municipal corporation (hereinafter the "City"), and David Evans and Associates, Inc., a corporation
organized under the laws of the State of Washington, located and doing business at 3700 Pacnﬁc
Highway East, Suite 311, Tacoma, Washington 98424 (hereinafter the "Consultant”).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the investigation and recommendation for the
reduction of the City’s infiltration and inflow amounts with regard to the City’s sewer system, 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 6, 2001, 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:
1. Description of Work
The Consultant shall perform all work as described in Exhibit A,
I1I. Payment

A, The City shall pay the Consultant an amount based on time and materials, not to
exceed Sixty thousand dollars and no cents ($ 60,000.00) 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 [V
herein before reaching the maximum amount. The Consultant's staff and billing rates shall be as
described in Exhibit B — Schedule of Ratés and Estimated Hours. The Consultant shall not bill for
Consultant’s staff not identified or listed in Exhibit B or bill at rates in excess of the hourly rates
shown in Exhibit B; 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 afier 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
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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.

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 December 31, 2001; 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 one 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
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
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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.

VL 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.

VYII. 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 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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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 minimumy):

1. Business auto coverage for any auto no less than a $1,000,000 each acc1dent
limit, and
2. Commercial General Liability insurance no less than $l 000,000 per

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

3. Professional Liability insurance with no less than $1,000,000 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. Ifthe 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.

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 nght to receive a certified and completc copy of all of the Consuitant’s

Insurance policies.

E. It is the intent of this contract for the Consultant’s insurance to 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. 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 shail 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.

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.
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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

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
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.

XTV. 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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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 Public Works Director and
the City shall determine the term or provision's true intent or meaning. The City Public Works
Director shall also decide all questions which may arise between the parties relative to the actual
services provided or to the sufficiency of the performance heretnder.

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 Public Works Director's 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.

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 R. Skinner, P.E.

Randy A. Anderson, P.E. Director of Public Works
David Evans and Associates, Inc. City of Gig Harbor

3700 Pacific Highway East, Suite 311 3105 Judson Street

Tacoma, Washington 98424 _ Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(253) 922-9780 (253) 851-8145

XVII. 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.

XVIII. 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.
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02/068-01 TUE 16:01 FAX 253 922 9761

The written provisions and terms of this Agreemeiii, together with any Exhibits attached .
hereto, shall superseds 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 marter hersunder is ¢ontained in
- this Agreement and any Exhibits aftached 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 sct forth herein.
Should any language in any of the Exhibits to this Agreement conflict with any language
contained in this Agreement, then this Agre¢ment shall prevail.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Apresment on this
, 200t

day of

CONSULTANT

By: /)ﬂ'g@

Its Principal

Notices to be sent to?
CONSULTANT
Randy A. Anderson, P.E.

- Dawvid Evans and Associates, Iuc.
3700 Pacific Highway East, Suite 311
Tacoma, Washington 98424
(253) 922-9780
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DAVID EVANS&ASSOCIATES

XIX. Entire Apreement

By:
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- Director of Public Works

@ooz

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

Mayor

David R. Skinner, P.E. _ .
City of Gig Harbor

3105 Judson Street

Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(253) 851-8145

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
City Attorney
ATTEST:

City Clerk

@



02/06,01 TUE 16:02 FAX 253 922 8781 DAVID EVANS&ASSOCIATES

STATE OF WASHINGTON

.  county or Luges,
J

I cenify that I know or have satisfaciory evidence that'Plﬁ/\‘ @M is the person
who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged thar (He/she) signed his instrument, on

oath tated\?t {(he/she) was authonized fo execpte the instrument and acknowledged it as the
Lé,seg W of fpered) Grinpo of Inc., to be the frec and

voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the inStrument.

Dated: J/{, /’Z,;

)
) ss.
)

. ‘ 'a
Sk K koy 7, Reer K. CorLer
F g eez;&__é;s % (print or type name)
§ iNoTapyt NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
P E-} ® @6 :f& s State of Washington, residing at:_
TRLPUBLIC SF§ -
a%\g Kot Covpty :
"",,0 l\%‘e‘\‘\\“ My Commission expires:
(TPt

&/9 /03
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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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CITY OF GIG HARBOR
INFLOW AND INFILTRATION STUDY

EXHIBIT A
SCOPE OF SERVICES

I
*

WORK PLAN

Although this project will focus on completing an I/T Study and Analysis of a single basin, it is
important to recognize that the analysis must take into account the larger collection and treatment
facilities. The current peak flows utilize hydraulic capacity of all downstream components int the
sewerage system, and treatment capacity at the wastewater treatment facility.

Existing background information and studies will benefit this project. Previously prepared
facilities or master plans, technical analysis, land use planning documents and reports, including
the March 2000 Wastewater Comprehensive Plan, will provide valuable insight and perspective.
Although it will still be necessary to obtain additional field measurements and verifications ofithe
existing system, the amount of field time required will be significantly reduced because of the
availability of existing information.

To better understand the existing system, its operation, strengths, and deficiencies, specific work
" tasks will focus on gathering additional flow data and design information for the gravity
collection system. This task will rely heavily on fieldwork, which will be completed through a
joint effort between the City, DEA and Subconsultant Services.

1.0 DATA COLLECTION

1.1 Collect and Review Background Data

Currently, there is considerable background data available on the City’s sewerage system. Asa
first step in this process, DEA will meet with City representatives to collect additional Daily
Monitoring Reports (DMRs), pump station records and logs, and any applicable archived plans
for the gravity sewer system, pump stations and WWTF, In addition, City of Gig Harbor staff can
provide historical and anecdotal information that will save time and provide valuable insight into
the most cost-effective, long-term solutions to resolve the sewerage systems deficiencies and
provide for future expansion or growth. -

1.2 Kick-Off Meeting with City Staff

After a review of the available background data has been completed, we propose a formal kickoff
meeting with DEA and City staff. A draft project work plan and schedule will be prepared by
DEA prior to this meeting and will be available as one discussion topic.

The meeting will identify and verify any key technical, regulatory, schedule and funding issues
related to the project. DEA will record meeting minutes and distribute to all attendees.
Comments and recommendations from this meeting will be incorporated to produce a final
Project Work Plan. We recommend that additional meetings be held at the 50-percent completion
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(after field data collection), 90-percent completion (Draft I/T Study), and for the presentation of
the final report to City Council (four meetings total).

1.3 Collect Additional Field Data

~ After a project work plan and schedule have_been_formalize&, additional fieldwork will be
completed to supplement that currently available on base maijs, master plans, and in City records.
Flow observations and measurements will be taken, including a combination of visual
observations during storm events, and nighttime flow mapping. The following paragraphs
summarize key data collection efforts. :

a. Visual Reconnaissance/System Configuration

The City has an existing base map of the sewer system. As part of any sewer
rehabilitation or modification program, it is important to verify the operation and
configuration of all significant components shown on the base map, and all components
that could directly impact the proposed analysis. DEA engineers and technicians
experienced in the design of sanitary sewer systems and rehabilitation methods will
perform this work,

Visual reconnaissance will consist of physically verifying the configuration, and
observing the amount of flow passing through key manholes in the collection system
during a storm event. Observations will be completed during the daylight hours, with the
primary intent to identify where surcharging is occurring, and whether or not flows at key
manholes appear to be excessive for the amount of tributary area upstream from the-
manholes, Observations and notes will be taken by John Garlitz, P.E. or Don Whitehead,
P.E. who has successfully utilized this approach in other Il studies and analyses. This
initial fieldwork provides a quick overview of the behavior of the collection system.
Often it is possible to identify or confirm which areas of town are contributing significant
amounts of I/I and which are not.

Limiting measurements at this step to visual observations from ground level allows a
large area to be covered in a relatively short amount of time. The result is that a
qualitative "snapshot” of the City's I/l is obtained. Subsequent inspections of problem
areas after the rainfall event has tapered off will help to identify where infiltration is
occurring and where inflow is a problem.

‘During the field reconnaissance stage of the project, DEA team members will complete a
more detailed site visit and inventory of the existing collection system and treatment
facilities down stream from the basin. The inventory will verify the configurations,
capacities and operation. The engineer(s) involved with this evaluation will be
experienced in the evaluation, design, and operation of sanitary sewerage system pump
stations and treatment plants. DEA staff experience includes a number of specific
projects retrofitting or constructing new pump stations and treatment facilities for
collection systems with excessive I/I. Drawing on our experience, we will provide
alternatives and insights for specific measures and design features and operational
procedures that may be currently affected, or will be impacted in the future by excessive
! 'L
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b. Flow Mapping

The second form of measurement, and one of the most valuable tools for analyzing small
collection systems or basins, is to perform “flow mapping” of the collection system
during the late night and early moming hours when'base flows are at a minimum. This
involves sending three-person crew(s) out into the collection system and physically
measuring the actual flow passing through key manholes during a storm event. By taking
measurements during the hours when the majority of residents and businesses are asleep
or closed, we can be reasonably assured that the flow present is the result of I/ and not
base domestic sewage flow.

The flows are measured using a series of weirs, which fit into the pipes entering the
manhole. When the measured flows are plotted on a map of the collection system, a very
good "snapshot” is provided of the amount of I/l being contributed by various parts
“within the collection system. By using actual measurements, the amount of I/I can be
quantified, providing a basis for deciding where additional smoke-testing and possibly
dye-testing efforts should be concentrated.
Measurements will be taken in approximately 40 different manholes. Flow mapping will
be completed by a crew consisting of DEA personnel and Subconsultant Services. Don
Whitehead, P.E., will supervise this work. DEA’s Subconsultant will provide staff
expertenced in confined space entry. We propose to complete flow mapping during wet
weather and dry weather (two nights total) to allow us to better separate inflow from
infiltration.

c. Smoke Testing

In most cases the most cost-effective reduction in I/l comes from removing inflow
sources (storm sewers, area drains, roof drains, streams). A relatively small number of
inflow sources, such as storm sewer cross connections or roof drains, can contribute a
very large percentage of the total I/I. One of the most effective methods for identifying
inflow sources is to smoke-and dye-test areas of the sanitary sewer collection system
which have been identified as, or are suspected to be, heavy contributors of I/1.

Smoke testing if determined necessary will be performed by the City working with the
Consultant, and will target those areas of the city suspected of having significant inflow
sources. To be most effective at identifying faults in the collection system, smoke testing
must be completed when the ground is extremely dry. Typically, this is during the
months of July through September, When the ground is dry, a number of indirect inflow
sources, such as leaking shallow pipelines, will also become evident. When the ground is
wet, these faults are less likely to be detected. Smoke testing results will be documented
by videotaping, with individual reports of each faunlt prepared. This information will be
summarized on a city base map.

d. Complete Dye Testing
A second method for identifying direct connections of storm drainage to the sanitary
sewer system is dye testing. The City will do this task working with the Consultant. This
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technique uses water-soluble dye, which is poured into catch basins and private storm
sewers suspected of being connected to the sanitary sewer. A sanitary sewer manhole .
downstream from the storm water structure is monitored. Dye appearing in the

wastewater flow is evidence that there is a direct or indirect connection.

Dye testing is best applied after flow mapping and if possible smoke testing have been
completed, since these two techniques will help to narrow down the areas where cross
connections are most likely. In this sense it is a technique for refining and verifying the
existence of problem areas. The results of this work will be summarized on the same
base map used for the smoke testing results.

It is important to note that smoke testing and dye testing will identify many direct and
indirect connections to the storm sewer system. However, not all connections will be
identified. Some structures, such as trapped catch basins, will not indicate smoke even if
- they are connected. These procedures will identify some of the worst problems, but the
City must recognize that removing infiltration and inflow is an ongoing process that must
be continually monitored by City staff and maintenance crews.
e. Television Inspection
Our proposal includes minimal cleaning and televised inspection of the of the gravity
_ sewer mainline. The television inspection work will be completed by our Subconsultant.
Inspection will occur during high groundwater conditions and or storms of moderate
intensity. This work will help to identify sections of pipe which are broken or have the
potential for collapse. By completing this work when groundwater is high, and if .
possible during rainfall, we are also more likely to identify service laterals or mainline
“faults” which are collecting large quantities of "rain-induced inflow" or ground water.

S Prepare Refined Flow Measurements

The additional flow measurements obtained as part of the flow mapping and the smoke
and dye testing will allow for a more accurate assessment of the magnitude and location
of peak flows. Currently most of the reported effort to estimate current and projected
peak flows has been for the peak flows experienced at the wastewater treatment facility.

It is very important to identify not only what (the magnitude of) peak flows will be, but
what parts of the collection system will be impacted most severely. This is particularly
important in collection systems, which experience surcharging. Surcharging in the
collection system stores wastewater and delays its transport down to the lower reaches of
the collection system. In addition, surcharging may in fact be reducing the overall
amount of I/I which is entering the sewer system by preventing entry of I/I during the
later stages of the storm. Removing the bottleneck by constructing a larger sewer in the
upper end does not necessarily eliminate the problem. At the very least it just moves the
peak flows down stream, and in the worst case, peak flows may increase. Nothing has
been accomplished if surcharging and overflowing of manholes is moved to a different
location.
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2.0 REPORT PREPARATION

2.1 Summarize Flow Mapping, Smoke Testing, Dye Testing Data

The results of the flow mapping, smoke testing and dye testing will be summarized on a base map
to provide a clear indication of where high flows and problé;ns are occurring. These maps will
then become exhibits for the Infiltration and Inflow Report. The process of presenting this
information in a graphic summary form will often make it ¢clear where problems are occurring,
and frequently it becomes clearly apparent where corrective action is required.

2.2 Collection System Model/Flow Distribution

The additional flow measurements obtained as part of the flow mapping, and the smoke or dye
testing will allow for a more accurate assessment of the magnitude and location of peak flows. It
is very important to identify not only the magnitude of the peak flows, but also what parts of the
collection system will be impacted most severely.

An accurate assessment of the magnitude and location of peak flows is important in that it will
provide the basis for sizing of future gravity sewer improvements, new pump station(s), and
modifications and/or expansions to the WWTF. Given the size and configuration of the current
system, we anticipate a spreadsheet-based model will be appropriate to describe current
conditions and alternatives for future service and expansion. I/I measurements obtained in the
flow mapping operations will serve as the basis for distributing the total amount of 1 to specific
areas of the collection system within the basin,

2.3 Prepare Draft Infiltration and Inflow Report

After the additional fieldwork has been collected, a Draft Infiltration and Inflow Report will be
prepared and forwarded for review by City staff. The report will summarize the field data
collected, estimated flows, flow distribution, specific problem areas identified or suspected,
alternatives for repairs and rehabilitation, alternatives for reconfiguring if appropriate, a present
worth cost effective analysis, and a preliminary capital improvement/repair program including
cost estimates.

2.4 Review Draft I/I Report with City Staff

After City staff have had the opportunity to review the Draft Infiltration and Inflow Report, a
meeting will be scheduled to allow for comments and critique. The focus of the meeting will be
to identify any specific concerns that have not been addressed in the draft report, and to determine
the most appropriate method for resolution. ' '

2.5 Prepare Final Report

Final comments and concerns identified in the review meeting will be incorporated into the draft
to produce a final Infiltration and Inflow Report. The final report will serve as a road map for
future repair/rehabilitation work to be performed.

2.6 Submit Final Report to City Staff for Approval
The revised Infiltration and Inflow Report will be submitted to City staff and presented to City
Council for acceptance. In preparing this scope of work we have estimated that DEA professional
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staff will be available to present or assist City staff in the presentation of the report to the City
Council. '

TEAM DESCRIPTIONS

Project Team _

DEA will serve as the prime consultant for this project with Donald Whitehead, P.E. serving as
principal-in-charge and project manager. He will be responsible for day-to-day management of
the project, including coordination of the sub-contractor efforts. He will ensure that sufficient
resources are available to complete the project on schedule and will provide overall review of the
project deliverables. Mr. Whitehead has direct experience utilizing most of the sewer
rehabilitation technologies currently being applied including: sliplining, cured in place pipe
rehabilitation, directional drilling, and micro tunneling.

Mr. Whitehead will be assisted by John Garlitz, P.E. In addition to assisting in the overall
coordination of the project, he will direct field data collection. Mr. Garlitz served as the Assistant
Project Manager on the recently completed Sewer System Rehabilitation Project for the City of
Independence, Oregon. He is experienced in all aspects of the analysis, design and construction
for sewer system rehabilitation projects.

DEA will be assisted by a Subcontractor to do T.V. inspection, confined space entry, and assist
DEA staff in obtaining and recording nighttime flow measurements during flow mapping
operations, - ' '

EXCLUSIONS/CONDITIONS OF WORK
The following exclusions or conditions of work shall prevail for this Scope of Work:

The City will perform all smoke testing and/ or dye testing for the project.

The City will assist the Consultant and/or it’s Subconsultant with the television inspection and
cleaning work as necessary to inspect the condition of the existing sewer systems.

The City will provide all traffic control needed for the project.

The City will provide the Consultant with all available mapping, data, or other documents as
needed for the project at no expense to the Consuliant.

Any additional meetings, presentations, or other work requested by the City will be done ona
Time and Expense basis using the Consultants normal standard expenses and personne! rates.

GIGHARBORI&I-4
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EXHIBIT B,
SCHEDUL ; ESTIMATED HOURS, AND EXPENSES

CITY OF
INFLOW AND IN

LEAD ENG

ARBOR
TION STUDY

DIRECT
£ 3 2 3
1 L)
< = 2 Z = o
= & -
1,0 [DATA COLLECTEION
1. 11Collect and Review Background Data 2 8 2
1.2]Kick-Off Meeting with City Staff 2 8 1
1.3|Collect Additional Field Data
a._Visval Reconnaissance/System Confipuration 2 12 3
b. Collect Additional Flow Measurements (Flow Mapping) 4 24 16 4 Subconsultant Services = $4,500
¢. Complete Smoke Testing 2 8 24 2 :
d. Complete Dye Testing 2
. Complete Television Inspection 2 16 16 2 Subconsultant Services = $12,604
I._Prepare Refined Flow Measurements 2 12 2 2
2.0|REFORT PREPARATION
2.1|Summarize Flow Mapping, Smoke Testing, Dye Testing Data 2 16 12 2
2.2|Callection Systern Model and Flow Distribution 12 8
2.3|Prepare Draft Preliminary Infiltration and Inflow Report
a._ldentify Specific Problem Areas 12 24 8 4
b, Estimate Peak Flows 8 16
c. Identify Recommended Repairs 4 16 8
d. Complete Cost Effective Analysis 4 ] 4
e, Develop Repair Program & Cost Estimates 4 16 16 8 4
2.4|Review Drafl I/l Report with City Staff 8
2.5|Prepare Final Repart 4 24 16 5 3 ’
2.6|Submit Final Repott to City Staff for Approval 8
3.0 PmJ_eet Aq_lministration. QA/QC 16 2 4 N
TOTAL HOURS 18 84 220 8 108 40 41
HOURLY RATE| $115.00 $LE0 $85 £103 366 $60 $48
TOTAL COST $2.070 $9,240 $18,70¢ $840 $7.128 32,400 £1,968 $17,104
TOTAL COST SUMMARY
Engineering and Analysis $42,346
Sub-Contractor Services £17,104
EXPENSES
Mileage @ $.345 per mile $450
Reproduction---Direct Cost to the City $50
Postage/Express Mailing, Etc.—~Direct Cost to the City $50
Estimated Project Total $60,000 [l

DAVID EVANS AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
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City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
{253) 851-8136

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS ,{5
FROM: DAVID R. SKINNER, P.E., PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTORV
SUBJECT: BURNHAM DRIVE WATERLINE EXTENSION

FUNDING AGREEMENT '
DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2001

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

Last year, a budgeted objective in the City’s water department was the construction of a 16-inch
water main from the women’s correctional facility, east, along 96® Street R/W, then north, along
Bunham Drive, eventually connecting to the recently placed waterline near Borgen Boulevard.
Due to permitting issues and development of funding agreements with private property owners,
the construction of this project was delayed until this year.

In 1995, a private developer began the design of a water main extension from Bujacich Drive
under SR-16 along the 96" Street alignment to the intersection with Burnham Drive. Due to
associated costs of construction, the project was postponed. On May 23, 1995, the City Council
amended the Water Comprehensive Plan to include the proposed waterline extension. Consistent
with that Plan amendment, the City began numerous discussions of a cost sharing agreement
- with several property owners to construct the waterline extension. After much work, an
agreement has been drafted and approved by the City Attomey between the City, and Logan
International.

The Agreement provides for the City to construct the waterline and to contribute $100,000
towards the cost of the improvements. Logan International will, as defined in the Agreement,
contribute an estimated amount of $348,000 dollars toward the construction and also be
responsible for any and all costs exceeding the current estimate. Logan Intemational will have
the option to request the City to execute a Latecomer’s Agreement for the purpose of
reimbursing them for their pro rata fair share of the construction costs less the City’s
contribution,

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS

This project was identified in the water-operating fund of the 2000 Annual Budget. Since this
project was anticipated in 2000 but was not constructed, the funds allocated for this project
remain in the City’s water fund to provide for construction in this year. Execution of this
Agreement will obligate the City to provide $100,000 dollars toward the construction of the
waterline project.

RECOMMENDATION

I recommend that the Council move and approve execution of the Agreement for Construction of
Waterline Extension from Purdy Treatment Center to WPC Industrial Park, to establish the
funding for the construction of the waterline as described above.

PADAVE\CouncilMemos\Burnham Watetline Extension_Funding Agreement.doc




AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION
OF WATERLINE EXTENSION FROM
PURDY TREATMENT CENTER TO WPC INDUSTRIAL PARK

THIS AGREEMENT is made this day of N , 2001, by and between the
City of Gig Harbor, a Washington municipal corporation (hereinafter the “City”); and LOGAN
INTERNATIONAL, a Washington corporation, n’k/a TriMaine Holdings, Inc. (hereinafter
“Logan™).

WHEREAS, the City’s 1993 Water Comprehensive Plan depicts the extension of a
watermain from the Purdy Treatment Center water storage facility to the WPC Industrial Park on
Bumham Drive in Gig Harbor, Washington; and

WHEREAS, this alignment of the watermain extension is shown on Exhibit A to this
Agreement, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference; and

WHEREAS, the City desires to construct the 16-inch watermain extension, which is
approximately 5,578 feet in length from the Purdy Treatment Center water storage facility to the
WPC Industrial Park on Burnham Drive, as shown in Exhibit A (hereinafter the “Watermain™); and

_ WHEREAS, Logan desires to have the Watermain constructed, and have agreed to contribute
funds toward such construction, under the terms and conditions set forth herein; Now, Therefore, -

In consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein, and to ensure that funds from
Logan are available for the City’s construction of such Watermain when needed by the City, the
parties agree as follows:

Section 1. Contribution of Logan. The City Public Works Director has estimated the cost of
the installation and construction of the Watermain, as defined in this Agreement and shown in
Exhibit A, to be Four hundred forty eight thousand nine hundred dollars and no cents ($448,900.00).

This is an estimate only, and all parties acknowledge that the actual costs relating to the construction
of the Watermain may exceed this amount.

Logan agrees to pay and the Upfront Negotiated Contributions to the City, as shown on the
Schedule of Contributions, attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated herein by this reference for
the construction of the Watermain. Logan acknowledges that their pro rata share of costs may
increase if the actual costs relating to the construction of the Watermain exceeds $448,900.00.
Logan agrees to pay the costs relating to any overage to the City.

Section 2. City’s Contribution and City’s Performance of the Public Work.

A. The City acknowledges that a portion of the construction of the Watermain will benefit
the general public, and will fund the project in the amount of such benefit, to a maximum of
$100,000.00. The City shall not be required to contribute any funds exceeding this $100,000.00, but

P:A\Projects\9911 Bumbam Dr Waterline Extension\Documents\AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF WATERLINE-FINAL REVISION
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if the City chooses to do so, the parties shall execute a written amendment to this Agreement.

B. The parties acknowledge that the construction of the Watermain is a public work, as
defined in RCW 39.04.010. Furthermore, the parties acknowledge that the City is required to follow
various procedures to accomplish such public work, as set forth in State law and City ordinance.
Nothing in this Agreement shall affect the City’s ability to comply with all applicable public works
procedures or any responsibilities under federal, state or local law. The City shall be responsible for
performing all such procedures, including but not limited to, advertisement for bids, bid award,
contract execution, contract management and acceptance of the public work. The Watermain and
any other associated improvements constructed under this Agreement shall be dedicated to, owned
by, operated and maintained by the City. Nothing in this Agreement shall create any ownership
interest or other entitlement in the Watermain or other associated improvements to Logan.

Section 3. Deposit of Funds by Property Owners. The City shall establish an escrow
account with a financial institution of the City’s choice, in the amount of $348,900.00, which
represents the total contribution by Logan, as the costs related to the Watermain are estimated at the
time this Agreement was executed. The conditions imposed on such escrow account are as follows:

A. Only the City shall be authorized to withdraw funds from the account. The City agrees to
use such funds for the construction of the Watermain and associated improvements and
administration of this Agreement, and for no other purpose.

B. The financial institution shall, upon the demand of the City, remit to the City within two -
days of such demand, the amount of funds requested by the Public Works Director for the
Watermain and associated improvements. The financial institution agrees that it shall have no duty
or right to evaluate the correctness or appropriateness of any such demand by the City, and shall not
interplead, or in any manner delay payment of said funds to the City.

C. If the City receives bids and ultimately awards a contract to a contractor for the
consfruction of the Watermain and associated improvements and the actual cost of the project is in
excess of the amount set forth in Section 1 of this Agreement, Logan shall contribute the necessary
funds to make up the deficiency. In addition, if, during or after construction, the cost estimate in
Section 1 is less than the actual costs of construction of the Watermain and associated improvements,
Logan shall contribute the necessary funds to the escrow account to make up the deficiency.

Section 4. Latecomers’ Agreement. Logan may request up to one year from the project
completion that the City execute a Latecomers’ Agreement, for the purpose of reimbursing Logan for
their pro rata fair share contribution of the Waterline construction. The Latecomers’ Agreement
shall be in substantially the form attached hereto as Exhibit C. The City specifically makes no
representation in this Agreement that the pro rata share of the costs, as shown on Exhibit B,
accurately reflect Logan’ fair pro rata share, for purposes of reimbursement under the Latecomers’
Agreement.

Section 5. Default.

A. Immediately after execution of this Agreement by all parties, Logan shall have thirty (30)

PAProjects\9911 Burnham Dr Waterline Extension\Documents\AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF WATERLINE-FINAL REVISION
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days to deposit their contributions (as shown in Exhibit B), into the City’s escrow account. If the
contributions are not deposited as required by this paragraph, the City may terminate this Agreement .
without lability, and all of the City’s responsibilities hereunder shall be null and void.

B. After Logan deposit the necessary funds in the escrow account, and the City begins
construction, the City may notify Logan in writing that additional funds must be deposited to cover
the actual costs of construction of the Watermain and associated improvements. If'the City provides -
such notice and Logan does not deposit such funds on or before twenty-one (21) days thereafter, the
City may take any of the following actions:

1. Notify Logan in writing that additional funds must be deposited by a date certain,
in order to prevent a breach of the Agreement. After this notice is provided, Logan may submit the
additional funds into the account to eliminate the deficiency, regardless of whether the amount
corresponds their pro rata share, as shown on Exhibit B.

2. If the additional funds are not deposited in the account by the deadline in the
City’s second notice, the City may elect any remedy available in law or equity for breach of this
Agreement, including, but not limited to: (a) ceasing and abandoning work on the Waterline and
associated improvements; (b) completing the work on the Waterline and associated improvements,
and enforcing the terms of this Agreement in a subsequent legal action; (c) completing the work on
the Waterline and associated improvements and refusing to execute a Latecomers’ Agreement with
Logan.

Section 6. Waiver. No waiver, alteration or modification of any of the provisions of this .
Agreement shall be binding on the parties unless in writing and signed by a duly authorized
representative of the parties.

Section 7. Communications. All communications and notices required by this Agreement
shall be sent to the parties at the addresses listed below, unless notified to the contrary:

CITY OF GIG HARBOR
David R. Skinner, P.E.
3105 Judson Street

Gig Harbor, WA 98335
(253) 851-8145

LOGAN INTERNATIONAL
Greg Elderkin

PO Box 860

Renton, WA 98055

(425) 271-3550

Section 8. Successors Bound. All of the provisions, conditions and requirements of this
Agreement shall be binding upon Logan and their assigns and successors, as if they were
specifically mentioned herein.
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PACIFIC WEST Fax:4252558567 Feb & 2001 12:21 F. 02

Fab-08-01 12:56P City af Gig Harbor - P/W 253-A53-7597

Scction 9. Interprolation/Fees. This Agreement shall be consteued in avcordunge with the
Faws of the State of Washinpton, and jurisdiction of any resuitiny dispute ghall be with the Pivrey
County Superwor Court, - Bierce County. Washington, or e 1S, Dwtriet Clourt, Vacoma,
Washington. The provisling party i any legal action brought to enforue the tunns of this Agreement
shall be enuitted 1n its reasonable attorncys' fues, vosts and expest witnags focs, iacluding aay fees
and costy incusmed on sppeal.

Section 11). Scverahibity  Any invalidity of any phrase, sciivnes or provision of iy
Agrecment shatl not alTect the validity of apy other pluase, scutencs ur pruvision.

Section 11, Bisach. No term or provision herein shall be decined wwved and no hreuch
excused unless sush waiver of consent shall be in writing and signed by the panty claimed o bave
warved vrvunsented,

Soetiop 12. nicgndion. Thiy Agreement, inctuding it8 exiiibits and all documonts rufirenced
kerein, consliluies the entite agrecmcnt botween the City und Logan, and supersedes all proposals,

oral Qv writteis, betwee the partics on the subject.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the purties have executed this Agrocincut on the day and yeure
Agve wrikber.

CITY OF GIG HARBOR LOGAN

TriMaing H
M 2

By .
lts Mayar

ATTEST:
Maily Towslee, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Office vl 1ihe City Altoragy

Carp! A Morria

E g G | awaipin [ Wikerhng T asovioniDiaumenis\WUKLLMUNT MO0 CONATREETION O Wa VERLINGVINAL REVISION
1-S4M e
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
' ) ss. . _
COUNTY OF PIERCE ) .

I certify that T 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 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.

(print or type name) -
NOTARY PUBLIC, State of Washington,
residing at:
My Commission expires:

P:AProjects'9211 Bumnham Dr Waterline Extension\Documents\ AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF WATERELINE-FINAL REVISION
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PACIFIC WEST

Fax 14252538567

Feb-08-01 12:58P City of Gig Harbor - P/W

STATEQF WASIHHINGTON )
- | Y
)

COUNTY OF ¢

L centity that | know vr have satisfactory cvidence lhai
who appeared before mc, and said person acknowledged that {he/she] € gned this instrument, o auth
staredt That (he/ghe) was suthorized 1o cxusute the instrument and sgknowledged it as the

of A

£

Feh 8 2001

12:22 p.03

253-a%53-7597

(LOGAN)

bl& L AT the peison

Inc, 1 he the free and volunlary

uct of sugh p:l.rly lor the uses anet puitposes mculmned n the Mmstrment.

Dated:

2-%-72o0\

JANILEE A, JEFFERY
NOTARY PUBLIC
ATE OF WASHINGTCN
COMMISSION EXPIRES
JUNE 70, 2003

5

L ol e sl ane e oan ]

s

Dovdee A: 3e3Teny

{ptint ur type name)

NOTARY PUBLIC in o tor the
State of Washington, residing at:

P a9 1 Tl ohgen Th Wanahing Ealonumn W pmente aGRRRMENT E08 COINSTRLCTHON OF WATERLANE-FIRART RFVINIODN

2 a e
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AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF WATERLINE EXTENSION
FROM PURDY WOMEN’S CORRECTIONAL CENTER
TO WPC INDUSTRIAL PARK ON BURNHAM

EXHIBIT B - SCHEDULE OF CONTIRIBUTIONS

Estimate of cost: Purdy Women’s Correctional Center Street to WPC Industrial Park

Estimated Cost: $448,900 including applicable taxes
Less City Participation: $100,000
Total borne by Logan: $348,900
PROPERTY OWNER | ~  UPFRONT NEGOTIATED )
T C .7 CONTRIBUTION. . -~
Logan $348,900.00
o o TotAaL | . $348900.00

P:\Projects\9911 Bumham Dr Waterline Extension\Documents\AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF WATERLINE-FINAL REVISION
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After Recording Return To:
File at the Request of:

Public Works Director

- City of Gig Harbor

3105 Judson Street : :

Gig Harbor, WA 98335 ‘

LATECOMERS AGREEMENT FOR REIMBURSEMENT
OF MUNICIPAL WATER AND SEWER

THIS AGREEMENT, made this —_ day of - 2001,
by and between

and the City of Gig Harbor, situate in
Pierce County, Washington, the parties respectively referred to herein as "Owner” and "City".

WITNESSETH: .
RECITALS

1. The City owns and operates a water system within and adjacent to its limits; and

2. The Owner has constructed, under agreement with the City, pursuant to the

Municipal Water and Sewer Facilities Act, RCW 35.91.010, et seq., certain extensions to said
system more particularly described on Exhibit "A" attached hereto and incorporated herein by
this reference, which additions are capable of serving areas now owned by the Owner; and

3. The area capable of being served by the extensions to said systems described in
Exhibit "A", is herein referred to as the "benefited property,"” and is more particularly described
in Exhibit "B", attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein; and

4, The extensions to said system described in Exhibit "A" are located within the area
served by the City and have not been accepted by the City for maintenance and operation; and

5. The cost of construction of the extensions described in Exhibit "A" under the
provisions of said Municipal Water and Sewer Facilities Act amounts to § ___sand

6. The City has determined and the Owners have agreed that the area benefited by
said extensions amounts to lineal front feet of which lineal front feet
is directly attributable to the Owner and the remaining benefited property, resulting in a fair
prorata share of the cost of construction of said extensions, to be collected from the owner or
owners of any parcel benefited thereby, and who tap on or connect to said system of $
per lineal front foot; and

Jamuary 9, 2001 Page 9 of 14
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7. The City and Owner desire and intend by this Agreement to provide for collection
of the fair prorata share of the cost of construction of said extensions from the owners of the
benefited properties (as described on Exhibit "B") who did not contribute to the original cost
thereof, under the provisions of the Municipal Water and Sewer Facilities Act, PROVIDED, that
nothing contained herein shall be construed to affect or impair in any manner the right of the City
to regulate the use of its said system of which the extensions described in Exhibit "A" shall
become a part under the terms of this Agreement, pursuant to the provisions of any ordinance,
resolution, or policy now or hereafter in effect. The imposition by the City of any such
requirement shall not be deemed an impairment of this Agreement though it may be imposed in
such a manner as to refuse service to an owner of the benefited property in order to secure
compliance with such requirements of the City.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and agreements hereafter
set forth, it is agreed by and between the parties hereto as follows:

A. All of the recitals set forth above are adopted by the parties as material elements
of this Agreement. -

B. The Owner shall transfer title, free and clear of all encumbrances to the extensions
described in Exhibit "A", by a Bill of Sale to be executed and delivered by Owner to the City
upon acceptance of said extensions for maintenance by the City. This Bill of Sale shall contain
the Owner's warranty that it has good title and the right to convey said extensions, that it will
warrant and defend the City against the claim of interest therein asserted by any third person, that
it will guarantee the workmanship and materials in said facility for a period of one year after the
date of acceptance by the City and that it warrants said extensions to be fit for the use for which
they are intended.

C. Owner further warrants that it is the owner in title absoluie of the extensions
described in Exhibit "A", that it has neither permitted or suffered any person or other entity to
tap onto said extensions prior to the date of this Agreement; that the sum of $ 1$ a
fair prorata charge to be assessed against the owner of each parcel within the benefited premises,
as described in Exhibit "A", who subsequently tap on to or connect to said facility, and do
further warrant that there are no persons, firms or corporations who have filed or have the right
to file a lien against said extensions pursuant to the provisions of Title 60 of the Revised Code of
Washington, other than those heretofore filed which have been satisfied. In the event that any
lien or other claim against said extensions are asserted after conveyance to the City, (which
Owner shall defend and save harmless the City from loss on account thereof), and in the event
the City shall be put to any expense in defense of such claim or otherwise, then the City shall
have a lien against any funds then or thereafier deposited with it pursuant to this Agreement.

D. In consideration of the conveyance of the extensions described in Exhibit "A", the
City agrees to accept said extensions for maintenance as part of its facility, after inspection and
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testing by the City Public Works Director and his recommendation of acceptance, and further
agrees to collect from the owners of the realty benefited by said lien who have not heretofore
contributed to the cost of construction thereof, and who subsequently tap onto or use the same, a
fair prorata share of the cost of such construction based upon the sum of which unit charge shall
be conclusively presumed to be a fair prorata charge against the benefited parcels. The City shall
charge, in addition to its usual and ordinary charges made against persons applying for service
from said facility and in addition to the amount agreed to/ be collected by the City in this
paragraph, a sum equal to fifteen percent (15%) to be collected from owners or persons tapping
onto said facility, which sum shall be used by the City to defray the cost of labor, bookkeeping,
and accounting, pursuant to the terms of this Agreement.

E. The City shall pay to the Owner the sums agreed by it to be collected pursuant to
the provisions of the preceding paragraph, within sixty (60) days after receipt thereof at the
address of the Owner as set forth hereinafter or at such other addresses as the Owner shall
provide by Certified Mail. If said payments are returned to the City unclaimed by the Owner or
if the City is unable to locate the Owner after six (6) months, the City shall retain all sums then
received and all future sums collected under this Agreement.

F. In the event of the assignment or transfer of the rights of the Owner voluntarily,
involuntarily, or by operation of law, then the City shall pay all benefits accruing hereunder,
after notice, to such successor of the Owner as the City, in its sole judgment, deems entitled to
such benefits; and in the event conflicting demands are made upon the City for benefits accruing
under this Agreement, then the City may, at its option, commence an action in interpleader
joining any party claiming rights under this Agreement, or other parties which the City believes
to be necessary or proper, and the City shall be discharged from further hability upon paying the
person or persons whom any court having jurisdiction of such interpleader action shall determine,
and in such action the City shall be entitled to recover its reasonable attorney's fees and cost,
which fees and costs shall constitute a lien upon all funds accrued or accruing pursuant to this
Agreement.

G. The City agrees not to allow an Owner or user of any benefited property as
described in Exhibit "A" to tap onto said facility without such owner or user having first paid to
the City a sum equal to the fair prorata charge hereinabove set forth.

H. In the event of any claims arising as a result of the acts or omissions of the City,
its officers, officials, employees representatives and agents, in the performance of the services
described in this Agreement, the Owner hereby agrees to release, indemnify, defend and hold the
City, its officers, officials, employees, agents and representatives, harmless from any and all
claims, costs, judgments, awards, attorneys’ fees or liabilities to any person. In addition, the
Owner hereby agrees to release, indemnify, defend and hold the City, its officers, officials,
employees, agents and representatives, harmless from any and all claims, costs, judgments,
awards, attorneys’ fees or liabilities to any third persons asserting that the formula used to
determine either the benefited properties or the amount of such benefit is in error or does not
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amount t0 a fair prorata charge.

L The City shall be entitled to rely, without any resulting liability to the City, on the
provisions of this Agreement with respect to the fairness of the prorata charge herein provided,
and upon the designation and description of the. beneﬁted propertles set forth in Exhibit "B".

I This Agreement shall beoome operative mlmedlately after recordmg with the
Auditor of each County in which any of the benefited lands are situated, at the expense of the
Owner, and shall remain in full force and effect for a period of fifteen (15) years after the date of
such recording, or until the Owner, or its successors or assigns, shall have been fully reimbursed
as aforesaid, whichever event occurs earlier; provided, that in the event the additions described in
Exhibit "A" or any portions thereof shall, during the term of this Agreement, be rendered useless
by the redesign or reconstruction of a portion of the City's facility, such determination of
uselessness to be in the absolute discretion of the City's Public Works Director, then the City's
obligation to collect for the Owner of the tapping charges provided pursuant to this Agreement
shall cease.

K. 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
Owner.

L. All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent to the parties at the
- addresses listed below, unless notified to the contrary. :

City of Gig Harbor (Owner)
3105 Judson Street

Attn: Public Works Dir.

Gig Harbor, WA 98335

M.  All of the provisions, conditions, regulations and requirements of this Agreement
shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of the Owner, as if they were specifically
mentioned herein.

N. This Agreement shall be construed in accordance with the laws of the State of
Washington, and jurisdiction of any resulting dispute shail be in Pierce County Superior Court,
Pierce County, Washington. The prevailing party in any legal action shall be entitled to all other
remedies provided herein, and to all costs and expenses, including attorneys' fees, expert witness
fees or other witness fees and any such fees and expenses incurred on appeal.

0. Any invalidity, in whole or in part, of any of the provisions of this Agreement
shall not affect the validity of any other of its provisions.

P. No term or provision herein shall be deemed waived and no breach excused unless
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such waiver or consent shall be in writing and signed by the party claimed to have waived or .
consented.

Q. This Agreement, including its exhibits and all documents referenced herein,
constitutes the entire agreement between the City and the Owner, and supersedes all proposals,
oral or written, between the parties on the subject. _

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed thls Agreement on the day and year
above written.

CITY OF GIG HARBOR OWNERS

By:

ATTEST:

By:

City Clerk, _ ' _ ' .

APPROVED AS TO FORM
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

By:
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
)} ss.
COUNTY OF PIERCE )

- I certify that 1 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 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, State of Washington,
Print Name:
Residing at:
My Commission expires:

STATE OF WASHINGTON )

) ss.
COUNTY OF PIERCE )
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 , to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the

uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument.

Dated:
NOTARY PUBLIC, State of Washington
Print Name:
Residing at:
My Commission expires:
January 9, 2001 Page 14 of 14
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City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253} 851-8136

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL
FROM: {1 PATRICIA IOLAVERA, SENIOR PLANNER
SUBJECT:™ FIRST READING OF NEW ORDINANCE RELATING TO PUD
SECOND READING OF DRAFT ORDINANCES RELATING TO PRD
AND RELATED CHANGES TO THE G1G HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE,
DATE: FEBRUARY 8§, 2001

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

Please find enclosed for your consideration six (6) ordinances. Staff has responded to the
discussion during the Council Meeting of January 22, 2001 and made changes accordingly. This
includes changes to Titles 16, 17, & 19. Changes were made in accordance with your
recommendations as outlined in the February I, 2001 memo to Council from planning staff. Two
ordinances are included regarding the PUD. One making modifications and one rescinding the
ordinance.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS
The new administrative process is likely to eliminate some costs to the City in the form of legal

fees by reducing the number of appeals.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of the PRD. Should Council desire further discussion on the PUD,
staff recommends Council consider a work session to focus on that ordinance.



ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND ZONING,
AMENDING THE REGULATIONS RELATING TO PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENTS, DESCRIBING THE CONTENTS OF A COMPLETE
APPLICATION FOR PRELIMINARY PUDS, FINAL PUDS, MAJOR AND
MINOR AMENDMENTS TO PUDS, SETTING FORTH THE CRITERIA FOR
APPROVAL AND THE PERFORMANCE STANDARDS, AMENDING
SECTION 17.90.010, 17.90.020, 17.90.030, 17.90.040, 17.90.050, 17.90.060,
17.90.070, 17.90.080 AND ADDING NEW SECTIONS 17.90.090, 17.90.100,
17.90. 110 AND 17.90.120 TO THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

WHEREAS, the Gig Harbor City Council imposed a moratorium on the submission of planned

unit development applications; and

WHEREAS, the City Council directed the Planning Commission to provide a
recommendation regarding the City's regulations for-pl_anﬁed unit developménts; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held hearings on the planned unit development
regulations on July 26, 2000 and August 2, 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission recommended that the City Council amend the
regulations for planned unit developments as set forth in this Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City's SEPA Responsible Official issued a determination of
nonsignificance (DNS) relating to the adoption of this Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Director forwardeci a copy of this Ordinance to the
Washington State Department of Trade and Community Development on October 17, 2000

pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and
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WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Council
meeting of December 11, 2000, after a public hearing; ( |

WHEREAS, the City Council reviewed this Ordinancé dﬁt‘ing a work session on January
2,2001; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Council
meeting of January 22, 2001, after a public hearing; and

WHEREAS, the staff has made the recommended changes per the January 22, 2001
Council Meeting; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Couneil

meeting of ; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS
AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Section 17.90.010 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

| read as follows:

zone is to allow opportunity or more creative and imaginative commercial and
business projects than generally possible under strict application of the zoning
regulations in order that such projects may provide substantial additional benefit

to the community. It is further intended to preserve unique or sensitive physical
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than

would be available under conventional land development practices. Additionally,

it is intended to promote more economical and efficient use of land and a unified
design concept for commercial and business development.

Section 2. Section 17.90.020 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

read as follows:

17.90.020 Where PUDs are Permitted and Acceptable Parcel Characteristics.

A. PUDs may be permitted in all districts zoned commercial and business.
B. In the Waterfront Commercial (WC), Downtown Business (DB). Residential
Business I (RB- 1), and in adjacent zones, careful transition with existing .
development located at the perimeters of the zone must be provided.
C. _PUDs shall not be allowed on any parcels less than two acres in size,

excluding tidelands, unless one of the following findings are made, in addition to
the criteria for preliminary PUD approval in this chapter:
1. An unusual physical, natural resource or topographical featre of importance

exists on the site or in the neighborhood which can be conserved and still leave

the applicant reasonable use of the land by the use of a PUD; or
2. The property or its neighborhood has a historical character of importance to

the community that will be protected by use of a PUD.

Section 3. Section 17.90.030 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as

follows:

17.90.030 Permit Application Procedures. Pareel-characteristics—Planned-unit




A. Type of Permit. A preliminary PUD application shall be processed

according to the procedures set forth in Title 19 for Title ITIA project
permit applications. Final PUD applications shall be processed according
to the procedures in Title 19 for Type IV project permit applications.

B. Expiration of PUD. Within five (5} years of the date of the preliminary PUD
approval, an application shall be submitted for final PUD approval, otherwise, the
preliminary PUD approval shall expire. Construction on the project must
commence within twelve (12) months from the date of the final approval;
otherwise, preliminary PUD approval becomes null and void.

C. Concurrent Applications. Unless an applicant for preliminary plat
approval requests otherwise, a preliminary plat shall be processed

simultaneously with a PUD, to the extent that procedural requirements
allow simultaneous processing. If an applicant requests that a preliminary
PUD be processed prior to the time a preliminary plat application is

submitted, the preliminary PUD application shall not be considered to be
vested, i.e.. such application shall not be considered under the subdivision,

zoning or other land use control ordinances in effect at the time the fully

completed application for a preliminary PUD has been submitted to the
City.

D. Phasing. If a proposed PUD is to be developed in phases. the entire
PUD shall be portrayed in the preliminary PUD application, and each

phase shall individually receive final PUD approval within the time
periods established in subsection 17.90.030Q(B).

E. Design Review. The applicant shall submit an application for design
review approval concurrent with the preliminary PUD application. The Hearing
Examiner shall be present at the Design Review Board hearings as necessary to
ensure coordination of decisionmakers as allowed under chapter 19.01.022(C).

F. Extensions. Knowledge of the expiration date and initiation of a request for an
extension of time is the responsibility of the applicant. Requests for an extension
of time must be submitted to the planning department at least 30 days prior to t
the expiration of PRD approval. The planning department shall schedule the

request for extension for public hearing before the hearing examiner. One

extension is the maximum to be granted and it shall be for no more than one year
and the PRD may be subject to any new or amended regulations, requirements,

policies or standards which are adopted after the original date of approval, unless
50 percent or more of the on-site work has been compileted.
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Section 4. Section 17.90.040 of the Gig Harbor Muinicipal Code shall be amended to read .

as follows:

’

mglete Préliminat_’x PUD Apglicaﬁon.
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A. In addition to the applicable requirements of GHMC Section 19.02.002

complete application for preliminary PUD approval shall consist of the following '
information; f

1. An environmental checklist or impact statement, as may be applicable,
pursuant to GHMC Title 18:

2. The title and location of the proposed development, together with the names,
addresses and telephone, numbers of the recorded owners of the land and the

applicant, and if applicable, the name, address and telephone number of any

architect, planner, designer or engineer responsible for the preparation of the plan,
and of any authorized representative of the applicant;

3. A written description addressing the scope of the project, gross acreage, net -
buildable acreage calculations, the nature and size in gross floor area of each use,

and the total amount of net buildable land in square feet to be covered by

impervious surfaces;

4. A vicinity map showing site boundaries and existing roads and accesses w1th1
and bounding the site, as well as adjacent parcels and uses:

5. A topographic map delineating contours, existing and proposed. at two foot

intervals and which locates and classifies existing streams, wetlands, steep slopes
and other natural features and/or critical areas;

6. Plans drawn to a scale no smaller than one inch equals 30 feet showing the
proposed general location and size of proposed uses, buildings. buffer areas,
yards, open spaces and landscaped areas.

7. A ¢irculation plan drawn to a scale acceptable to the Public Works Director

itlustrating all access points for the site and the proposed size and lgcation of
driveways, streets and roads that have immediate impact on public rights of way.

8. A-general-schematiclayoutfor Utility, drainage and stormwater runoff plans;

9. A plan of all proposed landscaping including buffers and screening to be used
as well as identification of areas of significant vegetation proposed to be retained;

10. A statement explaining how the proposed plan is consistent with and
implements the City of Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan, the designation under

6B



the Comprehensive Plan, current zone classification, and desired zone
classification;

11. A narrative describing how the proposal provides substantial
additional benefit to the citizens of the City of Gig Harbor (the benefit

accruing as a result of implementation of the PUD process as opposed to
following the development standards of the underlying zone), and how it
is proposed the additional amenities and benefits should apply to the
percentage of additional density or gross floor area, or additional height

being requested:

12. A complete application for design review as required by chapter
17.98 040,

13.. A map of the area, with the area proposed for any rezone outlined in red; and

14. Two sets of mailing labels for all property owners whose parcels are within
300 feet of any border of the subject property, as provided by the Pierce County .
Auditor’s Office,

B. In addition to the applicable requirements of GHMC Section 19.02.002, a
complete application for final PUD approval shall consist of the following

information:

1. Two sets of mailing labels for all property owners whose parcels are within

300 feet of any border of the subject property, as provided by the Pierce County
Auditor’s Office.

Section 5. Gig Harbor Municipal Code Section 17.90.050 is hereby amended to

read as follows:

1'7 90 050 Types of Uses Permltted Eﬂdmgs—h—appmﬁﬂg—ﬂae—pfehmmmy




The foliowing uses are permitted in a PUD:

A. Those primary, accessory and conditional uses permitted in the underlying
zoning district;

B. Other commercial, business and residential uses may be located within the
PUD. if a rezone application is submitted concurrently with the preliminary PUD
application, and all of the following criteria are satisfied, in addition to the rezone
criteria in chapter 17.100:

1. Such uses constitute ten (10) percent or less of the proposed project;

2. Such uses are an integral component of the planned untt development:

3. Such uses are compatible with any existing uses: and

4. Such uses are consistent with the Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan for not only .
the use, but also any other element covered by the Comprehensive Plan, such as

water, sewer and transportation facilities.

Section 6. Section 17.90.060 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

. read as follows:

17.90.060 Development and Design Standards. The-followinginformation
hall - besubmi avievw-as-a—ype-H-apolication—l—Envi 1
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A. The following performance standards of the underlying zoning district

may be varied, subject to the criteria in this chapter, only as follows:

I. Lot area and Lot width: Lot area and lot width requirements may be reduced

where the site plan is such that light, air and privacy are provided to the units in

the PUD. .
2. Setbacks: Structures located on the perimeter of the PUD shall be set back in
accordance with the front vard setbacks of the underlying zoning district.

3. Impervious Surface Coverage: Impervious surface coverage of individual

parcels may exceed the percentage of impervious surface coverage allowed in the
underlying zone; provided, that overall impervious surface coverage of the PUD _ .

does not exceed the percentage permitted by the underlying zoning district.

4. Height: Building height may exceed the maximum permitted by code
provided, that the design protects the views and privacy of properties inside and

outside of the project, but in no case shall the maximum height exceed 45 feet,
except that in B-2 and C-1 zones the height shall not exceed 60 feet for peaked

roof buildings and 45 feet for buildings with flat roofs. Variances from the City

Height Restriction Area Map. as adopted by chapter 17.62 GHMC, shall not be
allowed. For perimeter buildings exceeding the maximum height of the
underlving zone, the distance between such buildings and the perimeter of the
PUD shall not be less than the front yard setback of the underlying zone plus five
feet for each foot of excess height:

. Gross Floor Area: The gross floor area in the underlying zone may be
xceeded as provided in GHMC 17.90.090, as long as all of the criteria set forth

in that section are satisfied.

B._The performance standards which may not be modified or altered in a PUD

are:

1. Shoreline regulations when the property is located in an area under the

Jurisdiction of the Gig Harbor Shoreline Master Program;

2. Standards pertaining to development in environmentally sensitive areas;

3. Regulations pertaining to nonconforming uses;

4. Standards pertaining to screening around outdoor storage areas;

5. Total coverage by impervious surfaces; .
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6. Height restrictions as identified on the adopted City of Gig Harbor Hei;qht
Restriction Area Map and Shoreline Master Program.

Section 7. Section 17.90.070 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

' read as follows:

17 90.070 Criteria for Agproval of Prehmmarv PUD Agphcatlon

A. Applicants for a preliminary PUD application shall demongtrate that. with the
exception of the sections of the code from which the applicant intends to vary (as
allowed by Section 17.90.060(A), the proposed PUD is able to satisfy all of the
applicable code requirements. and is compatible with the surrounding properties.
In addition, applicants must make the following showing:

1. Landscaping and site plans showing the location of proposed open space or
parks. road layout and proposed buffering of buildings, parking, integrated
pedestrian circulation, loading and storage areas, all approved under the De31g1_1
Revnew process:

2. Identification of unique characteristics of the subject property proposed to be

retained and how those characteristics qualify for gross floor area and/or height
bonus under Section 17.90.090;

3. Identification of unique charagcteristics of the proposed use(s) that qualify for

gross floor area and/or height bonus under Section 17.90.090;

4. The proposed relationship and arrangement of buildings and open spaces as
they relate to various uses within or adjacent to the PUD as approved through the

Design Review process;
5. Measures proposed to mitigate visual impact of the PUD upon the surroundin:
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area approved through the Design Review Drocess;
6. Identification of any extraordinary public improvements proposed for .
acceptance of ownership by the City in connection with the planned development

and that qualify for the gross floor area and/or height bonus under Section
17.90.090; ’

7. Identification of any unique natural features of the property proposed for
acceptance of ownership by the City for preservation, and that qualify for the
gross floor area and/or height bonus under Section 17.90.090;

8. Identification of any proposed recreational opportunities in excess of those

normally required of a subdivision and that qualify for the gross floor area and/or
height bonus under Section 17.90.090.

B. In addition to the above, the PUD may only be approved if the Citv finds that
all of the following criteria are satisfied:

1. The Director of Public Works and the decision maker finds that the site access,

proposed on-site circulation and off-street parking meets all Public Works
standards and makes adequate provision for roads. streets, alleys and other public

ways, Streets and sidewalks, existing and proposed, are suitable and adeguate to
carry anticipated traffic within the proposed PUD and in the vicinity of the PUD:

makes adequate provision for all public utilities. including but not limited to
water, sewer, and storm water drainage, Water, sewer and storm water facilities,

existing and proposed, are suitable and adequate to provide service within the
proposed PUD and in the vicinity of the PUD:;

2. The Director of Public Works and the decision maker finds that the PUD : _ .

3. The PUD is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan;

4. The Planned Unit Development accomplishes, by the use of permitted
flexibility and variation in design, a development that is better than that resulting
from traditional development. Net benefit to the City may be demonstrated by
one or more of the following:

a._placement, type or reduced bulk of structures, or

b. interconnected usable open space, or

¢. recreational facilities, or

d. other public facilities, ot

e. conservation of natural features, or

f. aesthetic features and harmonious design, or

g. energy efficient site design or building features. and

5. The PUD results in no greater burden on present and projected public utilities

and services than would result from traditional development;
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_ 6. The Fire Marshal provides assurance that adeqqate provision has been made
. for fire protection;

7. The perimeter of the PUD is compatible with the existing land use or property
that abuts or is directly across the street from the subj eE;t property. Compatibility
includes but is not limited to size, scale, mass and architectural design;

]
'

8. One or more major circulation point(s) functionally connected to a public
right-of-way as required by the Director of Public Works, or the Fire Marshal, or
any other appropriate decision maker;

9. Open space within the PUD is an integrated part of the project rather than an

isolated element of the project;

10. The design is compatible with and responds to the existing or intended
character. appearance, quality of development and physical characteristics of the
subject property and immediate vicinity;

11. Each phase of the proposed PUD, as it is planned to be completed, contains
the required parking spaces, open space, recreation space, landscaping and utility
area necessary for creating and sustaining a desirable and stable environment.

_ A. If the PUD requires a rezone(s), such rezone(s) shall be approved before any
. : ' action is taken on the preliminary PUD application. :

Section 8. Section 17.90.090 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

read as follows:

l‘? 90 080 Cnterla for A]gproval of Final PUD Apgllcatmn Dm&eﬂ—ef

A. Applicants for a final PUD application shall demonstrate that all of the
following criteria have been satisfied:

1. All features and amenities approved in the prellmma_gy_ PUD have been
constructed, or a bond has been posted for such construction;

2. The City Public Works Director has documented that all conditions
imposed on the preliminary PUD requiring Public Works Department approval
have been constructed to the satisfaction of the Director:;

3. The City Fire Marshal has documented that all conditions imposed on
the preliminary PRD requiring Fire Code approval have been constructed (or per

the Fire Marshal’s discretion will be constructed pursuant to a subsequent permit)
. to the satisfaction of the Fire Marshal.
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4. The City Planning Director has documel_lted that all conditions imposed
on the preliminary PUD requinne Planning Depariment approval have been
constructed to the satisfaction of the Director;

5. Findings must be made that the preliminary PUD {and/or preliminary
 plat or binding site plan) conforms to all terms of preliminary PUD approval, that

the PUD meets the requirements of this chapter and all other applicable codes and
state laws. :

B. The applicant shall provide a bond or other financial assurance acceptable to
the City Council to ensure that any improvements made in the common open
space will be completed. The City shall release the bond or financial assurance
when the improvements have been completed in accordance with the development
plan.

C. As a condition of approval of the final PUD, and before any permits are issued

for the property, the applicant shall submit to the City any covenants, deeds,
and/or homeowners’ association bylaws. or other documents guaranteeing
maintenance, construction and common fee ownership, if applicable, of open .

space, community facilities. and all other commonly owned and operated
property. These documents shall be reviewed and approved as to form by the

City Attomev to ensure that they comply with the requirements of this chapter
prior to final PUD approval. Such documents and conveyances shall be recorded

with the County Auditor as a condition of any final PUD approval.
Section 8. A new section 17.90.090 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor Municipal Code,

which shall read as follows:

17.90.099 Maximum gross floor area bonus.

The maximum gross floor area of the PUD may be increased over that permitted
in the underlying zone as provided in this section, but only if: (1} consistent with
the underlying comprehensive plan designation for the property: and (2) the
increase will not exceed twenty-five {25) percent additional gross floor area, over
that allowed in the underlying zone, except in General Business District (B-2) jt
shall be up to fifty (50) percent, and in Commercial District (C-1) it shall be thlr_ty

(30) percent. Such calculations shall be based on net buildable land. The

maximum gross floor area bonus may only be allowed if the applicant
demonstrates the following:

A. Open Space.

Open space must satisfy the standards in Section 17.90.100 for open space in
order to be eligible for a density bonus. Such open space must be open to the

general public.
1) Provision of open space exceeding by at least thirty percent (30%) the
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minimum required under the Degign Review Manual and proportional to the
. size of the development: ten percent (10%) increase;

2) Preservation of Natural Features. Preservation of a desirable natura] feature
that would not otherwise be preserved such as, but not limited to: an
unregulated wetland, stream corridor, unique geological feature, substantial
over story vegetation and which would not otherwise be preserved, etc.: ten
percent (10%) increase; ' ;

3) Preservation of Scenic Vistas: Preservation of a scenic vista corridor(s) on-
site and off-site and accessible to the general public: ten percent (10%)

increase:

4) Provision of a Desirable Urban Amenity: Provision of an urban amenity that
complements the proposed development and that exceed the requirements of
the Design Manual for common space or plazas. Such amenity may include
such things as a play area, public transit amenities. public restrooms, fountains
or other comparable amenities identified by the applicant and city staff: ten
percent {(10%) increase;

5) Design of a storm water treatment gystein as an amenity: A stormwater
treatment (retention/detention) facility that is also designed as a visually .
aesthetic and physically accessible amenity for the enjoyment of the public:
ten percent (10%) increase.

Section 10. A new section 17.90.100 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor Municipal Code,

. which shall read as follows:

17.90.100 Open Space. In order to gualify for a height or gross floor area

bonus/increase, the applicant must demonstrate that all of the following open
space performance standards are satisfied:

A. Common open space shall not include public streets, private streets,
driveways, parking areas or the required yards for buildings or structures:
provided however, that up to thirty percent {(30%) of the open space may be

composed of open space on contiguous privately owned properties reserved
by easement or covenant to assure that the open space will be permanent.

B. Common open space areas may not be computed to include any submerged
lands unless explicitly allowed in section 17.90.090(A)S.

C. Atleast fi ercent (50%) of the common open space must be usable for

active or passive recreation, and which is also not utilized as a utility
improvement or structure,
D. Common open space may contain such structures and improvements as are

necessary and appropriate for the out-of-doors enjoyment of the residents of
the PUD.,

E. Common open space associated with density bonus must be accessible to the
general public.

. : F. All common open space must be unigue to the project, and not have been part
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of a prior approval. _ .

(. Land show in the final development plan as common open space, and

landscaping and/or planting contained therein, sha!l be permanently
maintained by and conveyved to one of the following:

a. An association of owners shall be forined and continued
for the purpose of maintaining the common open space.
The association shall be created as an association of
owners under the laws of the state and shall adopt and
propose articles of incorporation or association and
bylaws, and adopt and improve a declaration of covenants
and restrictions on the common open space that are
acceptable to the city in providing for the continuing care
of the space. No commmon open space may be put to a use
not specified in the final development plan unless the
final development plan is first amended to permit the use.
No change of use may be considered as a waiver of any -
of the covenants limiting the use of common open space
area, and all rights to enforce these covenants against any
use permitted are cxpressly reserved to the city as well as

thc OWNEIS.

b. A public agency which agrees to maintain the common
open space and any buildings, structures or other
improvements. which have been placed upon it.

H. Common open space shall be suitably improved for its intended use,
except when it contains natural features worthy of preservation which
may be left unimproved. The buildings. structures and improvements to
be permitted in the common open space are those appropriate to the uses
which are authorized for the common open space,

Section 11. A new section 17.90.110 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor Municipal Code,
which shall read as follows:

17.90.110 Roads. All roads in a PUD shall be consistent with the adopted

policies and standards of the City of Gig Harbor Public Works Construction
Standards for public roads.

Section 12. A new section 17.90.120 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor Municipal Code, .

15B




. which shall read as follows:

17.90.120 Minor and Major Amendments of the Final PUD.

A. Minor amc_:ndments.

| I. A minor amendment to the final PUD is a Type 1 permit application.
and shall be processed as provided in Title 19 GHMC.

2. Minor amendments are those which may affect the precise dimensions
or siting of buildings (i.e.. lot coverage, height, setbacks) but which do not affect
the basic character or arrangement and number of buildings approved in the final

PUD, nor the density of the development or the amount and quality of open space
and landscaping.

3. In addition to the permit application requirements set forth in GHMC
Section 19.02.002, a complete application for a minor amendment shall consist of
the All plan sheets or pages. or document sheets or pages to which reflect changes |
proposed. or that are affected by such changes.

B. Major amendments.

and shall be processed as provided in Title 19 GHMC.

. : 1. A major amendment to the final PUD is a Type III permit application,

2. Major amendments are those which substantially change the character,
basic design, density, open space or other requirements and conditions of the final
PUD and site plan.

3, In addition to the permit application requirements set forth in GHMC

Section 19.02.002, a complete application for a major amendment shall consist of
the following:

a. A complete application packet as required under chapter 17.96.050.

b. A complete application packet as requnred by chapter 17.98.040 and
the Design Manual. : :

¢. An amended environmental checklist, and addendums to all

environmental documents affected by the proposed change including
the traffic impact analysis.

C. Concurrent processing of applications. A minor PUD amendment application

. may be processed concurrent with a building permit application. If an application
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for a major amendment 1s submitted, no building or other permit associated with

such major PUD amendment shall issue until all review proceedings required

under GHMC Title 19 for the major PUD amendment are completed and all
necessary approvals obtained.

Section 13. Severability. If any section, sentence,-cléuse or phrase of this Ordinance is

held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of compe';ent junisdiction, such invalidity or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other éection, clause or
phrase of this Ordinance.
Section 14. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force five (5)
days after pas;sage and publication of an approved summary consisting of the title.
PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor

this__th day of , 2001.

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:
CAROL A. MORRIS
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FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

ORDINANCE NO.
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SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO. .

of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On | , 2001, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor,
Washington, approved Ordinance No. , the main points of which are summarized by
its title as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND ZONING,
AMENDING THE REGULATIONS RELATING TO PLANNED UNIT
DEVELOPMENTS, DESCRIBING THE CONTENTS OF A COMPLETE
APPLICATION FOR PRELIMINARY PUDS, FINAL PUDS, MAJOR AND
MINOR AMENDMENTS TO PUDS, SETTING FORTH THE CRITERIA FOR
APPROVAL AND THE PERFORMANCE STANDARDS, AMENDING
SECTION 17.90.010, 17.90.020, 17.90.030, 17.90.040, 17.90.050, 17.90.060,
17.90.070, 17.90.080 AND ADDING NEW SECTIONS 17.90.090, 17.90.100,
17.90. 110 AND 17.90.120 TO THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of . 2001.

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK
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ORDINANCE NO. _

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND ZONING,
REPEALING CHAPTER 17.90 - PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS OF
THE GIG HARBOR MUNICTPAL. ' '

WHEREAS, the Gig Harbor City Council imposed a moratorium on the submission of
planned unit development applications; and

WHEREAS, the City Council directed the Planning Commission to provide a
recommendation regarding the City's regulations for planned unit developments; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held hearings on the planned unit developmen;
regulations on July 26, 2000 and August 2, 2000 ; and

WI—IEREAS, the Planniﬁg Commission recommended that the City Council amend the
regulations for planned unit developments as set forth in this Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City's SEPA Responsible Official issued a determination of
nonsignificance (DNS) relating to the adoption of this Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Director forwarded a copy of this Ordinance to the

Washington State Department of Trade and Community Development on October 17, 2000

pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Council
meeting of December 11, 2000, after a public hearing;

WHEREAS, the City Council reviewed this Ordinance during a work session on January

2,2001; and

1B




WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Council

meeting of January 22, 2001, after a public hearing; Now, Therefore,

'THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS

AS FOLLOWS:

i

Section 1. Chapter 17.90.010 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby rescinded.

Section 2. Effective Date,

This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force five (5)

days after passage and publication of an approved summary consisting of the title.

PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor

this __th day of , 2001, :
CITY OF GIG HARBOR
GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:
By:
MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK: ____
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
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PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:
ORDINANCE NO.
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SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO. ___

of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On , 2001, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor,
Washington, approved Ordinance No. , the main points of which are summarized by
its title as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND ZONING, REPEALING CHAPTER 17.90
- PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS OF THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL.

~ The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of ,2001. -

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

Page 1 of 4




ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND
ZONING, AMENDING THE REGULATIONS RELATING TO
PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS, DESCRIBING
THE CONTENTS OF A COMPLETE APPLICATION FOR A
PRELIMINARY AND FINAL PRD, MAJOR AND MINOR PRD
AMENDMENTS, SETTING FORTH THE CRITERIA FOR
APPROVAL AND THE PERFORMANCE STANDARDS,
'~ AMENDING SECTIONS 17.89.010, 17.89.020, 17.89.030,
17.89.040, 17.89.050, 17.89.060, 17.89.070, 17.89.080, 17.89.050,
17.89.100, 17.89.110, AND 17.89.130, AND REPEALING
SECTION 17.89.120 OF THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

-

planned residential development (“PRD”) applications; and
recommendation regarding the City’s regulations for planned residential developments; and
regulations on July 26, 2000 and August 2, 2000; and

relating to the adoption of this Ordinance; and

to RCW 36.70A.106; and

1B

- WHEREAS, the Gig Harbor City Council imposed a moratorium on the submission of |
WHEREAS, the City Council directed the Planning Commission to provide a.
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held hearings on the planned residential development
WHEREAS, the City’s SEPA Responsible Official issued a determination of nonsignificance

WHEREAS, the City Planning Director forwarded a copy of this Ordinance to the

Washington State Department of Trade and Community Development on October 17, 2000 pursuant



WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Council .
meeting of December 11, 2000, after a public hearing;

WHEREAS, the City Council reviewed this Ordinance Tc__luring a work session on January 2,
2001; and |

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Coungcil

meeting of January 22, 2001, after a public hearing; and

WHEREAS, the staff has made the recommended changes per the January 22, 2001

Council Meeting; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Council

meeting of ; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIGHARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS AS .
FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Section 17.89.010 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to read

as follows:

17.89.010 Intent of the Planned Residential Zone {(“PRD™).

The intent of the PRD zone is to pravide-forgreater-site-design-and-flexibilityand;
thas- allow opportunity for more creative and imaginative residential projects

than generally possible under strict application of the eenventional zoning
regulations _in order that such projects may provide substantial additional benefit
to the general community. It is further intended to preserve unique or sensitive
physical features, such as steep slopes, public views, retention of natural
vegetation and to provide more open space and recreational amenities, for
residents of the development and the general public, than would be available
under conventional land development practices. Additionally, it 1s intended to
promote more economical and efficient use of land and a unified design concept
for residential development.

Section 2. Section 17.89.020 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to
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. ~ read as follows:

17.89.020 Where PRD’s are are Perrmtted and Accentahle Parcel
Charactenstlcs : d d al-¢ : av-ben ad-i

A, PRDs may be permitted in all districts zoned residential; the Waterfront

Millville (WM) and Waterfront Residential (WR) zones.

B. PRDs shall not be allpwed on any parcels less than two acres in size. excluding
tidelands, unless one of the following findings are made. in addition to the criteria

for preliminary PRD approval in this chapter:

1. An unusual physical, patural resource or topographical feature of importance exists on
the site or in the neighborhood which can be conserved and still leave the applicant
reasonable use of the land by the use of a PRD: or :

2. The property or its nei ghborhood has an historical character of importance to the
community that will be protected by use of a PRD.

Section 3. Section 17.89.030 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

read as follows:

. 17, 89 030 Permit Apphcatlon Procedures Cl“—yﬂpes—ef—uses—peﬂmﬁed—'l:he

A. Type of Permit. A preliminary PRD application shall be processed according
to the procedures set forth in Title 19 GHMC for Type ITIA project permit
applications. Final PRD applications shall be processed according to the
procedures in Title 19 GHMC for Type ITA project permit applications.

B. Expiration of PRD. Within five (5) vears of the date of the preliminary PRD

approval, an application shall be submitted for final PRD approval, otherwise, the

preliminary PRD approval shall expire.
C. Concurrent Applications. Unless an applicant for preliminary plat approval
requests otherwise. a preliminary plat shall be processed simultaneously with a
PRD. to the ¢xtent that procedural requirements allow simultaneous processing,
If an applicant requests that a preliminary PRD application be processed prior to
the time a preliminary plat application is submitted, the preliminary PRD
application shall not be considered to be vested, i.e.. such application shall not be
. considered under the subdivision, zoning or other land use control ordinances in
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submitted to the City. _

D. Phasing. If a proposed PRD is to be developed in phases, the entire PRD shafl

be portrayed in the preliminary PRD application, and each phase shall individually

receive final PRD approval within the time periods established in subsection
17.89.030(B). : - _

E. Design Review. The applicant shall submit an application for design review
approval concurrent with the preliminary PRD application. The Hearing
Examiner shall be present at the Design Review Board hearings as necegsary
to ensure coordination of decisionmakers as allowed under chapter
19.01.022(C).

F. Extensions. Knowledge of the expiration date and initiation of a request for

an extension of time is the responsibility of the applicant. Requests for an
extension of time must be submitted to the planning department at least 30

days prior to t the expiration of PRI} approval. The planning department shall

schedule the request for extension for public hearing before the hearing
examiner. One extension is the maximum to be granted and it shall be for no

more than one year and the PRD may be subject to any new or amended »
regulations, requirements, policies or standards which are adopted after the

original date of approval. unless 50 percent or more of the on-site work has
been completed.

effect at the time the fully completed application for a preliminary PRD has been .

Section 4. Section 17.89.040 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to .

read as follows:

17.89.040. Contents of Complete PRD application. Asapplicationfor

A. In addition to the applicable requirements of Section 19.02.002 GHMC, a

complete application for preliminary PRD shall consist of the following
information: '

1. An environmental checklist or impact statement, as may be applicable, pursuant to
GHMC Title 18;

2. The title and location of the proposed development, together with the names, addresses
and telephone numbers of the recorded owners of the land and the applicant, and if
applicable, the name. address and telephone number of any architect, planner, designer or
engineer responsible for the preparation of the plan. and of any authorized representative
of the applicant;

3. A written description addressing the scope of the project, gross acreage, net buildable

acreage calculations, the nature and size in gross floor area of each use, and the total
amount of net buildable land in square feet to be covered by impervious surfaces;
4. A vicinity map showing site boundaries and existing roads and accesses within and

i ®




oo

10.

1.

12.
13.

14.

bounding the site, as well as adjacent parcels and uses:
A topographic map delineating contours, existing and proposed. at two foot intervals and
which locates and classifies existing streams. marshes wetlands, steep slopes and other

natural features and/or critical areas; (

Plans drawn to a scale no smaller than one inch equals 30 feet showing the proposed

location and size of proposed uses, buildings, buffer al‘ea.s= vards, open spaces and

landscaped areas.

A circulation plan drawn to a scale acceptable to the public works director illustrating all
access points for the site and the proposed size and location of driveways, streets and

roads that have immediate impact on public rights of way.

Utility, drainage and stormwater runoff plans;

A plan of all proposed landscaping including buffers and screening to be used as well as

identification of areas of significant vegetation proposed to be retained;

A statement explaining how the proposed PRD is consistent with and implements the

City of Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan, the designation under the Comprehensive Plan,

current zone classification, and desired zone classification;

A narrative describing how the proposed PRD provides substantial additional benefit to

the citizens of the City of Gig Harbor (the benefit accruing as a result of implementation

of the PRD process as opposed to following the development standards of the underlying

zone) and how it is proposed the additional amenities and benefits should apply to the

percentage of additional density and/or height, being requested; and

A map of the area, with area proposed for rezone outlined in red.

Two sets of mailing labels for all property owners whose parcels are within 300 feet of

any border of the subject property, as provided by the Pierce County Auditors Office.

B. _In addition to the applicable requirements of GHMC Title 19.02.002. a
complete application for final PRD approval shall consist of the following
mformation:

1) Two sets of mailing labels for all property owners whose parcels are within

300 feet of any border of the subject property, as provided by the Pierce County
Auditors Office.

A complete application for desien review as required under chapter 17.98.040.

Section 5. Section 17.89.050 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

read as follows:

17.89.050 Types of Uses Permitted. Relationship-ofthis-chaptorto-other




The following uses are permitted in a PRD: ‘

A. Those primary, accessory and conditional uses permitted in the underlying
zoning district;

B. Other residential, and low impact retail uses may be located within the PRD, if

a rezone application is submitted concurrently with the preliminary PRD
application, and all of the following criteria are satisfied, in addition to the rezone

criteria in chapter 17.100:

1. Such uses constitute 10 percent or less of the proposed project;

2. Such uses are an integral component of the planned residential development:
3. Such uses are compatible with any existing residential uses; and

4. Such uses are consistent with the Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan.

Section 6. Section 17.89.060 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to
read as follows:

17.89.060 Development and Design Standards. Minisaust site-area—TFhe : .
. . for o PRD chall :
A._The performance standards of the underlying zoning district may be varied in a

PRD. subject to the criteria in this chapter, only as follows:
1. Lot Area and Lot Width: Lot area and width requirements may be reduced where the

site plan is such that light. air and privacy are provided. Cluster housing is supported.
2. Setbacks: _Structures located on the perimeter of the PRD shall be set back in
accordance with the front yard setbacks of the underlying zone.

3. Impervious Surface Coverage: Impervious surface coverage of individual parcels
may exceed the percentage of impervious surface coverage allowed in the underlying
zone; provided, that overall impervious surface coverage of the PRD does not exceed
the percentage permitted by the underlying zone.

- 4. Height: Building height may exceed the maximum permitted by code provided, that

the projeet design protects the views and privacy of properties inside and outside of

the project but in no case shall the maximum height exceed 35 feet in R-1 and R-2
districts. Variances from the height limits as provided in the City Height Restriction

Area Map, as adopted by chapter 17.62 GHMC, shall not be allowed. For perimeter
buildings exceeding the maximum height of the underlying zone, the distance

between such buildings and the perimeter of the PRD shall not be less than the front
yard setback of the underlying zone plus five feet for each foot of excess height.
B. The performance standards which may not be modified or altered in a PRD are:
1. Shoreline regulations when the property is located in an area under the jurisdiction of .
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the Gig Harbor Shoreline Master Program; _
. Standards pertaining to development in environmentally sensitive areas;
Regulations pertaining to nonconforming uses;

Standards pertaining to screening around outdoor storage areas:
Total coverage by impervious surface coverage; and

Height restrictions as identified on the adopted City of Gig Harbor Height Restriction
Area Map and Shoreline Master Program. f

O

Section 7. Section 17.89.070 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

read as follows:

17.89.070_Criteria for Approval of Preliminary PRD Application. Procedure

Somiye

A. Applicants for a preliminary PRD application shall demonstrate that, with the
exception of the sections of the code from which the applicant intends to vary (as

allowed by Section 17.89.060), the proposed PRD satisfies all applicable code
requirements, and is compatible with surrounding properties. In addition
applicants must make the following showing:
1. 1. Landscaping and site plans showing the location of proposed open space or
parks. road layout and proposed buffering of buildings, parking, integrated

. edestrian circulation. loading and storage areas. all approved under the Desi
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Review process: .
2. Identification of unigue characteristics of the subject prope roposed to be

retained and that how those characteristics qualify for gross flaor area and/or

height bonus under Section 17.89.090; )
3. Identification of unigue characteristics of the proposed use(s) how those

characteristics qualify for gross floor area and/or height bonus;
4. The proposed schematierelationship and arrangement of buildings and open

spaces as they relate to various uses within or adjacent to the PRD approved under
the Design Review process;

5. Measures proposed to mitigate visual impact of the PRD upon the surrounding
area and approved under the Design Review process;

6. Identification of any extraordinary public improvements proposed for
acceptance of ownership by the City in connection with the planned
development and that qualify for the gross floor area and/or height bonus
under Section 17.89.09¢:

7. Identification of any unique natural features of the property proposed for
acceptance of ownership by the City for preservation, and that qualify for
the gross floor area and/or height bonus under Section 17.89.090; .

8. Identification of any unique historic or cultural features of the property and
surrounding neighborhood proposed for acceptance of ownership by the City for
preservation and that qualify for gross floor area and/or height bonus: and

9. Identification of any proposed recreational opportunities in excess of those
normally required of a subdivision and a description of how they qualify for gross
floor area and/or height bonus.

B. In addition to the above. the PRD may onlv be approved if the City finds that
all of the following criteria are satisfied:

1. The Director of Public Works and the decision maker finds that the site access,

proposed on site circulation and off-street parking meets all Public Works
standards and makes adequate provision for roads, streets, alleys and other public
ways. Streets and sidewalks, existing and proposed, must be suitable and
adequate to carry anticipated traffic within the proposed PRD and in the vicinity
of the PRD.

2. The Director of Public Works and the decision maker finds that the PRD
makes adequate provision for all public utilities, including, but not limited to,
water, sewer and storm water drainase. Water, sewer and storm water facilities
existing and proposed must be suitable and adequate to provide service within the

proposed PRD and in the vicinity of the PRD;

3. The PRD is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan;

4. The PRD accomplishes. by the use of permitted flexibility and variation in
design. a development that is better than that resulting from traditional

development, and benefiting the general public as well as the residents of the
PRD. Net benefit to the City may be demonstrated by one or more of the
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following: )
. a. placement, type or reduced bulk of structures, or

b. interconnected usable open space, or

¢. recreational facilities, or

d. other public facilities. or

¢. _conservation of natura] features. or

f. aesthetic features and harmonious design, or

g. energy efficient site design or building features. and
5. The PRD results in no greater burden on present and projected public utilities
and services than would result from traditional development:
6. The Fire Marshal and the decisionmaker finds that adequate provision has been
made for fire protection:
7. The perimeter of the PRD is compatible with the existing land use or property
that abuts or is directly across the street from the subject property. Compatibility
includes but is not limited to size, scale. mass and architectural design;
8. One or more major circulation point(s} functionally connected to a public
right-of-way as required by the Director of Public Works, or the Fire Marshal, or

any other appropriate decision maker;
9. Open space within the PRD is an integrated part of the project rather than an
isolated element of the PRD and is accessible to the general publigc;
10. The design is compatible with and responds to the existing or intended
_ character, appearance. quality of development and physical characteristics of the
. subject property and immediate vicinity; ' '
_ 11. Each phase of the proposed PRD, as it is planned to be completed. contains
the required parking spaces, open space, roads. recreation space. utilities and
utility area and landscaping necessary for creating and sustaining a desirable and

stable environment.

C. If the PRD requires a rezone(s), such rezone(s) shall be approved before or
concurrently with the PRD is approval.

Section 8. Section 17.89.080 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

read as follows:

17.89.080 Criteria for Approval of final PRD Application. Preliminary




used:

A. Applicants for a fina] PRD application shall demonstrate that all of the
following criteria have been satisfied:

1. All features and amenities identified in the preliminary PRD have been
constructed and/or are retained or improved. .
2. The City Public Works Director has documented that all conditions imposed on
the preliminary PRD requiring Public Works Department approval have been
constructed or improved to the satisfaction of the Director;
3. The City Fire Marshal has documented that all conditions imposed on the
preliminary PRD requiring Fire Code approval have been constructed (or per the .
Fire Marshal’s discretion will be constructed pursuant to a subsequent permit) to
4. The City Planning Director has documented that all conditions imposed on the

preliminary PRD requiring Planning Department approval have been constructed
to the satisfaction of the Director;

5. Findings must be made that the preliminary PRD (and or prelimin lat

conforms to all terms of preliminary PRD approval, and that the PRD meets the
requirements of this chapter and all other applicable codes and state laws.

B. _The applicant shall provide a bond or other financial assurance acceptable to
the Hearing Examiner to ensure that any improvements made in the common open
space will be completed. The City shall release the bond or financial assurance
when the improvements have been completed in accordance with the preliminary
PRD.

C. As a condition of approval of the final PRD, and before any permits are issued
for the property, the applicant shall submit to the City any covenants, deeds and/or

homeowners’ association bylaws, or other documents guaranteeing maintenance,
construction and common fee ownership. if applicable, of open space. community
facilities, and all other commonly owned and operated property. These
documents shall be reviewed and approved as to form by the City Attorney to

ensure that they comply with the requirements of this chapter prior to final PRD

approval. Such documents and conveyvances shall be recorded with the County .
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. _ Auditor as a condition of any final PRD approval.

Section 9. Section 17.89.090 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

read as follows:

_ All roads shall be consistent thh the adogted pohcws a.nd standards of the City of
. Gig Harbor Public Works Construction Standards for public roads.

Section 10. Section 17.89.100 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

read as follows:

17.89.100 Density Bonus. Increases-in-density-overthatpennitted-in-the

The dengity may be increased in a PRD over that permitted in the underlying zone
but only if: (1) consistent with the underlying comprehensive plan designation for
the property; and (2) the density increase will not exceed 30 percent over the
density allowed in the underlying zone. Density calculations shall be based on net

buildable land. Density bonuses may be allowed only as follows:
A. Provisionsfor-Open Space: es-identified-in :

1. Satisfaction of the standards in Section 17.89.110 for open space; AND

Provision of open space exceeding by at least thirty percent (30%) of the minimum

rcqulred by the Design Review Manual or the existing zoning code (which ever is

greater): or at least 30 percent more than the level of service standards for open space
and active recreational area in the Capital Facilities Element of the adopted Gig
Harbor Comprehensive Plan: 10 percent increase;




B. Preservation of Natural Features. Preservation of a desirable natural feature that would
not otherwise be preserved such as, but not limited to: an unregulated wetland, stream

corridor, unique geological feature, substantial over story vegetation: 10 percent increase;
C. Preservation of Scenic Vistas: Preservation of a scenic vista corridor(s) within

and off-site, and accessible to the general public rather than gnvate property

qwners: 10 percent increase;

D De31gn of storm water treatment system as amemtv A stormwater treatment

(retention/detention) facility is also designed as a visually aesthetic and physically
accessible amenity for the enjoyment of the public. 10 percent increase.

Section 11. Section 17.89.110 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to
read as follows:

17. 89 110 Open space




In order to be approved, a preliminary PRD application must demonstrate that all
of the following performance standards are satisfied:

A. Common open space shall comprise at least 30 percent of the gross area of
the PRD, and shall be used as a recreational, park or environmental
amenity for collective enjoyment by occupants of the development,
Common open space shall not include public or private streets, driveways,

- parking areas or the required yards for buildings or structures: provided,
however, that up to 30 percent of the required open space may be
composed of open space on contiguous privately owned properties
reserved by easement or covenant to assure that the open space will be
permanent.

B. No naturally submerged lands on site will be counted as open space unless
explicitly allowed under §17.89.100 Density Bonus.

C. Atleast 50 percent of the common open space area must be usable for
active or passive recreation, and which is also not utilized as a utility
improvement or structure.

D. Common open space may contain such structures and improvements as are

necessary and appropriate for the out-of-doors enjoyment of the residents
of the PRD.
E. Common open space associated with density bonus’ must be freely

accessible to the general public, identified on the face of the plat, and
clearly identified by on site signage.

F. All common open space must be unique to the project, and not have been
part of a prior approval.

G. Land show in the final development plan as common open space, and
landscaping and/or planting contained therein, shall be permanently
maintained by and conveyed to one of the following:

a.  An association of owners shall be formed and continued for the
purpose of maintaining the common gpen space. The association
shall be created as an association of owners under the laws of the
state and shall adopt and propose articles of incorporation or
association and bylaws, and adopt and improve a declaration of
covenants and restrictions on the common open space that are
acceptable to the city in providing for the continuing care of the
space. No common open space may be put to a use not specified
in the final development plan unless the final development plan

is first amended to permit the use. No change of use may be
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common open space area, and all rights to enforce these

covenants against any use permitted are expressly reserved to the
city as well as the owners.
b. A public agency which agrees to maintain the common open
space and any buildings. structures or other improvements. which
have been placed upon it. I '
H. Common open space shall be suitably improved for its intended use,
except when it contains natural features worthy of preservation which may
be left unimproved. The buildings, structures and improvements to be
pemnitted in the common open space are those appropriate to the uses
which are authorized for the common open space.

considered as a waiver of any of the covenants limiting the use of .

Section 12_. Section 17.89.120 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby repealed.
Section 13 _. Section 17.89.130 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby renumbered
to 17.89.120 and amended to read as follows: -

17.89.130 Minor and major amendments of the final PRD. Plasn-

A Minor amendments. .

1. A minor amendment to the final PRD is a Type I permit application and
shall be processed as provided in Title 19 GHMC.

2. Minor amendments are those which may affect the precise dimensions
or siting of building (i.e.. lot coverage, height, setbacks) but which do not affect
the basic character or arrangement and number of buildings approved in the final
PRD, nor the density of the development or the amount and quality of open space
and landscaping.

3. In addition to the permit application requirements set forth in GHMC
Section 19.02.002, a complete application for a minor amendment shall consist of
the following: '

a. All plan sheets or pages, or document sheets or pages to which
reflect changes proposed, or that are affected by such changes.

B. Major amendments.

1. Major amendments are Type IfI-A permit applications and shall be

processed in accordance with GHMC Title 19.
2. Major amendments are those which substantially change the character,

basic design, density, open space or other requirements and conditions of the site .
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_ plan. .
. 3. In addition to the permit application requirements set forth in GHMC

Section 19.02.002. a complete application for a major amendment shall consist of

the following: )
a. A complete application packet as required under chapter

17.96.050.

b. A complete application packet as required by chapter 17.98.040
and the Design Manual.

¢. An amended environmental checklist. and addendums to all

environmental documents affected by the proposed change
including the traffic impact analysis.

C._Concurrent processing of applications. A minor PRD application may be
processed concurrent with a building permit application. If an application for a
major amendment is submitted, no building or other permit associated with such
major PRD amendment shall issue until all review proceedings required under

GHMC Title 19 for a major PRD amendment are completed and all necessary
approvals obtained.

Section 14__. Section 17.89.140 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby repealed.

Section 15__. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is

held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section, clause or
phrase of this Ordinance.
Section 16 . Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force five (5)
days after passage and publication of an approved summary consisting of the title.
PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor this

__thdayof , 2001.
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ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

ORDINANCE NO.

16B




. | SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO. __

of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On , 2001, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor,
Washington, approved Ordinance No. , the main points of which are summarized by its
title as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND ZONING, AMENDING THE
REGULATIONS RELATING TO PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS,

- DESCRIBING THE CONTENTS OF A COMPLETE APPLICATION FOR A
PRELIMINARY AND FINAL PRD, MAJOR AND MINOR PRD AMENDMENTS,
SETTING FORTH THE CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL AND THE
PERFORMANCE STANDARDS, AMENDING SECTIONS 17.89.010, 17.89.020,
17.89.030, 17.89.040, 17.89.050, 17.89.060, 17.89.070, 17.89.080, 17.89.090, *
17.89.100, 17.89.110, AND 17.89.130, AND REPEALING SECTION 17.89.120 OF
THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

. [INSERT TITLE]

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of , 2001.

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK




ORDINANCE NO. ____

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF .

GIGHARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND
ZONING, AMENDING THE DEFINITION OF “IMPERVIOUS
SURFACE” IN THE CITY ZONING CODE TO BE CONSISTENT
WITH THE PUBLIC WORKS’ DEFINITIiON OF “IMPERVIOUS
SURFACE,” AND ADDING A NEW DEFINITION OF “NET
BUILDABLE LANDS” FOR USE IN CALLCULATING DENSITY
CREDITS IN PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS AND
PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS, AND ADDING A
- NEW DEFINITION OF “LOW IMPACT RETAIL” TO DESCRIBE
ALLOWED RETAIL USES PLANNED RESIDENTIAL
DEVELOPMENTS, AND ADDING A NEW DEFINITION OF
“OPEN SPACE”; THEREBY ADDING NEW SECTIONS
17.04.128,17.04.551 AND17.04.632, AND AMENDING SECTION
17.04.420 OF THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

WHEREAS, the City will soon adopt a new Storm Water Drainage Manual, and the

definition of “impervious surface™ is not consistent with the definition in the City’s Zoning Code;

WHEREAS, a definition of “net buildable lands” is necessary to calculate the density
credits allowed a planned unit development or planned residential development; and

WHEREAS, the City’s SEPA Responsible Official made a determination that the
adoption of this Ordinance is categorically éxempt under WAC 197-11-800(20); and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Commission held a public hearing to consider this
Ordinance on July 26, 2000 and August 2, 2000 and recommended that the City Council approve

this Ordinance; and
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WHEREAS, the City Planning Director forwarded a copy of this Ordinance to the
Washington State Department of Trade and Community Development on October 17, 2000
pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and |

WHEREAS, the City Council at the Council Meeting’bf January 22, 2001 aﬁd requested
a new definition for “open space” be written; and |

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Council

meeting of ; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS AS

FOLLOWS:

-

Section 1. A new Section 17.04.128 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor Municipal Code, to
read as follows:

17.04.128 Net Buildable Lands. “Net Buildable Lands” means the gross land
arca measured in acres or square feet within the defined boundaries of the
proposed project, less non-buildable land, such as wetlands or tidelands and other

land, measured in acres and/or square feet, that by definition or ordinance cannot

be built upon and is to be deducted from the gross buildable land area: plus
density credits available. Iand areas to be deducted from the gross buildable land

area include unregulated wetlands, tidelands, wet creek beds. identified buffer

areas along water bodies. and rights-of-way.
Section 2. Section 17.04.420 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

read as follows:

17.04.420 Impervious Surface. “Impervious Surface” means a-surface
practically-incapable-of being penetrated-by-water— a hard surface area which
either prevents or retards the entry of water into the soil mantle as under natural
conditions prior to development, and/or a hard surface area which causes water to
run off the surface in greater quantities or at an increased rate of flow from the
flow present under natural conditions prior to development. Common impervious
surfaces include, but are not limited to, roof tops, walkways, patios, driveways,

parking lots or storage areas, concrete or asphalt paving. gravel roads with
compacted sub-grade, packed earthen materials, and oiled. macadam or other
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surfaces which similarly impede the natural infiltration of stormwater. Open .
uncovered retention/detention facilities shall not be considered as impervious

surfaces.

Section 3. A new Section 17.04.551 is hereby added to the Gié Harbor Municipal Code, to read
as follows: ' ' S '

17.04.551 Low Impact Retail; retail uses that are compatible with, and targeted to.
local residential consumers, and that reduce the hazards of local traffic by limiting the

size of the building. Such stores or services may include pharmacies, bakeries and

delicatessens or coffee shops, barbershops and beauty parlors, drycleaners, shoe repair,

small commercial postal services, flower shops, and similar uses. Drive in
establishments, such as gas stations or drive through restaurants do not meet this

definition.

Section 4. A new Section 17.04.632 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor Municipal Code, to read
as follows:

17.04.632 Open Space: "Open space" means an area which is primarily open to the sky

and which is permanently designated and recorded to remain primarily unimproved in

public or private ownership. Open space serves 1o retain the visual, aesthetic, and

functional gualities of the natural landscape, create buffers. provide a sense of visual

relief from denser development, and may be characterized by undisturbed natural ' .
vegetation, or recreational type uses. Open space includes critical areas, wooded areas,

parks, trails, privately owned nature reserves. etc. Open space does not include public or
private streets, driveways, parking areas or the required yards for buildings or utility

rights-of-way without recreational or aesthetic value.

Section 5. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is
held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section, clause or
phrase of this Ordinance.

Section 5. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force five (5)
days after passage and publication of an approved summary consisting of the title.

PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor

this __th day of ,2001.
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ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:
ORDINANCE NO.
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| | SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO. __ .
‘ of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

|

| On , 2001, the City Council of the City. of Gig Harbor,
Washington, approved Ordinance No. , the main points of which are summarized by its
title as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND ZONING, AMENDING THE
DEFINITION OF “IMPERVIOUS SURFACE” IN THE CITY ZONING CODE TO
BE - CONSISTENT WITH THE PUBLIC WORKS’ DEFINITION OF
“IMPERVIOQUS SURFACE,” AND ADDING A NEW DEFINITION OF “NET
BUILDABLE LANDS” FOR USE IN CALCULATING DENSITY CREDITS IN
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS AND PLANNED RESIDENTIAL
DEVELOPMENTS, AND ADDING A NEW DEFINITION OF “LOW IMPACT °
RETAIL” TO DESCRIBE ALLOWED RETAIL USES PLANNED RESIDENTIAL
DEVELOPMENTS, AND ADDING A NEW DEFINITION OF “OPEN SPACE”;
THEREBY ADDING NEW SECTIONS 17.04.128, 17.04.551 AND17.04.632, AND
AMENDING SECTION 17.04.420 OF THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of , 2001.

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK




ORDINANCENO.

- AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO PROJECT
PERMIT PROCESSING, ADOPTING A NEW PROCEDURE FOR
OPEN RECORD PUBLIC HEARINGS ON PRELIMINARY
PLATS, PRELIMINARY PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS,
AND PRELIMINARY PLANNED RESIDENTIAL
DEVELOPMENTS, AMENDING SECTION 19.01.003 OF THE
GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE; AND AMENDING
19.01.002(C) TO CLARIFY THAT NECESSARY CONCURRENT

" PUBLIC HEARINGS BE HELD WITH BOTH DECISION
MAKERS PRESENT.

WHEREAS, the City’s project permit processing procedures currently provide that the open
public record public hearing on preliminary plats, preliminary planned unit developments and
preliminary planned residential developments is held by the Hearing Examiner; and

WHEREAS, the City’s project permit processing procedures currently provide that the
Examiner’s decision is final, but may be appealed to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to change the current permit processing procedure so
that the open public record public hearing on these project permit applications is held by the City
Council; and

WHEREAS, the City’s SEPA Responsible Official made a determination that the adoption of
this Ordinance is categorically exempt under WAC 197-11-800(20); and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Commission held a public hearing to consider this Ordinance
on July 26, 2000 and August 2, 2000 and recommended that the City Council approve this

Ordinance; and
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WHEREAS, the City Planning Director forwarded a copy of this Ordinance to thé
Washington State Department of Trade and Community Development on October 17, 2000 pursuant
to RCW 36.70A.106; and |

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordiﬁahce during its regular City Couﬁcil
meeting of December 11, 2000; and

WHEREAS, the City Council reviewed this Ordinance during a work session on January 2,
2001; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Council

meeting of ; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS AS
FOLLOWS:
Secﬁon 1. Sebtion 19.01.002(C) of the Gig Harbor Mum'éipal Code is hereby amended to
reétd as follows:
Decisionmaker(s). Applications processed in accordance with subsection B of this
section which have the same procedure number, but are assigned to different hearing bodies, shall be
heard collectively by the highest decisionmaker; the city council being the highest body, followed by

the hearing examiner or planning commission, as applicable, and then the director. Joint public

hearings with other agencies shall be processed according to GHMC 19.01.004. Concurrent public

hearings held with the Design Review Board and any other decisionmaker shall proceed with both

decisionmakers present.

Section 2. Section 19.01.003 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to read

as follows:




A. Action Type.

PROCEDURE FOR PROJECT PERMIT APPLICATIONS LEGISLATIVE
: (TIYPEI-1V) ' '
TYPE I TYPE II TYPE III TYPE III- | TYPEIV TYPEV
A
Recommendation N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Pilanning
made by: Cominission
Final decision Director Director Hearing Hearing City Council City Council
made by: examiner examiner
Notice of No No Yes Yes Yes No
application: '
Open record public | No Only if Yes, before Yes, before | No Yes, before
hearing or open appealed, hearing hearing Planning
record appeal of a open record | examiner to | examiner to Commission to
final decision: hearing render final | render final make
: before decision decision recommendation
hearing to Council.
examiner
Closed record No No Only if No Yes, before Yes, or Council
appeal/ appealed, Council to could holt its
Final decision: then before render final own hearing.
o Council decision
Judicial appeal: | Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
B. Decisions.
TYPE1 TYPE II TYPE INI-A TYPE III-A TYPEIV | TYPEV
Permitted uses | Short plat Breliminary-plats-plat Prelimin Final plats | Comp. plan
not vacations and alterations { Plats amendments
requiring site
plan review
Boundary line Sign permits Site plan/major Preliminary Final Development
adjustments amendments to site plans | PRD/PUD PRD/PUD | regulations
Minor Design review CUP, general variances, Zoning text
amendments to sign permit variances, amendments; area-
PUD/PRD and site specific rezones wide zoning map
amendments
Special use Land Shoreline substantial Annexations
permits clearing/grading | development, shoreline
variance
Temporary Revisions to PRDAUD and major
construction shoreline amendments to PRD and
trailers managemett FUD
permits
Administrative | Amendment to height
varjances restriction area map
Administrative | Mobile/manufactured
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| interpretations | home park or subdivision | . [ [ | .

Section 3. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force five (5) days

after passage and publication of an approved summary consistjhg of the title.
PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor this

__thdayof , 2001.

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

°

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:
EFFECTIVE DATE:
ORDINANCE NO.
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. | SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO. __

of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On ., 2001 , the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor,
Washington, approved Ordinance No. , the main points of which are summarized by its
title as follows: ' '

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO PROJECT PERMIT PROCESSING, ADOPTING
A NEW PROCEDURE FOR OPEN RECORD PUBLIC HEARINGS ON
PRELIMINARY PLATS, PRELIMINARY PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS,
AND PRELIMINARY PLANNED RESIDENTIALL DEVELOPMENTS,
AMENDING SECTION 19.01.003 OF THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE;
AND AMENDING 19.01.002(C) TO CLARIFY THAT NECESSARY
CONCURRENT PUBLIC HEARINGS BE HELD WITH BOTH DECISION
MAKERS PRESENT.

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

. | APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of : , 2001.

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK




ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG

. HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND ZONING
RELATING TO PRELIMINARY AND FINAL < PLATS; CHANGING
SECTION 16.05.002 PRELIMINARY PLAT TO A TYPE II-A PERMIT
APPLICATION; AND AMENDING SECTION 16.006.003 TO ALLOW ONE
YEAR EXTENSIONS FOR FINAL PLATS.

WHEREAS, the Gig Harbor City Council imposed a moratorium on the submission of planned
unit development applications; and |

WHEREAS, the City Council directed the Planning Commission to prbvide a
reéommendation regarding the City's regulations for planned unit developments; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held héarings on the planned unit development
regulations on July 26, 2000 and August 2, 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission recommended that the City Council amend the
regulations for planned unit developments as set forth in this Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Director forwarded a copy of this Ordinance to the
Washington State Department of Trade and Community Development on October 17, 2000

pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and |
WHEREAS, the City Council reviewed this Ordinance during a wbrk session on January

2,2001; and
WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Council

meeting of January 22, 2001, after a public hearing; and
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WHEREAS, the staff has made the recommended changes per the January 22, 2001
Council Meeting; and
WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Council

meeting of ; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS

AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Section 16.05.002 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

read as follow.s:

16.05.002 Type of application. A preliminary plat is a Fype- T Type IM-A
application. The hearing examiner makes a final decision, which is appealable to

the eity-eouneil-the appropriate court.

Section 2. Section 16.06.002 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

16.06.002 Type of application. A final plat is a Type IV application. The City
Council makes a final decision, which is appealable to the appropriate court.

Section 3. Section 16.06.003 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

16.06.003 Time frame for submission of final plat. A final plat meeting all

requirements of Chapter 58.17 RCW and this title shall be submitted to the city

for approval within five years of the date of preliminary plat approval. Pursuant

to RCW 58.17.140 a single extension of time for the submission of a final plat

may be requested for a period up to one year as long as the applicant submits the

request in writing 30 days before the expiration date of the final plat. The

applicant must comply with all application requirements under RCW 58.17.150.

Section 4. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is
held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or

unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section, clause or

phrase of this Ordinance.
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Section 5. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force five (5) .
days after passage and publication of an approved summary consisting of the title.
PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor

this __th day of , 2001. | r

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM: - .
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:
ORDINANCE NO.




SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.

of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On , 2001, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor,
Washington, approved Ordinance No. , the main points of which are summarized by
its title as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIO. OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND ZONING
RELATING TO PRELIMINARY AND FINAL PLATS; CHANGING SECTION
16.05.002 PRELIMINARY PLAT TO A TYPE IlI-A PERMIT APPLICATION;
AND  AMENDING SECTION 16.006.003 TO AILLOW ONE YEAR
EXTENSIONS FOR FINAL PLATS.

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of , 2001.

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK
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City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-8136

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL .

FROM: PATRICIA IOLAVERA, SENIOR PLANNER 1+

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING AND FIRST READING ADOPTING FINDINGS AND
FACTS FOR CONTINUING MORATORIUM ON PUDs AND PRDs

DATE: FEBRUARY 8§, 2001

BACKGROUND/INTRODUCTION

Attached for Council’s consideration are the draft Ordinance adopting Findings and Facts for the
continuation of the moratorium on permit applications under 17.89 Planned Residential
Development and 17.90 — Planned Unit Development and of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code to
June 11, 2001, or such date as the Council sees fit. We have held a public hearing this evening
and Council may now adopt this Ordinance in one reading.

POLICY ISSUES
The moratorium will preclude the vesting of applications under chapters 17.89 and 17,90 of the

Gig Harbor Municipal Code during the time those chapters are being reviewed.

FISCAL IMPACT
The proposed amendments would not have any fiscal impact respective to city revenues.

RECOMMENDATION

This is the first reading of the ordinance and a public hearing. If Council so directs, changes to
the proposed ordinances may be considered for review at the next available Council meeting, or
should there be no changes Council may adopt the ordinances in one reading,




ORDINANCE NO. ]

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE
AND ZONING, AMENDING SECTION 2 OF ORDINANCE
NO. 857 TO EXTEND THE MORATORIUM IMPOSED BY
THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR UNDER RCW 36.70A.3%0 ON
THE ACCEPTANCE OF APPLICATIONS FOR PLANNED
UNIT DEVELOPMENTS UNDER CHAPTER 17.9¢ GHMC
AND PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS UNDER
CHAPTER 17.89 GHMC FROM FEBRUARY 16,2001 UNTIL
"JUNE 11, 2001, DEFINING THE DEVELOPMENT
APPLICATIONS SUBJECT TO THE MORATORIUM AND
AFFIRMING THE EMERGENCY NATURE OF THE
MORATORIUM IMPOSED ON MAY §, 2000. N

WHEREAS, on May 8, 2000, the City Council passed Ordinance No. 843, adopting an
immediate moratorium on the acceptance of certain nonexempt development applications for
property in the City; and

WHEREAS, RCW 36.70A.390 requires that the City hold a public hearing on the
moratorium within 60 days of its adoption, and that the City Council adopt findings of fact and
conclusions to justify the continued imposition of the moratorium; and

WHEREAS, on June 12, 2000, at a regular City Council meeting, the City Council held a
public hearing on the moratorium and accepted testimony from all members of the public desiring to
be heard; and

WHEREAS, on June 12, 2000, the City Council also deliberated on the issue whether to

maintain the moratorium, and voted to continue the moratorium described above; and




WHEREAS, on July 10, 2000, the City Council passed Ordinance No. 846, which adopted
findings of fact and conclusions supporting a six-month moratorium, as well as a work plan for the
Planning Commission to follow in the development of mnendtfgents to the PUD and PRD chapters;
» i

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. stated that the City Council was required to terminate the
moratorium through the passage of another ordinance; and

WHEREAS, on November 13, 2000, the City Council voted to continue the moratorium until
December 31, 2000; and

WHEREAS, RCW 36.70A.390 and RCW 35A.63.220 provide that a moratorium may be
effective for a period of up to one year if a work plan is developed and that a six month moratorium
may be renewed for one or more six month periods if a subsequent public hearing is held and
findings of fact are made; and |

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission developed a recommendation to the City Council in
the form of amendments to the PRD and PUD chapters; and

WHEREAS, the City staff made certain changes to the recommendation to clarify procedure,
and on November 13, 2000, the City Council voted to send the recommendations formulated by staff
back to the Planning Commission for review;

WHEREAS, on November 16, 2000, the Planning Commission considered the staff
recommendations, ﬁrovided their approval of same and directed staffto send the recommendation to
the City Council for a public hearing on December 11, 2000; and

WHEREAS, the City Council also scheduled a public hearing for the continuation of the

moratorium, to be held on December 11, 2000; and
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WHEREAS, on December 11, 2000, the City Council held a public hearing and considered

whether to continue the moratorium; and

WHEREAS, on December 11, 2000, the City Council passed Ordinance No. 857 extending
the moratorium until February 16, 2001; and |

WHEREAS, the City Council has received additional public comment on the proposed
planned unit development and planned residential ordinances, and desires to extend the moratorium

to the full extent allowed under the law; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS AS

FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Definitions. For the purpose of this Ordinance, the following definitions shall

apply:

A. “Exempt Development Permits” shall include any planned unit development application
or planned residential development application which was complete and submitted to the City on the
effective date of Ordinance No. 843 or No. 846 or thereafter, or any planned unit development or
planned residential development that has already received final approval by the City. In addition,
“exempt development permits” include any other land use, subdivision or development approval that
is not described as a “non-exempt development permit” in subsection “B” below.

B. “Non-Exempt Development Permit” shall include any planned unit development
application or planned residential development application which was submitted to the City but was
not complete on the effective date of Ordinance No. 843 or No. 846 or thereafter, as well as any
planned unit development or planned residential development applications that are submitted to the

City after that time.
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Section 2. Extension of Moratorium. Section 3 of Ordinance No. 857 is amended to extend

the moratorium until June 11, 2001. Under RCW 36.70A.390, the City Council may renew a
moratorium “for one or more six month periods if a subsequent i?ublic hearing is held and findings of
fact are made prior to each 'renev\.fal.” On December 11, 20b0, the City Cﬁuncil helda publié hearing
as required by RCW 36.70A.390, but decided to extend the moratorium only to February 16, 2001.
The City Council now desires to have additional time to consider the proposed ordinances for the
planned unit development and planned residential development chapters in the City’s Zoning Code.
Pursuant to. RCW 36.70A.390, the City may extend the moratorium until June 11, 2001 without
holding another public hearing. Therefore, the City Council hereby continues the moratorium
imposed on May 8, 2000, on the acceptance of all non-exempt development permit applications for
property within the City, until June 11, 2001. The Council shall make the decision to terminate this
moratorium by ordinance, and termination shall not otherwise be presumed to have occurred.

Section 3. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is held to
be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section, sentence,
clause or phrase of this Ordinance.

Section 4. Declaration of Emergency. The City Council hereby declares that this Ordinance

shall take effect immediately upon passage by a majority vote plus one of the whole membership of
the Council, and that the same is not subject to a referendum (RCW 35A.12.130). Without a
continuation of the moratorium on the City’s acceptance of non-exempt development applications
for property, such applications could become vested under regulations subject to imminent change by

the City in its development regulation revision process. This Ordinance does not affect any vested
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applications/permit and previously obtained approvals for development may proceed with processing .

or development, as the case may be.

Section 5. Publication. This Ordinance shall be published by an approved summary
consisting of the title.

Section 6. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall take effect and be in full force immediately

upon passage as set forth above.

PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor this

__thdayof February, 2001.

CITY OF GIG HARBOR >

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:
MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM.:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

ORDINANCE




SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.

of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On , the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington, approved
Ordinance No. ___, the main points of which are summarized by its title as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND ZONING,
AMENDING SECTION 2 OF ORDINANCE NO. 857 TO EXTEND THE
MORATORIUM IMPOSED BY THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR UNDER RCW
36.70A.390 ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF APPLICATIONS FOR PLANNED
UNIT DEVELOPMENTS UNDER CHAPTER 17.90 GHMC AND PLANNED
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS UNDER CHAPTER 17.89 GHMC FROM
FEBRUARY 16, 2001 UNTIL JUNE 11, 2001, DEFINING THE
DEVELOPMENT APPLICATIONS SUBJECT TO THE MORATORIUM
AND AFFIRMING THE EMERGENCY NATURE OF THE MORATORIUM
IMPOSED ON MAY 8, 2000

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of , 2001.

"MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & BUILDING SERVICES
3125 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
{2531 851-4278

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL:

FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP gﬁm
DIRECTOR, PLANNING & BUILDING SERVICES

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF INTENTION TO COMMENCE ANNEXATION
PROCEEDINGS - THREE PARCELS LOCATED AT THE
INTERSECTION OF 57" STREET COURT NW & 28" AVENUE NW

DATE: FEBRUARY 12, 2001

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

The City has received a ‘Notice of Intention to Commence Annexation Proceedings’ from
property owners of more than the required ten percent (10%) assessed valuation of three .
contiguous parcels located at the intersection of 57™ Street Court NW and 28™ Avenue NW, just
north of the Olympic Village Shopping Center. This request has been distributed to the City.
Administrator, the Chief of Police, the Public Works Director and the Finance Director for
review and comment.

On January 22, 2001, the Council held a meeting with the initiating parties to determine whether
the City would accept, reject, or geographically modify the proposed annexation, whether it shall
require the simultaneous adoption of a proposed zoning regulation, if such a proposal has been
prepared and filed for the area to be annexed, and whether it shall require the assumption of all or
of any portion of existing city indebtedness by the area to be annexed.

Prior to the meeting with the Council on January 22", the applicant requested that the Council
direct the Planning Commission to evaluate the appropriateness of designating one of the parcels
RB-2. This request was based on the uncertainty of the permissibility of locating a parking lot in
a R-1 zone. The January 22™ meeting was continued until February 12, 2001 in order to clarify
this issue. The applicant has identified the Transitional Uses Chapter of the Gig Harbor
Municipal Code (17.60) will allows for parking lots in R-1 zones on lots which abut
nonresidential zones. The applicant has since withdrawn their request for a rezone and concurs
with the staff recommendation for a R-1 designation of the subject properties (see attached letter
dated January 235, 2001).

Additionally, the Council was concerned about the maintenance of the roads adjacent to the
subject properties - 57™ Street Court NW and 28" Avenue NW. Council requested that the City
work with the applicant in developing legal descriptions of the portions of the aforementioned
streets that would accompany this annexation request. A revised legal description has been
prepared by the applicant to address this concern (see attached letter dated January 31, 2001).




POLICY CONSIDERATIONS .
The proponent has been working with City staff concerning the development of the property .
located to the south as a professional office complex. Annexation of these three lots would allow

the development to proceed entirely under the jurisdiction of the City rather than being split

between the City and the County. It is desirable from the Clty s standpoint to retain ]llI’lSdlCthI]

over all aspects of the proposed project.

FISCAL IMPACT
Staff has not identified any fiscal impacts associated with this proposed annexation.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Council accept the annexation of three contiguous parcels located at
the intersection of 57 Street Court NW and 28™ Avenue NW as proposed together with the
simultaneous adoption of Single-Family Residential (R-1) zoning of the parcels subject to the
following conditions:

1) The geographic boundaries of the annexation are modified to include those portions
of 57" Street Court NW and 28™ Avenue NW as described in a letter from Rush
Construction Company, Inc. dated January 31, 2001.

2) The property owner(s) shall enter into a pre-annexation agreement with the
Department of Public Works regarding the level of street improvements necessary to
bring 57" Street Court NW up to City road standards within one-year of annexation. .

3) The City shall require that the property owner(s) assume all of the existing
indebtedness of the area being annexed.
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January 25,2001 e Py,

Mr. John Vodopich
City of Gig Harbor
3125 Judson Street
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

RE: Request for Zoning Evaluation for Proposed Annexation
* Dear John, _ .

On January 22, 2001 1 requested, by letter, to supplement to our “Notice of Intent to Commence
Annexation Proceedings™ application for three parcels of properties in the vicinity of 28® Ave.
NE and 37" Street Court. This request was to exercise the provision in the GHMC 17.88.030
which allowed an applicant to request the City Council have the planning commission evaluate
. one of the parcels for RB-2 zoning, It was our understanding that a parking fot, in support of our
Park Plaza building proposal, was not an allowed use in a R-1 zone, but would require a rezone
to RB-2 zone to be consistent with our RB-2 rezone request for the Park Plaza building site lots.

At the January 22, 2001 council meeting, one of the council members questioned whether or not
parking can be allowed in an R-1 zone. After subsequent review of the City’s zoning ordinance,
we have found a provision which does allow the subject lot to be used for our project parking
under a R-1 zoning designation. This is provided in GHMC Chapter 17.60 Transitional Uses
{copy of section attached). :

Because of the allowed use for parking within a R-1 zone, we hereby with draw our request for
rezone of the subject parcel and concur with its R-1 designation after annexation.

If you have any questions, or if you need any additional information regarding this matter, please
contact me at (253) 858-8204, : '

Gordon Rush; President ==~ . L
Rush Construction Cg. -+ = w8 1. o0

T T L LI S S
P . . RPN N e, - - . .

www.rushconstruction.com RUSHCCIO11KG




Gig Harbor Municipa?! Code

Chapter 17.60
TRANSITIONAL USES!

Sections:
17.60.010 Intent.
17.60.020 Permitted uses.

17.60.010 Intent,

To provide for uses of land at the borderlines
between residential and other districts, which
would not have an adverse effect on the uses in
either district, but would serve as a more gradual
transition to use changes. (Ord. 573 § 2, 1990).

17.60.020 Permitted uses.

A. In an R-1 zone, a lot which abuts on or is
located across the street or alley from property in a
nonresidential zone, may be used for:

1. Two-family dwellings, provided that
such lot is at least 14,000 square feet in size;

2. A parking lot for a business within 100
feet of the lot, solely for the customers and employ-
ees of the business to which it is accessory, for the
use of automobiles only, and provided that the
entrance to the parking lot is as least 30 feet from
the nearest restdential lot, and the lot is landscaped
and screened.

B. In R-2 zones, a lot adjacent to a nonresiden-
tial zone may be used for a parking lot for a busi-
ness within 100 feet, if solely for cars for
customers or employees, and provided that the
parking lot entrance is at least 30 feet from the
nearest residential lot, and the lot is landscaped and
provided with a dense vegetative screen. (Ord. 573
§3 2, 3, 1990).

1. Prior legislation; Ord. 109A as amended by Ords. 109B and
360.

17.62.040

Chapter 17.62
HEIGHT RESTRICTION AREA

Sections: ’

17.62.010 Intent.

17.62.020 Map adopted.

17.62.030 Standards.

17.62.040 Amendment to height restriction area
map.

17.62.010 Intent.

The purpose of this height restriction area is to
establish standards for those properties located
inside the Gig Harbor view basin where decreased
building height shall be required. This is intended
to be a limitation on height so as not to restrict
views from adjacent properties. (Ord. 710 § 58,
1996; Ord. 537 § 1, 1988).

- 17.62.020 Map adopted. "

1745

The standards of this chapter shall be imposed
as an overlay zone shown on the city’s official
height restriction area map, which depicts the prop-
erty subject to the height resirictions. The stan-
dards of this chapter are supplementary to the
regulations contained in the underlying zones.
(Ord. 710 § 59, 1996; Ord. 537 § 1, 1938).

17.62.030 Standards.
The maximum height for structures shall be 16

feet, except as otherwise may be provided in a

planned unit development or a planned residential
development. (Ord. 710 § 60, 1996; Ord. 537 § 1,
1988).

17.62.040 Amendment to height restriction
area map. :

Amendments to the height restriction area map
are a Type IV permit procedure. The procedures
established under Chapter 17.10 GHMC and
GHMC Title 19 for the consideration of amend-
ments to the zoning district map shall be followed
for amendments to the height restriction area map.
The criteria for approval shall be as follows:

A. That the request to amend the height restric-
tion area map furthers the goals, policies and
objectives of the comprehensive plan;

B. The property or area proposed for exclusion
from the height restriction area map does not cur-
rently possess a view of Gig Harbor Bay, Mt. Rain-
ier or the Puget Sound Narrows;

C. The gradient of the land within 100 feet of
the property or area does not have a slope of five

{Revised 10/96)




RUSH
‘ CONSTRUCTION
W COMPANY, INC.

715 Wollochet Dr. NW, Gig Harbor, WA 98335
(253) 858-3636  Fax (253) 858-3188

* January 31, 2001

I Mr. John Vodopich, Director
Planning & Building Services

City of Gig Harbor

3125 Judson St

Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Subj: Legal Description of Proposed Annexation Area IVO 28™ Ave NW & 57" Ct. NW.
Dear Mr. Vodopich:

As per your request and as requested by the City Council at the meeting of January 22™ we have
modified the proposed annexation area in the vicinity of 28" Ave NW & 57™ Ct NW to include those
portions of 57" Ct NW and 28" Ave NW adjacent to the proposed annexation paicels. Our
understanding is that currently the western half of 28" Ave NW adjacent to the proposed annexation
parcels is already within the City of Gig Harbor boundaries. The proposed annexation area is described
as follows, including the three parcels previously described in our Notice of Annexation request plus the
portion of 57" Ct NW and 28" Ave NW to be added to the proposed annexation:

-

. A PORTION OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 17,
TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS:

THE WEST 472.00 FEET OF THE SOUTH 196.91 FEET OF LOT 24 OF SHORE ACRES, ACCORDING
TO THE OFFICIAL PLAT THEREOF IN VOLUME 10 OF PLATS, PAGE 82, RECORDS OF PIERCE
CQOUNTY. SITUATE IN PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

The total area of this proposed annexation is 1.9980 acres as follows:

Parcel A: Parcel No.: 7580000530 0.6978 acres

Parcel B: Parcel No.: 7580000523 0.3457 acres

Parcel C: Parcel No.: 7580000524 0.3457 acres

57" CtNW:  Parcel No.: 7580000540 (portion of)  0.6088 acres

28" Ave NW: parcel No.: Not Applicable 0.1356 acres

Please let me know if this is adequate information to support the re-hearing of the Notice of Annexation
for these properties.

Sincerely,

T. Patrick Allen, P.E.

. Project Engineer

www.rushconstruction.com __ RUSHCCIO11KG




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & BUILDING SERVICES
3125 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
1253) 851-4278

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP
DIRECTOR, PLANNING & BUILDING SERVICES
SUBJECT: NOTICE OF INTENTION TO COMMENCE ANNEXATION
PROCEEDINGS - 62™ STREET COURT NW
DATE: FEBRUARY 12, 2001

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

The City has received a ‘Notice of Intention to Commence Annexation Proceedings’ from
property owners of more than the required ten percent (10%) assessed valuation of four
residential home sites located on 62" Street Court NW (Attachment 1). The proponent’s :
representative has also submitted a statement of interest for consideration (Attachment 2). The
subject properties are located within the City’s Urban Growth Area (UGA) and are adjacent and
East of the existing City limits, which runs North/South along Soundview (Attachment 3). This
request was distributed to the City Administrator, the Chief of Police, the Public Works Director
and the Finance Director for review and comment.

The Council held the required meeting with the initiating parties to determine whether the City
would accept, reject, or geographically modify the proposed annexation, whether it shall require
the simultaneous adoption of a proposed zoning regulation, and whether it shall require the
assumption of all or of any portion of existing city indebtedness by the area to be annexed on
December 11, 2000.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

During the meeting on December 11, 2000, the Director of Public Works expressed concerns
regarding the applicants comments of a possible drywell located along 62™ Street Court NW.
New Washington State Department of Ecology rules require the City to investigate and annually
report on the operation and maintenance of all drywells within the City. Since this could
possibly impact the City financially, the Council directed staff to investigate the drywell system.

After a site visit and review of the Department of Ecology standards for drywells, it was
determined that the system discussed by the applicant does not meet the standard for
classification as a Stormwater drywell. Since this system does not require any maintenance or
other financial burden to the City, the Department of Public Works no longer has any comments
concerning this proposed annexation.




FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS .
From a financial perspective, the annexation is not significant. Property tax revenue to the City .
would likely increase by $1,500.00 per year and there would be a 33% decrease in revenue from

City utility charges to these properties. City sewer and water cmrently serves these four

propertles :

RECOM]VIENDATION

Given that the concerns of the Department of Public Works have been addressed, staff
recommends that the Council accept the annexation of the four parcels located along 62™ Street
Court NW as proposed together with the simultaneous adoption of Single-Family Residential (R-
1) zoning of the parcels subject to the following condition:

1. The City shall require that the property owner(s) assume all of the existing indebtedness
of the area being annexed.




NOTICE OF INTENTION TO COMMENCE ANNEXATION PROCEEDINGS

The Honorable Mayor and City Council
City of Gig Harbor

PO.Box 145 =

City of Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Dear Mayor and City Couicl:™

The undersigned, who are the owners of not less than ten percent in value,
according to the assessed valuation for general taxation of the property for which
annexation is sought, hereby advise the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor
that it is the desire of the undersigned owners of the followmg area to commenee '
annexation proceedings:

The property herein referred to is described on Exhibit "A" attached
hereto and is depicted on Exhibit "B" further attached hereto..

It is requested that the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor set a date not later
than sixty days after the filing of this request for a meetmg with the undersigned
to determine: :

(1) Whether the City Council will accept the proposed annexation;

(2) Whether the City Council will require the adoption of
zoning for the proposed area in substantial compliance
with the Proposed Comprehensive Plan as adopted by
City of Gig Harbor Ordinance 496; and

(3) Whether the City Council will require ;he _assumpnon of
existing city 1ndebtedness by the area to be annexed.

Th.lS page is one of a group of pages cohtéxﬁmg 1'c-1e1‘1t1”eal text material and is

intended by the signers of this Notice of Intention to be. presented and considered
as one Notice of Intention and may be filed with other pages containing

additional signatures which cumulatively. may be con51dered as a-single Notice . - |
- of Intention.

A 77'_'9» cARﬂT J—



Notice of Intention to Commence Annexation Proceedings

Page 2 of 2 | - .
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ANNEXATION PETITION
. STATEMENT OF INTEREST

The four property owners on 62nd Street Court NW, Gig Harbor are proposing

- annexation by the City of Gig Harbor. Sixty-second Street CT NW is a paved street
owned by the four property owners and runs the length of the area proposed for
annexation. All four residences along 62nd Street CT. NW are hooked up to the City’s
sewer and water systems. The proposed annexation area is contiguous to the city
boundary of Sound View Drive and is located within the City’s growth area boundary.

Annexation will allow us to become full participants in the day-to-day activities of the
City of Gig Harbor. We currently consider ourselves residents of Gig Harbor and would
like to be able to have a voice in what happens in “our” city.

Please contact Joe Mancuso, 2819 62nd Street CT. NW, Gig Harbor, WA 98335,
851-7716 if you need any additional information.

mM
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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

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL:

FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP /)
DIRECTOR, PLANNING & g’LDING SERVICES
SUBJECT: PIERCE COUNTY GIG HAKBOR 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
Community. 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 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. 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).



January 18, 2001 .

~ Gig Harbor City Council
3105 Judson Street
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Dear Gig Harbor City Council Members:

My family and T are hopeful of havmg our property, which is situated in the southeast
corner of Point Fosdick Drive and 36 Street NW, annexed into The City of Gig Harbor.

As you are aware, Pierce County begins a series of public hearmgs focused on the
Peninsula area’s future growth plans begmnmg January 24™ 2001. The County has
indicated that before they will give serious consideration to our proposal to include this
- property in Gig Harbor’s Urban Growth Area, we must first have the City’s approval.

We ask that you consider our reasons for this request and endorse our proposal with a
letter of support that I will present to Pierce County.

Though our property presently has a rural, R-5 designation, it is directly in the path of
current and future development. The Tacoma Narrows Airport, the new Lighthouse .
Christian School, Madrona Links Golf Course and the residential development, Fairway

Estates, border us. The City of Gig Harbor’s southern boundary is 36™ Street NW, which

is also our 12.6 acre parcel’s northern property line.

The surrounding area is made up of both residential and business development. This
includes a golf course, an office complex, a shopping center, an airport, a fitness club, a
new school and a number of residential developments. Our property is near the Tacoma
Narrows Bridge and Highway 16. Combine these facts with the distinct possibility of a
new Highway 16 on and off-ramp at 36™ Street NW and there’s a clear indication that our
land is no longer rural in nature. A new traffic light that Gig Harbor negotiated with the
State of Washington will be installed at the Point Fosdick Drive/36™ Street NW
intersection if and when the new Narrows Bridge is built. This too demonstrates that the
anticipated valume of traffic passing our property will erase.its rural nature. A proposed
“Rural Airport Zone” which allows service oriented businesses such as restaurants to
exist on land that borders ours also supports a change in zoning for our property.

This land has been in our family since the mid 1950s. We’ve chosen to keep it as long as

we have for a number of reasons not the least of which is that it’s a beautifisl piece of

property that connects us to our past and to the community. We’ve also held this land as

an investment and wish o plan for and protect our fisture development options. Pierce

County’s cusrent zoning designation affords us few, if any, reasonable alternatives. .




Our hope is that consideration will be given to the focation of our property, the changes

. ' that have already occurred in the area and significant ctianges that are coming to Point
Fosdick Drive and 36" Street NW. We ask only for fair and equa! opportunity to develop
our land in 2 manner that is consistent with similar properties in the neighborhood and
with projected growth in the area. From the City’s standpoint, I imagine that when
services are eventually extended down 36™ Street NW, serving both sides of the road will
make sense and new tax revenue from development will belong to the City.

We believe that being a part of Gig Harbor’s future will give us a reasonable
development opportunity and, in turn, being a part of the City will benefit Gig Harbor as
well.

. Watland
9610 85 Ave NW
. Gig Harbor, WA 98332
851-6735
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City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-8136

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL' //Qg/ '
FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR ~ (Z
SUBJECT: FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE - ARTS COMMISSION
DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2000

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

The attached ordinance articulates a process to develop and manage fine and performing arts-
related proposals from the community to the Gig Harbor City Council. The Arts Commission is
proposed to act as the city’s representative, and to make recommendations to the Mayor and to
the City Council, in connection with cultural and artistic endeavors involving the city.

This is the first reading of this ordinance.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

The Arts Commission will encourage, conduct, sponsor or co-sponsor public programs to further
the development and public awareness of, and interest in, the fine and performing arts. The
commission will provide recommendations to the Mayor and City Council in connection with
cultural and artistic endeavors in which the city becomes involved. The commission will
encourage donations, grants and other support to further expand the arts and cultural services and
programs available to city citizens and members of the Gig Harbor community. The commission
will also review and make recommendations to the City Council with respect to all public and
private banner proposals that utilize city graphics. The commission will be charged to take other
such action as the City Council may direct from time to time.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS

Arts Commission programs and operating expenses would be funded from the city General Fund,
grants, donations and admission charges (if any). The Parks Department (an element of the
Public Works Department) will be responsible for submitting its annual operating budgetary
request to the City Administrator and Mayeor.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of this ordinance after the second reading.



ORDINANCE NO. _. .

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, ENACTING A NEW CHAPTER 2.49 OF THE
GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE CREATING AN ARTS
COMMISSION

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor has identified a need for an Arts Commission
to encourage public programs to develop the fine and performing arts; and

WHEREAS, the Arts Commission will make recommendations to the Mayor and
C.ity Council in connection with cultural and artistic endeavors involving the city; and

WHEREAS, this Commission will act as the city's representative in connection

-

with cultural and artistic endeavors involving the.city; and
WHEREAS, the Commission will encourage donations, grants and other support

to expand the arts in the community; ) - o o .

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF GIG HARBOR:

Section 1. Section 2.49 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code 1s hereby added to read as
follows:

Chapter 2.49
ARTS COMMISSION

Sections: ' .
2.49.010 Commission established - Membership.
2.49.020 Rules of procedure

2.49.030 Authority of commissions.

2.49.040 Meetings and staff services.

2.49.050 Budget

2.49.010 Commission established — Membership
A. The Gig Harbor Arts Commission, consisting of nine members appointed by
the Mayor and confirmed by the vote of a majority of the members of the City Council, is
established. The term of office shall be three years. Commission members shall be .
selected for staggered terms. Three Commissioners or their successors will serve a one,




two or the full three-year term based on the position. All subsequent appointments shall
be for three years, or for the duration of an unexpired term in the case of an appointment
to a vacancy. All Commission members’ terms shall expire on March 31st and all
successive terms shall commence on April 1st. No member shall serve more than two
.consecutive full terms of office. :

B. Commission members shall be appointed upon the basis of demonstrated
interest in, and knowledge and support of the arts. Members shall serve without salary or
other compensation, provided that members shall be reimbursed for necessary expenses
actually incurred with prior Administrative approval. Two Commissioners may be
selected from the Community-at-large. Seven commissioners shall reside or work within
the city limits at the time of appointment and throughout their terms of office.

C. Prior to appointing initial members and filling each vacancy in the membership
of the commission, public notice of available positions shall be provided to the news
media at least two weeks in advance of appointment. Applicants for vacant positions shall
. apply to the office of the Mayor.

-

2.29.020 Rules of Procedure

The commission shall adopt procedural rules governing the transaction of its
business. The rules shall include provisions for the date, time and place of regular
meetings of the commission. Provisions shall be made for maintaining minutes of
- commission meetings and records of all commission reports, conclusions and
recommendations. The rules of procedure shall provide for the election of commission
officers, which shall include a chairperson and vice chairperson who shall serve for at
least one year. The rules of the commission shall provide that all commission meetings
shall be open to the public and that notice of meetings shall comply with the Washington
Open Public Meetings Act, to the extent proceedings of the commission are governed by
such Act. The procedures shall address receipt and processing of citizen proposals and
requests.

2.49.030 Authority of commission.
The Arts Commission is authorized to take the following actions:

A. On behalf of the city, to encourage, conduct, spo_nsdr or cosponsor public
programs to further the development and public awareness of, and interest in, the fine and
performing arts;

B. To provide recommendations to the Mayor and City Council in connection
with cultural and artistic endeavors and projects in which the city becomes involved and
to act as a representative of the community in such matters;

C. To encourage donations, grants and other support to further expand the arts and
cultural services and programs available to citizens of Gig Harbor and members of the
Gig Harbor community;




D. To review and make recommendations to the City Council with respect to all .
public and private banner proposals that utilize City of Gig Harbor graphics.

E.To take such other actions as the City Council may direct from time to time.
2.49.040 Meetmgs and staff services. i
A. The Arts Commission shall meet regularly at Ieast once per month at a date,
time and place to be established by the commission. Commission meetings shall be open
to the public and written meeting minutes shall be maintained and made available to the

public upon approval of the minutes by the commission.

B. The Parks Department shall be responsible for providing administrative and
staff services for the commission and may assign Parks Department staff to provide
services to the commission.

C. The commission shall make a relﬁort to the City Council at least annually.
2.49.050 Budget
Arts Commission programs and operating expenses shall be funded from the city

General Fund, grants, donations and admission charges. The Parks Department shall be
responsible for submlttlng the annual operatmg budget to the City Admlmstrator and

Mayor. . L .

Section 2. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this ordinance
should be held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent 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. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force five (5)

days after publication of an approved summary consisting of the title.

APPROVED:

MAYOR, GRETCHEN A. WILBERT
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

CITY CLERK, MOLLY M. TOWSLEE




APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

BY:

CAROL MORRIS, CITY ATTORNEY

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

ORDINANCE NO.




SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.
of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

~ On ' 2001 the City Council of the Clty of Gig Harbor, Washington,
~ approved Ordinance No. , the summary of text of which is as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, ENACTING A NEW CHAPTER 2.49 OF THE
GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE CREATING AN ARTS
COMMISSION,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR: _ n '

The full text of this ordinance will be mailed upon request. .

APPROVED by the City Council at their regular meeting of
2001.

MOLLY M. TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
{253) 851-8138

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS V{ fg

FROM: DAVID R. SKINNER, P.E., PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR

SUBJECT: ANNUAL TRANSPORATION CAPACITY AVAILABILITY REPORT
- REPORT PRESENTATION

DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2001

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

On December 11, 2000, Council authorized a contract with SCA Consulting Group to develop a
Capacity Availability Report that would fulfill the reporting requirements of Gig Harbor
Municipal Code (GHMC) 19.10 Concurrency Management. The report has been completed for
the year 2000. Mr. Perry Shea, P.E., and Ms. Susan Graham from SCA Consulting Group are
prepared to make a presentation of the report to the Council at this meeting.

The presentation will give a background of the Concurrency Ordinance and the current status of
the roadways and intersections throughout the City as they relate to development activities from
the year 2000. The presentation will conclude with recommendations on modifications to the
City’s current adopted LOS standard and the incorporation of traffic study guidelines for future
traffic impact analyses.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS
This report meets the reporting requirement in GHMC 19.10 Concurrency Management. No

Council action is required.

PADAVEWCouncilMemes\2000 Concurrency Report - SCA Report Presentation.doc




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-8136

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM: CAROL MORRIS, CITY ATTORNEY

SUBJ:  STORM WATER DRAINAGE CODE ENFORCEMENT PROCEDURES
DATE: FEBRUARY 8§, 2001

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

As you know, the City adopted a new Storm Water Drainage Code and Manual. The Code
included enforcement procedures, which were adequate but did not describe the enforcement
procedure in detail. The City has a standard enforcement procedure which is currently used in
conjunction with the development codes (chapter 15.18 and 17.07 GHMC). For the sake of
efficiency, one uniform enforcement procedure should be used.

In the first of the attached proposed ordinances, all references to enforcement procedures have
been deleted and the reader is directed to the new enforcement procedure for Titles 12, 13 and
14. This new enforcement procedure is included in the second of the attached proposed
ordinances, which is the same as the existing City enforcement procedure, with the exception of
the officer charged to administer the code (the public works director).

POLICY ISSUES ' S
None. The ordinances merely substitute one enforcement procedure for another. The newly
adopted enforcement procedure is the City’s current procedure, so there would be no change in
the manner in which violations are enforced.

RECOMMENDATION
That the City Council vote to approve (in separate motions) the attached ordinances.



ORDINANCE NO. __

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO. STORM WATER
DRAINAGE AND MANAGEMENT, AMENDING ORDINANCE 858
WHICH ADOPTED STORM WATER DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
IN CHAPTER 14.20 OF THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE,
ELIMINATING THE ENFORCMENT AND PENALTY PROVISIONS IN
ORDER TO ALLOW THE CITY TO ENFORCE THE STORM WATER
DRAINAGE STANDARDS THROUGH THE CITY’S STANDARD
ENFORCEMENT PROCEDURES IN CHAPTER 12.17 GHMC;
AMENDING SECTIONS 14.20.530, 14.20.560, 14.20.590, 14.20.630 OF
EXHIBIT A TO ORDINANCE 858; AND REPEALING SECTIONS
14.20.090, 14.20.640, 14.20.650, 14.20.660, 14.20.670, 14.20.680, 14.20.690,
14.20.700, 14.20.710, 14.20.720, 14.20.730, 14.20.740 OF EXHIBIT A TO .
ORDINANCE NO. 858.

WHEREAS, onJ anuary 9, 2001, the City Council passed Ordinance No. 858, which adopted .
storm water drainage and management standards in Gig Harbor; and

WHEREAS, the procedures in Ordinance No. 858 relating to enforcement and the imposition
of penalties was inconsistent with the City’s current enforcement procedures; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to have consistent enforcement procedures in the Gig
Harbor Municipal Code for violations of development codes and public works standards; and

WHEREAS, the adoption of this Ordinance has been determined to be exempt from the State
Environmental Policy Act by the City’s SEPA Responsible Official, pursuant to WAC 197-11-
800(2); Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS AS

FOLLOWS:




Section 1. Section 14.20.090, “Severability,” in Exhibit A, which was adopted by referencé

in Ordinance No. 858, is hereby repealed.

Section 2. Section 14.20.530, in Exhibit A, which was$ adopted by reference in Ordinance

| No. 85 8; is hereby amended to read as .follows:

14.20.530 Maintenance Covenant Required for Privately Maintained
Drainage Facilities.

A. Prior to beneficial use of a development, the owner shall record a Storm
Water Maintenance Covenant against the property that: .

1. allows the City of Gig Harbor, its officials, employees or agents a
non-exclusive right of entry onto those portions of the property immediately adjacent
to the stormwater facilities for the purpose of inspection of the faculties. The
covenant shall allow the City, but not require the City, to enter the property and repair

any condition of the storm water facilities that, in the opinion of the Public Works
Director, creates an immediate threat to public health, safety or public property and to

charge the property owner for the related costs; and

2. requires the propeity owner to perform his/her own regular
inspections and maintenance on the stormwater facilities, at the property owner’s
cost; and

3. is binding upon the property owner and the property owner’s legal
representatives, heirs and assigns, and is in a form approved by the City Attorney;

and

4, is recorded against the property in the records of the Pierce County
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B. The Director may require the owners of existing stormwater facilities for
which the City of Gig Harbor has not previously accepted operation and maintenance
responsibility, to record the Maintenance Covenant described above, or to request
that the City of Gig Harbor accept operation and maintenance responsibility for the
stormwater facilities subject to the requirements of this Code.




subjeet-stormwaterfacilitiesis-accepted-by-the-City-of Gig-Harber, _ In order to

terminate a Maintenance Covenant, the property owner and the City must execute the

necessary documentation and record the same against the property. A property owner
may not unilaterally terminate a Maintenance Covenant.

Section 3. Section 14.20.560, in Exhibit A, which was adopted by reference in Ordinance

No. 858, 1s hereby amended to read as follows:

14.20.560 City Inspections of Privately Maintained Stormwater
Facilities.

A. The Director is authorized to develop an inspection program for privately
owned and maintained stormwater facilities in the City of Gig Harbor, The purpose
of this inspection program shall be to determine if said storm water facilities,
conveyance structures, and water quality facilities are in good working order and are
properly maintained, and to ensure that stormwater quality BMPs are in place and
that non-point source pollution control is being implemented.

B. Whenever the provisions of this program are being implemented, or
whenever there is cause to believe that a violation of this Code has been or is being
committed, the inspector may take such enforcement action as set forth in chapter

12. 1? of the Glg Harbor Mumcmal Code. }s—aﬁﬂaeﬁ%ed—te—ﬁﬁpeet—dimﬂg—fegakf

Section 4. Section 14.20.590 of Exhibit A, adopted by reference in Ordinance No. 858, is

hereby amended to read as follows:

14.20.590. Illicit Connections and Uses. The stormwater system of the
City, natural and artificial, may only be used to convey stormwater runoff. The
stormwater system shall mean all natural and man-made systems that function
together or independently to collect, store, purify, discharge, and convey stormwater.
Included are all stormwater facilities as well as natural systems such as streams and
creeks and all natural systems that convey, store, infiltrate, or divert stormwater.
Violation of this section can result in enforcement action being taken by the City as

provided in Chapter 12.17 GHMC. preseribed-in-Section14-20-670-
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No person shall use the stormwater system, directly or indirectly, to dispose
. ' of any solid or liquid matter other than stormwater. No person shall make or allow
any connection to the stormwater system that could result in the discharge of
polluting matter. Connections to the stormwater system from the interiors of
structures are prohibited. Connections to the stormwater system for any purpose
other than to convey stormwater or groundwater are prohibited and shall be
eliminated. ¢ '

Section 5. Section 14.20.630 in Exhibit A, as adopted by reference in Ordinance 858, is
hereby amended to read as follows:

14.20.630 Violations of this Code. The placement, construction or
installation of any structure, or the connection to a public storm drainage facility, or
the discharge to a public drainage facility or any activity, including but not limited to
grading, which violates the provistons of this Code shall be and the same is hereby
declared to be unlawful and a public nuisance. The City may take enforcement action  «
as set forth in Chapter 12.17 GHMC to ensure that any such activity, Code violation
or property condition declared to be a public nuisance ceases and is abated through
the use of civil or criminal penalties and Stop Work Orders, as well as any other

_ remedies which are set forth in this Code, the Gig Harbor Municipal Code, or
including any applicable ordinance or statute, including, but not limited to

. revocation of any permits. The choice of enforcement action taken and the severity
determined as set forth in chapter 12,17 GHMC. Based-onthe
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of any penalty shall be

Section 6. Section 14.20.640 of Exhibit A, which was adopted by reference in Ordinance No.
858, is hereby repealed.

Section 7. Section 14.20.650 of Exhibit A, which was adopted by reference in Ordinance No.
858, is hereby repealed.

Section 8. Section 14.20.660 of Exhibit A, which was adopted by reference in Ordinance No.
858, is hereby repealed.

Section 9. Section 14.20.670 of Exhibit A, which was adopted by reference in Ordinance No.

858, is hereby repealed.
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Section 10. Section 14.20.680 of Exhibit A, whic}} was adopted by reference in Ordinancé .
No. 858, is hereby repealed.
| S_ection 11. Section 14.20.690 of Exhibjt A, which wa$ adopted by reference in Ordinance
~ No. 858, is hereby repealed. | | |
Section 12. Section 14.20.700 of Exhibit A, which was adopted by reference in Ordinance
No. 858, is hereby repealed.
Section 13. Section 14.20.710 of Exhibit A, which was adopted by reference in Ordinance
No. 858, is hereby repealed.
Section 14. Section 14.20.720 of Exhibit A, which was adopted by reference in Ordinance
No. 858, 1s hereby repealed. .
Section 15. Section 14.20.730 of Exhibit A, which was adopted by reference in Ordinance
No. 858, is hereby repealed. : ' ' | : .
Section 16. Section 14.20.740 of Exhibit A, which was adopted by reference in Ordinance

No. 858, is hereby repealed.

Section 17. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is held

to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section, sentence,
clause or phrase of this Ordinance.

Section 18. Publication. This Ordinance shall be published by an approved summary

consisting of the title.

Section 19. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall take effect and be in full force five days

after publication of the approved summary.




. _ PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor this

__thdayof , 2001.

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

. By;

CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK: 2/8/01
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

ORDINANCE NO:




SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.

of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On | , 2001, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor,
Washington, approved Ordinance No. , the main points of which are summarized by its
title as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO

AN ORDPINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO STORM WATER
DRAINAGE AND MANAGEMENT, AMENDING ORDINANCE 858
WHICH ADOPTED STORM WATER DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS IN
CHAPTER 1420 OF THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE,
ELIMINATING THE ENFORCMENT AND PENALTY PROVISIONS IN
ORDER TO ALLOW THE CITY TO ENFORCE THE STORM WATER
DRAINAGE STANDARDS THROUGH THE CITY’S STANDARD
ENFORCEMENT PROCEDURES IN CHAPTER 12.17 GHMC;
AMENDING SECTIONS 14.20.530, 14.20.560, 14.20.5%90, 14.20.630 OF
EXHIBIT A TO ORDINANCE 858; AND REPEALING SECTIONS
14.20.090, 14.20.640, 14.20.650, 14.20.660, 14.20.670, 14.20.680, 14.20.699,
14.20.700, 14.20.710, 14.20.720, 14.20.730, 14.20.740 OF EXHIBIT A TO
ORDINANCE NO. 858.

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of , 2001.

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK




ORDINANCE NO. ____

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO ENFORCEMENT OF THE
CITY’S CODES RELATING TO STREETS, SIDEWALKS, PUBLIC
WAYS, PUBLIC AND PRIVATE STORM WATER SYSTEMS AND
FACILITIES, PUBLIC WORKS STANDARDS AND THE WATER AND
SEWER CODES, ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 12.17 TO THE GIG
HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE, DESCRIBING VIOLATIONS, THE
PROCEDURES FOR ENTRY ONTO PROPERTY FOR THE PURPOSE
OF INSPECTIONS, ISSUANCE OF NOTICES OF VIOLATION,
APPEALS OF NOTICES OF VIOLATION, PENALTIES AND
COLLECTION OF PENALTIES.

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to use a uniform procedure for the enforcement of'its
development codes and public works standards; and

WHEREAS, the adoption of this Ordinance has been determined to be exempt from the State |
Environmental Policy Act by the City’s SEPA Responsible Official, pursuant to WAC 197-11-
800(2); Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS AS
FOLLOWS:

Section 1. A new chapter 12.17 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor Municipal Code, to read
- as follows:

Chapter 12.17
ENFORCEMENT

Sections:
12.17.002 Violations.

12.17.004 Enforcement.
12.17.006 Investigation and notice of violation.
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12.17.008 Time to comply.

12.17.010 Stop work order.

12.17.012 Emergency order.

12.17.014 Review by hearing examiner.
12.17.016 Civil penalty.

12.17.018 Criminal penalties.
12.17.020 Additional relief.

12.17.002 Violations.

A. Itis a violation of GHMC Titles 12, 13 and/or 14 for any person to initiate, maintain or cause to
be initiated or maintained the use of any structure, land or property within the City of Gig Harbor
without first obtaining the permits or authorizations required for the use by the aforementioned
codes.

B. It is a violation of GHMC Titles 12, 13 and/or 14 for any person to use, construct, locate,
demolish or cause to be used, constructed, located, or demolished any structure, land or property
within the City of Gig Harbor in any manner that is not permitted by the terms of any permit or
authorization issued pursuant to the aforementioned codes; provided, that the terms or conditions are
explicitly stated on the permit or the approved plans.

C. In addition to the above, it is a violation of GHMC Titles 12, 13 and/or 14 to:

1. Remove or deface any sign, notice, complaint or order required by or posted in accordance
with the aforementioned codes;

2. To misrepresent any material fact in any application, plans or other information submitted
to obtain any building or construction authorization;

3. Fail to comply with any of the requirements of or violate any of the provisions of GHMC
Titles 12, 13 and/or 14.

12.17.004 Enforcement.

A. The public works director has the authority to enforce this Chapter and Titles 12, 13 and/or 14
GHMC. The public works director may call upon the police, fire, building, planning or other
appropriate city departments to assist in enforcement. As used in this chapter, "public works
director” shall also mean his or her duly authorized representative.

B. Upon presentation of proper credentials, the public works director may, with the consent of the
owner or occupier of a building or premises, or pursuant to a lawfully issued inspection warrant,
enter at reasonable times any building, facility, street, premises or right-of-way subject to the consent
or warrant, in order to perform the duties imposed by GHMC Titles 12, 13 and/or




C. This chapter shall be enforced for the benefit of the health, safety and welfare of the general
public, and not for the benefit of any particular person or class of persons.

D. It is the intent of this chapter to place the obligation of complying with its requirements upon the
owner, occupier or other person responsible for the condition of the land and buildings within the
scope of GHMC Titles 12, 13 and/or 14.

E. No provision of or any term used in this chapter is intended to impose any duty upon the city or
any of its officers or employees which would subject them to damages in a civil action.

12.17.006 Investigation and notice of violation.

A. Investigation. The public works director shall investigate any structure, activity, facility, street or
use which the public works director reasonably believes does not comply with the standards and
requirements of GHMC Titles 12, 13 and/or 14.

B. Notice of Violation. If after investigation the public works director determines that the standards
or requirements of GHMC Titles 12, 13 and/or 14 have been violated, the public works director shall
serve a notice of violation upon the owner, tenant or other person responsible for the condition. The
notice of violation shall contain the following information:

1. A separate statement of each standard, code provision or requirement violated;

2. What corrective action, if any, is necessary to comply with the standards, code provision or
requirements;

3. A reasonable time for compliance;

4, A statement that if the violation is not already subject to criminal prosecution, any
subsequent violations may result in criminal prosecution as provided in GHMC 12.17.018.

C. Service. The notice shall be served on the owner, tenant or other person respensible for the
condition by personal service, registered mail, or certified mail with return receipt requested,
addressed to the last known address of such person. If, after a reasonable search and reasonable

efforts are made to obtain service, the whereabouts of the person(s) is unknown or service cannot be’

accomplished and the planning director makes an affidavit to that effect, then service of the notice
upon such person(s) may be made by:

1. Publishing the notice once each week for two consecutive weeks in the city's official
newspaper; and

2. Mailing a copy of the notice to each person named on the notice of violation by first class
mail to the last known address if known, or if unknown, to the address of the property
involved in the proceedings.



D. Posting. A copy of the notice shall be posted at a conspicuous place on the property, unless
posting the notice is not physically possible. '

E. Other Actions May Be Taken. Nothing in this chapter shall be deemed to limit or preclude any
action or proceeding pursuant to GHMC 12.17.010, 12,17.012, 12.17.016, 12.17.018, 12.17.020 or
12.17.022. ' - _

F. Optional Notice to Others. The public works director may mail, or cause to be delivered to all
residential and/or nonresidential rental units in the structure or post at a conspicuous place on the
property, a notice which informs each recipient or resident about the notice of violation, stop work
order or emergency order and the applicable requirements and procedures.
G. Amendment. A notice or order may be amended at any time in order to:

1. Correct clerical errors; or

2. Cite additional authority for a stated violation.

12.17.008 Time to comply.

A. Determination of Time. When calculating a reasonable time for compliance, the public works
director shall consider the following criteria:

1. The type and degree of violation cited in the notice;
2. The stated intent, if any, of a responsible party to take steps to comply;
3. The procedural requirements for obtaining a permit to carry out corrective action;

4. The complexity of the corrective action, including seasonal considerations, construction
requirements and the legal prerogatives of landlords and tenants; and

5. Any other circumstances beyond the control of the responsible party.

B. Order Becomes Final Unless Appealed. Unless an appeal is filed with the public works director
for hearing before the hearing examiner in accordance with GHMC 12.17.160, the notice of violation
shall become the final order of the public works director. A copy of the notice shall be filed with the
Pierce County auditor. The public works director may choose not to file a copy of the notice or order
if the notice or order is directed only to a responsible person other than the owner of the property.

12.17.016 Stop work order.
Whenever a continuing violation of this code will materially impair the public works director’s

ability to secure compliance with this code, or when the continuing violation threatens the health or
safety of the public or damage to public property, the public works director may issue a stop work
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order specifying the violation and prohibiting any work or other activity at the site. A failure to
comply with a stop work order shall constitute a violation of this chapter.

12.17.012 Emergency order.

Whenever any use or activity in violation of GHMC Title 12, 13 and/or 14 threatens the health and
safety of the occupants of the premises or any member of the public or damage to public property,
the public works director may issue an emergency order directing that the use or activity be
discontinued and the condition causing the threat to the public health and safety or public property be
corrected. The emergency order shall specify the time for compliance and shall be posted in a
conspicuous place on the property, if posting is physically possible. A failure to comply with an
emergency order shall constitute a violation of this chapter.

Any condition described in the emergency order which is not corrected within the time specified is
hereby declared to be a public nuisance and the public works director is authorized to abate such
nuisance summarily by such means as may be available. The cost of such abatement shall be
recovered from the owner or person responsible or both in the manner provided by law.

12.17.014 Review by hearing examiner.

A. Notice of Violation {Criminal Penalties). There is no administrative appeal of a notice of violation
issued pursuant to GHMC 12.17.006 for violations described in GHMC 12.17.018, which subject the
violator to criminal prosecution and/or the imposition of criminal penalties.

B. Notice of Violation (Civil Penalties). Any person significantly affected by or interested in a notice
of violation issued by the planning director pursuant to GHMC 12.17.006 for a violation of the codes
in this title which subject the violator to civil prosecution may obtain an appeal of the notice by
requesting such appeal within 15 calendar days after service of the notice. When the last day of the
period so computed is a Saturday, Sunday or federal or city holiday, the period shall run until 5:00
p.m. on the next business day. The request shall be in writing, and upon receipt of the appeal
request, the building official shall forward the request to the office of the hearing examiner, pursuant
to Chapter 17.10 GHMC.

C. At or after the appeal hearing, the hearing examiner may:
1. Sustain the notice of violation;
2. Withdraw the notice of violation;
3. Continue the review to a date certain for receipt of additional information;
4. Modify the notice of violation, which may include an extension of the compliance date.

D. The hearing examiner shall issue a decision within 10 days of the date of the completion of the
review and shall cause the same to be mailed by regular first class mail to the person(s) named on the
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notice of violation, mailed to the complainant, if possible, and filed with the department of records
and elections of Pierce County.

E. The decision of the hearing examiner shall be final, and no further administrative appeal may be
filed. In order to appeal the decision of the hearing examiner, a person with standing to appeal must
make application for a land use petition under Chapter 36.70C RCW within 21 days of the issuance
of the examiner’s decision. g

12.17.016 Civil penalty.

A. In addition to any other sanction or remedial procedure which may be available, any person
violating or failing to comply with any of the provisions of this chapter or GHMC Titles 12, 13
and/or 14 shall be subject to a cumulative penalty in the amount of $100.00 per day for each
violation from the date set for compliance until compliance with the order is achieved.

B. The penalty imposed by this section shall be collected by civil action filed by the city attorney,
and brought in the name of the city. The public works director shall notify the city attorney in
writing of the name of any person subject to the penalty, and the city attorney shall, with"the
assistance of the public works director, take appropriate action to collect the penalty.

C. The violator may show as full or partial mitigation of liability:

1. That the violation giving rise to the action was caused by the willful act, or neglect, or
abuse of another; or

2. That correction of the violation was commenced promptly upon receipt of the notice
thereof, but that full compliance within the time specified was prevented by inability to
obtain necessary materials or labor, inability to gain access to the subject structure, or other
condition or circumstance beyond the control of the defendant.

12.17.018  Criminal penalties.

A. Any person violating or failing to comply with any of the provisions of GHMC Titles 12, 13
and/or 14 and who has had a judgment entered against him or her pursuant to GHMC 12.17.016 or
its predecessors within the past five years shall be subject to criminal prosecution and upon
conviction of a subsequent violation shall be fined in a sum not exceeding $5,000 or be imprisoned
for a term not exceeding one year or be both fined and imprisoned. Each day of noncompliance with
any of the provisions of GHMC Title 12, 13 and/or 14 shall constitute a separate offense.

B. The above criminal penalty may also be imposed:

1. For any other violation of GHMC Titles 12, 13 and/or 14 for which corrective action is not
possible; and :




2. For any willful, intentional, or bad faith faiture or refusal to comply with the standards or
requirements of GHMC Title 12, 13 and/or 14.

12.17.020  Additional relief.
The public. works director may seek legal or equitable relief to eﬁj oin any acts or practices and abate
any condition which constitutes or will constitute a violation of GHMC Title 12, 13 and/or 14 when

civil or criminal penalties are inadequate to effect compliance.

Section 2. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is held to

be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent 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. Publication and Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be published by an

approved summary consisting of the title. This Ordinance shall be effective five days afier
publication, as provided by law.
PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor this

__th day of February, 2001.

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS




FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK.: 2/8/01
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

ORDINANCE




SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.

of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On

, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington, approved

Ordinance No. ___, the main points of which are summarized by its title as follows:
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AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO
ENFORCEMENT OF THE CITY’S CODES RELATING TO
STREETS, SIDEWALKS, PUBLIC WAYS, PUBLIC AND
PRIVATE STORM WATER SYSTEMS AND FACILITIES,
PUBLIC WORKS STANDARDS AND THE WATER AND
SEWER CODES, ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 12.17 TO THE
GIG HARBOR MUNICIPALL CODE, DESCRIBING
VIOLATIONS, THE PROCEDURES FOR ENTRY ONTO
PROPERTY FOR THE PURPOSE OF INSPECTIONS,
ISSUANCE OF NOTICES OF VIOLATION, APPEALS OF
NOTICES OF VIOLATION, PENALTIES AND COLLECTION
OF PENALTIES.

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-8136

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS [)J
FROM: DAVID R. SKINNER, P.E., PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
SUBJECT: RESOLUTION FOR PUBLIC HEARING -

- FRONT STREET VACATION REQUEST
DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2001

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

In a February 17, 2000 letter from Mr. Glen Stenbak, owner of two-thirds of the abutting
property, has petitioned the City to vacate portions of Front Street in accordance with GHMC
12.14.002C.

Specifically, the request is for the vacation of the north 30 feet of the Front Street right-of-way
currently held by the City. Research on this right-of-way found that this portion of Front Street
was platted in Pierce County in 1891 and was not opened or improved by 1905, therefore it
automatically was vacated by operation of law in 1896. The City’s ability to open this portion of
Front Street is barred by lapse of time and the City has no interest in the street. In order to ensure
that this portion of Front Street is placed on tax rolls and the ownership is formally recorded, the
property owner has requested that the City vacate the street under GHMC 12.14.

The right-of-way proposed for vacation along Front Street is surplus to the City’s needs, and the
City does not have any plans for improving the right-of-way proposed for vacation. The vacation
request will not eliminate public access to any property.

As defined in 12.14 GHMC a resolution must be passed by the Council setting a time and date
for a public hearing on the proposed street vacation.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS
The processing fee has been paid in accordance with GHMC 12.14.004.

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff recommends the Council pass this resolution specifying the time and date for the public
hearing on the proposed street vacation of Front Street. _

PADAVE\CouncilMemosiStreet Vacation-Front St Resolution.doc




CITY OF GIG HARBOR
RESOLUTION NO ___

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, TO INITIATE
THE PROCEDURE FOR THE VACATION OF A
PORTION OF FRONT STREET LYING NORTH OF
AUSTIN STREET AND WEST OF BURNHAM DRIVE.

WHEREAS, Mr. Glen Stenbak desires to initiate the procedure for the vacation of
the portion of Front Street, originally created in the plat called Extension to the City of Gig
harbor, recorded in 1891 in Book 6 of Plats at Page 74 in Pierce County, Washington.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Gié
Harbor, Washington:

Section 1. A public hearing upon said street vacation shall be held in the council
chambers of Gig Harbor City Hall on Monday, February 26, 2001, at 7:00 p.m., at which
hearing all persons interested in said street vacation are invited to appear.

Section 2. The City Clerk is directed to post notices of the hearing in three public

places and on the street to be vacated and to mail notices to all owners of any property
abutting the portion of street to be vacated, pursuant to RCW 35.79.020.

PASSED this day of , 2001.

Gretchen A. Wilbert, Mayor

ATTEST:

Molly Towslee, City Clerk

Passed by Council;




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

DEPARTMENT QF PLANNING & BUILDING SERVICES
3125 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-4278

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM: <7’ PATRICIA IOLAVERA, SENIOR PLANNER

SUBJECT*\ FIRST READING ADOPTING THREE ORDINANCES REGARDING
THE PUBLIC INSTITUTIONAL ZONING DISTRICT

DATE: FEBRUARY 8, 2001

BACKGROUND/INTRODUCTION

Per the instructions of Council and Resolution 556 which requested the Department of Planning
and Building Services assist the Gig Harbor Historical Society in furthering the development of
the new museum and cultural center, the Planning Commission and staff present the following
three ordinances for approval. They include new definitions to clarify ‘museum’ as a use.
Changes to the text of 17.15 which allows museum as a permitted use and rental hall as a
permitted accessory use, and adopting hours of operation for such accessory uses. Included are
necessary changes to the zoning of the “Borgen Property” and the seven parcels associated with
the City’s water treatment plant.

-

POLICY ISSUES
These changes are consistent with the City’s uses of land as public institutional.

FISCAL IMPACT
The proposed amendments would not have any fiscal impact respective to city revenues.

RECOMMENDATION
This is the first reading of the ordinance. Staff recommends approval.



ORDINANCE NO. ____

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF -
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND
ZONING, DELETING THE DEFINITION OF “MUSEUM AND
ART GALLERY” AND CREATING SEPARATE DEFINITIONS
FOR “MUSEUM”, “ART GALLERY”, “NON PROFIT
ORGANIZATION”, AND “COMMUNITY RECREATION HALL”
IN THE CITY ZONING CODE IN ORDER TO CLARIFY AND
SUPPORT CHANGES BEING MADE UNDER SEPARATE
ORDINANCE TO THE PUBLIC AND INSTITUTIONAL ZONE;
AND THEREBY AMENDING SECTION 17.04.602, AND
ADDING NEW SECTIONS 17.04.027, 17.04.085 AND17.04.623,
OF THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

WHEREAS, the City Council on July 10, 2000 passed Resolution 556 directing the
Planning and Building Services Departm_cnt to explﬁre and pursue avenues by which the City - .
might support the plans for the development of the new Museum at their proposed location; and
WHEREAS, the during work sessions on July 5® 2000, October 5, 2000, and November
16, 2000, the Planning Commission considered proposed changes to the municipal code that
would acknowledge specific types of museums as public institutions; and
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on those same dates considered amendment to the
zoning map adding several parcels to the Public — Institutional zoning district; and

WHEREAS, the City’s SEPA Responsible Official made a determination that the

adoption of this Ordinance is categorically exempt under WAC 197-11-800(20); and




. _ WHEREAS, the City Planning Commission held public hearings to consider this
Ordinance on October 5, 2000 and November 2, 2000 and recommends that the City Council
approve this Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Director forwarded a copy of this Ordinance to thé
Washington State Department of Trade and Community Development on October 17, 2000
pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Council

meeting of ; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS AS

FOLLOWS:
Section 1. A definition of “Community recreation hall” Section 17.04.027 the Gig Harbor
. Municipal Code, is hereby added as follows:

17.04.602 Community Recreation Hall: a facility provided by a non-profit
organization or government agency. for the purposes of community
gatherings, classes, meetings, etc. Such a facility may include a
commercial grade kitchen.

Section 2. Section 17.04.085 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby added, to read
as follows:

17.04.085_Art Gallery: a room or series of rooms where works of art are exhibited.

Section 3. The definition of “Museum or Art Gallery” Section 17.04.602 the Gig Harbor

Municipal Code, is hereby amended to read as follows:

17.04.602 Museum er-Art-Gallery “Museum’™er"art-gallery™means-a-faeility-which

LT3 ye .
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significant— A museum is an institution owned and operaied by a non-profit organization,
. tribal government, agency of local government, public facility district, or public
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development authority for which the primary pu 0se is the procurement. preservation

study, and display of obiects of lasting interest or value, and the interpretation of history,

heritage, art, or ¢ulture. Such institutions may also include a museum store, food service,

instruction rooms and assembly hall consistent with the mission and purpose of the
institution. :
Section 4. A new Section 17.04.623 “non-profit organizatien” is hereby added to the Gig

Harbor Municipal Code, to read as follows:

17.04.623 Non-profitf organization: Those organizations that have a 501(¢)(3) IRS

determination letier and a legally constituted board of trustees or directors, and which
provide a public service.

Section 5. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is held to be
invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section, clause or

phrase of this Ordinance.

Section 5. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force five (5)
days after passage and publication of an approved summary consisting of the title.
PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor

this __th day of , 2001.

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR




ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

ORDINANCE NO.




SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO. __ .

of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

[ On | , 2001, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor,
Washington, approved Ordinance No. , the main points of which are summarized by its

title as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND ZONING, DELETING THE
DEFINITION OF “MUSEUM AND ART GALLERY” AND CREATING
SEPARATE DEFINITIONS FOR “MUSEUM”, “ART GALLERY”, “NON PROFIT
ORGANIZATION”, AND “COMMUNITY RECREATION HALL” IN THE CITY
ZONING CODE IN ORDER TO CLARIFY AND SUPPORT CHANGES BEING
MADE UNDER SEPARATE ORDINANCE TO THE PUBLIC AND
INSTITUTIONAL ZONE; AND THEREBY AMENDING SECTION 17.04.602, -
AND ADDING NEW SECTIONS 17.04.027, 17.04.085 AND17.04.623, OF THE
GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of , 2001. .

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK




ORDINANCE NO. __

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
GIGHARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND
ZONING, AMENDING THE REGULATIONS RELATING TO
PUBLIC INSTITUTIONAL DISTRICT TO ALLOW MUSEUMS
AS A PERMITTED USE, INCLUDING “RENTAL HALL” AS AN
APPROVED ACCESSORY USE, AND ADDING RESTRICTIONS
ON HOURS OF OPERATIONS FOR RENTAL HAILLS AND
COMMUNITY RECREATION HALLS, AMENDING SECTION
17.15.020, AND ADDING SECTION 17.15.100 OF THE GIG
HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

WHEREAS, the City Council on July 10, 2000 passed Resolution 556 directing the
Planning and Building Services Department to explore and pursue avenues by which the City
might. support the plans for the development of the new Museum at their proposed location; and

WHEREAS, the during work sessions on July 5™ 2000, October 5, 2000, and November
16, 2000, the Planning Commission considered proposed changes to the municipal code that
would acknowledge specific types of museums as public institutions; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on those same dates considered amendment to the
zoning map adding several parcels to the Public — Institutional zoning district; and

WHEREAS, the City’s SEPA Responsible Official made 2 determination that the
adoption of this Ordinance is categorically exempt under WAC 197-11-800(20); and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Commission held public hearings to consider this
Ordinance on October 5, 2000 and November 2, 2000 and recommends that the City Council

approve this Ordinance; and




WHEREAS, the City Planning Director forwardeq a copy of this Ordinance to the
Washington State Department of Trade and Community Development on October 17, 2000
pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and |

WHEREAS, the Cl;t)'; Council considered this Ordinince during its regular City Council

meeting of ; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS AS
FOLLOWS:
Section 1. Section 17.15.020 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to

read as follows:

17.15.020 Permitted uses.

The following uses are permitted in a PI district:

A. Government administrative facilities;

B. Maintenance facilities and storage areas;

C. Waste water treatment facilities, including biosolids treatment and composting
facilities; '
D. Schools and related lands;

E. Fire stations and related training facilities;

F. Community recreation halls;

G. Parks and open spaces for active or passive recreation or enjoyment.

H. Museums.

1. Rental hall facjlities accessory to a permitted use.

Section 2. Section 17.15.100 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby added, to read
as follows:

17.15.100 Hours of Operation

The following uses, when located immediately adjacent to residential zones
(R1.R2, and R3) shall be limited to operating between the hours of 6:00 a.m.

and 10:00 p.m. Sunday through Thursday, and 6:00 a.m. and 11:00 p.m.
Friday and Saturday.

A. Rental Hall facilities accessory to a permitted use.
B. Community recreation halls.




Section 3. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is
held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section, clause or

phrase of this Ordinance.

Section 4. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force five (5)

days after passage and publication of an approved summary consisting of the title.

PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor

this __th day of , 2001.
CITY OF GIG HARBOR
GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:
By:

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:




. SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO. __

of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On , 2001, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor,
Washington, approved Ordinance No. , the main points of which are summarized by its
title as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND ZONING, AMENDING THE
REGULATIONS RELATING TO PUBLIC INSTITUTIONAL DISTRICT TO
ALLOW MUSEUMS AS A PERMITTED USE, INCLUDING “RENTAL HALL”
AS AN APPROVED ACCESSORY USE, AND ADDING RESTRICTIONS ON
HOURS OF OPERATIONS FOR RENTAL HALLS AND COMMUNITY
RECREATION HALLS, AMENDING SECTION 17.15.020, AND ADDING
SECTION 17.15.100 OF THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE. .

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of - , 2001,

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK




ORDINANCENO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, ESTABLISHING ZONING OF PUBLIC
INSTITUTIONAL (PI) ON CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY
COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR WATER
TREATMENT FACILITY WHICH CONSISTS OF SEVEN (7)
PARCELS, “THE BORGEN PROPERTY” WHICH CONSISTS OF
THREE (3) PARCELS, AND ONE (1) PARCEL WHICH IS THE
FUTURE HOME OF THE GIG HARBOR PENINSULA
HISTORICAL SOCIETY.

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor purchased the property commeonly known as “The
Borgen Property” which consists of three parcels zoned Commercial (C-1); and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor has for some years operated a water treatment plant on or
adjacent to seven (7) parcels zoned Single Family Residential (R-1); and

WHEREAS, the Gig Harbor Peninsula Historical Society has purchased one parcel zoned
Single Family Residential (R-1) for the purpose of constructing a new museum; and

WHEREAS, the City Council on July 10, 2000 passed Resolution 556 directing the
Planning and Building Services Department to explore and pursue avenues by which the City
might support the plans for the development of the new Museum at their proposed location; and

WHEREAS, the during work sessions on July 5% 2000, October 5, 2000, and November
16, 2000, the Planning Commission considered proposed changes to the municipal code that _
would acknowledge specific types of museums as public institutions; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on those same dates considered amendment to the

zoning map the above described parcels to the Public — Institutional zoning district; and

CAM55616.10/0004.010.077 -1-




WHEREAS, the Department of Planning and Building have proposed the appropriate
amendment to the land use map in the draft comprehensive plan; and

WHEREAS, the City’s SEPA Responsible Official made a determination that the
adoption of this Ordinance is .categoriéally exempt undér WAC 197-1 1-800(20); aﬁd

WHEREAS, the City Planning Commission held public hearings to consider this
Ordinance on October 5, 2000 and November 2, 2000 and recommends that the City Council
approve this Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Director forwarded a copy of this Ordinance to the

Washington State Department of Trade and Community Development on October 17, 2000 pursuant
to RCW 36.70A.106; and NOW, THEREFORE, -

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City Council

meeting of - ____: Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON,
ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The real property known as the location of the Gig Harbor Water
Treatment Plant, consisting of seven (7) tax parcels zoned Single Family Residential (R1) (Tax
Parcel ID numbers 0221064067, 0221064091, 0221064065, 0221068016, 0221068011, 0221068017,
and 0221068009) owned by the City of Gig Harbor, and more particularly described in Exhibit A,
attached hereto and fully incorporated herein by this reference, shall be, and it are hereby given, the
following zoning classification, Public Institutional (PI). The Director of Planning and Building
Services is hereby instructed to effectuate the necessary changes to the Official Zoning Map of the

City in accordance with the zoning established by this section.

CAMS55616.10/0004.010.077 -2




Section 2. The real property known as the “Borgen Property”, consisting of three (3) .
tax parcels zoned Commercial (C1) (Tax Parcel ID numbers 0221068010, 0221064027, and
4102000011) owned by the City of Gig Harbor, and more iqarticularly described in Exhibit B,
attacﬁed hereto and fully incorporated hcrein by fhis referehce,-’ shall be, and it afe hereby gi ven, the
following zoning classification, Public Institutional (PI). The Director of Planning and Building
Services is hereby instructed to effectuate the necessary changes to the Official Zoning Map of the
City in accordance with the zoning established by this section.

Section 3. The real property known as the future location of the Gig Harbor Peninsula
Historical Society, consisting of one (1) tax parcel zoned Single Family Residential (R1) (Tax Parcel
ID number f}221061060), owned by the Gig Harbor Peninsula Historical Society, and lﬁore

particularly described in Exhibit C, attached hereto and fully incorporated herein by this reference,

- shall be, and it are hereby given, the following zoning classiﬁéation, Public Institutional (PI). The | .
Director of Planning and Building Services is hereby instructed to effectuate the necessary changes
Section 4. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this ordinance
should be held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity
or unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section, sentence,
clause or phrase of this ordinance.
Section 5. Effective Date. This ordinance, being an exercis_.e of a power specifically
delegated to the City legislative body, is not subject to referendum, and shall take effect (5) days after
passage and publication of an approved summary thereof consisting of the title.
PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor

this __th day of , 2001.
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CITY OF GIG HARBOR

'GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS
FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:
EFFECTIVE DATE:
ORDINANCE NO.

SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO. ___
of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On , 2001, the .City Council of the City of Gig Harbor,

Washington, approved Ordinance No, , the main points of which are summarized by its

title as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON,
ESTABLISHING ZONING OF PUBLIC INSTITUTIONAL (PI) ON CERTAIN
REAL PROPERTY COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR
WATER TREATMENT FACILITY WHICH CONSISTS OF SEVEN (7)
PARCELS, “THE BORGEN PROPERTY” WHICH CONSISTS OF THREE (3)

4B



PARCELS, AND ONE (1) PARCEL WHICH IS THE FUTURE HOME OF THE
GIG HARBOR PENINSULA HISTORICAL SOCIETY.

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeﬁ}lg of o , 2001.

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK




EXHIBIT A
. ' LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS OF PROPERTY REFERENCED IN SECTION 1 AND
KNOWN AS THE GIG HARBOR WATER TREATMENT PLANT AND CONSISTING
OF SEVEN (7) PARCELS OWNED BY THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR.

1. 0221064067

THAT PART OF FOLL LY INSIDE TOWN OF GIG HARBOR BEG 788.35 FT N OF SE
COROFNWOFSETHW 127 FT THN 37592 FT TOSLIOFRD THE ALGRD TO W
LIOF STATE RD 14 TH SELY ALG STATE RD 14 TO CENTER OF CREEK TH ALG
CREEK TO E LI NW OF SE TH S TO BEG CYD TO TOWN OF GIG HARBOR

2. 0221064091

BEG 1163.87 FT N & 127 FT W OF SE COR OF NW OF SE TH W 184 FT TH SLY PAR
WITH E LI OF SD SUBD 275 FT M/L TO S LIMITS OF GIG HARBOR TH E 184 FT TH
N PAR WITH E LI OF SD SUBD 275 FT M/L TO BEG

3. 0221064065

THAT PART OF FOLL LY INSIDE TOWN OF GIG HARBOR BEG 330 FT N OF SE

COR OF NW OF SE TH N 458.35 FT W 127 FT THN 100 FT M/L TO S LIMITS OF GIG

HARBOR TH W 184 FT TH N PAR WITH E LI OF SD SUBD 275 FT M/L TO S LI OF

PRIRDTHW IS5FT THS 120.5 FT THW 1004 FT TO W LIOFNW OFSETHS TO A
. PT 330 FT N OF SW COR OF SD SUBD TH E TO BEG LESS 2.18 ACTL CTLIINCL

EASEFOR RD

4. 0221068016

THAT PART OF FOLL LY OUTSIDE OF TOWN OF GIG HARBOR BEG 78835 FT N
OF SECOR OFNW OF SETH W 127 FT THN 375.92 FT TO SLIOF RD THE ALG RD
TO W LI OF STATE RD 14 TH SELY ALG STATE RD 14 TO CENT OF CREEK TH
ALG CREEK TO E LI NW OF SE TH S TO BEG

5. 0221068011
LOT 2 OF SHORT PLAT 79-365

6. 0221068017 .
L 2 OF SHORT PLAT 84-11-28-0295 IN NW OF SE 06-21-02E TOG/W EASE &
RESTRICTIONS OF RECORD

7. 0221068009
LOT 1 OF SHORT PLAT 79-365 EXC THAT POR LY NELY OF HARBORVIEW DR
EASE OF RECORD




EXHIBIT B
LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS OF PROPERTY REFERENCED IN SECTION 2 AND
KNOWN AS THE “BORGEN PROPERTY” AND CONSISTING OF THREE (3)
PARCELS OWNED BY THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR.

1. 0221068010

LOT 1 OF SHORT PLAT 79- 365 E.XC THAT POR LY NELY OF HARBORVIEW DR
EASE OF RECORD

2. 0221064027
THAT PART OF GOVT LOT 2 LY NELY OF STATE RD 14 & NWLY OF BURNHAM
HUNT CO RD EXC PART FOR RD TO TOWN OF GIG HARBOR

3. 4102000011 i

PORL7B 1LY NWLY OF HARBORVIEW AVE IN GIG HARBOR EXC POR CYD TO

TOWN OF GIG HARBOR & EXC COUNTY RDS & STATE HWY EASE OF RECORD
SEGF 2690




EXHIBIT C
. ' LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS OF PROPERTY REFERENCED IN SECTION 3 AND
KNOWN AS THE “BORGEN PROPERTY” AND CONSISTING OF ONE (1) PARCEL
OWNED BY THE GIG HARBOR PENINSULA HISTORICAL SOCIETY.

1. 0221061060 - : .
BEG 633 FT S OF NE COR OF SW OF NE TH W PAR WITH N LI OF SD SUBD 115 FT

THN 200 FT TH W PAR WITH N LI OF SD SUBD 300 FT M/L TO ELY BDRY LI OF
STATE RD # 14 TH SELY ALG SD ELY BDRY LI OF SD STATE RD 800 FT M/L TO A
PT WHERE BDRY LI INTER E LI SD SW OF NE TH N ALG ELI SD SW OF NE TO

BEG




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & BUILDING SERVICES
3125 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-4278 '

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM: STEVE BOWMAN, BUILDING OFFICIAL/FIRE MARSH%

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2001

SUBJECT: FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE REVISING GHMC TITLE 15.12/
EASEMENTS FOR FIRE EQUIPMENT EMERGENCY ACCESS &
MAINTENANCE OF FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEMS

INTRODUCTION & BACKGROUND

In response to a recommendation by the City Attorney, an ordinance was prepared to define
when a recorded easement shall be required to allow access across private property by Fire
Fighters and other personnel to use or maintain fire protection systems . The ordinance which is
submitted for your consideration has been reviewed by Picrce County Fire District #5 and the
City Attorney. All recommended amendments have been made to the ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION: o -
After due consideration, the ordinance be approved and after necessary amendments and second
reading approved by the Gig Harbor City Council.




ORDINANCE NO. ___
CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO FIRE AND EMERGENCY
VEHICLE = ACCESS ASSOCIATED ~ WITH NEW
DEVELOPMENTS; REQUIRING PROPERTY OWNERS TO
PROVIDE THE CITY WITH EXECUTED, RECORDABLE
EASEMENTS WHERE EMERGENCY VEHICLES MUST
ACCESS OVER PRIVATE PROPERTY AND REQUIRING
EXECUTED, RECORDABLE EASEMENTS FROM PRIVATE
PROPERTY OWNERS IN SITUATIONS WHERE WATER
FACILITIES CROSS PRIVATE PROPERTY, FOR PURPOSES
OF CITY FIRE FLOW MAINTENANCE; AMENDING
SECTIONS 15.12.060, 15.12.080 AMD 15.12.040 OF THE GIG
HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that access should be provided and )
maintained to all properties within the City of Gig Harbor for fire fighting purposes; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that access should be provided and
maintained to fire protection systems on all properties within the City of Gig Harbor; - .

NOW, THEREFORE, THE GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL ORDAINS AS
FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Section 15.12.060 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby

amended to read as follows:

15.12.060 Amendment to UFC Section 902.2.2.1. Section 902.2.2.1 of
the Uniform Fire Code is amended as follows:

902.2.2.1 Dimensions.

Fire apparatus roads shall have an unobstructed vehicle
width of not less than 20 feet (6,096 mm) and an
unobstructed vertical clearance of not less than 13 feet six
inches (4,115 mm).

The minimum cleared vehicular roadway, driveway, or
street width shall be 12 feet (3,658 mm) from shoulder to
shoulder for one single-family residence. The minimum
cleared vehicular roadway, driveway, or street width shall
be 15 feet {4,572 mm) from shoulder to shoulder for one-




way traffic and 24 feet (7,315 mm) minimum driving
surface for two-way traffic in all developments other than
one single-family residence.

In those situations in which emergency vehicles must cross
private property from a public right-of-way, the property
owner shall grant an emergency vehicle access easement to
the City of Gig Harbor and Pierce County Fire District No.
5 for such purposes. The form of the easement shall be
approved by the City attorney and recorded against the

property at the property owner’s expense.

EXCEPTIONS:

1. Private roadways which serve less than 10 living units
may be 20 feet (6,096 mm) in width from shoulder to
shoulder for two-way traffic when the roadway serves only
R-1 or R-3 occupancies as defined in the Uniform Building
Code and the buildings and site improvements comply with
the special hazards section of the currently adopted
Uniform Fire Code.

2. Upon approval by the fire marshal, vertical clearance
may be reduced, provided such reproduction does not
impair access by fire apparatus and approved signs are
installed and maintained indicating the established vertical
clearance.

3. The use of fire protection features to reduce the required
fire apparatus access may be considered by the fire marshal
if a review by the fire department indicates that the use of
fire protection features would provide an equivalent fire
protection to that which would be provided had the full fire
apparatus access be provided in accordance with this code.
A site plan and letter stating the proposed method of fire
protection shall be submitted to the fire marshal and fire
department. The fire department must indicate approval of
the proposed method of fire protection or an alternate
method to that proposed before the fire marshal may
approve the alternate method of fire protection.

Vertical clearances or widths shall be increased when, in
the opinion of the city of Gig Harbor fire marshal, vertical
clearances or widths are not adequate to provide fire
apparatus access.



Section 2. Section 15.12.080 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is amended to .
read as follows:

15.12.080. Section 903.3 of the Uniform Flre Code is
-amended to read as follows

A. Water supply is allowed to consist of reservoirs,
pressure tanks, elevated tanks, water mains or other fixed
systems capable of providing the required fire flow. In
setting the requirements for fire flow, the City of Gig
Harbor fire marshal shall use Appendix III-A of the
Uniform Fire Code.

B. In those situations in which water is provided to private
roperty from facilities located in the public-right-of wa

but such water facilities must cross private property owned
by third parties. the property owner shall obtain

easement(s) in favor of the City of Gig Harbor, allowing
the City access for maintenance of the fire flow system.

The form of the easement shall be approved by the City
Attorney and recorded against the property at the property

ownet'’s expense. ' .

Section 3. Section 15.12.040 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby

amended to read as follows:

15.12.040 Amendment to UFC Article 2. Article 2 of the
Uniform Fire Code is am_ended as follows:

L N

2(a). “Accessible” means capable of being reached safely
and quickly for operation, maintenance, repair or
inspection. without requiring the person performing any
inspections, repair or maintenance to cimb over or remove
obstacles, or to resort to the use of portable access
equipment.

2(b). “Building valuation data” means the Building
Standards monthly publication issued by the International
Conference of Building Officials. .




Section 4. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this
-Ordinance should be held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent
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, A summary of this Ordinance consisting of the title
shall be published in the City’s Official Newspaper, and shall take effect and be in full
force five (5) days after the date of its publication.

PASSED BY THE GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL, GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON,

and APPROVED BY ITS MAYOR at a regular rrieeting of the Council held on this

day of , 2000

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Molly Towslee, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Carol A. Mortis, City Attorney

Filed with the City Clerk: 12/5/00
Passed by the City Council:

Date published:

Date effective:




SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.
of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On 2000 the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington,
approved Ordinance No. , the summary of text of which is as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO FIRE AND EMERGENCY
VEHICLE ACCESS ASSOCIATED WITH NEW
DEVELOPMENTS; REQUIRING PROPERTY OWNERS TO
PROVIDE THE CITY WITH EXECUTED, RECORDABLE
EASEMENTS WHERE EMERGENCY VEHICLES MUST
ACCESS OVER PRIVATE PROPERTY AND REQUIRING
EXECUTED, RECORDABLE EASEMENTS FROM PRIVATE
PROPERTY OWNERS IN SITUATIONS WHERE WATER

FACILITIES CROSS PRIVATE PROPERTY, FOR PURPOSES .

OF CITY FIRE FLOW MAINTENANCE; AMENDING
SECTIONS 15.12.060, 15.12.080 AMD 15.12.040 OF THE GIG
HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR:

The full text of this ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their regular meeting of ,

2000.

BY:

Molly M. Towslee, City Clerk




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-8136

TO: CITY COUNCILMEMBERS th/
FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR
SUBJECT: FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE - SKATEBOARD USE
DATE: FEBRUARY 7, 2001

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

The popularity of skateboards, scooters, roller skates and inline skates has increased
their usage on city streets and in parks. The attached ordinance has been drafted to
amend the current city code governing skateboard use on public property to include
other similar means of transportation and/or recreation. This ordinance also sets
specific rules for use of the skate park.

This ordinance has been reviewed and approved by Legal Counsel.

. ' RECOMMENDATION
Adoption of the ordinance at its second reading.




ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, .
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO SKATEBOARD, USE ON ROADWAYS,
SIDEWALKS AND PARKS, ESTABLISHING THE RULES FOR THE USE OF
THE CITY'S SKATE PARK, DESCRIBING VIOLATIONS AND
ESTABLISHING PENALTIES, REPEALING THE EXISTING CHAPTER 8.30
AND ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 8.30 TO THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL
CODE.

WHEREAS, the City has a new Skate Park and desires to establish the ruies for use of
the Skate Park; and |

WHEREAS, the City previously adopted rﬁles relating to the use of skateboards- on
roadways and sidewalks, and wishes to clarify and incorporate such rules into general rules for the
use-of skateboards in the City; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS
AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Section 8.30.010 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby repealed.

Section 2. Section 8.30.020 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby repealed.

Section 3. A new chapter 8.30 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor Municipal Code, which
shall read as follows:

Chapter 8.30
SKATEBOARDS, SCOOTERS, ROLLER SKATES/IN-LINE SKATES
AND THE CITY’S SKATE PARK
8.30.010. Skateboards, Scooters and Roller Skates/In-Line Skates
Prohibited in Certain City Streets. No person upon roller skates/in-line

skates, or riding in or by means of any coaster, skateboard, scooter or similar
device, shall move, go or travel upon the roadway of any arterial street or

1




transit bus route, except while crossing such street at a crosswalk; or engage in
any sport, amusement or exercise or play in the roadway of any such street.

8.30.020. Use of Skateboards, Scooters and Roller Skates/In-line Skates on
‘Sidewalks or Public Paths. Every person using a skateboard, scooter or roller -
skates/in-line skates upon any sidewalk or public path shall use the same ina .
careful and prudent manner and at a rate of speed no greater than is reasonable
and proper under the conditions existing at the point of operation, taking into
account the amount and character of pedestrian traffic, grade and width of
sidewalk or public path, and condition of surface, and shall obey all traffic
control devices. Every person using a skateboard, scoofer or roller

skates/blades shall yield the right-of-way to any pedestrian thereon. No
motorized device except wheelchairs shall utilize sidewalks or public paths.

8.30.030 Bicycles and Scooters Prohibited in Skate Park. The City’s Skate
Park is designed for use by skate boards, in-line skates or similar non-motorized
devices. No person shall position, use, operate, ride or move a bicycle or
motorized vehicle on any portion of the conctete surface of the City’s Skate
Park.

8.30.040 Hours of Use of Skate Park. The City’s Skate Park shall be closed
from dusk to dawn. No person may ride, operate or move any type of vehicle,
including but not limited to skateboards, in-line skates or similar non-motorized
devices in the Skate Park during dusk to dawn.

8.30.050 Alcohol Prohibited in Skate Park. As prohibited by RCW
66.44.100 (adopted by reference in GHMC § 9.04.010), no person may
consume liquor in the Skate Park, which is a public place. This section shall be
prosecuted as set forth in Chapter 9.04 GHMC,

8.30.060 Penalties. It is unlawful for any person to violate or fail to comply
with any of the provisions of this chapter. With the exception of Section
8.30.050, any person who shall have committed a violation of this chapter,
upon a finding by the municipal court that such a violation has been committed,
shall be subject to the civil infraction penalties as set forth in GHMC §
1.16.010.

Section 4. Severability. If any portion of this Ordinance or its application to any person

or circumstances is held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid or unconstitutional,




such invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not affect the remainder of the Ordinance or the

application of the remainder to other persons or circumstances.

Section 5. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force five (5)

days afier passage and publication of an approved .summary consisting of the title.

PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor this

__th day of , 2001.
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:
By:

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR -

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

ORDINANCE NO.




. | SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO. ___

of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On , 2001, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor,
Washington, approved Ordinance No. , the main points of which are summarized by its
title as foilows: _

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of , 2001.

. | " MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
1253) 851-8138

TO: CITY COUNCILMEMBERS W
FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR
SUBJECT: ADDITION TO JOB DESCRIPTIONS

DATE: FEBRUARY 7, 2001

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND
Two new positions were created in the 2001 Budget. The attached job descriptions for
the Information Systems Manager and Senior Planner formalize these additions.

RECOMMENDATION :
A motion to include the attached job descriptions for Information Systems Manager
and Senior Planner in the City of Gig Harbor Job Descriptions.




SENIOR PLANNER

Nature of Work

Plan, lead, coordinate, and participate in the activities and' operations of the Planning and
Building Services Department. Perform advanced level professional planning work in current or
advanced planning; provide technical and functional supervision to professional and technical
planning staff, and provide highly responsible and complex staff assistance to Planning Director.

Perform site design and architectural reviews and recommend conditions and/or alternatives to
ensure projects are responsive to the emerging needs of the community and consistent with City
policies. Serves as the Environmental Official, Shoreline Official, and primary staff liaison to
the Design Commission. Serves as project manager for updating the land use policies and
development of new ordinances. Under the direction of the Planning Director, serve as staff
liaison to boards and commission, and inter-agency planning bodies.

Control Over Work

Under the supervisory control of the Planning Director and within the framework of governing
Federal, State, and local laws and policies established by the City Council, the incumbent will
accomplish tasks related to an established planning program within the city as well as the tasks
associated with the land use, building and environmental codes. General supervision will be
exercised by the Planning Director for compliance with internal policies and procedures, quality
of work, compatibility with ¢ity programs and policies.

Essential Duties and Responsibilities

Research, analyze, develop and implement long-range, comprehensive plans and special studies,
including code revision and amendments, topical elements and sub-area plans; prepare and
administer grants.

Provide information to and coordinate with engineers, developers, architects, the general public
and staff regarding the comprehensive plan, zoning and development codes, and all other City
policies, regulations and procedures.

Accept and analyze development applications relative to complex commercial and large scale
multi-family, public and quasi-public developments including: environmental review and
issuance of threshold determinations; processing of shoreline permits; conditional use permits and
variances; zoning and rezones; development agreements; comprehensive plan amendments, site
plans and subdivisions. Prepare staff reports and conduct public hearings before the City Planning
Commission and City Hearing Examiner.

Evaluate and interpret compatibility of complex proposals against applicable design codes,
ordinances, community values and appearance criteria including the relationship of the proposal
to site, adjoining area, landscape and site treatments, building architecture, lighting and signs.




Select design strategies and present alternative choices to the proposed site treatment, when
appropriate, to achieve desired contextual relationships between the proposals and existing
developments

Coordinate assigned activities, which may include ﬁmmional'supervision of assigned staff; serve as
project manager and supervisor to other participating staff, monitor workflow, review and evaluate
work products, methods and procedures, meet with staff to identify and resolve problems.

As assigned by Planning Director, serves as liaison for and coordinates Department activities with
those of other departments, outside agencies and organizations; ensure Certified Local Government
requirements are met with respect to historic preservation activities.

Performs other duties as required by Planning Director.

Knowledge, Abilities. and Skills

Thorough knowledge of the principles, practices, and modem trends in public planning and*the
socio-economic and environmental aspects involved.

Comprehensive knowledge of the Washington State Shoreline Management Act, State
Environmental Policy Act, Growth Management Act, and municipal land use, zoning,
annexation, and subdivision statutes.

Computer skills, including word processing/data base software, GIS and graphics software, such
as PowerPoint and Photoshop.

Knowledge of methods and techniques of effective technical report preparation and presentation.
Effectively communicate complex and technical concepts, orally and in writing.

Must be sensitive to the public process with an ability to work comfortably with citizen advisory
commissions, elected officials, and ad-hoc citizen groups in a conference environment as well as
in public assemblies and meetings.

Knowledge of principles of supervision, training, and performance evaluation,

A working knowledge of building construction and planning/design of larger scale commercial-
type developments. An understanding of issues faced by architects, engineers, and developers.

Attendance at evening meetings is required

Physical Demands and Work Environment

Work is performed in an office or conference room setting as well as out-of-doors. A moderate
amount of local traveling is involved in construction site visits and facility and area tours. The




incumbent is exposed to occasional inclement weather and normal transportation and
construction activity, such as high noise levels, moving vehicles and machines, dust and mud,
and traversing of exposed and sometimes insecure walkways and platforms. May wear
protective clothing and equipment. Work requires some exertion such as climbing, walking over
rough surfaces and loose material, crouching, bending, stopping, and reaching, and lifting of
light to moderately heavy items, Work requires average physical agility and dexterity.

Minjimum Qualifications

Graduation from an accredited four-year college or university with a degree in urban planning or
related field, and experience in the principles of design, effective site planning and architectural
design is essential. Requires a minimum of 2 years progressively responsible experience in
duties related to the position.




INFORMATION SYSTEMS MANAGER

Nature of Work:

This is a highly technical, professional and administrative position in information _
technology and support. The employee occupying the position strategically directs the
Information services planning, budgeting, purchasing, development, implementation and
on-going support for all city departments.

Work involves project leadership and the development of innovative change processes.
Responsibilities include the ability to communicate effectively and partner with lead
department personnel. The employee performs as the City’s technical liaison with
vendors as well as with senior and technical staff external to the City.

The position includes supervision and training of any technical [.S. staff of a permanent,
temporary and/or contractual basts. The position is responsible for the city computer
network, user support services, and LAN/WAN infrastructure and services.

Controls Over Work:

Under the general supervisory control of the City Administrator, and within the
framework of governing state and local laws and policies established by the City Council,
the incumbent exercises wide latitude and independence in the organization, direction,
and control of all LS. technology daily operations, support, and services.

Administrative control and delegation is exercised over LS. subordinate staff.
Responsibilities include training, building, and sustaining an effective L.S. support team.

Work is subject to periodic review for quality and timeliness of completed projects, for
effective inter-departmental communications and project management, and for general
reaction from lead department personnel as related to services performed and rendered.

Essential Duties and Responsibilities:

Information Systems Support responsibilities include: systems performance and
management, network design and integration, hardware and software acquisition,
LAN/WAN configuration and interoperability, Internet WEB presence and system(s)
enhancement on an enterprise platform.

Provides Information Systems support to all city departments and offices. Coordinates
technical support, strategic planning, and training. Acts as technical liaison and performs
as the purchasing agent for all computer-related purchases and acquisitions. Performs
inter-department surplus of retired computer-related fixed assets.




Performs strategic budget development, provides recommendations, develops I.S. goals
and objectives relating to and affecting all departments within the city organization as
approved by the City Administrator.

Develops and maintains system documentation, plans and p01101es relating to mtemal and
external network mfrastructure and security. - :

Performs troubleshooting and diagnostic problem identification and resolution.

Is responsible for all installations of computer-related equipment and software.
Facilitates hardware moves, changes, user account setup, security and configuration on a
dynamic basis.

Develops training material or documentation to assist personnel, or performs research and
provides course training opportunities to specific staff.

Develops, reviews and revises contracts, agreements and bid packages for all information
systems related acquisitions and services.

-

Other duties as assigned by the City Administrator.

Knowledge, Abilities. and Skills

Extensive knowledge of network infrastructures on a LAN (local area network) to a
WAN (wide area network) basis. A high-level of ability to troubleshoot and diagnose
system related problems across a multi-protocol network platform.

Ability to identify and lead information system change processes within a local
government, multi-department organization.

A demonstrated ability to communicate effectively with technical and non-technical staff.

Ability to negotiate and partner with a variety of government agencies, vendors and
various levels of senior staff.

Specific knowledge of high-level programming languages and various database query
tools.

Ability to work with a variety of diagnostic software tools and demonstrate knowledge of
computer repair.

Knowledge of wiring scﬁematics and punch-down diagrams for 10 base T & CAT 5
cabling.

Extensive knowledge of Ethernet frame types, multi-protocol networks & the OS]
reference model schematics,



Specific knowledge of current industry trends and regulations in regards to licensing .
issues, software and operating systems trends, and hardware availability and standards.

Specific knowledge of various computer platform types such as, mainframe, mini-
computer, PC and thin client hardware types. -

Ability to develop concise technical documentation and dipgrams. '

Demonstrated knowledge of daily information systems operations to include specific
knowledge of help desk functions, demands, requirements and politics.

Develop and maintain organization of all computer-related assets to include but not
limited to confidential user information, network nodes, servers and security.

Ability to build and sustain an effective 1.S. support team.

Physical Demands and Work Environment

Work is performed indoors. Some local travel is necessary to include remote site visits
for diagnostics for various city departments. Must be able to lift and carry a short
distance 50 lbs. Must be able to provide own transportation.

Walking, sitting, standing, bending and reaching is required. Must be able to perform
mechanical and electronic equipment repair to computer-related assets. Must be ableto .
work in confined spaces and climb ladders regularly,

Must be able, on occasion, to work off-hour assignments to perform such services as
upgrades to help minimize staff interruptions and reduce non-productivity.

Exposure to adverse weather conditions is minimal.

Qualifications:

Minimum: A degree in computer science, engineering, business or an equivalent in
education, certification and experience to include at least four years of information
technology supervisory experience and 3 years related technical experience and support.




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
{253 851-8136

TO: CITY COUNCILMEMBERS S
FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR ¥
SUBJECT: ADDITION TO JOB DESCRIPTIONS

DATE: FEBRUARY 7, 2001

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND
Two new positions were created in the 2001 Budget. The aftached job descriptions for

the Information Systems Manager and Senior Planner formalize these additions.

RECOMMENDATION .
A motion to include the attached job descriptions for Information Systems Manager

and Senior Planner in the City of Gig Harbor Job Descriptions.




-

INFORMATION SYSTEMS MANAGER ' .

Nature of Work:

This is a highly technical, professional and administrative position in information
technology and support. The employee occupying the position strategically directs the
Information services planning, budgeting, purchasing, development implementation and
on-going support for all city departments.

Work involves project leadership and the development of innovative change processes.
Responsibilities include the ability to communicate effectively and partner with lead
department personnel. The employee performs as the City’s technical liaison with
vendors as well as with senior and technical staff external to the City.

The position includes supervision and training of any technical 1.S. staff of a permanent,
temporary and/or contractual basis. The position is responsible for the city computer
network, user support services, and LAN/WAN infrastructure and services.

Controls Over Work:

Under the general supervisory control of the City Administrator, and within the

framework of governing state and local laws and policies established by the City Council,

the incumbent exercises wide latitude and independence in the organization, direction,

and control of all LS. technology daily operations, support, and services. ' .

Administrative control and delegation is exercised over 1.S. subordinate staff.
Responsibilities include training, building, and sustaining an effective 1.S. support team.

Work is subject to periodic review for quality and timeliness of completed projects, for
effective inter-departmental communications and project management, and for general
reaction from lead department personnel as related to services performed and rendered.

Essential Duties and Responsibilities:

Information Systems Support responsibilities include: systems performance and
management, network design and integration, hardware and software acquisition,
LAN/WAN configuration and interoperability, Internet WEB presence and system(s)
enhancement on an enterprise platform.

Provides Information Systems support to all city departments and offices. Coordinates
technical support, strategic planning, and training. Acts as technical liaison and performs
as the purchasing agent for all computer-related purchases and acquisitions. Performs
inter-department surplus of retired computer-related fixed assets.
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Performs strategic budget development, provides recommendations, develops I.S. goals
and objectives relating to and affecting all departments within the city organization as
approved by the City Administrator.

Develops and maintains system documentation, plans and pOllCleS relating to internal and
external network infrastructure and security. :

o
Performs troubleshooting and diagnostic problem identification and resolution.

Is responsible for all installations of computer-related equipment and software.
Facilitates hardware moves, changes, user account setup, security and configuration on a
dynamic basis.

Develops training material or documentation to assist personnel, or performs research and
provides course training opportunities to specific staff.

Develops, reviews and revises contracts, agreements and bid packages for all information
systems related acquisitions and services.

Other duties as assigned by the City Administrator.

Knowledge, Abilities, and Skills

Extensive knowledge of network infrastructures on a LAN (local area network) to a
WAN (wide area network) basis. A high-level of ability to troubleshoot and diagnose
system related problems across a multi-protocol network platform.

Ability to identify and lead information system change processes within a local
government, multi-department organization.

A demonstrated ability to communicate effectively with technical and non-technical staff.

Ability to negotiate and partner with a variety of government agencies, vendors and
various levels of senior staff.

Specific knowledge of hlgh level programming languages and various database query
tools.

Ability to work with a variety of diagnostic software tools and demonstrate knowledge of
computer repair.

Knowledge of wiring schematics and punch-down diagrams for 10 base T & CAT 5
cabling.

Extensive knowledge of Ethernet frame types, multi-protocol networks & the OS!
reference model schematics.
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Specific knowledge of current industry trends and regulations in regards to licensing
issues, software and operating systems trends, and hardware availability and standards.

Specific knowledge of various computer platform types such as, mainframe, mini-
computer, PC and thin client hardware types. ‘

Ability'. to develop concise technical documentation and diggrams.

Demonstrated knowledge of daily information systems operations to include specific
knowledge of help desk functions, demands, requirements and politics.

Develop and maintain organization of all computer-related assets to include but not
limited to confidential user information, network nodes, servers and security.

Ability to build and sustain an effective 1.S. support team.

Physical Demands and Work Environment

Work is performed indoors. Some local travel is necessary to include remote site visits
for diagnostics for various city departments. Must be able to lift and carry a short
distance 50 lbs. Must be able to provide own transportation.

Walking, sitting, standing, bending and reaching is required. Must be able to perform
mechanical and electronic equipment repair to computer-related assets. Must be able to
work in confined spaces and climb ladders regularly.

Must be able, on occasion, to work off-hour assignments to perform such services as
upgrades to help minimize staff interruptions and reduce non-productivity.

Exposure to adverse weather conditions is minimal.

Qualifications:

Minimum: A degree in computer science, engineering, business or an equivalent in
education, certification and experience to include at least four years of information
technology supervisory experience and 3 years related technical experience and support.
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SENIOR PLANNER

Nature of Work

Plan, lead, coordinate, and participate in the activities and operations of the Planning and
Building Services Department. Perform advanced level professional planning work in current or -
advanced planning; provide technical and functional supervision to professional and technical
planning staff, and provide highly responsible and complex staff assistance to Planning Director.

Perform site design and architectural reviews and recommend conditions and/or alternatives to
ensure projects are responsive to the emerging needs of the community and consistent with City
policies. Serves as the Environmental Official, Shoreline Official, and primary staff liaison to
the Design Commission. Serves as project manager for updating the land use policies and
development of new ordinances. Under the direction of the Planning Director, serve as staff
liaison to boards and commission, and inter-agency planning bodies.

Control Over Work

Under the supervisory contro! of the Planning Director and within the framework of governing
Federal, State, and local laws and policies established by the City Council, the incumbent will
accomplish tasks related to an established planning program within the city as well as the tasks
associated with the land use, building and environmental codes. General supervision will be
exercised by the Planning Director for compliance with intemnal policies and procedures, quality
of work, compatibility with city programs and policies.

Essential Duties and Responsibilities

Research, analyze, develop and implement long-range, comprehensive plans and special studies,
including code revision and amendments, topical elements and sub-area plans; prepare and
administer grants.

Provide information to and coordinate with engineers, developers, architects, the general public
and staff regarding the comprehensive plan, zoning and development codes, and all other City
policies, regulations and procedures.

Accept and analyze development applications relative to complex commercial and large scale
multi-family, public and quasi-public developments including: environmental review and
issuance of threshold determinations; processing of shoreline permits; conditional use permits and
variances; zoning and rezones; development agreements; comprehensive plan amendments, site
plans and subdivisions. Prepare staff repotts and conduct public hearings before the City Planning
Commission and City Hearing Examiner.
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Evaluate and interpret compatibility of complex proposals against applicable design codes,
ordinances, community values and appearance criteria including the relationship of the proposal
to site, adjoining area, landscape and site treatments, building architecture, lighting and signs.

Select design strategies and present alternative choices to the proposed site treatment, when
- appropriate, to achieve desired contextual relationships between the proposals and existing
developments. ' ' {

Coordinate assigned activities, which may include functional supervision of assigned staff; serve as
project manager and supervisor to other participating staff, monitor workflow, review and evaluate
work products, methods and procedures, meet with staff to identify and resolve problems.

As assigned by Planning Director, serves as liaison for and coordinates Department activities with
those of other departments, outside agencies and organizations; ensure Certified Local Government
requirements are met with respect to historic preservation activities.

Performs other duties as required by Planning Director.

Knowledge, Abilities, and Skills

Thorough knowledge of the principles, practices, and modemn trends in public planning and the
socio-economic and environmental aspects involved.

.Comprehensive knowledge of the Washington State Shoreline Management Act, State
Environmental Policy Act, Growth Management Act, and municipal land use, zoning,
annexation, and subdivision statutes.

Computer skills, including word processing/data base software, GIS and graphics software, such
as PowerPoint and Photoshop.

Knowledge of methods and techniques of effective technical report preparation and presentation.
Effectively communicate complex and technical concepts, orally and in writing.

Must be sensitive to the public process with an ability to work comfortably with citizen advisory
- commissions, elected officials, and ad-hoc citizen groups in a conference environment as well as
in public assemblies and meetings.

Knowledge of principles of supervision, training, and performance evaluation.

A working knowledge of building construction and planning/design of larger scale commercial-
type developments. An understanding of issues faced by architects, engineers, and developers.

Attendance at evening meetings is required
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. Physical Demands and Work Environment

Work is performed in an office or conference room setting as well as out-of-doors. A moderate
amount of local traveling is involved in construction site visits and facility and area tours. The
incumbent is exposed to occasional inclement weather "and nommal transportation and
construction activity, such as high noise levels, moving vehicles and machines, dust and mud,
and traversing of exposed and sometimes insecure walkways and platforms. May wear
protective clothing and equipment. Work requires some exertion such as climbing, walking over
rough surfaces and loose material, crouching, bending, stopping, and reaching, and lifting of
light to moderately heavy items. Work requires average physical agility and dexterity.

Minimum Qualifications

Graduation from an accredited four-year college or university with a degree in urban planning or
related field, and experience in the principles of design, effective site planning and architectural
design is essential. Requires a minimum of 2 years progressively responsible experience in
duties related to the position.




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & BUILDING SERVICES
3125 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-4273

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY.COUNCIL
FROM:  JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP (7 -

DIRECTOR, PLANNING & BYILDING SERVICES
SUBJECT: LAND USE HEARING EXAMINER REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP)
DATE: FEBRUARY 12, 2001

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

The Council, at the January 8, 2001 meeting, extended the current contract for professional Land
Use Hearing Examiner services with Ron McConnell of McConnell/Burke, Inc. for a period of
six-months. The purpose of this extension was, in part, to allow staff adequate time to prepare
and release a request for proposals (RFP) to solicit Land Use Hearing Examiner Services for the

City. : .

RECOMMENDATION
Staff is requesting that the Council authorize the release of the attached request for proposals
(RFP) to solicit professional Land Use Hearing Examiner Services for the City.




'CITY OF GIG HARBOR

f

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS
(RFP)
LAND USE HEARING EXAMINER SERVICES

February X, 2001

DRAFT - Request for Proposals (RFP) - Land Use Hearing Examiner Services




. ' REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP)
Prepared by
THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON

Soliciting Proposals for
LAND USE HEARING EXAMINER SERVICES

Section 1.0 - Introduction and General Information

1. Purpose.
This request for proposal (RFP) is intended to provide potential independent contractors with
information to enable them to respond with proposals for providing professional Land Use
Hearing Examiner services to the City of Gig Harbor for a period of one (1) year.

1.2 Description of the Position.

. The Land Use Hearing Examiner conducts fair and impartial hearings on such matters as:
land use and development permit and zoning applications, adequacy of environmental
documents and decisions, and code enforcement appeals. At hearings, the Examiner
regulates the conduct of the proceedings, rules on motions, administers oaths, and makes
evidentiary and procedural rulings. The Land Use Hearing Examiner prepares timely written
decisions and recommendations based upon the hearing record, Gig Harbor Municipal
Codes, the Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan, state and federal law and legal precedent.

1.3 Schedule of Events.

The schedule has been developed to allow the City of Gig Harbor to proceed in an orderly
manner to consider all factors involved in reaching a decision as quickly as possible. -

Release of RFP February X, 2001

Proposal Submission Deadline {One Month Following Release Date)
Interview Selected Vendors (Two Weeks Following Submission Deadline)
Complete Final Selection (Week Following Interviews)

Contract negotiations (Two Weeks Following Final Selection)
Council approval of Contract June 11 or 25, 2001

DRAFT - Request for Proposals (RFP) - Land Use Hearing Examiner Services
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1.5

2.3

Section 2.0 - Objectives

2.1

2.2.

Proposal Submission. _ .

Proposals must be in accordance with instructions, specifications and conditions stipulated in
the RFP. Proposals will be accepted until 4:30 P.M., Friday, X, 2001 at:

City of Gig Harbor .
John P. Vodopich, AICP f
Director, Planning & Building Semces
3125 Judson Street

Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Right to Reject Any and/or All Proposals.

The City of Gig Harbor reserves the right to reject any/or all proposals, to waive
technicalities and/or information and accept any proposals deemed to be in its best interest.

General.

The primary objectives of the City of Gig Harbor are to contract to provide professional Land
Use Hearing Examiner services to the City of Gig Harbor as described in Sect.lon 1.2 and, as
is required by law, issue decisions in a timely matter. ' .

Minimum Qualifications.

Education

A Baccalaureate Degree in public administration, planning, environmental studies or related
field is required; either a Masters Degree or a Juris Doctor degree together with a license to
practice law in the State of Washington are desirable but not required.

Experience
Five (5) years of experience in land use and zoning law, preferably as a land use hearing

examiner or as a land use attorney representing clients before administrative decision

“makers such as hearing examiners, city/county councils, boards of adjustment and/or

planning commissions in the State of Washington.

Required Knowledge_ Skills and Abilities,

Demonstrated ability to exercise good judgment when applying law to specific facts.

Must demonstrate knowledge of current land use and zoning law, as it applies to the types
of applications to be heard by the land use hearing examiner.
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Must have a thorough understanding of the Appearance of Fairness doctrine, procedures
relating to constitutional due process and quasi-judicial hearings.

Ability to establish and maintain positive and effective control of hearing proceedings.

Ability to develop and maintain the respect of City staff community groups, government
officials and the general public.

Ability to read, interpret and explain complex factual and legal issues including procedure
and reference materials.

Ability to write clearly and concisely.
Ability to operate personal computer is desirable.
ical Duties of the Land Use Hearing Examiner.

Examine pleadings, orders and other documents to prepare for hearings, or to resdlve
preliminary motions.

Develop rules for and conduct of orderly hearings to ensure faimess and due process; rule on
the admissibility of evidence and requests to exclude testimony; question or examine parties
and other witness to obtain or direct clarification of testimony.

Evaluate arguments presented by parties and study, analyze, and evaluate pleadings, evidence
and briefs in preparation for decisions.

Understand, interpret and apply law to the facts in making decisions.

Analyze, synthesize and evaluate evidence to define issues and facts.

Assimilate and utilize technical subjc;ct matter.

Determine the probative value of evidence and competence of witnesses.

Determine when the record can be closed and wﬁen supplemental materials are needed.

Research applicable subject matter and legal precedents to determine applicability of laws to
the subject matter when studying, analyzing, and evaluating pleadings, evidence and briefs.

Make independent decisions in a fair, impartial and prompt manner.

Present oral rulings decisively and clearly with little to no advance subject matter knowledge
or notice. Explain rulings with fact, firmness and impartiality.
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Elicit facts by examining lay and expert witnesses and preside at and control conferences,
hearings or meetings.

Speak clearly, concisely and understandably. Write clearly, concisely and convincingly.

- Listen attentively and deal patiently, courteously,'-tacffully, firmly and impartially with

competing parties when presiding at hearings, conferences and meetings.

Manage or control diverse situations and procedures so as to hear cases in complete but
timely and efficient manner while ensuring due process.

Manage caseloads that include numerous short cases, as well as lengthy proceedings.

Section 3.0 - Requirements

3.1

32
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Location of Operation.

The vendor will provide Land Use Hearing Examiner services at the City of Gig Harbor, City
Council Chambers located at 3105 Judson Street, Gig Harbor, Washington, or the City may
designate such other locations as necessary.

Dates. Days and Time of Operation.

Public Hearings are held on the third Wednesday of each month beginning at 5:30 P.M.
and usually do not exceed one meeting per month unless special circumstances arise. An
alternative meeting date may be negotiated based on the vendor's availability and the
availability of a meeting room. In 2000, the City of Gig Harbor Land Use Hearing
Examiner held fourteen (14) meetings and heard twenty-three (23) land use cases. Of the
twenty-three (23) cases, 3 took 2 or more meetings to hear,

Service(s) and Equipment to be Provided by Vendor.

Review application materials; conduct public hearings; and prepare written decisions
consistent with applicable state and local laws and policies.

Visit the site at least once prior to the public hearing.

Provide own office space and equipment.

Provide own transportation to and from sites and hearings.

Provide secretarial services for preparing, issuing and distributing the written Findings,

Conclusions and Decision including all necessary materials and equipment (paper,
photocopying, word processing equipment).
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Services and Equipment to be provided by the City.

Provide written staff report to the vendor no later than five (5) working days prior to the
public hearing.

Responsible for public hearing notification.
Provide meeting room and recording equipment.

Provide reference materials necessary to conduct service including City codes and
ordinances, comprehensive plan, other master plans, traffic studies, etc.

Section 4.0 - Contract Provisions

4.1

42

Contract to be Mutually Agreed Upon

A contract with the selected Land Use Hearing Examiner will be prepared as mutually ag;reed
upon between the City and the vendor.

Contract to Define Responsibilities and Reguirements

The contract will define vendor and City responsibilities and requirements as well as

.renumeration for the services provided.
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City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
(253) 851-8136

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL: :
FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR / 7
SUBJECT: AGENDA PROTOCOL

DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2000

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

Councilman Ruffo requested that “Agenda Protocol” be placed on the February 12, 2001,
agenda. Consistent with City of Gig Harbor Municipal Code Section 2.04.030, this item was
identified by Councilman Ruffo five or more working days prior to the agenda, and was included
with this agenda. If this item had been requested to be placed on the agenda less than five
working days prior to the meeting, then Mayor Wilbert would have been able to utilize her
discretion whether to list this request on the agenda or not. Of course, any Gig Harbor City .
Council member would be able to make a motion to place “Agenda Protocol” on the agenda at
the City Council Meeting. If the motion would receive a second and be approved by the Council,
then the item would normally be placed at the end of New Business, unless the Council approved
the motion affer New Business, in which case the item could be placed on the agenda at any time
prior to the motion to adjourn the meeting. The previous scenario depends on the condition that
no public hearing would be required for this or any such matter.

Gig Harbor Municipal Code Chapter 2.04, attached, was probably initially crafted to provide
Council members a clear, legitimate procedure for placing an item on the Council Agenda.
Following this established procedure guarantees an orderly process, promotes staff awareness of
Council needs, and enables informed public participation.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

Under 35A.12.160, the city is required to establish a procedure for notifying the public of
upcoming hearings and the preliminary agenda for the forthcoming council meeting. The City of
Gig Harbor has such procedures in place and observes them consistently.

While it may be necessary for the health, safety or welfare of city residents and patrons to place
an item on the agenda without prior notice, such an action inevitably deprives some interested
civic participants of the opportunity to participate in discussion with the Council. Nevertheless,
nothing in our system of representative government, its laws and customs, indicates that a ¢ity
council is required to facilitate public participation prior to the placement of an item such as
“Agenda Protocol” on the City Council Meeting agenda.

RECOMMENDATION _
Staff recommends that the public be proactively included in civic Council Meeting discussions

whenever possible.




Gig Harbor Municipal Code

Chapter 2.04
CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS
Sections:
2.04.010 Meeting day and time.
2.04.020 Study sessions.
2.04.030 Council meeting agendas.
2.04.019 Meeting day and time.

The second and fourth Mondays of each and
every month are declared to be and designated as
the regular and official meeting days of the city
council of the city and the meetings shall be con-
ducted on such days commencing at 7:00 p.m.;
provided, however, that in the event any of the reg-
ular and official meeting days fall upon a legal hol-
iday, the regular and official meeting day shall be
on the Tuesday following the second and fourth
Monday of each month. (Ord. 292, 1978; Ord. 123
- §1,1969; Ord. 11A § 1, 1952; Ord. 11, 1947).

2.04.020 Study sessions.

The city council will meet in study session on
the first Wednesday of each month at the hour of
7:30 p.m. (Ord. 301, 1978).

2.04.030 Council meeting agendas.

A. Preparation of Agenda. The regular and offi-
cial city council meeting agendas shall be assem-
bled by the city administrator and the mayor. Any
one of the city’s elected officials may place an item
on the agenda as long as the item is submitted to the
city administrator a minimum of five working days
prior to the council meeting. Other parties desiring
to place an item on the agenda shall submit the item
to the city administrator or mayor at least five cal-
endar days prior to the council meetings. The city
administrator and the mayer shall solely determine
whether items submitted by other parties shall
appcar on any city council agenda.

. Consent Agenda.

1. Each agenda shall include a “consent
agenda” in the order of business. When the city
administrator and imayor determine that any itemn of
business requires action by the council but is of a
routine and noncontroversial nature, they may
cause such item to be presented at a regular meet-
ing of the council as part of a “consent agenda.”

2. The reference material for all matters
listed within the consent agenda shall be distrib-
uted to each member of the city council for their
review prior to the meeting. Matters on such con-
sent agenda shall be considered to be routine and
may be enacted by a single motion of the council

R R EOECCIhm——m————————————————

2.04.030

with no separate discussion unless removed fr

the consent agenda as hereinafter provided.

3. If separate discussion of any consent
agenda item is desired, that item may be removed
from the consent agenda at the request of any indi-
vidual council member. At the conclusion of pas-
sage of the consent agenda, those items removed at
the request of any individual council member shall
either be discussed and acted upon before proceed-
ing to the next item of business on the agenda or
shall be set to a later position on the agenda for that
meeting.

4. Approval of the motion to approve the
consent agenda shall be fully equivalent to
approval, adoption, or enactment of each motion,
resolution, or other item of business thereon,
exactly as if each had been acted upon individually.
(Ord. 799 § 1, 1998; Ord. 570 § 1, 1990).

{Revised 9/98)




City of Gig Harbor. The “Maritime City”

3105 JUDSON STREET
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335
{253) 851-8136

TO: CITY COUNCIL Ow

FROM: MAYOR GRETCHEN WILBERT

SUBJECT: ADVISORY COMMITTEES / MAYOR PRO TEM
DATE: FEBRUARY 8, 2001

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND
At the first meeting in January, I invited Councilmembers to self-select the committees that may
be of interest to them for the upcoming year. The following list is a result of that invitation.

Finance Committee: Councilmembers Dick, Ekberg and Young
(Councilmembers Picinich and Pasin as alternates) .
Public Safety: Councilmembers Picinich, Pasin, and Ekberg

(Councilmember Dick as alternate)

Public Works: Councilmembers Dick, Pasin, and Ekberg
(Councilmembers Ruffo, Picinich and Owel as alternates)

Economic Development: Councilmembers Picinich, Owel, and Young
(Councilmember Pasin as alternate)

Land Use Planning: Councilmembers Ruffo, Picinich and Pasin
{Councilmembers Dick and Young as alternates)

Parks: Councilmembers Ruffo, Owel and Young
(Councilmember Ekberg as alternate)

The Public Safety Committee is required by OSHA to meet at least once a year. The others meet
on an as-needed basis.

MAYOR PRO-TEM
A thank you is extended to Councilmember John Picinich for serving as Mayor Pro Tem during

the year 2000. Appreciation goes also to Councilmember Steve Ekberg, who has agreed to accept
the appointment of Mayor Pro Tem for the year 2001.

RECOMMENDATION:
A motion accepting these appointments for the Council Committees and Mayor Pro Tem.
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CAPACITY AVAILABILITY REPORT

i. Introduction

The 1989 Growth Management Act required local jurisdictions to adopt and enforce
concurrency ordinances. “Concurrency” means a policy of assuring that facilities needed
to serve a project will be available at the time the project’s impacts will be felt in the
community. Concurrency is found in three forms: plats, transportation, and general
policies. With regard to transportation policy, jurisdictions are required to prohibit
development approval if the development would cause the level of service on a
transportation facility to decline below the standards adopted in the Comprehensive
Plan. This would hold true unless transportation improvements or strategies to
accommodate the impacts of the development are in place at the time of the development
or a financial commitment is in place to complete the improvement strategies within six
years.

In 1999, the City of Gig Harbor adopted a Concurrency Management Chapter to its
Municipal Code, which implemented the concurrency provisions of the Transportation
Element of the Comprehensive Plan. The concurrency provisions established mmimum
standards to be applied to all developments in order to provide street capacity
improvements to minimize traffic congestion on the streets and highways in the City,

H. Definitions

A Annual Capacity Availability Report: The report prepared each year to include
available and reserved capacity for each public facility, and identifying those
proposed and planned capital improvements for each public facility that will
correct deficiencies or improve levels of service; a summary of development
activity and summary of current levels of service and recommendations.

B. Background Traffic: The volume of traffic that is projected to occur on the street
system or through an intersection as of the anticipated date of completion of a
development, but not including the traffic generated from such development.

C. Capacity: The ability of a public facility to accommodate users, expressed in an
appropriate unit of measure, such as average daily trip ends within the LOS
standards for the facility.

D. Capacity, Available: Capacity in excess of current demand (“Used Capacity”) for
a specific public facility which can be encumbered, reserved, or committed; or the
difference between capacity and current demand (“Used Capacity”).

E. Capacity. Encumbered: A reduction in the available capacity resulting from
issuance of a capacity reservation certificate, or what portion of the available
capacity.

F. Capacity Evaluation: The evaluation by the Director based on adopted LOS

standards to ensure that public facilities and services needed to support
development are available concurrent with the impacts of such development, as
defined in Chapter 19.10 or Chapter 19.12 GHMC.

SCA CoNSULTING GROUP PacE 1
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CAPACITY AVAILABILITY REPORT

G. Capacity Reservation Certificate (CRC); A determination made by the Director
that (1) a proposed development activity or development phase will be concurrent
with the applicable facilities at the time the CRC is issued and (2) the Director
has reserved road capacity for an application for a period that corresponds to the
respective developmental permit.

H. Capacity, Reserved: Capacity which has been reserved through use of the
capacity reservation certificate process in Chapter 19.10 GHMC

I. Comprehensive Plan: The City of Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan.

dJ. Development or Development Activity: Any construction or expansion of a
building, structure, or use, any change in the use of a building or structure, or
any changes in the use of the land that creates additional demand for public
facilities (such as a change which results in an increase in the number of vehicle
trips to and from the property, building or structure) and requires a development
permit from the City.

K. Director: The Director of Gig Harbor Public Works Department or his’her
authorized designee.

L. Level of Service: The capacity standard for traffic flow through a specified area
as defined in the latest edition of the Highway Capacity Manual. The City of Gig
Harbor has adopted a Level of Service Standards of LOS D for City streets and
intersections.

. SUMMARY OF 2000 DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITY

The City processed 190 applications through December 15, 2000, and issued 168
permits. Table 1 includes only those permits for projects that generate new vehicle
trips.

Table 1

2000 Permit Activity — Traffic Generator Development
Type of Permit Number Issued
New Single Family Residence 10
New Multifamily 7
New Commercial 10
Commercial Remodel 13

Total 40

If a proposed development will generate fifteen (15) or more PM Peak Hour trips, a
traffic impact analysis (TTA) is required. Of the 40 projects listed above, four generated
sufficient trips to necessitate a TIA. Per the city’s Municipal Code, the Director of Public
Works has the authority to determine if a proposed project will negatively impact the
Level of Service on the city’'s road facilities. If a proposal is deemed concurrent with road
facilities in place at the time of the application, a Capacity Reservation Certificate (CRC)
is issued. Table 2 shows the Capacity Reservation Certificates issued in 2000.

SCA CONSULTING GROUP PAGE 2
FEBRUARY 2001




CAPACITY AVAILABILITY REPORT

Table 2
2000 Capacity Reservation Certificates

Proposed Project Total ADT
Sunshine Project 460
Les Schwab Tire Centers 295
5t. Nicholas School 510
Papa Johns Pizza 174
Total CRCs 1439
CRCs assigned to 6-Year TIP Roadways 1121

Traffic Impact Analyses were conducted by licensed professional engineers for each of
these projects. Analysis showed that the additional daily traffic from the proposals did
not negatively impact the Level of Service on adjacent roadways, or that the impact
could be mitigated through funded improvements.

IV. Cancurrency

In 1999, Ordinance 818 added new chapter 19.10 to the Gig Harbor Municipal Code
(GHMC). Chapter 19.10 Concurrency Management includes specific guidelines for
annual reporting and monitoring of two capacity accounts, the Available Capacity
Account and the Reserved Capacity Account. The 2000 Report marks the first year
that the report has been prepared, and thus establishes baselines for both “accounts.”
The available and reserve capacities must be identified for roadways included in the Six-
Year Transportation Plan. The capacity and reserves for all “unfunded” projects listed in
the Six-Year TIP that are subject to the concurrency provisions of GMA are identified in
Table 3. The Available Capacity Account is represented by the total in column F; the
Reserved Capacity Account is represented by the total in column I. Column H is not
completed at this time, as CRCs were not issued prior to 2000.

Available capacity for the roadway was caleulated by subtracting the existing 2000

average daily traffic for that portion of the road from the total capacity of the roadway at
LOS D.

Roadway Links

When a Capacity Reservation Certificate (CRC) has been issued for a development,
capacity is withdrawn from the Available Capacity Account and transferred to the
Reserved Capacity Account. Once a valid development permit is issued for a project
with a CRC, the capacity continues to be reserved unless the development permit lapses
or expires,

At the end of 2000, account totals were as follows:

Total Available Capacity 66,708
Total Capacity Reservations 1,121
Total Remaining Capacity: 65,587
SCA CONSULTING GROUP PAGE 3
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Total Total
# Existing Total Capacity at | Available Previous Capacity Remaining
Travel | Traffic Capacity LOSD Capacity | 2000 CRC CRCs Reservations | Capacity
Roadway lanes (2000) (ADT)* (.85) {E-C) Issued Issued™ (G+H) (F-1)
38" Avenue
Improvements
6 (Phase 1) 2 5,940 18,000 15,300 9,360 0 N/A 0 9,360
Harborview
Drive
7 Improvements 2 16,416 18,000 15,300 {1,116) 460 N/A 460 {1,576)
38" Avenue
Improvements
8 {Phase 2) 2 5,940 18,000 15,300 9,360 0 N/A 0 9,360
Franklin
AvefFuller St.
improvements
9 (Phase 2) 2 NIA 18,000 15,300 - 0 N/A 0 -
Clympic
Drive/se™
Street
10 Improvements 2 16,200 18,000 15,300 {900) 295 N/A 295 (1,195)
Prenlice Street
11 Improvements 2 N/A 18,000 15,300 - 0 N/A 0 -
Bumham Drive
12 Improvements 2 5,508 18,000 15,300 9,792 0 N/A 0 9,792




A B C D E F G H | J
Total Total
TIP # Existing Total Capacity at | Available Previous Capacity Remaining
Priority Travel Traffic Capacity LOSD Capacity | 2000 CRC CRCs Reservations | Capacity
# Roadway lanes {2000) (ADT)* (.85) (E-C) Issued Issued™ {G+H) {F-l}
Briarwood Lane
13 Improvements 2 N/A 18,000 15,300 - 0 N/A 0 -
Vernhardsen
Street
14 Improvements 2 7,344 18,000 15,300 7,956 ) N/A 0 7,056
Rosedaie
Street
Improvements
15 (Phase Ii) 2 7,668 18,000 15,300 7,632 192 N/A 192 7.440
Grandview
Street
16 Improvements 2, 2,484 18,000 15,300 12,816 0 N/A, 0 12,816
56" Street/Pt
Fosdick Drive
17 Improvements 2 11,124 18,000 15,300 4,176 174 N/A 174 4,002
Rosedale
Street
Improvements
18 {Phase 3) 2 7,668 18,000 15,300 7,632 0 N/A 0 1,632
Judson Street
19 Improvements 2 N/A 18,000 15,300 - Q N/A 0 -




A B C D E F G H | J
Total Total
TIP # Existing Total Capacity at | Available Previous Capacity Remaining
Priority Travel | Traffic Capacity LOSD Capacity | 2000 CRC CRCs Reservations | Capacity
# Roadway lanes {2000) (ADT)* (.85) (E-C) Issued issued™ (G+H) (F-1)
Borgen Road
Construction
20 (Phase 2} 2 N/A 18,000 15,300 - Q NIA 0 -
Crescent Valley
21 Connector ** 0 N/A 0 0 - Q N/A 0 -
Norlh-South
22 Connector *** 0 N/A 0 0 - 0 N/A ¢] -
Hunt Street
Xing of SR 16,
Kimball Drive
23 il 0 N/A 0 0 - 0 N/A 0 -
38"/Hunt Street
24 = 0 N/A, 0 0 - 0 NIA 0 -
Total

"Based on an average of 9000 total daily vehicle trips per lane per direction
** No CRCs were issued prior to 2000

*** No existing capacity; project represents construction of new roadway
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CAPACITY AVAILABILITY REPORT

Capacity analyses are described in terms of Level of Service (LOS). LOS is a qualitative
term that describes the operating conditions a driver will experience while traveling on a
particular street or highway during a specific time interval. It ranges from LOS A (little
or no delay) to LOS F (long delays, congestion.) LOS for roadway links is determined by
caleulating a volume-to-capacity (V/C) radio. The V/C ratio is developed by comparing
roadway travel volumes to roadway capacity. Table 4 shows the relationship between

LOS and V/C rattios.

Table 4

LOS and V/C Comparison

Level of Service

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio
City of Gig Harbor

<0.60

0.61 to 0.70

(.71 te 0.80

(.81 to .90

0.91 to 1.00

Hmiga|w =

> 1.00

Table 5 illustrates the LOS for the above projects listed in the TIP for existing
conditions and with the CRC projects and associated ADT's in place:

Table 5
LOS With and Without 2000 CRCs for TIP Projects
A B C D E F G
LOS
Total Volume-
LOS Traffic to-
Existing Volume- Volume | Capacity
Traffic to- Including ratio
Existing Volume Capacity 2000 2000 {with
Capacity (2000 ratio CRC CRCs CRCs)
Roadway * ADT) (C/B) ADTs (C+E) (F/B)
38th Avenue .33/L.0S
Improvements (Phase 1) 18,000 5,940 S3/LOS A 0 5,940 A
Harborview Drive 93/LOS
Improvements 18.000 16,416 91/LOS E 460 16,876 E
38th Avenue 33\LOS
Improvements (Phase 2) 18,000 5,940 B3LOS A 0 5,840 A
Franklin Ave/Fuller St.
Improvements (Phase 2) 18,000 N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A
Olympic Drive/56th 90/LOS O2L08S
Street Improvements 18,000 16,200 b 295 16,495 E
SCA CONSULTING GROUP PacE 7
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CAPACITY AVAILABILITY REPORT

Table §
LOS With and Without 2000 CRCs for TIP Projects
A B C D E F G
LOS
Total Volume-
LOS Traffic to-
Existing Volume- Volume [ Capacity
Traffic to- Including ratio
Existing Volume Capacity 2000 2000 (with
Capacity (2000 ratio CRC CRCs CRCs)
Roadway * ADT) (C/B) ADTs {C+E) (F/B)
Prentice Street
Improvements 18,000 N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A
Burntham Drive B1L/LOS
Improvements 18,000 5,508 SBULOS A 0 5,508 A
Briarwood Lane
Improvements 18,000 N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A
Vernhardsen Street AVLOS
Improvements 18,000 7.344 A1/LOS A 0 7,344 A
Rosedale Street 44/LOS
Improvements 18,000 7,668 A8/LOS A 192 7,860 A
Grandview Street 14/LOS
Improvements 18,000 2,484 J4/LOS A 0 2,484 A
56t Street/Pt Fosdick 73/L0O8S
Drive Improvements 18,000 11,124 .62/LOS B 174 11,298 B
Rosedale Street 43/L0S
Improvements {Phase 3) 18,000 7,668 A3/LOS A 0 7,668 A
Judson Street
Improvements 18,000 N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A
Borgen Road
Construction (Phase 2) 18,000 N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A
Crescent Valley
Connector®* 0 N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A
North-South
Connector** 0 N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A
Hunt Street Xing of SR
16, Kimball Drive** 0 N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A
38t Hunt Street*™ 0 N/A N/A 0 N/A N/A
*Based on an average of 9000 total daily vehicle trips per lane per direction.
** No existing capacity; project represents construction of new roadway
SCA COoNSULTING GROUP PAGES
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CAPACITY AVAILABILITY REPORT

Concurrency Intersections

Table 6 provides the LLOS for the intersections identified in the Transportation
Comprehensive Plan. During the year 2000, several of these intersections were selected
to assess the availability of capacity and the net effect the CRC projects would have on
these facilities. Individual traffic studies were performed for each CRC project which
identified their probable impacts. Based on the concurrency provisions, the City
determined that sufficient capacity was available, and issued the Capacity Reservation
Certificates.

The methodelogy used to assess traffic operations and capacity of unsignalized and
signalized intersections is based on many variables, unlike the V/C calculations
computed for the roadway links. Capacity analyses and LOS results for intersections
are measured in terms of average vehicle delay in seconds. For signalized locations, the
average vehicle delay is based on the signal phasing (i.e., signal timing and length of
signal cycle), number of traffic lanes for each approach and the amount of traffic serving
each leg of the intersection. The available capacity of the intersection is dependant on
each of these variables and can change significantly when adjustments are made to the
signal operation or when traffic patterns change. Because of these variables, available
capacity and reserve capacity values are typically not computed for individual
intersections, including unsignalized locations. For concurrency review, the evaluation
of the intersections LOS is documented in the required traffic impact analysis report.
The City uses this data to determine if sufficient capacity is available on a case-by-case
basis.

The LOS results in Table 6 show the baseline 2000 conditions and the projected service
levels for the intersections impacted by new development activity over the past year.

Table 6
PM Peak Hour Intersection Levels of Service

Existing 2000 2000 LOS with approved
LOS CRC projects

| Signalized Intersections

38th Ave E/56th NW C C

Olympic Dr/SR 16 NB Ramps Cc*

Olympic Dr/SR 16 SB Ramps C*

Pioneer Wy/Grandview 5t, A*

Pioneer Wy/SR 16 NB Ramps D*

Point Fosdick Dr/Olympic Dr. D*

Olympic/Hollyeroft Cc*

Wollochet Dr./Hunt St. B*

Unsignalized Intersections

36th Ave/Point Fosdick Dr. B B

Valley Dr/Drummond Dr B*

Harborview Dr/North Harborview Dy B B

Harborview De/Pioneer Way C D
SCA CONSULTING GROUP PAGE S
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Table &
PM Peak Hour Intersection Levels of Service
Existing 2000 2000 LOS with approved
LOS CRC projects
Harborview DriStinson Ave F F
Hunt/Skansie C*
Peacock Hill Ave/North Harborview A*
Rosedale St/Skansie Ave. B*
Rosedale St/Stinson Ave C*
Soundview Dr/Hunt St. B*
Soundview Dr/Harborview Dr. B B
SR 16 NB Ramps/Burnham Dr. A¥*
SR 16 SB Ramps/Burnham Dr. A*
SR 16 SB Ramps/Wollochet Dr. F*
Stinson Ave/Grandview St. C*
*1998 LOS from Gig Harbor Transportation Plan.

V. RECOMMENDATIONS

As part of Chapter 19.10.025 Annual Reporting and Monitoring, the GHMC allows for
recommendations or amendment to the CIP and annual budget, to LOS standazxds, or
other amendments to the transportation element of the Comprehensive Plan. In review
of the December 2000 Transportation Plan, the following recommendations have been
identified:

Accept LOS F through downtown core

Occasionally, it is preferable to accept a lower level of service standard on particular
corridors than to add capacity lanes that change the nature of the corridor and the
community. In downtown cores, where existing buildings are often built up to sidewalks,
which encourages pedestrian usage, widening of roadways is not an option. In this
environment, a local agency may choose to adopt LOS F for the roadways and
intersections, while encouraging parking, transit, and other modes. In lieu of widening,
adding signals, or otherwise changing the character of downtown Gig Harbor, the City
should consider adopting LOS F.

Traffic study guidelines/ thresholds

To assist in the completion of the Available/Reserve Capacity Annual Report, the City
should consider establishing traffic study guidelines for completion of a Traffic Impact
Analysis {T1A) report. This will improve consistency among reports, give clear direction
to project proponents, and ensure that all necessary information is collected.

Amendment to Chapter 19.10 language and update requirements
The City may want to consider amending language in portions of chapter 19.10,
specifically as it refers to update requirements of the transportation demand model.
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