
 

 

 
Gig Harbor 

City Council Meeting 
 

November 13, 2007 
6:00 p.m. 



AGENDA FOR 
GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

November 13, 2007 - 6:00 p.m. 
 

CALL TO ORDER: 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  
 
CONSENT AGENDA:

1. Approval of the Minutes of City Council Meeting of October 22, 2007 and Special 
City Council Meeting October 29, 2007;   

2. Receive and File: a) Joint City Council / Hearing Examiner Meeting Minutes 
10/15/07; b) Council Legislative Dinner Meeting Minutes 10/15/07 c) Building / 
Fire Safety Dept. Monthly Activity Report. 

3. Eddon Boat Brick House Painting Project – Contract Authorization.  
4. Assistance with EPA Water System Regulations – Consultant Services Contract 
5. Sanitary Sewer & Stormwater Facilities Easement and Maintenance Agreements 

for Crescent Cove Project. 
6. Agreement for Attorney Services – Eddon Boat. 
7. Donkey Creek Easement Survey and Property Description – Consultant Services 

Contract. 
8. St. Anthony Medical Office Building Plan Review – Consultant Services Contract. 
9. Dept. of Ecology – NPDES Stormwater Plan Grant Agreement. 

10. WWTP Improvements/Cultural Resources Assessment – Consultant Services 
Contract. 

11. Liquor License Application: Los Cabos Grill. 
12. Approval of Payment of Bills for November 13, 2008: 

               Checks # 55741 through #55932 in the amount of $880,904.26. 
 13.     Approval of Payment of Payroll for October: 
  Checks #4888 through #4920 and direct deposit entries in the total amount of 

$312,764.58.  Note:  Check #4905 replaced VOID check #4891 dated October 12, 2007 
 

OLD BUSINESS:      
1. Public Hearing and Second Reading of Ordinance – 2007 Property Tax Levy. 
2. Second Reading of Ordinance – Prentice Avenue & Benson Street Vacation 

Request – Todd Block. 
3. Second Reading of Ordinance - Prentice Avenue & Benson Street Vacation 

Request – Douglas & Annette Smith. 
 
NEW BUSINESS:    
1. Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance – 2008 Proposed Budget. 
2. Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance – Comprehensive Plan 

Amendment Application Requirements.  
3. Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance – Provision of Water & Sewer 

Outside City Limits. 
4. First Reading of Ordinance – Alternative to Sewer Concurrency Processing. 
5. First Reading of Four Ordinances – Smoking Ban in City Parks. 
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STAFF REPORT:  
1. Update on BB16 – Steve Misiurak. 
2. Presentation of Comprehensive Emergency Management Plan – Dick Bower. 
3. Street Vacation Checklist – David Brereton. 
4. 2007 Comprehensive Plan Amendments – Tom Dolan.  

PUBLIC COMMENT:  
 
MAYOR’S REPORT / COUNCIL COMMENTS:  
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS:

1. GH North Traffic Options Committee – Wednesday, November 14th, at 9:00 a.m. 
in Community Rooms A & B. 

2. BB16 Workshops: No. 1- Mon. Nov.19th at 6:00 p.m.; Workshop No. 2 – Mon. 
Dec. 3rd at 6:00 p.m. 

3. Operations & Public Projects – Thurs. Nov. 15th at 3:00 p.m. 
 
ADJOURN: 
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GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF OCTOBER 22, 2007 
 
PRESENT:  Councilmembers Ekberg, Young, Franich, Dick, Conan, Payne, Kadzik 
and Mayor Hunter.  
 
CALL TO ORDER: 6:00 p.m. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  
 
CONSENT AGENDA:

1. Approval of the Minutes of City Council Meeting of October 8, 2007. 
2. Correspondence / Proclamations: Restore International Week. 
3. Receive and File: a) Minutes of Workstudy Session CIP – Transportation 9/24/07; 

b) Minutes of Joint Workstudy Session – City Council and Parks Commission 10-
3-07; c) 2008 Parks Commission Work Plan. 

4. CLG Grant Agreement for Historic Resource Survey. 
5. Conservation Grant Agreement - Development of the Westside Neighborhood Park. 
6. Eddon Boat Brick House Roofing Project – Contract Authorization. 
7. Appraisal of Vacant Property – Contract Authorization. 
8. Agreement for Attorney Services – Drolshagen v. Gig Harbor. 
9. Liquor License Renewals: Maritime Mart; Marketplace Grille; Finholm’s Market 

and Grocery; and Gig Harbor Shell Food Mart. 
10. Liquor License Application – Harborview Grocery. 
11. Approval of Payment of Bills for Oct. 22, 2007: 

            Checks #55617 through #55740 in the amount of $222,518.74. 
 
 MOTION: Move to approve the Consent Agenda as presented. 
   Ekberg / Franich – unanimously approved. 
 
OLD BUSINESS:      
1. Third Reading of Ordinance – Transfer of Pierce County Right-of-Way. Steve 

Misiurak, City Engineer, presented this ordinance that would amend the city boundaries 
in two locations to accommodate the construction of two roundabouts.   
 

 MOTION: Move to adopt Ordinance No. 1105 as presented. 
   Young / Franich – unanimously approved. 

 
2. Second Reading of Ordinance - Minimum Lot Size Amendments.  Carol Morris, 

City Attorney, presented this ordinance that relates to two exceptions to minimum lot 
size standards in the city’s zoning code. 
 
Councilmember Franich commented that it isn’t a good idea to allow development on 
substandard size lots. 
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MOTION: Move to adopt Ordinance No. 1106 as presented. 
  Payne / Kadzik – six voted in favor. Councilmember Franich voted 

no. 
 
NEW BUSINESS:  

1. Public Hearing on 2008 Revenue Sources.  David Rodenbach, Finance Director, 
reported on revenue sources for the next year’s general fund budget.  He explained that 
most of the increase is due to the expected increase in sales tax revenues.  In addition, 
a larger beginning fund balance is expected in 2008 due to increased revenues and 
cost savings in expenditures.  He said that a 1% property tax increase is being 
recommended in the following property tax levy ordinance.  He addressed Council 
questions. 
 
Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 6:11. No one came forward to speak and the 
hearing closed. 

 
2. First Reading of Ordinance – 2007 Property Tax Levy. David Rodenbach 

presented this ordinance setting the 2007 property tax levy. He said that the amount 
calculates out to be $1,616,270, which is approximately $.95 per $1000 assessed 
valuation and includes the full 1% increase that the city is allowed.  He answered 
questions on the Eddon Boat bond. This will return for a second reading at the next 
meeting. 
 

3. Public Hearing & First Reading of Ordinance – Prentice Avenue & Benson Street 
Vacation Request – Todd Block.  David Brereton, Community Development Director, 
presented information on this petition by Mr. Block to vacate a portion of Benson and 
Prentice that abuts his property.   
 
Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 6:15. No one came forward to speak and the 
hearing closed. 
 
Councilmember Franich asked whether this could create a building site between the two 
properties.  Further discussion clarified that the adjacent property owners already own 
these pieces of property and this action only clears the title for tax and loan purposes.  
The property then could be built upon. 
 

4. Public Hearing & First Reading of Ordinance – Prentice Avenue & Benson Street 
Vacation Request – Douglas & Annette Smith.  David Brereton presented this ordinance 
to vacate the street in the same proximity as the request from Mr. Block. He stressed 
that there is no evidence of any use of this property. 
 
Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 6:28. No one came forward to speak and the 
hearing closed. 
 

5. First Reading of Ordinance – Grease Trap Ordinance.  Carol Morris explained 
that the grease trap ordinance was adopted earlier this year, but due to a clerical error, 
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the incorrect ordinance was codified.  The adoption of the correct ordinance will correct 
this error. She recommended adopting this at this first reading as it has already been 
passed and needs no further public notice.  She did mention that the effective date 
needs to be updated and a reference added to allow Council to take action at this 
reading.  She further explained that the codifier is not authorized to make substantial 
changes to the code and adoption of the correct ordinance is the most conservative 
action to avoid future challenges. 
 
 MOTION: Move to adopt the grease interceptor Ordinance No. 1107 on the 

day of its introduction under GHMC Section 1.08.020(b). 
   Payne / Kadzik – unanimously approved. 

 
6. Gig Harbor Arts Commission – Recommendation to Purchase Art in 2007 and 

Overview of 2008/2009 Budget Requests. Mayor Hunter introduced Bob Sullivan, Chair 
of the Gig Harbor Arts Commission. 
 
Mr. Sullivan recognized other members of the GHAC Betty Willis, Vice-Chair, Ron 
Carson and Carolyn Arnold.  Mr. Sullivan utilized a PowerPoint presentation to illustrate 
examples of artwork by two artists that the Gig Harbor Arts Commission would like to 
propose for placement in city parks.   
 
The artwork by Tom Torrens would be a free-standing sculpture of a bell and salmon 
made from welded steel and cast fiberglass that would cost $5,962.  The GHAC 
recommended that this piece be placed on the sidewalk by Donkey Creek Park.  
 
The second recommendation is for two artistic benches by Douglas Granum made from 
polished black basalt stone that would cost $33,520 and be placed on the two Eddon 
Boat Park bench sites. 
 
Councilmembers thanked the Arts Commission for all their work and recommendations.  
There were several questions about the practicality and durability of the pieces and 
whether a more traditional design would better fit the historical nature of the Eddon 
Boatyard site. Mr. Sullivan responded to the question of the citing choices by explaining 
that the Donkey Creek Park is finished, and the pads are in place for benches at Eddon 
Boat.  Neither Wilkinson Park nor the Westside Parks are ready for artwork. 
 
The Arts Commission was encouraged to develop a portfolio of art for placement 
around the community. They were also asked to work closely with the Parks 
Commission and Design Review Board to develop criteria for placement of art and to 
work towards including art in major development projects. It was agreed that they need 
to be involved early on in the design. The commission was invited to attend the October 
29th presentation on visioning for the city. 
 
Council asked the Arts Commission members to discuss the comments from this 
evening with both artists, then to meet with the Parks Commission and Design Review 
Board to discuss and to develop a recommendation for Council consideration. 
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Mr. Sullivan reiterated his understanding that the Gig Harbor Arts Commission should 
put this proposal on the back burner and then come back with new photographs, new 
ideas, new drawings and a tightened sketch from both artists.  Also, re-examine other 
benches and materials.  He then moved onto the second portion of their presentation. 
 
Overview of 2008 GHAC budget request and proposed 2009 GHAC budget request.  
 
Mr. Sullivan said that a representative of the Gig Harbor Peninsula History Museum and 
the International Thunderbird Boat Association came forward with an idea to 
commemorate the 50th Anniversary of Hull No.1. Further discussion led to a design that 
would also include a memorial plaque to Ed Hoppen. He explained that whether the Arts 
Commission should be involved in memorial art is a philosophical question, but the 
GHAC is suggesting a partnership with these two non-profits to come up with funds to 
do something significant at the Eddon Boatyard to honor the 50th anniversary event. He 
recommended an earmark of $20,000 from the GHAC budget to work towards this. He 
said that the proposed design shown in the photo might be a bit small, and said that the 
GHAC would like to lend support to a different concept.  He mentioned the Mayor’s 
suggestion of a full scale T-Bird to recognize the boat building industry that took place. 
 
Councilmember Franich voiced concern with the scale of a full-size boat placed at this 
site.  Mr. Sullivan responded that the GHAC isn’t suggesting a full-scale piece; it was 
just one idea that he is passing on. It is up to the ITBA and PHS to propose a design, 
and the Arts Commission just wants to support the concept of recognizing the boat-
building industry. 
 
Mayor Hunter asked if all three groups would contribute equally. Mr. Sullivan said that 
the ITBA and PHS are presenting as one group, and it is up to them to come up with 
whatever they can. The Arts Commission wants to support the concept with the 
earmarked funds. 
 
Councilmember Ekberg said that he thinks this is a great concept and a great place, 
and collaborating with the other entities is a good idea, but he agreed with 
Councilmember Franich on the size. There is no need to recreate a full-size model 
when the museum already has the Thunderbird Number One.   
 
Mr. Sullivan said that the second budget request is for $1000 for installation and 
signage for the Bonney Family public artwork donation for the Austin Estuary Park. The 
third request is for $15,000 for public art to honor the community’s Scandinavian 
influences at the Bogue Viewing Platform. He explained that if the Arts Commission is 
allowed to purchase the two art pieces in 2007 and these three items in 2008, the Public 
Art Capital Projects Budget would be reduced to $15,500, which is a safe cushion.   
 
Mr. Sullivan mentioned the request for 2008 General Fund Request to support grants 
and website development before moving on to an overview of the request for 2008 
Capital Art Project funds. He explained that they are requesting $73,000 additional 

Page 4 of 6 



funds for two projects: the first, a project at the Austin Estuary Park to complement the 
bronze cormorant donated by the Bonney Family. He showed examples of cut-steel 
sculptures from Raymond as an idea of what could be done at this site.  The second 
project he discussed is a new Gig Harbor Entrance Sign at the top of Pioneer. He 
suggested working with the same artist that created the stainless sculpture in the Civic 
Center to do signs that would be much more pleasing. He used the City of Sumner 
entrance sign as an example. 
 
Councilmember Franich commented on the new, sandblasted wood signage throughout 
the city as a result of the recent wayfinding efforts.  He asked if discussion had taken 
place with staff or other community members regarding changing the style of signs.  He 
said that he prefers the wooden signs and would be concerned with a contrast in the 
style.  Mr. Sullivan agreed that there should be consistency which we have with the 
directional signs, and they are not suggesting changing these.  He said that one 
recommendation is a “rolling budget” of $25,000 - $30, 000 per year for signage that 
would go through the design review process and eventually replace all the entrance 
signs with nicer signs. 
 
Mr. Sullivan continued to explain that there will be construction at the intersection of 
Pioneer and Harborview, and the Arts Commission is suggesting setting aside funds for 
a realistic bronze statue similar to the Fishermen’s Memorial.  These can be quite 
expensive, and they are recommending $65,000 for this.  Another idea that they would 
like Council to consider is an earmarked percentage of new construction budgets for 
public art similar to other jurisdictions. This would help to involve the Arts Commission in 
new construction process. 
 
Councilmember Dick complimented their efforts in long-range planning.  
 
STAFF REPORT: 
Quarterly Report. David Rodenbach, Finance Director said that all funds are tracking to 
come in within budget. He offered to answer questions. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT:   None. 
 
MAYOR’S REPORT / COUNCIL COMMENTS:  
 
Councilmember Franich asked about the Transportation Alternatives Open House. 
Mayor Hunter and Rob Karlinsey responded that it went very well, and a report would 
be coming to Council in the near future. 
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS: 

1. GH North Traffic Options Committee – Wednesday, October 24th, at 9:00 a.m. in 
Community Rooms A & B. 

2. Tour of Hospital Site following the GH North Traffic Operations Committee 
above. 

3. Special City Council Meeting – October 29th at 6:00 p.m. 
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4. Six-Year Transportation Update Open House – Nov. 1st, 6:30 p.m. Community 
Rooms A & B. 

5. Budget Workshops, Monday and Tuesday, November 5th and 6th at 6:00 p.m. 
Community Rooms A & B. 

 
ADJOURN: 

 
 MOTION: Move to adjourn at 7:50 p.m. 
 Franich / Payne – unanimously approved. 
    
 
        CD recorder utilized: 
        Disk #1 Tracks 1- 30 
        Disk #2 Tracks 1-9 
        
  
         
_________________________ _  ____________________________  
Charles L. Hunter, Mayor    Molly Towslee, City Clerk 
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SPECIAL MEETING OF THE GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL 
October 29, 2007 – 6:00 p.m. 

Gig Harbor City Council Chambers 
 

PRESENT:   Councilmembers Ekberg, Young, Franich, Conan, Dick, Payne, 
Kadzik and Mayor Hunter.  
 
CALL TO ORDER   6:00 p.m. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
EXECUTIVE SEESSION:    For the purpose of discussing potential litigation per 
RCW 42.30.110 (1)(i). 
 

MOTION: Move to adjourn to Executive Session at 6:01 p.m. for the 
purpose of discussing pending and potential litigation for 
approximately thirty minutes.  

   Franich / Dick – unanimously approved. 
 
 MOTION: Move to return to regular session at 6:49 p.m. 
   Franich / Conan – unanimously approved. 
 
MAYOR PRESENTS 2008 BUDGET 
 
The Mayor opened by saying that the key theme of the budget is to provide the 
infrastructure we need in response to the unprecedented growth within the City 
over the pass few years. He continued by saying that the projects also prepare 
the City for future areas of anticipated growth. He stated that these are one time 
capital improvements, which account for the majority of the budget increases 
over last year and are financed primarily through grants and low cost loans. 
 
He then listed some of the City’s goals.  

- Better development of tree and buffer regulations for developments in 
order to retain our cities character and rural environment. This work is 
already on the  Planning Commission work plan for 2008.  

- Update the City’s shoreline requirements which have not been updated 
since 1975. Together with the Subarea Plan, we must ensure that upland 
requirements are consistent with shoreline requirements. 

- In order to support Downtown business revitalization and still maintain the 
historic integrity of the View Basin, a joint effort between the City’s 
Marketing Department, the Chamber of Commerce and a new group 
called Mainstreet is underway. The Mayor then went on to explain a little 
about the Mainstreet Organization. 

 



The Mayor then went on to report on various grants, programs and operations 
which the City has completed or started. These topics included park 
development, street improvements, police coverage and sewer improvements.  
 
The Mayor thanked staff, the City Council and citizens for helping in the drafting 
of the 2008 budget.  
 
RECESS TO STUDY SESSION:    Downtown Business Plan – Rod Stevens. 
 
Introduction: The Mayor gave some insight into Rod Stevens back grounds and 
his areas of expertise saying that he has worked in real estate for over 25 years. 
The mayor then went on to share Mr. Stevens’ other credentials and areas of 
expertise.  
 
The Mayor stated that the goal of the meeting is to develop a downtown strategy 
and to get all the major players on board to work together and define who we are 
and where we want to go. 
 
Rod Stevens came to the podium and opened by saying that he works as a 
development consultant. He also stated that financially driven development is 
what he focuses on. Rod Stevens stated that charming and historic areas are 
nice but that they are not going to be financially healthy without new and growing 
investment.  
 
Mr. Stevens then went about with his presentation explaining the types of 
questions which need to be asked and answered before the City starts 
developing a downtown strategy.  
 
Some of the key points included: 

- Product or Packaging. Will downtown be a place for locals and tourists 
alike or will it be packaged (no substance) and therefore be a place to visit 
once every 1-5 years? (ex. Leavenworth)  

- Anchor Activities. The importance of having the right anchor for downtown 
that will encourage people to stay and enjoy their time in the downtown. 

 
Rod Stevens also stressed that this should not be a City staff driven effort but 
rather key groups should be empowered. He also stated that it is important to set 
expectations and define a dollar value as to what the City is willing to play.  
 
At the end of his presentation Mr. Stevens fielded questions from the Council. 
Councilmember Payne wanted to know what the next step would be. Mr. Stevens 
answered saying that the community needs to discuss the position of downtown 
and the involvement of the parties involved. He said that the City needs to 
explore what it wants to do.  

He also discussed the need to: 



o Decide if there would be an infill of new buildings onto the 
downtown core. 

o Identify Anchors. 
o Decide who is prepared to lead. 
o Settle on a dollar amount as to how much the City is prepared to 

spend on this project. 
 
Councilmember Payne then asked for some good and bad examples of 
downtown revitalizations. Rod Stevens answered with the following list. 
  
 Good examples – Portland, OR and Berkley, CA 
 Bad examples – Bainbridge Island, WA (spending to much money) 
  
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS 

1. Six-Year Transportation Update Open House – Thursday, Nov. 1st at 6:30 
p.m. Community Rooms A & B. 

2. Budget Workshops; Monday and Tuesday, Nov. 5th and 6th at 6:00 p.m. 
Community Rooms A & B.  

3. Intergovernmental Affairs Committee; Tuesday, Nov. 13th CANCELLED.  
4. City Council Meeting on Tuesday, Nov. 13th (due to Holiday). 
5. Gig Harbor North Traffic Options Committee – Wednesday, Nov. 14th at 

9:00 a.m. 
6. Operations and Public Projects Committee – Thursday, Nov. 15th at 3:00 

p.m. 
 
ADJOURN: 
 
 MOTION: Move to adjourn at 8:02 p.m. 
   Franich / Conan – unanimously approved. 
 
 
 
       CD recorder utilized:  
       Disk #1 Track 1 – 6  
 
 
 
      
 
Charles L. Hunter, Mayor     Molly Towslee, City Clerk  
  



   

COUNCIL WORK STUDY SESSION  
Joint City Council / Hearing Examiner Meeting 

Monday, October 15, 2007 5:00 p.m. 
 

 
Members Present:  Mayor Hunter and Councilmembers Ekberg, Young, Franich, 
Conan, Dick, and Kadzik.  Margaret Klockars, Hearing Examiner and Carol Morris, City 
Attorney Tom Dolan, Planning Director and Molly Towslee, City Clerk 
 
Mayor Hunter opened the meeting and asked Ms. Klockars to present. 
 
1.  Status Report – The Hearing Examiner’s experience with Gig Harbor in the past 
year.  Ms. Klockars said that it has been a pleasure getting to know the city and working 
with our very professional staff.   She gave an overview of Hearing Examiner statistics 
for activities over the last eight months by category.  She prefaced the information by 
saying that during the eight sessions there have been 22 individual hearings. She 
commented that during these sessions amount to approximately eight hours, which 
surprised her. She concluded that staff has worked out the issues so well that by the 
time it gets to her; there aren’t many comment or contested matters.  She continued to 
describe the statistical information and answer questions. 
 
2.  The Hearing Examiner’s proposed changes to process or her contract.  Ms. Klockars 
asked about the need for the Hearing Examiner decision for site plan reviews.  She said 
that these are largely technical with little discretion as the staff reports are so thorough 
and competent. She said that rarely are there additional comments at the public hearing 
and delay could be avoided if the decision were made and then have an appeal come to 
the Hearing Examiner if someone disagrees with the administrative decision. 
 
Councilmember Franich commented that he sees the Hearing Examiner as an important 
part of the process; someone who can take an independent look at staff decisions.  
 
Councilmember Young recommended revisiting this in another six to twelve months to 
see if the trend continues. If it does, then Council could decide to allow site plan 
decisions to be done administratively with an appeal to the Hearing Examiner.  
Councilmember Ekberg agreed. 
 
Ms. Klockars then mentioned that her second observation is in regards to the Design 
Review Board. She said that she has yet to receive an inappropriate recommendation 
from them and she has adopted their recommendations in each case.  She said Council 
could consider administrative decisions for these recommendations with an appeal 
process to the Hearing Examiner. She stressed that she is not a design professional 
and relieved that she hasn’t had an appeal. 
 
Councilmember Young said that this is a way to avoid the one public hearing regulation. 
Carol Morris pointed out that Council also decided not to have the Design Review Board 
making decisions.  

                                  



   

 
Tom Dolan explained that recently adopted amendments to the code allow the applicant 
to get to the Design Review process early on and that has helped a great deal. The 
other concern with having the Design Review Board make a decision is the requirement 
to develop findings and conclusions.  
 
Councilmember Young added that another problem is the applicant using the approval 
by the Design Review Board as justification for Hearing Examiner approval. 
 
Councilmember Ekberg responded to a question of how it became the Hearing 
Examiner’s responsibility to make site plan decisions.  He explained that when he first 
served on Council, they made the decision. When he came back on, it had been moved 
to the Hearing Examiner. Because Councilmembers had different opinions, it became a 
complex and legal issue.  
 
Ms. Klockars then asked about interpretation appeals. She said she is used to having a 
prescribed standard of review or amount of weight to give to the director’s decision to 
help her make her own.   
 
Councilmembers and staff discussed her reversal of a director’s decision in regards to a 
30’ dense vegetative screen.  It was decided that she made the correct determination. 
 
Carol Morris pointed out that the interpretation section of the code needs to be updated 
which may help to address some concerns. 
 
Ms. Klockars then said that after she has worked with the city’s code further, she may 
have other suggestions.  Councilmember Ekberg commented on the professionalism of 
her hearings. 
 
Councilmember Franich asked her opinion of the design code trumping the zoning 
code. Ms. Klockars responded that she is still tying to get used to it and not prepared to 
make an observation at this time. She did say she is happy to see some of the 
development standards incorporated into the code. 
 
Tom Dolan said that staff really enjoys working with Ms. Klockars and are glad for her 
calming influence in hearings.  He proposed another joint meeting earlier next year. 
 
Councilmember Dick explained that one issue that has caused quite a bit of discussion 
is the interpretation of variances and how much deference should be given to the 
underlying code.  He asked Ms. Klockars to consider this and if she identifies anything 
that requires attention to let them know. 
 
Ms. Klockars responded that she is impressed with the hierarchy of variances and the 
clear and strict criteria.  
 

                                  



   

Councilmember Franich asked if she takes financial feasibility of a project into 
consideration when reviewing an application for a variance.  Ms. Klockars responded 
that unless it relates to the minimum reasonable use of the property, but generally 
speaking, no she does not.   
 
There were no further comments and the work study session adjourned at 5:56 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
 

  ___________________________________ 
  Respectfully submitted,  

Molly Towslee, City Clerk 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                  



   

COUNCIL LEGISLATIVE DINNER 
Monday, October 15, 2007 6:00 p.m. 

 
 
Members Present:  Mayor Hunter and Councilmembers Ekberg, Young, Conan, Dick, 
and Kadzik.  
 
Senator Derek Kilmer, Representative Pat Lantz, County Councilmember Terry Lee, 
and Hannah Johnson, Legislative Aid. 
 
Rob Karlinsey, City Administrator; Mike Davis, Chief of Police; David Brereton, 
Community Development Director; Steve Misiurak, City Engineer; Molly Towslee, City 
Clerk; and Carol Morris, City Attorney. 
 
Mayor Hunter opened the meeting at 6:30 p.m. and welcomed everyone. He said that 
this dinner is to show appreciation for all the support that the Legislative 
Representatives have offered to city projects during this year.  He asked Rob Karlinsey 
to present an overview of the 2007 projects. 
 
Rob Karlinsey said that this has been an awesome year for Gig Harbor. He gave an 
overview of some of the 2007 accomplishments such as the Westside Park Grant, the 
CERB Grant, the Heritage Grant for Eddon Boat, and a Historical Assessment Grant. 
He mentioned others that the city will benefit from indirectly such as YMCA and Boys 
and Girls Club.  He then asked for input on what went well, and what could we do 
better. 
 
Councilmember Young commented that these were all good projects, with lots of 
partners and great community support. 
 
Mayor Hunter mentioned two other projects; the Conservation Futures Grant and the 
County participation in the Cushman Trail project. 
 
Councilmember Dick also voiced appreciation for the partnering on projects. 
 
Senator Kilmer commented that one valuable thing that Gig Harbor has done is to 
articulate an agenda that defines priorities. He said that this input is valuable to present 
to Committee Chairs and helps to garner support. 
 
County Councilmember Terry Lee reported that he is meeting with the Pierce County 
Delegation in January to discuss legislative issues for the upcoming year and to 
address the needs on a local level. He stressed that early input is important and asked 
that Gig Harbor forward any ideas that should be discussed.  
 
Mayor Hunter mentioned plans to rebuild 38th Street, which borders on Pierce County 
from 56th down to the schools. He stressed how important it will be to have support from 
Pierce County on this project. 

                                  



   

 
Representative Lantz commented that improvements to the infrastructure had been in 
past plans, but it was extremely controversial, because it will change development in 
that area. 
 
Rob Karlinsey then reported on the last legislative session. He said that the city’s 
lobbyist was able to bring the city’s projects to light, and city representatives met with 
several legislators face to face.  He praised Senator Kilmer and Representatives Lantz 
and Seaquist for their relentless efforts to keep the city on the list for a CERB Grant. 
 
Senator Kilmer mentioned a great opportunity. He said that the Chamber of Commerce 
is in the process of developing a legislative agenda. He suggested that the city 
communicate with the Chamber for inclusion of local projects. 
 
Mr. Karlinsey said how much the city appreciates the lawmakers not hesitating to call. 
He thanked everyone for the great partnership and the passion shown for city projects. 
 
Representative Lantz responded that the timing has been right for Gig Harbor. It has 
allowed the city to get familiar with the GMA before all the people came rolling in.  As a 
result, we have been able to leverage our good position into a better position to garner 
support for good projects. 
 
Mr. Karlinsey explained that the Council Intergovernmental Affairs Committee has 
discussed top priority projects for the city in the next two years at both state and federal 
levels. He handed out a summary of these projects. He commented that 2008 is a 
supplemental budget on the state level and not a lot gets approved during these 
sessions, and so 2009 is when the city can apply for funding.   
 
2008 Projects 
 
Sewer Treatment Plan Expansion and Outfall Extension Capital Earmark 
 
Mr. Karlinsey explained that only emergency projects have a chance in the 2008 state 
budget. He stressed that the city does have an emergency and discussed the need to 
expand the Wastewater Treatment Plant and the State Department of Ecology 
requirement to extend the outfall into the sound for environmental reasons.  He said that 
the city would like to ask the state for a portion of the money to help with these projects. 
 
There was discussion on the need to expand the treatment plant due to large projects 
and storm events and what might happen if there is an overflow. 
 
Steve Misiurak explained the project phases. He said that funding will need to come 
from Public Works Trust Fund loans, connection fees, and any other funding sources.  
In 2009, the Outfall will be required to be extended in order for the city to retain its 
permits. 
 

                                  



   

Senator Kilmer recommended that the city prepare a budget with the argument for why 
this is an emergency to bring forward.  He added that the message has been that this 
will be an extremely thin capital budget largely due to investments in school 
construction. 
 
Representative Lantz said that it could be argued that part of the emergency nature of 
these projects is because of externalities due to the success of the bridge. This area 
has been opened up and now the city needs to deal with the related sewage issues. 
 
Senator Kilmer added that another argument on the outfall project may be the 
Department of Ecology requirements resulting in unfunded mandates. 
 
Councilmembers stressed that the city did try and plan ahead, but with all the growth, 
the addition of the hospital, plus severe weather events, the real need was unknown. 
 
Designating Net Sheds as State Historic Structures. 
 
Mayor Hunter said that he had received a favorable e-mail from Representative Lantz 
on this agenda item. 
 
Representative Lantz discussed a process to establish Puget Sound as a National 
Maritime Heritage Site.  When this is in place, all the areas along the sound that are 
interested in historic preservation will be eligible for sizeable federal funding. She 
requested $150,000 to get started on this in 2008. She added that she has been 
appointed to the Tourism Commission to represent small cities in cultural and heritage 
tourism.  She then said that history tourism generates $670 million annually to the State 
of Washington which could be a great economic asset to the community.  
 
Utility Extension Outside City Limits
 
Mayor Hunter announced that the City Attorney had requested that an item be added to 
the agenda. 
 
Carol Morris gave an overview of a recent case, MT verses Renton, in which the City of 
Renton required a property owner outside city limits but within the UGA to conform to 
the city’s development regulations as a condition to receive sewer service.  The 
property owner refused and appealed the condition and the Court of Appeals 
determined that it was an illegal condition.  Ms. Morris explained that Gig Harbor has 
similar requirements as do many other jurisdictions. 
 
There was further discussion about how this affects Gig Harbor as the sole provider of 
sewer, and how it leaves the city without the ability to control development.   
 
Ms. Morris handed out a draft bill, and asked for help in addressing this issue.  
 

                                  



   

Representative Lantz responded that this is an emergency due to the current pressure 
to develop. She said that this could pull the rug out from our extraordinary quality of 
standards. Our local comprehensive plan is unequal to any in performance standard 
approach, adding that this affects Pierce County development on this side of the bridge 
as well. 
 
Councilmember Lee offered to work closely with the city to identify inconsistencies 
between community plans and standards.  
 
Ms. Morris said her dream is for Gig Harbor and Pierce County to get together and have 
the same standards for the UGA and to become a model for other jurisdictions to 
emulate. 
 
Councilmember Lee said that he will commit Pierce County Staff and efforts on the 
Council to move in that direction as soon as possible.  Representative Lantz said that 
she and Senator Kilmer would be standing by to help in any way they can. 
 
Ms. Morris and Councilmember Dick discussed how an Interlocal with Pierce County to 
enforce the city’s code in the UGA would effect comp plan amendments. 
 
2009 Projects 
 
Rob Karlinsey gave an overview of several requests for projects that have been 
identified as priorities in 2009. 
 

• Maritime Pier and Fuel Dock 
• Heritage Grants: Skansie Net Shed and Eddon Boat 
• Donkey Creek Daylighting 
• Perform Arts Center 

 
Senator Kilmer commented that there may be an opportunity to work with the Port of 
Tacoma on a maritime pier and partnerships would help to obtain state funding. 
 
Councilmember Lee added that the Port is looking to put money into a project to 
recognize Jack Fabulist. He said that he would be glad to go to the Port to explore 
options. 
 
Mayor Hunter said that what is needed is a more solidified plan to present for 
consideration. He will be working with the fishermen in the near future to discuss this. 
 
Senator Kilmer left the meeting at this time due to a prior commitment. 
 
Representative Lantz addressed the Performing Arts Center saying that this has been 
one of her personal wishes.  She mentioned a conceptual of a center located downtown 
she had seen, which in general, was incredibility creative. She asked how to start the 
process to garner community support. 

                                  



   

 
Mr. Karlinsey explained that this project was placed on the list to see if there was 
interest in moving forward.  Councilmember Ekberg said that the concept in Gig Harbor 
North is interesting, but he doesn’t think the city should be the driving force. 
 
Councilmember Lee explained that this concept is being explored by Harbor Christian 
Church who will supply the property, but they don’t have the capital for construction 
costs.   
 
Councilmember Young said that the concept that is being discussed is to construct the 
building and use a lease-back option to enable the Church to share the facility with 
others. 
 
Representative Lantz suggested that a performing arts center located downtown could 
provide an anchor to draw people and keep it “the downtown.” 
 
There was continued discussion on finding sufficient property and zoning restraints on 
size.  
 
Mayor Hunter asked if there were any further comments. 
 
Councilmember Lee went through a short list of projects that his is going to be working 
on in the next few months for informational purposes.   

• Cushman Trail – Phase II 
• 5.7 million 

• Cushman Trail East to Narrows 
• Meeting with Tacoma Power 

• Tacoma Narrows Airport Acquisition 
• Meeting with FAA to discuss on October 24th 

• New Road Shop and Sheriff’s Office on 144th 
• Bridge Lights 

• Nothing in the budget 
• Impact Fees 

• Would like to pursue work within the UGA to address issues in Gig Harbor 
• Holding District Court at Civic Center 

• Utilize Municipal Court 1-2 days each month 
• Increase due to impact from emphasis patrols and toll infractions 

• Boys & Girls Club – Funding Senior Center Component  
• Fund @ $35,000 - $50,000 in 2008 carried over to 2009 when open 
• Might become permanent funding through other senior programs 

• Buildable Lands Report – 5 Year Update 
• Shows plenty of capacity to satisfy economic development and population 

growth over the next 25 years. 
ouncil backing away from expa• County C nding any UGAs. 

 
 

                                  



   

 
Rob Karlinsey commented that Peninsula Athletic Association has expressed interest in 

r. Karlinsey then asked about the under bridge option for the Cushman Trail that came 

epresentative Lantz commented that the extension of the Cushman Trail under the 

he 

ouncilmember Lee said that the project makes good sense and will lend support.  

here were no further comments and the session adjourned at 7:52 p.m. 

  ___________________________________ 
 

M
 

being the lead on a Senior Center. He said that PenMet Parks will not have a presence 
at the Boys & Girls Club, but he will pursue a partnership with Mark Connelly. 
 
M
up due to Homeland Security issues. Councilmember Lee responded that the idea to 
join the Scott Pearson Trail with the Cushman Trail is being discussed. 
 
R
Narrows Bridge is on her personal highest agenda for the next legislative session. 
Homeland security is one concern, but she assumes we can get past this hurdle. S
said that the bigger issue is funding. She talked about a conceptual to tie the trail to a 
park adding that funding options are being discussed. 
 
C
 
T
 
 
 
 
 

 Respectfully submitted,  
olly Towslee, City Clerk 

 
 
 
 
 
 

                                  



City of Gig Harbor 
Community Development Dept 
351 0 Grandview St 

To: Mayor Hunter and City Council Members 

F m  Dick J. Bower, CBO - BuildinglFire Safety Director 

a Rob Karlinsey 

Re: Building and Fire Safety Report for the Month of October 

The following report is being provided in an effort to keep you informed of the myriad activies of the 
building and fire safety department over the past month. If you have any questions please give me a 
call, e-mail or visl and I'll get you the answers. 

Departmental Activities: 
During the period building and fire safety staff took part in the following activi i :  
- Attended preconstnrction meetings with P e w  Const and St. Anthony's 
- Participated in project coordination1 dose-out meetings for GalaxylUptown projects, Rush Const. 
- Visited Pt. Townsend building dept to benchmark their Interlocking processes and procedures. 
- Attended PCDEM storm hazards meeting. 
- Witnessed 1 fire flow test for Madison Shores project 
- Provided comments to engineering and planning departments on 13 projeds. 
- Participated in pmap for T-Mobile installation at GHN Water tank and intake for Oty. Town Center. 
- Provided comments on grease intemptor regulation updab. 
- Participated in 4 counter conferences on various projects. 
- Toured American Plywood Assn. testing facility in Tacoma with other regional jurisdictional staff. 
- Participated in LEPC teleconference. 
- Attended MBA jurisdictional forum. 
- Met with WSAFM board on presentation for Fire Marshal's roundtable. 
- Attended Eddon Boat kick-off meeting and provided comments on grant details. 
- Hosted regional emergency planning workgroup meeting. 
- MyBuildingPermitCom management Committee meeting. 
- T e s W  on code issues at State Building Council public hearings. 
- Attended and presented repod at WSAFM annual Roundtable. 
- Participated in GHN Traffic Optfons Committee meeting. 
- Interviewed tecep6onist candidates and hired well qualified new person. 
- Attended diversity training 

New Permit A~~l icat ions 
New Commercial - 3 
New Residential - 0 
Remodel I Tenant Improvement - 7 
Other (Includes ~lumbina, mechanical. fire svstern, fuel aas. etc.) - 63 
Total - 73 



Total valuation - 
Fee revenues - 

RSAid remodel 
- Shops at Harbor Hill bk1g.s E&F 
- Northwood MOB 
- Mallards Landing bldg's 2 AIBlC, 3,7 AIBlC/DlE/F 

Maior Plan Reviews Com~leted: 
lndude big, complex or p o l i l l y  sensitive projects here 

Permits Issued: 
Commercial - 0 
Residential - 0 
RernodeVTl - 10 
Other - 50 
Total Issued- 60 

Total Valuation - 
Fee Revenues - 
Inspections: 
The following inspecttons were performed: 
Periodic inspecbons - 355 
Final Inspections - 34 
Certiite of Occu~ancv - 11 
Total - 

Enforcement: 
The following enforcement actions were taken: 
Investgations - 2 
Stop work orders issued - 1 
Citations issued - 
Civil NOVs issued - 
Total - 2 

CerWicatsg of Occu~ancy 
- Borders Books 
- Costco 
- Costco Fuel Station 

Fire Insmction Referal Refusal Followu~s: 
GH FordlYoung Life 

Traininn: 
- SFPE fire sprinkler system plan review training 
- Interlocking Inspection Asst. module training 
- Diversity Training 
- merhauser engineered wood seminar 
- Continued providing training to new building inspector 

f 
I 
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' T H E  MAElT lh lF  C I T Y  

Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Eddon Boat Brick House Painting 
Project 

Proposed Council Action: Authorize the 
award and execution of the contract for the 
Eddon Boat Brick House Painting Project 
to Pro-Painters LLC for their bid quotation 
in the amount of five thousand two hundred 
eighty dollars and zero cents ($5,280.00). 

Dept. Origin: Community Development 

Prepared by: David  rer re tow 
Director of Operations 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: Construction Services Contract 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: /@K 
Approved as to form by City 
Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: 

Expenditure Amount Appropriation 
Required $5,i80.00 Budgeted $50,000.00 Required $0 

INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 
The 2007 Parks Operating budget, Objective No. 19, provides $50,000 for the repair of the 
roof, paint, chimney and deck ofthe brick house at ~ d d o n  Boat Park. 

In accordance with the City's Small Works Roster Process (Resolution No. 592), ten potential 
contractors were contacted for price quotations. Three contractors responded with the 
following price quotation proposals: 

Pro-Painters LLC 
Sabelhaus West 

a Saxon Painting LLC 

$ 5,280.00, plus sales tax 
$ 6,395.00, plus sales tax 
$1 1,833.00, plus sales tax 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 
This work is within the $50,000 budget that was anticipated in the adopted 2007 Budget, 
identified under the Parks Operating Fund, Objective No. 19. 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
N/A 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 
Move to: Authorize the award and execution of the contract for the Eddon Boat Brick House 
Painting to Pro-Painters LLC for their bid quotation in the amount of five thousand two hundred 
eighty dollars and zero cents ($5,280.00). 



AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES 
BETWEEN GIG HARBOR AND 

PRO-PAINTERS LLC 

THIS AGREEMENT, is made this- day of -, 200-, by and between the 
City of Gig Harbor (hereinafter the "City"), and Pro-Painters LLC. a Washington 
corporation, located and doing business at P.O. Box 731811, Puvallup, WA 98372, 
(hereinafter "Contractor"). 

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

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

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

I. Description of Work. The Contractor shall perform all work as described below, which 
is attached hereto and incorworated herein bv this reference. in a workman-like manner 
according to standard construction practices. The work shall generally include the 
furnishin; of all materials and labor necessary to Paintinq the ~ d d i n  BoatBrick House. 
The Contractor shall not perform any additional services without the express permission of 
the City. 

II. Payment. 
A. The City shall pay the Contractor the total sum of five thousand two hundred eiqhty 

dollars and no cents ($5,280.001, plus Washington State sales tax, for the sewices 
described in Section 1 herein. This is the maximum amount to be paid under this 
Agreement for these tasks, and shall not be exceeded without prior written authorization 
from the City in the form of a negotiated and executed change order. 

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

Ill. Relationship of Parties. The parties intend that an independent contractor - owner 
relationship will be created by this Agreement. As the Contractor is customarily engaged in 
an independently established trade which encompasses the specific service provided to 
the City hereunder, no agent, employee, representative or subcontractor of the Contractor 
shall be, or shall be deemed to be the employee, agent, representative or subcontractor of 
the City. In the performance of the work, the Contractor is an independent contractor with 
the ability to control and direct the performance and details of the work, the City being 
interested only in the results obtained under this Agreement. None of the benefits provided 
by the City to its employees, including, but not limited to, compensation, insurance and 
unemployment insurance, are available from the City to the employees, agents, 
P:\DATA\CONTRACTS 8 AGREEMENTS (Standard)\2007 Contracts\Construction Services-CRS-Eddon Brick House Paint 10-08- 
07.dOC 
Rev: October 29, 2007 
CAM48197.1AGR/00008.900000 Page 1 of 11 



representatives or subcontractors of the Contractor. The Contractor will be solely and 
entirely responsible for its acts and for the acts of the Contractor's agents, employees, 
representatives and subcontractors during the performance of this Agreement. The City 
may, during the term of this Agreement, engage other independent contractors to perform 
the same or similar work that the Contractor performs hereunder. 

IV. Duration of Work. The City and the Contractor agree that work will begin on the tasks 
described in Exhibit A immediately upon execution of this Agreement by both parties. The 
Contractor shall perform all work required by the Agreement on or before November 30, 
2007. The indemnification provisions of Section IX shall survive expiration of this 
Agreement. 

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

Before any payment can be made, the Contractor and each subcontractor shall submit a 
"Statement of Intent to Pay Prevailing Wages" to the City, which has been approved by the 
State Department of Labor and lndustries. Each voucher claim (invoice) submitted by the 
Contractor for payment of work shall have an "Affidavit of Wages Paid", which states that the 
prevailing wages have been paid in accordance with the pre-filed "Statement(s) of Intent to 
Pay Prevailing Wages". 

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

VII. Termination. 
A. Termination Upon City's Option. The City shall have the option to terminate this 

Agreement at any time. Termination shall be effective upon five (5) days written notice to 
the Contractor. 

B. Termination for Cause. If the Contractor refuses or fails to complete the tasks 
described in Exhibit A, to complete such work by the deadline established in Section IV, or 
to complete such work in a manner satisfactory to the City, then the City may, by written 
notice to the Contractor, give notice of its intention to terminate this Agreement. On such 
notice, the Contractor shall have five (5) days to cure to the satisfaction of the City or its 
representative. If the Contractor fails to cure to the satisfaction of the City, the City shall 
send the Contractor a written termination letter which shall be effective upon deposit in the 
United States mail to the Contractor's address as stated below. 

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

D. Rights upon Termination. In the event of termination, the City shall only be 
responsible to pay for services satisfactorily performed by the Contractor to the effective 
date of termination, as described in a final invoice to the City. 
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VIII. Discrimination. In the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this 
Agreement or any subcontract hereunder, the Contractor, its subcontractors or any person 
acting on behalf of the Contractor shall not, by reason of race, religion, color, sex, national 
origin or the presence of any sensory, mental, or physical handicap, discriminate against 
any person who is qualified and available to perform the work to which the employment 
relates. 

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

In the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to persons or damages to . . .  

property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of the Contractor and the 
Citv. its officers, officials, emwlovees, aaents and volunteers. the Contractor's liabilitv 
hereunder shall be only td the'eient df t6e Contractor's negligence. 

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

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

X. Insurance. 
A. The Contractor shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement, 

insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damage to property which may arise 
from or in connection with the Contractor's own work including the work of the Contractor's 
agents, representatives, employees, sub-consultants or sub-contractors. 

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

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

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

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

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

E. It is the intent of this contract for the Contractor'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 Contractor's commercial general liability 
policy must provide cross-liability coverage as could be achieved under a 
standard IS0 separation of insured's clause. 

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

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

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

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

XII. City's Right of Supervision. Even though the Contractor is an independent 
contractor with the authority to 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 Contractor agrees to comply with all federal, state and municipal laws, rules 
and regulations that are now effective or become applicable within the terms of this 
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Agreement to the Contractor's business, equipment, and personnel engaged in operations 
covered by this Agreement or accruing out of the performance of such operations. 

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

XIV. Warranties. The Contractor hereby warrants that it is fully licensed, bonded and 
insured to do business in the State of Washington as a general contractor. Pro-Painters 
LLC will warranty the labor and installation of materials for a one (1) yearwarranty period. - 

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

XVI. Assignment. Any assignment of this Agreement by the Contractor without the 
written consent of the City shall be void. 

XVII. Written Notice. All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent to the 
parties at the addresses listed below, unless notified to the contrary. Any written notice 
hereunder shall become effective as of the date of mailing by registered or certified mail, 
and shall be deemed sufficiently given if sent to the addressee at the address stated in this 
Agreement or such other address as may be hereafter specified in writing. 

XVIII. 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. 

XIX. Resolution of Disputes. 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, and the City shall determine the term or provisions' true intent or meaning. The 
City shall also decide all questions which may arise between the parties relative to the 
actual services provided or to the sufficiency of the performance hereunder. 

If any dispute arises between the City and the Contractor under any of the provisions of 
this Agreement which cannot be resolved by the City's determination in a reasonable time, 
or if the Contractor does not agree with the City's decision on the disputed matter, 
jurisdiction of any resulting litigation shall be with the 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 prevailing party shall be reimbursed by the 
other party for its costs, expenses, and reasonable attorney's fees incurred in any litigation 
arising out of the enforcement of this Agreement. 
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IN WTNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on the day and 
year above writlen. 

THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

By: 
Its Mayor 

jdotlcgs should be sent to. 

po~roved as tn form: 

Pro-Painters LLC 
Attn: Dan Biiens 
P.O. Box 73181 1 
Puyallup, WA 98372 
(253) 212-1 127 

ey : 
City Attorney 

City of Gig Harbor 
Attn: David Brereton 
Interim Community Development Dlrector 
361 0 Qrandview Streel 
Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 
(253) 851-6170 

By: 
Molly M. Towslee, City Clerk 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 1 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF 1 

I c e w  that I know or have satisfactory evidence that 
i VPAI S is the person who appeared before me and said 

~ ~ ~ : ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t h ~ ~ )  signed thi6 instrument. on oath stated t h d s h e )  was 
authorized to execute the i mment and adtnowledged it as the m n  & 
of fb-Pairl.t\.,rq LLC to be the free and voluntary act of such party for 
the uses'and purposes mentioned in the instrument. 

DATED: , h %n+ 

- 
Residing at PIPL~ P cervn b~ 
My appointment expires: J.&& 13 



STATE OF WASHINGTON 1 
) ss. 

COUNTYOFPIERCE ) 

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that 
is the person who appeared before me, and said 

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

DATED: 

Notary Public in and for the 
State of Washington, 
Residing at: 
My appointment expires: 
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EXHIBIT A 

C i t y  of Gig lierbor, Rt?fe~red t o  es CcWTltnCTXNG PWl'Y, and 
P M - P a i a t e ~ ~ ,  referred ?x eaa TNl)fiP8NDEx'P CUNTRACfOR, i lU Id9 :  

I:IDXPF.T+T)E~ C ~ R A C T O R  s h a l i  pertern: tse folloulnq uarvioas f o r  
CONZ'm:TfYG P R X T Y :  Rrjnk qme PainZ5r.g Yro.)ecL a: E d d m  3oirt Jnrk 
9805 liarburview Drive 

Exl;exior Pair.finQ: Tile neqlriXm,+2l:tfi of Brick Houoa Pai~ikixg 
Prclcct:. (Projcct includeai 
at tbe follakLt~y mte of ~ ~ ~ 1 r a t i o ~ : $ . 5 3 R O . O I )  wikh 30% uown for 

~llis agqeerspn; shilLl beyjn or. wee: Octaber 2, 2DO'i and sha l l  
'TeIxii.natr: on open. . 

3 W  LLY4TRACVTNlr PARTY Pl2WDES KO BEWSFPTS FGCd AS UNRMFrCIYkEXT 
ZN9TmAtlCE. HFAL:'!I ItI3UFANCE 01\ ItQRm'S COHP3NSATl[Ob; 

CONTRACP3N:: P&CY I Y  ONLY ZSTERES~ED ZN TIJE W3ULTS O B ' P ~ N E D  nY 
YilE LNDEPi?NDi?&T CmTRWTEZ. 
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EXHIBIT A 
(continued) 

m ~ ~ p ~ l p a ; l s m R a a R n m e ~ ~ ~ w e a n r a g u r n r s g  
Ule aunracsor m w m ewlmm and mwructwn mn)Ow to 

" 
rpparceaa of pdmr as neces~ary, and 12) . c u h  C J T P ~ ~ ~  to the 
a W g r  cf the h u u e  M n g  Bxbrior nwd sidina. M, soRKsoRKs 

bmrheb ~ d - ~ &  as mwdml b wnoe all isose, -nd mint, 
ana shall Cm m(WbUghW aw a R d w  nom o'd nnd d k  Wooden 

~ h a r ~ s k ~ r m p e r o t u e i 4 ~ 6 9 t n s n 4 6 d . ~ ~ ~ , ~ h e a l r o r s i & o e  
o o n d R h s  are dank W W n s  are llwnsr6tBm with tile valnt 
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EXHBIT A 
(continued) 

l U l Y ~ i 2 3 3 ;  1 7  5?52121L2i - d*zy-.a+ p - gr 

SpWratkm$: BHck.House Palnthtg Prof&@ Eddcn Mat Park 
Page 2 

-: Thy Contrdvmrdall be rwspqnsible ffw I d i n v ,  a-, 
and Wrmk s U  ark compllsnce far any WW sitas. c0pI.s of 
ycrrnlte foe waatp; sites shatl be trsnhhed bythe ConCrsctor upon 
rawst  by the Wlneer. 
-: nbe ConUBttor sha~ submit pmduct 
InfumRnan and calw alps Mr Me Engineet"6 review prior to ordering 
m W &  81nd pelfwm[ng Me work. - Alt cxt&r W surfaces of the house shall recebe 
nvo Rn:sh (4elsofo1l uakk conbrmmg b the requcremenw M thw 
speoRCsUOrs. Palnt mkrs, including trim cdur. shdl be ~ d l i e d  Ry 
thp m -., . - CanpleMp dean up N b  sRe. 
-! W q e s  pal0 by the Cmtmmr h l l  Iw MP INS t m n  
&a prmialib~ W of wegt in msaase~r Pccupafldn In PTerce 
Counly 8s detrwmmai irv fin kidwtriel stamticfan at W State ... . . ~  
Deparlrrb5nt WLabar cind IndWWcs and Z c t i w  ifi of m dbk cf this 
rnntrab 
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GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL - NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING 
PROPOSED ANNEXATION - BURNHAM SEHMEL (ANX 07-- 1 

Notice is hereby given that the Gig Harbor City Council will be holding a public meeting 
with the initiators of a Notice of Intention to Commence Annexation Proceedings for a 
proposed annexation of approximately - acres of property located at 
adjacent to the existing City limits and within the City's Urban Growth Area (UGA) (see 
attached map). Property owners of more than the required ten percent (10%) of the 
acreage for which annexation is sought signed this request. The pre-annexation zoning 
for the area is 

At this meeting, the City Council will determine: 

1. Whether the City Council will accept, reject, or geographically modify the 
proposed annexation; 

2. Whether the City Council will require the simultaneous adoption of the zoning for 
the proposed area in substantial compliance with the proposed Comprehensive 
Plan as adopted by City of Gig Harbor Ordinance N o . ,  . and 

3. Whether the City Council will require the assumption of all or any portion of 
indebtedness by the area to be annexed. 

If accepted, the process will then move forward with the circulation of a formal petition 
for annexation. 

The public meeting will be held in the City Council Chambers located in the Gig Harbor 
Civic Center at 3510 Grandview Street, Gig Harbor on Monday, January 14, 2008 
beginning at 7:00 pm. All interested persons are invited to attend the public meeting 
and make their views known on this proposal. 

The file for this proposed annexation is available for public review Monday through 
Friday, between the hours of 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM, at the City's Community 
Development Department, located at 3510 Grandview Street in Gig Harbor. 

For more information on this proposed annexation, please contact the Community 
Development Department at 253-851-6170. 





Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Assistance with EPA Water System 
Regulations - Consultant Services Contract 

Proposed Council Action: Authorize the 
Mayor to execute a contract with HDR, Inc., 
for engineering consultant work to assist with 
meeting EPA water system regulation plan 
requirements related to disinfectants and 
disinfection byproducts. 

Dept. Origin: Engineering 

Prepared by: Steve Misiurak, PEL 
City Engineer 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: Contract, Scope, and 
Budget 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: 

Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved as to form by City 

Approved by Department Head: 

txpend~ture Amount Appropr~at~on 
Required $10,750 Budgeted $1 30,000 Required $0 I 
INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Safe Drinking Water Act have monitoring 
regulations for contaminants contained in the City's water system. Some of these regulations 
are directly related to disinfectants and disinfection byproducts. One of these approaching 
regulations requires the City to prepare an Initial Distribution System Evaluation (IDSE) plan. 
This plan is due to EPA in early 2008. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 

This is a component of the work required for the water system comprehensive plan update. 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 

Move to: Authorize the Mayor to execute a contract with HDR, Inc. for engineering consultant 
work to assist with meeting EPA water system regulation plan requirements related to 
disinfectants and disinfection byproducts. 
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CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT 
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND 

HDR ENGINEERING, INC. 

THIS AGREEMENT is made by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington 
municipal corporation (hereinafter the "City"), and HDR Engineerina. Inc., a corporation 
organized under the laws of the State of Washington, located and doing business at 
626 Columbia St. NW, Ste. 2A. Olvmpia. Washinaton 98501 (hereinafter the "Consultant"). 

RECITALS 

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the Initial Distribution System 
Evaluation (IDSE) Compliance Assistance Plan for the EPA (monitoring contaminations in 
the City's water 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 Services, dated Auaust 8. 2007 including any addenda thereto 
as of the effective date of this agreement, all of which are attached hereto as Attachment 
A - Scope of Services, and are incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein. 

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

TERMS 

I. Description of Work 

The Consultant shall perform all work as described in Attachment A. 

It. Payment 

A. The City shall pay the Consultant an amount based on time and materials, 
not to exceed Ten Thousand Seven Hundred Fifty Dollars and no cents ($10.750.00) for 
the services described in Section I herein. This is the maximum amount to be paid under 
this Agreement for the work described in Attachment A, and shall not be exceeded without 
the prior written authorization of the City in the form of a negotiated and executed 
supplemental agreement. PROVIDED, HOWEVER, the City reserves the right to direct the 
Consultant's compensated services under the time frame set forth in Section IV herein 
before reaching the maximum amount. The Consultant's staff and billing rates shall be as 
described in Attachment B. The Consultant shall not bill for Consultant's staff not identified 
or listed in Attachment B or bill at rates in excess of the hourly rates shown in 
Attachment B; unless the parties agree to a modification of this Contract, pursuant to 
Section XVlll herein. 
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B. The Consultant shall submit monthly invoices to the City after such services 
have been performed, and a final bill upon completion of all the services described in this 
Agreement. The City shall pay the full amount of an invoice within forty-five (45) days of 
receipt. If the City objects to all or any portion of any invoice, it shall so notify the 
Consultant of the same within fifteen (15) days from the date of receipt and shall pay that 
portion of the invoice not in dispute, and the parties shall immediately make every effort to 
settle the disputed portion. 

Ill. 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 Mav 1, 2008; provided however, that 
additional time shall be granted by the City for excusable days or extra work. 

V. Termination 

A. Termination of Aclreement. 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 Attachment A. If delivered to consultant in person, termination shall be 
effective immediately upon the Consultant's receipt of the City's written notice or such date 
stated in the City's notice, whichever is later. 

8. 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 
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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 incurred by the City in the 
completion of the Scope of Services referenced as Attachment A and as modified or 
amended prior to termination. "Additional Costs" shall mean all reasonable costs incurred 
by the City beyond the maximum contract price specified in Section II(A), above. 

VI. Discrimination 

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

VII. Indemnification 

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

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

IT IS FURTHER SPECIFICALLY AND EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE 
INDEMNIFICATION PROVIDED HEREIN CONSTITUTES THE CONSULTANT'S WAIVER 
OF IMMUNITY UNDER INDUSTRIAL INSURANCE, TITLE 51 RCW, SOLELY FOR THE 
PURPOSES OF THlS INDEMNIFICATION. THE PARTIES FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE 
THAT THEY HAVE MUTUALLY NEGOTIATED THlS WAIVER. THE CONSULTANT'S 
WAIVER OF IMMUNITY UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THlS SECTION DOES NOT 
INCLUDE, OR EXTEND TO, ANY CLAIMS BY THE CONSULTANT'S EMPLOYEES 
DIRECTLY AGAINST THE CONSULTANT. 
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The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this 
Agreement. 

VIII. lnsurance 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

E. Under this agreement, the Consultant's insurance shall be considered 
primary in the event of a loss, damage or suit. The City's own comprehensive general 
liability policy will be considered excess coverage with respect to defense and indemnity of 
the City only and no other party. Additionally, the Consultant's commercial general liability 
policy must provide cross-liability coverage as could be achieved under a standard IS0  
separation of insured's clause. 

F. The Consultant shall request from his insurer a modification of the ACORD 
certificate to include language that prior written notification will be given to the City of Gig 
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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. 

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 safeauards like information relatina 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. 
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XIII. Work Performed at  the Consultant's Risk 

The Consultant shall take all precautions necessary and shall be responsible forthe 
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. 

XIV. Non-Waiver of Breach 

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

XV. Resolution of Disputes and Governing Law 

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

If any dispute arises between the City and the Consultant under any of the 
provisions of this Agreement which cannot be resolved by the City Engineer'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: 
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CON!;ULTANT Stephen Misiurak, P.E. 
Tim Pume, P.E. City Engineer 
HDR Ingineering, Inc. City of Gig Harbor 
626 Columbia St. NW. Ste. 2A 3510 Grandview Street 
Olympia, Washington 98501 Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 
(360) 570-4400 (253) 851-6170 

XVII. Assignment 

Anv a ;sianment of this Aareement bv the Consultant without the written consent of 
the City shat' bevoid. If the city shall give its consent to any assignment, this paragraph 
shall continu I in full force and effect and no further assignment shail be made without the - 
City's conser~t. 

No weiver, alteration, or modification of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall 
be binding ur~less in writing and signed by a duly authorized representative of the City and 
the Consulta it. 

XIX. Entire Agreement 

The uritten provisions and terms of this Agreement, together with any Exhibits 
attached hereto, shail supersede all prior verbal statements of any officer or other 
reoresentatibe of the Citv. and such statements shall not be effective or be construed as 
entering into or forming 4 part of or altering in any manner whatsoever, this Agreement or 
the Agreeme i t  documents. The entire aareement between the parties with respect to the 
subject matter hereunder is contained in this Agreement and any Exhibits attached hereto, 
which may or may not have been executed prior to the execution of this Agreement. Ail of 
the above do-uments are herebv made a oart of this Aareement and f o 6  the Aareement 
document as fully as if the samewere set forth herein. -should any language in any of the 
Exhibits to this Agreement conflictwith any language contained in this Agreement, then this 
Agreement siall prevail. 

IN WTNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on this 
. ~ cay of ,n/~ember , 2 0 0 1 .  

CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

By: 
Mayor 
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Notices to be sent to: 
CONSULTANT 
Tim Hume, P.E. 
HDR Engineering, Inc. 
626 Columbia Street NW, Ste. 2A 
Gig Harbor, Washington 98501 
(360) 570-4400 

Stephen Misiurak, P.E. 
City Engineer 
City of Gig Harbor 
3510 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 
(253) 851-6170 

FORM: 

C' y Atto ney 

ATTEST: 

City Clerk 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF ) 

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that is the 
person who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (helshe) signed this 
instrument, on oath stated that (helshe) 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: 

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

My Commission expires: 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF PIERCE ) 

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that Charles L. Hunter is the 
person who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (Mshe) signed this 
instrument, on oath stated that (Wshe) 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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Attachment A 

City of Gig Harbor, Washington 

Initial Distribution System Evaluation (IDSE) 
Compliance Assistance 

1. Background 
The Stage 2 Disinfectants and Disinfection Byproducts Rule (DBPR) contains requirements for 
developing an Initial Distribution System Evaluation @SE) Plan for submittal to the USEPA. The SMP 
Plan will recommend preliminary monitoring sites to be sampled for a one-year period for compliance 
with IDSE requirements. Distribution systems with low historic DBP concentrations may he granted a 
waiver in lieu of monitoring under the IDSE requirement. To receive this waiver, historical data must 
demonstrate that all Stage 1 'ITHM and HAA5 results are less than 40 p g L  and 30 p a ,  respectively, for 
at least eight consecutive quarters and that no monitoring violations have occurred. 

2. Scope of Services 
HDR Engineering Inc. (HDR) will assist the City of Gig Harbor (City) in determining whether the City 
qualifies for 40130 Certification. Based on the results of the initial evaluation, HDR will either 1) assist 
the City in completing the documentation necessary for a 40130 Certification; or 2) develop an IDSE 
Standard Monitoring Program. 

HDR anticipates that the profesisonal services described herein will occur in late 2007 or early 2008, with 
the 40130 Certification or IDSE Plan being submitted to the US Envionrmental Protection Agency 
(TJSEPA) no later than April 1,2008. 

Please note, the scope of services does not include development of the IDSE Report, another deliverable 
required by the Stage 2 DDBP by July 1,2010. 

General Assumptions: 
1. Retail population of the City of Gig Harbor's water supply system is approximately 6,500 (or a -. ~ ~ - - 

population between 500 - 9,999). 
2. If Gig Harbor does not qualify for 40130 Certification, four (4) monitoring sites will be identified for 

the @SE Plan. 
3. Source of supply is 100% groundwater from wells operated by City of Gig Harbor. 
4. The City of Gig Harbor is not part of a combined distribution system with a larger system and 

therefore is on Schedule 4 for compliance with the Stage 2 DJDBP Rule. 
5. The City of Gig Harbor will comply with the IDSE requirement by 40130 certification if possible, 

otherwise, the City will use the Standard Monitoring Program (SMP) approach. 
6. HDR will work with the City if hydraulic modeling runs are needed in support of this effort and a 

A - 
scope of work will be developed to-reflect this work.. 

7. Collection of distribution system water quality samples will not be necessary to select appropriate 
IDSE monitoring locations. 

8. The City of Gig Habror will be able to provide up-to-date information on distribution system 
operations and maps. Additionally, the City will be able to provide HDR with water quality data in 
an electronic format, where requested. 
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9. The City of Gig Habror will develop and furnish a distribution system schematic for submittal to 
USEPA. 

10. The City of Gig Habor is currently in compliance with Stage 1 DBP Rule requirements. 
11. Project meetings will be held at City Hall in Gig Habror, Washington, and each meeting will he less 

than 2 hours in duration. 
12. HDR will proceed immediately to Tasks 2 and 3 as defined below, if the City does not qualify for a 

40130 Certification. 

Task 1- Project Management and Administrative Services 
HDR will manage, administer, and provide ongoing coordination during the project. Specifically, HDR 
staff will render professional services connected with technical and financial management including: 
monitoring work progress based on agreed time and budget constraints and preparing monthly progress 
reports, which will identify budget status, progress status, major activities of the previous month, out of 
scope services provided, issues or complications which may the project schedule, and upcoming 
activities. 

HDR Services. 
1. The HDR Project Manager will manage the Project to closely track the scope, budget and schedule. 
2. Prepare and provide monthly project status reports and invoices. 
3. Notify the City of potential budget and/or schedule issues, or out of scope issues in the monthly status 

report. 
4. Conduct reviews for quality control on all deliverables. 

Gig Harbor Responsibilities. 
1. Review and remit payment for invoices submitted by HDR in a timely manner. 

Deliverables. 
1. Monthly invoices and project status reports. 

Task 2- 40130 Certification Assessment and Assistance 
Under this task, HDR will determine whether the City qualifies for a 40130 Certification under the IDSE. 
If the City qualifies for the 40130 Certification, HDR will assist the City in preparing the necessary 
documentation for submittal to USEPA. In the event the City does not qualify, HDR will proceed with 
Tasks 3 and 4 below. 

HDR Services: 
1. Preuare initial data reauest list, which will include: TTHMs, HAAS, Stage 1 DBP Monitoring Plan, 

dates of sample collection, and system map showing the Stage 1 DBP monitoring locations. 
- 

2. Review at least 2 consecutive years (eight consecutive quarters) of DBP monitoring results at Stage 1 
locations and provide comments regarding the applicability of these data for 40130 Certification under 
the Stage 2 DBP Rule. 

3. Determine whether the City's DBP data meet requirements of 40130 certification. 
4. Develop draft of 40130 Certification Letter and provide to The City for review and issuance, if 

applicable. 
5. Review water system schematic prepared by Gig Harbor, which will show the Stage 1 DBP 

monitoring locations and entry points, and provide comments to the City, if applicable. 
6. Provide mailing address for Gig Harbor's submittal of the 40130 Certification Letter to the USEPA, if 

applicable. 
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7. Develop a schedule of requirements and compliance dates specific to the City for Stage 2 DBP Rule 
compliance, if applicable. 

Gie Harbor Responsibilities: 
1. Provide requested information and assist with interpretation. 
2. Prepare final 40130 Ceriification Letter, if applicable. 
3. Prepare final Water System Schematic which shows the Stage 1 DBP monitoring locations and entry 

points, and submit to EPA with 40130 Certification Letter, if applicable. 

Deliverables: 
1. Provide brief technical memorandum containing review comments regarding sam~line  data and - - - A - 

applicability of 40130 IDSE approach. 
2. Draft 40130 Certification Letter, if applicable. 
3. Review comments regarding water system schematic with Stage 1 DBP monitoring locations and 

entry points, if applicable. 
4. Multi-year schedule of requirements and compliance dates specific to City, ifapplicable. 

Task 3- Review Existing Information 
HDR will review the existing data provided by the City and assist with selecting monitoring locations for 
the purposes of preparing the IDSE plan as defined under Task 4 below. 

HDR Services: 
1. Prepare data request list, including disinfectant residual, HPCs, temperature, pH, most recent Water 

system Plan uphate, operational data, and other pertinent and information. Temporal and 
spatial variations will be reviewed. 

2. Provide checklist of the required elements for water system schematic to the City. 
3. Review information provided by the City. 
4. Summarize the data into tables, graphs, etc. for use in subsequent tasks. 
5. Attend half-day IDSE meeting between the City and HDR to review rule requirements, available data, 

system operations and water flow patterns, determine the Peak Historic Month, and select the four 
required IDSE monitoring locations. 

Gig Harbor Reponsibilities: 
1. Compile requested data and information. 
2. Prepare and furnish to HDR a schematic of the water system with required elements. 
3. Send appropriate representatives from City to half-day IDSE meeting so that system operations, water 

flow paths, water quality monitoring practices, and system configuration can be reviewed with 
representatives of HDR. 

4. Assist with determination of Peak Historic Month. 
5. Assist with selection of 4 required SMP monitoring locations and justifications for selection of each 

site. 

Deliverables: 
1. Data request list. 
2. .Summa$ of WSE requirements, 
3. Attendance at half-day meeting. 
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Task 4- Prepare IDSE Plan (Form 6) 
Using the data collected under the previous tasks, HDR will prepare an IDSE Plan in coordinace with the 
guidelines established by the USEPA. 

HDR Services: 
1. Prepare Form 6 (the IDSE Plan) and associated attachments such as summaries of the data relied 

upon for peak historic month determination and site selection. 
2. Develop a schedule of requirements and compliance dates specific to City for Stage 2 DBP Rule 

compliance. 

Gig Harbor Responsibilities: 
1. Review and comment on Form 6 and attachments within 2 weeks of receipt and provide HDR one list 

of consolidated, comprehensive City comments in writing. 
2. Submit Final version of Form 6 and attachments to USEPA prior to April 1 deadline. 

Deliverables: 
1. Draft and Final versions of Form 6, plus attachments (with the exception of the system schematic). 
2. Multi-year schedule of requirements and compliance dates specific to the City. 

3. Estimated Fee Summary 
The estimated total contract amount to complete the professional services identified in Section I above is 
ten thousand seven hundered fifty dollars ($10,750). 

Professional services rendered in connection with the above scope of services will be invoiced on a Time 
and Materials basis for actual hours rendered by HDR employees to the estimated total contact amount in 
accordance with the terms and conditions outlined in the signed Agreement andlor Task Order, dated 
August ,2007. 

I£ applicable, HDR will apply a 10% fee to actual subconsultant and vendor invoices associated with this 
project. 

4. Anticipated Project Schedule 
The Preliminary project schedule key milestone dates are: 
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Project Milestones: 
HDR provides Draft IDSE Plan for City review 
City submits IDSE Plan (or 40130 Certification) to 
USEPA 

Date: 
March 15,2008 

April 1,2008 
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-THC M A R I T I I I E  CITY- 

Business o f  the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Sanitary Sewer and Stormwater 
Facilities Easement and Maintenance 
Agreements for Crescent Cove project 
(EN-07-0053) 

Proposed Council Action: Approval of the 
Sanitary Sewer and Stormwater Agreements 
as presented. 

Dept. Origin: Engineering Department 

Prepared by: Willy Hendrickson 
Engineering Technician 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: Sanitary Sewer and Storm 
Water Maintenance Agreements 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: %- 
Approved by City Administrator: F&m- 
Approved as to form by City Atty 
Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: 

txpenditure Amount Appropriation 
Required 0 Budgeted 0 Required 0 I 
INFORMATION 1 BACKGROUND 
As a condition of project approval of Crescent Cove located at 3519 3400 block of 
Vernhardson St., Gig Harbor and owned by Vintage Custom Homes Inc., a Sanitary Sewer 
and Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Agreement(s) are required. This will ensure that the 
sanitary sewer system and storm water system will be constructed, operated and maintained 
in accordance with all applicable rules and regulations. The sanitary sewer system and storm 
water system is located on private property and will be privately owned. The City will not be 
responsible for the operation and maintenance of these systems. These agreements allow 
the City a nonexclusive right-of-entry onto those portions of the property in order to access the 
sanitary sewer system for inspection and monitoring of the system. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 
No funds will be expended for the acquisition of the described agreements. 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 
Move to: Approval of the Sanitary Sewer and Stormwater Agreements as presented. 



AFTER RECORDING RETURN TO: 

The City of Gig Harbor 
Attn: City Clerk 
351 0 Grandview St. 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

WASHINGTON STATE COUNTY AUDITORIRECORDER'S INDEXING FORM 

Document Title(s) (or transactions contained therein): 
Sanitary Sewer Facilities Easement and Maintenance Agreement 

Grantor(s) (Last name first, then first name and initials) 
Vintage Custom Homes Inc. 

Grantee(s) (Last name first, then first name and initials) 
City of Gig Harbor 

Legal Description (abbreviated: i.e., lot, block, plat or section, township, range) 
Section 05, Township 21, Range 02, Quarter 22 

Assessor's Property Tax Parcel or Account number: 2260000110, 2260000120, 
2260000150,2260000210 

Reference number(s) of documents assigned or released: 
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SANITARY SEWER FACILITIES EASEMENT 
AND MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT 

Thi Sanitary and Maintenance Agreement is made 4 this a ' day of , 2002 ,  by and between the City of Gig 
Harbor, a Washington municipal corporation (hereinafter the "City"), and Vintage 
Custom Homes Inc, a Colorado Corporation, located and doing business at 925 34'h 
Ave. NW Gig Harbor, WA 98335 (hereinafter the "Owner"). 

RECITALS 

WHEREAS, Owner is the owner of fee title or a substantial beneficial interest in 
certain real property located in Gig Harbor, Washington, commonly described as 
Crescent Cove located at 3400 Block of Vernhardson St. Gig Harbor, WA, (hereinafter 
the "Property") and legally described in Exhibit A, which is attached hereto and 
incorporated herein by this reference; and 

WHEREAS, in connection with the Owner's proposed development of the 
Property, the City has required and the Owner has constructed a private sanitary sewer 
system on the Property; and 

WHEREAS, such sanitary sewer system is described and shown on a 
construction drawing(s) prepared by the engineering firm of Callagan & Associates, 
dated 08/03/07 (hereinafter the "Plans"), for the Owner's Property, a copy of which is 
attached hereto as Exhibit B-1 and 8-2 and incorporated herein by this reference; and 

WHEREAS, as a condition of project approval, and/or due to the nature of the 
development, the sanitary sewer system on the Property is private, and will not be the 
responsibility of and/or owned, operated and maintained by the City; and 

WHEREAS, the private sanitary sewer will eventually be connected to the City's 
sanitary sewer system and the City desires an easement to definitively establish the 
permissible location of the City's access on the Property described in Exhibit A, for the 
purposes described in this Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, as a result of said private ownership and responsibility for operation 
and maintenance, including repair, rehabilitation, replacement, alterations andlor 
modifications, the parties have entered in to this Easement and Maintenance 
Agreement, in order to ensure that the sanitary sewer system will be constructed, 
operated and maintained in accordance with the approved Plans and all applicable rules 
and regulations; 
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NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual agreements contained 
herein, as well as other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of 
which are hereby acknowledged, the Owner and the City hereby agree as follows: 

TERMS 
Section 1. Affected Property. The real property subject to this Agreement is 

legally described in Exhibit A. 

Section 2. Definitions. As used in this instrument: 

A. The word "plat" refers to the N/A, and any other plat or plats, including 
short plats, covering all real property which may hereafter be made subject to the 
provisions of this instrument by a written instrument signed by the Owner, its 
successors and assigns, in accordance with this Agreement. 

B. The word "lot" refers to a lot shown on any plat defined herein, but shall 
not include any parcel designated as a "tract" on a plat. "Lot" shall include any parcel of 
land that is separately subjected to this instrument without having been subdivided into 
two or more parcels by a plat recorded subsequent to the recording of this instrument. 

C. The word "Owner" or "Owners" refers to the entity, whether an individual, 
corporation, joint venture or partnership which is an owner in fee simple or of a 
substantial beneficial interest (except for mineral estate) in all or any portion of the 
property in the Plat or the Property. A "substantial beneficial interest" shall include both 
legal and equitable interests in the Property. 

D. The words "Owners' Association" refer to a nonprofit corporation which 
may be formed for the purpose of operating and maintaining the facilities described in 
Exhibit B-1 and B-2 on the Property, which may be independently conveyed by the 
Owner or its successors and assigns to an Owners' Association, and to which the 
Owners' Association may provide other services in order to benefit the owners of 
property within the plat or the Property. 

Section 3. Maintenance Obligations. The Owner, its successors, assigns 
and/or owners of an after-acquired interest in the Property, hereby covenant and agree 
that they are jointly and severally responsible for the installation, operation, perpetual 
maintenance, of a sanitary sewer system on the Property, as shown on the Plans 
attached hereto as Exhibit B-1 and 8-2. The sanitary sewer system shall be operated, 
maintained and preserved by the Owner in accordance with the Plans and all applicable 
ordinances, codes, rules and regulations. The sanitary sewer system shall be preserved 
in conformance with the Plans until such time as all parties to this Agreement, including 
the City, agree in writing that the sanitary sewer system should be altered in some 
manner or eliminated. In the event the sanitary sewer system is eliminated as provided 
hereinabove, the Owner shall be relieved of operation and maintenance responsibilities. 
No such elimination of the sanitary sewer system will be allowed prior to the Community 
Development Director's written approval. 
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Section 4. Notice to City. The Owner shall obtain written approval from the 
Director prior to performing any alterations or modifications to the sanitary sewer system 
located on the Property described in Exhibit A. No part of the sanitary sewer system 
shall be dismantled, revised, altered or removed, except as provided hereinabove, and 
except as necessary for maintenance, including repair, rehabilitation, replacement, 
alterations, andlor other modifications. 

Section 5. Easement for Access. The Owner hereby grants and conveys to 
the City a perpetual, non-exclusive easement, under, over, along, through and in the 
Property, as such Easement is legally described in Exhibit C-I and C-2, attached 
hereto and incorporated herein by this reference. This Easement is granted to the City 
for the purpose of providing the City with ingress and egress in order to access the 
sanitary sewer system on the Property for inspection, and to reasonably monitor the 
system for performance, operational flows, defects, andlor conformance with applicable 
rules and regulations. In addition, the City may use this Easement to exercise its rights 
as described in Section 8 herein. 

Section 6. Assignment to an Owners' Association. In the event that an 
Owners' Association is formed under a Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and 
Restrictions which includes all of the Property in Exhibit A, the Owner may assign 
responsibility for installation and perpetual maintenance of the sanitary sewer system to 
such Owners' Association for so long as the Owners' Association remains in existence 
and upon the conditions that the Owners' Association assumes all of the obligations, 
liabilities, covenants and agreements of the Owner under this Agreement. Such 
assignment of the Owner's obligations shall be in a duly executed instrument in 
recordable form, and for so long as such assignment remains effective, the Owner shall 
have no further responsibility or liability under this Agreement. 

Section 7. Conveyances. In the event the Owner shall convey its substantial 
beneficial or fee interest in any property in the Plat, any lot, or the Property, the 
conveying Owner shall be free from all liabilities respecting the performance of the 
restrictions, covenants and conditions in this Agreement; PROVIDED, HOWEVER, that 
the conveying Owner shall remain liable for any acts or omissions during such Owner's 
period of ownership of such Property. 

Section 8. Rights of the City of Gig Harbor. 

A. Execution of this Agreement shall not affect the City of Gig Harbor's 
present or future interest or use of any public or private sanitary sewer system. If the 
City determines that maintenance is required for the sanitary sewer system, andlor 
there islare illegal connection(s) to or discharges into the sanitary sewer system, the 
Community Development Director or hislher designee shall give notice to the Owner(s) 
of the specific maintenance andlor changes required, and the basis for said required 
maintenance andlor changes. The Director shall also set a reasonable time in which 
the Owner(s) shall perform such work. If the maintenance required by the Director is 
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not completed within the time set by the Director, the City may perform the required 
maintenance. Written notice will be sent to the Owner(s), stating the City's intention to 
perform such maintenance, and such work will not commence until at least five (5) days 
after such notice is mailed, except in situations of emergency. If, at the sole discretion 
of the Director, there exists an imminent or present danger to the sanitary sewer 
system, the City's facilities or the public health and safety, such five (5) day period will 
be waived, and the necessary maintenance will begin immediately. 

B. In order to assure the proper maintenance of the Owner's sanitary sewer 
system, and to ensure there will be no damage to the City's sanitary sewer system, the 
City of Gig Harbor shall have the right as provided below, but not the obligation, to 
maintain the system, if the Owner(s) fail to do so, and such failure continues for more 
than five (5)-days after written notice of the failure is sent to the responsible parties. 
However, no notice shall be required in the event that the City of Gig Harbor determines 
that an emergency situation exists in which damage to person or property may result if 
the situation is not remedied prior to the time required for notice. 

C, If the City provides notice in writing, but the Owner or Owners' Association 
fails or refuses to perform any maintenance or operational duties as requested by the 
City, the City's employees, officials, agents or representatives may enter the Property 
and undertake the necessary maintenance, repair or operational duties to the City's 
satisfaction. The City's ability to enforce this provision is subject further to the City's 
right to impose materialmen's and/or laborer's liens and to foreclose upon any and all 
properties owned by the Owner(s). 

D. If the City exercises its rights under this Section, then the Owner(s) or 
Owners' Association shall reimburse the City on demand for all reasonable and 
necessary expenses incurred incident thereto. In addition, the City is hereby given the 
right, power and authority acting in the name of the Owner's Association to exercise and 
enforce on behalf of the Association and at the Association's cost, the assessment of 
dues and charges for such costs and to enforce the Association's lien right for any 
assessments, dues and charges as herein specified. The City shall also be permitted to 
collect the costs of administration and enforcement through the lien attachment and 
collection process as is permitted under chapter 35.67 RCW, or any other applicable 
law. 

E. In addition to or in lieu of the remedies listed in this Section, if the Owners 
or Owner's Association, after the written notice described in Section 8A above, fails or 
refuses to perform the necessary maintenance, repair, replacement or modifications, 
the City may enjoin, abate or remedy such breach or continuation of such breach by 
appropriate proceedings, and may bring an action against the violator for penalties 
under the Gig Harbor Municipal Code. 

Section 9. Indemnification of City. The Owner(s) agree to defend, indemnify 
and hold harmless the City of Gig Harbor, its officials, officers, employees and agents, 
for any and all claims, demands, actions, injuries, losses, damages, costs or liabilities of 
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any kind or amount whatsoever, whether known or unknown, foreseen or unforeseen, 
fixed or contingent, liquidated or unliquidated, arising from an alleged defect in the 
design of the sanitary sewer system as installed by the Owner@), or arising by reason 
of any omission or performance under this Agreement by the Owner(s), its successors 
and assigns, andlor Owners' Association, of any of the obligations hereunder. 

Section 10. Rights Subject to Permits and Approvals. The rights granted 
herein are subject to permits and approvals granted by the City affecting the Property 
subject to this Easement and Maintenance Agreement. 

Section 11. Terms Run with the Property. The promises, conditions, 
covenants and restrictions contained herein shall constitute a covenant or equitable 
servitude, the burden and benefit of which shall run with the land and bind successive 
owners with equitable or legal interests in the Property. Accordingly, by its acceptance 
of a deed or other instrument vesting a substantial beneficial interest in all or any lot, or 
other portion of the Property or the Plat in such Owner, each Owner shall covenant to 
be bound by all the obligations incumbent upon an Owner as set forth herein, and shall 
be entitled to all rights and benefits accruing to an Owner hereunder. This Agreement 
shall be recorded in the Pierce County Assessor's Office, and shall serve as notice to 
holders of after-acquired interests in the Property. 

Section 12. Notice. All notices require or permitted hereunder shall be in 
writing and shall either be delivered in person or sent by certified U.S. Mail, return- 
receipt requested, and shall be deemed delivered on the sooner of actual receipt on 
three (3) days after deposit in the mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the City or the 
Owner at the addresses set forth below: 

To the City: 
City Engineer 
City of Gig Harbor 
351 0 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

To the Owner: 
Vintage Custom Homes 
P.O. Box 362 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

Section 13. Severability. Any invalidity, in whole or in part, of any provision of 
this Easement and Maintenance Agreement shall not affect the validity of any other 
provision. 

Section 14. Waiver. No term or provision herein shall be deemed waived and 
no breach excused unless such waiver or consent is in writing and signed by the party 
claimed to have waived or consented. 
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Section 15. Governing Law, Disputes. Jurisdiction of any dispute over this 
Easement and Maintenance Agreement shall be solely with Pierce county Superior 
Court, Pierce County, Washington. This Easement and Maintenance Agreement shall 
be interpreted under the laws of the State of Washington. The prevailing party in any 
litigation arising out of this Easement and Maintenance Agreement shall be entitled to 
its reasonable attorneys' fees, costs, expenses and expert witness fees. 

Section 16. Integration. This Easement and Maintenance Agreement 
constitutes the entire agreement between the parties on this subject matter, and 
supersedes all prior discussions, negotiations, and all other agreements on the same 
subject matter, whether oral or written. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Easement and 
Maintenance Agreement be executed this day of ,200-. 

THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR OWNER 

By: 
Its Mayor 

Print Name: 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST: 

City Clerk 
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NOTARY BLOCK FOR A CORPORATIONIPARTNERSHIP 

STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF ?\m,L ) 

I certifv that I know or have satisfactory evidence that 
Lam @Elk. 

. - 

is the person who appeared before me, an said 
person acknowledged that @$she) signed this instrument, on oath stated that e she) 

lr of \IlhlTAt;rE CLEJ/$A t ioMS 
A 

orized to execute the*  instrument and acknowledged it as the 
, to be the 

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

DATED: Df~m 21 &!@T 

State of Washlnglon 
EMYLOL) ALAZZARESCHI 

MyAppQIntment Explies Oct 27.2010 

CITY OF GIG HARBOR NOTARY BLOCK 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
) ss. 

) 

COUNTYOFP I E R C E  ) 

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that Charles L. Hunter is the 
person who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that he signed this 
instrument, on oath stated that he was authorized to execute the instrument and 
acknowledged it as the Mayor of Gig Harbor, to be the free and voluntary act of such 
party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument. 

DATED: 

Notary Public in and for the 
State of Washington, 

My appointment expires: 
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EXHIBIT A 
PROPERTY LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

LOTS 5-9, BLOCK 4 OF THE PLAT OF THE TOWN OF ARTENA, PIERCE COUNTY, 
WASHINGTON, AS PER MAP THEREOF RECORDED IN BOOK 5 OF PLATS AT 
PAGE 68, RECORDS OF PIERCE COUNTY AND SUBJECT TO EASEMENTS OF 
PENINSULA LIGHT COMPANY. 

LOTE 12-16, INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 4, AND LOTS 5, 6, 7 BLOCK 5, PLAT OF THE 
TOWN OF ARTENA, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON, ACCORDING TO PLAT 
RECORDED IN BOOK 5 OF PLATS AT PAGE 68. 
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EXHIBIT B-I 
SEWER EASEMENT DRAWING 

-96TH STREET NW (YERNHARDS0N)- 



EXHIBIT 8-2 
SEWER EASEMENT DRAWING 

- 96TH STREET NW (VERNHARDS0N)- 
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EXHIBIT G-1 
EASEMENT LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

Beginning at the Northeast comer of Lot 12 in Block 4 of the Plat of Artena, Pierce County 
Washington, as per map thereof recorded in Book 5 of Plats at page 68 and running thence 
South O"01'15" East along the East line of said Lot 12 a distance of 24.00 feet; thence South 
89'58'45" West, parallel with the North line of Lots 12 through 16 in said Block 4 a distance of 
85.00 feet to a point of curvature of a curve which bears to the left with a radius of 20.00 feet; 
thence along said cuwe 31.42 feet; thence South 0'01'15" East, 80.61 feet to the South line of 
said Lot 16; thence South 88"16'30n West along said South line, 20.01 feet to the Southwest 
coiner of said Lot 16; thence North 0'01'15" West, 125.21 feet to the Northwest corner of said 
Lot 16; thence North 89"58'45"East, 33.50 feet; thenceNorth V01'15" West, 3.50 feet; thence 
along a curve which bears to the left with a radius of 16.50 feet, a curve length of 25.92 feet: a 
chord bearing of North 44'58'45" East, and a chord distance of 23.33 feet; thence North 
0'01'15" West along the West Line of Lot 7 in said Block 4 a distance of 85.00 feet; thence 
North 25"02'16" West, 16.55 feet to the Southerly margin of 96" Street NW, also know as 
Vernhardson Street; thence North 8Y58'45" East along said Southerly margin, 37.00 feet; 
thence South 18'24'51" West, 15.81 feet; thence South 0'01' 15" East along the East line of 
said Lot 7,85.00 feet to a point of curvature of a curve which bears to the left with a radius of 
20.00 feet; thence along said curve 31.42 feet; thence North 89"58'45" East, 30.00 feet to the 
Point of Beginning. 
Encumbers Pierce County Parcels #226-000-011-0, #226-000-012-0, and #226-000-015-0. 

Dominant Tenements: 
Lots 5-9 and Lots 12-16 in Block 4 and Lots 5-7 in Block 5 of the Plat of the Town of Artena, 

Pierce County, Washington, as per map thereof recorded in Book 5 of Plats at Page 68, records 
of Pierce County; Together with vacated Rust Street Abutting. 
Pierce County Tax Parcels #226-000-011-0, #226-000-012-0, #'226-000-015-0, #226-000-021-0 
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EXHIBIT C-2 
EASEMENT LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

Beginning at the Southeast corner of Lot 7, Block 5 of the Town of Artena, Pierce County, 
Washington, as per map thereof recorded in Book 5 of Plats at Page 68 and running thence 
South 89'58'45" West, 15.00 feet; thenceNorth 0'01'13" West, 74.55 feet; thence South 
88"16'30" West, 32.61 feet; thenceNorth V01'13" West, 8.00 feet; thenceNorth 88'16'30" 
East, 32.61 feet; thence North 0'01'13" West, 44.11 feet; thence South 88'16'30" West, 60.03 
feet: thence Noah V01'13" West, 30.00 feet; thence North 88'16'30" East, 75.03 feet; thence 
South 0'01' 13" East, 157.05 feet to the Point of Beginning. 
Encumbers Pierce County Parcel #226-000-021-0 

Dominant Tenements: 
Lots 5-9 and Lots 12-16 in Block 4 and Lots 5-7 in Block 5 of the Plat of the Town of Artena, 

Pierce County, Washington, as per map thereof recorded in Book 5 of Plats at Page 68, records 
of Pierce County; 
Pierce County Tax Parcels #226-000-011-0, #226-000-012-0, #226-000-015-0, #226-000-021-0 
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AFTER RECORDING RETURN TO: 

The City of Gig Harbor 
Attn: City Clerk 
3510 Grandview St. 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

WASHINGTON STATE COUNTY AUDITORIRECORDER'S INDEXING FORM 

Document Title(s) (or transactions contained therein): 
Storm Water Facilities Maintenance Aqreement and Restrictive Covenant 

Grantor(s) (Last name first, then first name and initials) 
Vintage Custom Homes Inc. 

Grantee(s) (Last name first, then first name and initials 
Citv of Giq Harbor 

Legal Description (abbreviated: i.e., lot, block, plat or section, township, range) 
Section 05. Township 21, Range 02. Quarter 22 

Assessor's Property Tax Parcel or Account Number: 2260000110, 2260000120, 
2260000150,2260000210 

Reference Number(s) of Documents assigned or released: 



STORM WATER FACILITIES MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT 
AND RESTRICTIVE COVENANT 

4 acilities Maintenance Agreement and Restrictive Covenant is made this 
, 200_7, by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington municipal 

einafter the "City"), and Vintage Custom Homes Inc, a Colorado Corporation, 
located and doing business at 925 34Ih Ave. NW Gig Harbor, WA 98335 (hereinafter the 
"Owner"). 

R E C I T A L S  

WHEREAS, Owner is the owner of fee title or a substantial beneficial interest in certain real 
property located in Gig Harbor, Washington, commonly described as Crescent Cove located at 
3400 Block of Vernhardson St. Gig Harbor, WA, (hereinafter the "Property") and legally 
described in Exhibit A, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference; 
and 

WHEREAS, in connection with the Owner's proposed development of the Property, 
the City has required and the Owner has agreed to construct a storm water collection and 
detention system; and 

WHEREAS, such drainage system is described and shown on a construction 
drawing prepared by the engineering firm of Callagan & Associates, dated 08/03/07 
(hereinafter the "Drainage System Drawing"), for the Owner's Property, a copy of which is 
attached hereto as Exhibit B-I and B-2 and incorporated herein by this reference; and 

WHEREAS, as a condition of project approval andlor as a condition of the City's 
utilization of the Owner's storm drainage system, the parties have entered into this 
Maintenance Agreement and ~estrictive-covenant, in order to ensure that the drainage 
svstem will be constructed and maintained in accordancewith the a~wroved wlans and the , . 
city's development standards; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual agreements contained herein, 
as well as other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are 
hereby acknowledged, the Owner and the City hereby agree as follows: 
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T E R M S  

Section 1. Construction and Maintenance. Owner agrees to construct and 
maintain a drainage system on its Property, as shown on the Drainage System Drawing, 
Exhibit 6-1 and 6-2. The drainage system shall be maintained and p rese~ed by the 
Owner until such time as the City, its successors or assigns, agree that the system should 
be altered in some manner or eliminated. 

Section 2. No Removal. No part of the drainage system shall be dismantled, 
revised, altered or removed, except as necessary for maintenance, repair or replacement. 

Section 3. Access. The City shall have the right to ingress and egress over those 
portions of the Property described in Exhibit A in order to access the drainage system for 
inspection and to reasonably monitor the system for performance, operational flows or 
defects. 

Section 4. Repairs, Failure of Owner to Maintain. If the City determines that 
maintenance or repair work is required to be performed on the system, the City Engineer or 
hislher designee shall give notice to the Owner of the noted deficiency. The Engineer shall 
also set a reasonable time in which the Owner shall perform such work. If the repair or 
maintenance required by the Engineer is not completed within the time set by the Engineer, 
the Citv mav perform the required maintenance andlor repair. Written notice will be sent to 
the 0wner,-4tating the City's intention to perform such repair or maintenance, and such 
work will not commence until at least 15 days after such notice is mailed, 'except in 
situations of emergency. If, within the sole discretion of the Engineer, there exists an 
imminent or present danaer to the svstem, the Citv's facilities or the oublic health and 
safety, such i 5  day peri& will be waived and maintenance andlor repair work will begin 
immediately. 

Section 5. Cost of Repairs andlor Maintenance. The Owner shall assume all 
responsibility for the cost of any maintenance and for repairs to the drainage system. Such 
responsibility shall include reimbursement to the City within 30 days afterthe City mails an 
invoice to the Owner for any work performed by the City. Overdue payments will require 
payment of interest by the Owner at the current legal rate as liquidated damages. 

Section 6. Notice to City of Repairs andlor Maintenance. The Owner is hereby 
required to obtain written approval from the City Engineer prior to filling, piping, cutting or 
removing vegetation (except in routine landscape maintenance) in open vegetated 
drainage facilities (such as swales, channels, ditches, ponds, etc.), or performing any 
alterations or modifications to the drainage system. 



Section 7. Rights Subject to  Permits and Approvals. The rights granted herein 
are subject to permits and approvals granted by the City affecting the Property subject to 
this Maintenance Agreement and Covenant. 

Section 8. Terms Run with the Property. The terms of this Maintenance 
Agreement and Covenant are intended to be and shall constitute a covenant running with 
the Property and shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties hereto and 
their respective heirs, successors and assigns. 

Section 9. Notice. All notices required or permitted hereunder shall be in writing 
and shall either be delivered in person or sent by certified U.S. Mail, return-receipt 
requested, and shall be deemed delivered on the sooner of actual receipt of three (3) days 
after deposit in the mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the City or the Owner at the 
addresses set forth below: 

To the City: 
City Engineer 
city of Gig Harbor 
3510 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

To the Owner: 
Vintage Custom Homes 
P.O. Box 362 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

Section 10. Severability. Any invalidity, in whole or in part, of any provision of this 
Maintenance Agreement and Covenant shall not affect the validity of any other provision. 

Section 11. Waiver. No term or provision herein shall be deemed waived and no 
breach excused unless such waiver or consent is in writing and signed by the party claimed 
to have waived or consented. 

Section 12. Governing Law, Disputes. Jurisdiction of any dispute over this 
Maintenance Agreement and Covenant shall be solely with Pierce County Superior Court, 
Pierce County, Washington. This Maintenance Agreement and Covenant shall be 
interpreted under the laws of the State of Washington. The prevailing party in any litigation 
arising out of this Maintenance Agreement and Covenant shall be entitled to its reasonable 
attorneys' fees, costs, expenses and expert witness fees. 

Section 13. Integration. This Maintenance Agreement and Covenant constitutes 
the entire agreement between the parties on this subject matter, and supersedes all prior 
discussions, negotiations, and all other agreements on the same subject matter, whether 
oral or written. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Maintenance Agreement 
and Covenant to be executed this day of ,200 -. 

THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR OWNER / 

By: 
Its Mayor 

ATTEST: 

City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
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NOTARY BLOCK FOR A CORPORATIONIPARTNERSHIP 

STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 

PIER6 ) ss. 
COUNTY OF 1 

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that 
!-ya\I f$iM is the person who appeared before me, and said 

persrn ackn'owledged that (helshe) signed this instrument, on oath stated that (helshe) 
was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the 

N T  of I CA,!S@! S~~~!F;CI , to be the 
free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the 
instrument. 

DATED: O ~ M X  ?I 93'7 

%Ma of wosyngton 
~~noii~iAittAR~sq+~ 

Mv Apperntment Expires 0~127,2010 

CITY OF GIG HARBOR NOTARY BLOCK 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
) ss. 

) 

COUNTYOFPIERCE ) 

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that Charles L. Hunter is the 
person who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that he signed this 
instrument, on oath stated that he was authorized to execute the instrument and 
acknowledged it as the Mayor of Gig Harbor, to be the free and voluntary act of such party 
for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument. 

DATED: 

Notary Public in and for the 
State of Washington, 
Title: 
My appointment expires: 



EXHIBIT A 
PROPERTY LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

LOTS 5-9, BLOCK 4 OF THE PLAT OF THE TOWN OF ARTENA, PIERCE COUNTY, 
WASHINGTON, AS PER MAP THEREOF RECORDED IN BOOK 5 OF PLATS AT PAGE 
68, RECORDS OF PIERCE COUNTY AND SUBJECT TO EASEMENTS OF PENINSULA 
LIGHT COMPANY. 

LOTE 12-16, INCLUSIVE, BLOCK 4, AND LOTS 5,6,7 BLOCK 5, PLAT OF THE TOWN 
OF ARTENA, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON, ACCORDING TO PLAT RECORDED IN 
BOOK 5 OF PLATS AT PAGE 68. 



EXHIBIT B-I  
STORM DRAINAGE EASEMENT DRAWING 

-96TH STREET NW (VERNHARDS0N)- 
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EXHIBIT B-2 
STORM DRAINGE EASEMENT DRAWING 

- 96TH STREET NW (VERWARDS0N)- 

Page 9 of 11 



EXHIBIT C-1 
EASEMENT LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

Beginning at the Noltheast comer of Lot 12 in Block 4 of the Plat of Artena, Pierce County 
Washington, as per map thereof recorded in Book 5 of Plats at page 68 and running thence 
South O"01'15" East along the East line of said Lot 12 a distance of 24.00 feet; thence South 
89'58'45" West, parallel with the North line of Lots 12 tlrrough 16 in said Block 4 a distance of 
85.00 feet to a point of curvature of a curve which bears to the left with a radius of 20.00 feet; 
thence along said curve 31.42 feet; thence South 0"0lY15" East, 80.61 feet to the South line of 
said Lot 16; thence South 88'16'30" West along said South line, 20.01 feet to the Southwest 
coiner of said Lot 16; thence Noith O"O1'lS1 West, 125.21 feet to the Northwest comer of said 
Lot 16; thence North 89"58'45" East, 33.50 feet; thence North 0%1' 15?' West, 3.50 feet; thence 
along a curve which bears to the left with a radius of 16.50 feet, a curve length of 25.92 feet; a 
chord bearing of North 44'58'45" East, and a chord distance of 23.33 feet; thence North 
0"01'15" West along the West line of Lot 7 in said Block 4 a distance of 85.00 feet; thence 
North 25"02'16" West, 16.55 feet to the Southerly margin of 96" Street NW, also know as 
Vernhardson Street; thence Noith 89'58'45" East along said Southerly margin, 37.00 feet; 
thence South 18"24'51n West, 15.81 feet; thence South 0'01'15" East along the East line of 
said Lot 7, 85.00 feet to a point of curvature of a curve which bears to the left with a radius of 
20.00 feet; thence along said curve 31.42 feet; thence North 89"58'45" East, 30.00 feet to the 
Point of Beginning. 
Encumbers Pierce County Parcels #226-000-011-0, #226-000-012-0, and #226-000-015-0. 

Dominant Tenements: 
Lots 5-9 and Lots 12-16 in Block 4 and Lots 5-7 in Block 5 of the Plat of the Town of Artena, 

Pierce County, Washington, as per map thereof recorded in Book 5 of Plats at Page 68, records 
of Pierce County; Together with vacated Rust Street Abutting. 
Pierce County Tax Parcels #226-000-011-0, #226-000-012-0, #226-000-015-0, #226-000-021-0 
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EXHIBIT C-2 
EASEMENT LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

Beginning at the Southeast corner of Lot 7, Block 5 of the Town of Artena, Pierce County, 
Washington, as per map thereof recorded in Book 5 of Plats at Page 68 and running thence 
South 89'58'45" West, 15.00 feet; thenceNorth 0'01'13" West, 74.55 feet; thence South 
88'16'30" West, 32.61 feet; thence Nola O"01'13" West, 8.00 feet; thence North 88' 16'30" 
East, 32.61 feet; thence North 0'01'13" West, 44.11 feet; thence South 88'16'30" West, 60.03 
feet; thence No& O"01'13" West, 30.00 feet; thence North 88'16'30" East, 75.03 feet; thence 
South 0'01'13" East, 157.05 feet to the Point of Beginning. 
Encumbers Pierce County Parcel #226-000-021-0 

Dominant Tenements: 
Lots 5-9 and Lots 12-16 in Block 4 and Lots 5-7 in Block 5 of the Plat of the Towu of Artena, 

Pierce County, Washington, as per map thereof recorded in Book 5 of Plats at Page 68, records 
of Pierce County; 
Pierce County Tax Parcels #226-000-011-0, #226-000-012-0, #226-000-015-0, #226-000-021-0 
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Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Contract for specialized 
Attorney services related to Eddon Boat 

Proposed Council Action: 

Approve contract. 

Dept. Origin: City Attorney 

Prepared by: 

For Agenda ok 

Exhibits: 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: 
Approved as to form by City Atty: C b  7 

Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: 

txpenditure Amount Appropr~at~on 
Required $5,000 Budgeted 0 Required $5,000 

INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 

The City purchased the Eddon Boat property under a Purchase and Sale Agreement, which 
was later amended. The amendment addressed the manner in which the seller would 
contribute to the environmental clean-up of the property. Recently, the seller has 
communicated to the City's attorney on the Eddon Boat project that it may seek judicial 
resolution of certain disputes surrounding this agreement. 

This contract is for an attorney to handle this dispute. While it only authorizes five thousand 
dollars in attorneys' fees, we are not certain that the seller will proceed to litigation. Therefore, 
staff will seek to amend this agreement in the future, if the necessity arises. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION: 

The contract is for a not to exceed amount of five thousand dollars. 



BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

None. 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 

Move to: Authorize the Mayor to execute the contract. 



LAW OFFICES 

DANIELSON HARRIGAN LEYH & TOLLEFSON L I  p -. 
999 THIRD AVENUE, SUITE 4400 
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98104 

(206) 623-1700 
E-MAIL: TIMLaDHLT COM 

FACSIMILE (206)623-8747 

November 1,2007 

Carol A. Morris 
Law Office of Carol A. Morris, P.C. 
P.O. Box 948 
Seabeck, WA 98380-0948 

RE: City qfGig Harbor 

Dear Carol: 

Enclosed please find the original Agreement for Attorney Services, which Tim Leyh has 
signed. Thank you. 

Very truly yours, 

DANIELSON HAIZRlGAN LEYH & TOLLEFSON LLP 

LM 
Linda Bledsoe 
Assistant to Timothy G. Leyh 



AGREEMENT FOR ATTORNEY SERVICES 

TIHIS AGMEMENT, effective October 30,2007, by and between Danielson Harrigan 
Leyh & Tollefson LLP (hereinafter the "Attorney") and the City of Gig Harbor, 
Washington (hereinafter the "City"). 

Section 1. Purpose. The purpose of this Agreement is to ensure that the City 
receives professional services from Attorney in an effective, timely and cost efficient 
manner while ensuring that the Attorney is appropriately and fairly compensated for 
services rendered. 

Section 2. Scope of Service. Attorney agrees to provide legal services, as 
requested by the City Council in connection with potential litigation over the Edden 
Boatyard Remediation. 

Section 3. Comoensation. The City hereby agrees to pay Attorney for legal 
services at the rate of $375/hour for Timothy G. Leyh; $302/hour for Katherine Kennedy, 
up to a not-to-exceed amount of Five Thousand Dollars ($5,000.00). After this point, the 
parties must negotiate another agreement or amendment to this agreement. Attorney 
agrees to use every appropriate method to contain his fees on these matters. 

The attorneys authorized to work on the matters described above are Timothy G. 
Leyh and/or Katherine Kennedy. The charges for legal services provided will be based 
on actual time or based on increments which are no greater than 6 minutes. 

The Attorney may bill for travel time, but for no more than two (2) hours from 
portal to portal during one day. No separate charges shall be paid for such office 
expenses as the following ordinary costs of doing business: local and long distance 
telephone costs and charges, postage, meals, clerical staff work, supplies and word 
processing. The City agrees to reimburse the extraordinary expenses incurred by 
Attorney, at cost with no mark-up as follows: legal messenger services, photocopies 
prepared at the Attorney's office shall be reimbursed at the rate of $.lo per page, 
photocopies prepared by outside reproduction service shall be reimbursed at cost; 
computerized legal research over an above the Attorneys' monthly fee shall be 
reimbursed at cost but only when approved in advance by the City Attorney. 

Section 4. Independent Contractor Status. It is expressly understood and agreed 
that Attorney, while engaged in carrying out and complying with any of the terms and 
conditions of this Agreement, is an independent contractor and is not an employee of the 
City. 

Section 5. Billings. Attorney shall submit to the Gig Harbor Finance Director 
monthly bills for the assigned matter describing the legal services provided during the 
previous month. Attorney shall not bill for duplicate services performed by more than 



one person or for services to correct Attorney errors or oversights. Attorney shall bill for 
only one participant in a conference or consultation between members of Attorney's firm. 

Attorney's monthly bills shall include, at a minimum, the following information 
for each specific matter to which such services or costs pertain: the name of the matter; a 
brief description of the legal services performed; the date the services were performed; 
and the amount of time spent on each date services were performed and by whom. In 
addition to providing copies of all docunlents as specified below, Attorney shall provide 
any information that will assist the City in performing a thorough review and/or audit of 
the billings, as may be requested by the City. The City shall make every effort to timely 
pay Attorney's invoices. 

Any invoices reflecting separate charges for computerized legal research must 
include copies of the invoice for such computerized legal research associated with the 
services provided to the City. If any messenger, delivery, or special postage services 
such as overnight delivery are required, the Attorney will at-range to have such services 
provided. 

Section 6 .  Advice and Status Reporting. Attorney shall provide the City 
Attorney and/or City Council with timely advice of all significant developments arising 
during performance of his services hereunder, orally or in writing, as the City considers 
appropriate. 

Attorney shall provide copies of all e-mails, pleadings, motions, discovery, 
correspondence, and other documents prepared by the Attorney, including research 
memoranda, or received by the Attorney unless they have been otherwise provided to the 
City. 

Section 7. Communications. Attorney will communicate primarily with Carol 
Monis, City Attorney. 

Suction 8 ,  Non-!\ssirnrnc~i!: 'l'hr. paltics rucogni~c hereto that a substantial 
induccmcnt to thu C'ity io~.  cntcring inlo this Agrcemcnt \\,as, atid is, thr. professional 
reputation and competence of the ~ t t o r n e ~ .   either this Agreement norany interest 
therein may be assigned by Attorney without the prior written approval of the City. 

Section 9. Insurance. The Attorney shall maintain professional malpractice 
insurance during the life of this Agreement, as required below. Each insurance policy 
shall be written on an "occurrence" form. The Attorney shall maintain limits no less 
than: Professional Liability Insurance, Errors and Omissions: $1,000,000 single 
occurrence, $1,000,000 aggregate limit. 

Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must be declared to, and approved by, 
the City. The deductible and/or self-insured retention of the policies shall not limit or 
apply to the Attorney's liability to the City and shall be the sole responsibility of the 
Attorney. To the extent of the Attorney's negligence, the Attorney's insurance coverage 



shall be primary insurance as respects the City, its officers, officials, employees and 
agents. Any insurance and/or self-insurance maintained by the City, its officers, officials, 
employees or agents shall not contribute with the Attorney's insurance or benefit the 
Attorney in any way. The Attorney's insurance shall apply separately to each insured 
against whom a claim is made andlor laws~lit is brought, except with respect to the limits 
of the insurer's liability. 

Section 10. Licenses. Attorney warrants that he is a member in good standing 
with the Washington State Bar, and that any license or licenses that are required in order 
to perform the legal services under this Agreement have been obtained and are valid. 

Section 11. Termination. This Agreement may be terminated by either party 
upon written notice with or without cause. In the event of termination, the Attorney shall 
be entitled to compensation as provided for in this Agreement, for services performed 
satisfactorily to the effective date of termination; provided, however, that the City may 
condition payment of such compensation upon Attorney's delivery to the City of any and 
all documents, photographs, computer software, video and audio tapes, and other 
materials provided to Attorney or prepared by or for Attorney or the City in connection 
with this Agreement. 

Section 12. Notices. Notices required under this Agreement shall be personally 
delivered or mailed, postage prepaid, as follows: 

Attorney: Timothy G. Leyh 
Danielson Harrigan Leyh & Tollefson LLP 
999 Third Avenue, Suite 4400 
Seattle, WA 98104 

To the City: Carol Morris 
Law Office of Carol A. Morris, P.C. 
P.O. Box 948 
Seabeck, WA 98380 

City of Gig I-Iarbor 
Dave Kodenbach, Finance Director 
35 10 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

Notices given by personal deliveiy shall be effective immediately. Notices given 
by mail shall be deemed to have been delivered forty-eight hours after having been 
deposited in the United States mail. 

Section 13. Ownership of Materials. Any and all documents, including draft 
documents where completed documents are unavailable, or materials prepared or caused 
to be prepared by Attorney pursuant to this Agreement shall be the property of the City at 
the moment of their completed preparation. 
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Section 14. Conflict of Interest. Attorney wanants and covenants that Attorney 
presently has no interest in, nor shall any interest be hereinafter acquired in, any matter 
which will render the services required under the provisions of this Agreement a violation 
of any applicable state, local or federal law or any rule of professional conduct. In the 
event that any conflict of interest should nevertheless hereinafter arise, Attorney shall 
promptly notify the City of the existence of such conflict of interest. 

Section 15. Time is of the Essence. Attorney agrees to diligently prosecute the 
services to be provided under this Agreement to completion and in accordance with any 
schedules specified herein. In the performance of this Agreement, time is of the essence. 

Section 16. Confidentialitv. Attorney agrees to maintain in confidence and not 
disclose to any person, association, or business, without prior written consent of the City, 
any secret, confidential information, knowledge or data relating to the products, process 
or operation of the City andlor any of its departments and divisions. Attorney further 
agrees to maintain in confidence and not disclose to any person, association, or business 
any data, information or material developed or obtained by Attorney during the term of 
this Agreement. The covenants contained in this paragraph shall survive the termination 
of this Agreement for whatever cause. 

Section 17. Amendments. This Agreement is not subject to modification or 
amendment, except by a written authorization executed by both the Attorney and the duly 
authorized representative of the City, which written authorization shall expressly state 
that it is intended by the parties to amend the terms and conditions of this Agreement. 

Section 18. Waiver. The waiver by either party of a breach by the other of any 
provision of this Agreement shall not constitute a continuing waiver or a waiver of any 
subsequent breach of either the same or a different provision of this Agreement. 

Section 19. Severability. Should any part of this Agreement be declared by a 
final decision of a court or tribunal of competent jurisdiction to be unconstitutional, 
invalid, or beyond the authority of either party to enter into or carry out, such decision 
shall not affect the validity of the remainder of the Agreement, which shall continue in 
full force and effect, provided that the remainder of this Agreement, absent the unexcised 
portion, can be reasonably interpreted to give effect to the intentions of the parties. 

Section 20. Controlling Law. The laws of the State of Washington shall govern 
this Agreement and all matters relating to it. 

Section 21. Whole Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the entire 
understanding and agreement of the parties. This Agreement integrates all of the terms 
and conditions mentioned herein or incidental hereto and supersedes all negotiations or 
previous agreements between the parties with respect to all or any part of the subject 
matter hereof. 



Section 22. Disputes. In the event that the parties are unable to resolve any 
dispute regarding the performance of the legal services or this Agreement, any litigation 
brought to enforce the terms of this Agreement shall be filed in King County Superior 
Court. The prevailing party shall be entitled to recover its reasonable attorney's fees and 
costs from the non-prevailing party. 

lN WITNESS WHEREOF, Attorney and the City, by the signatures below, have 
executed this Agreement on the dates indicated below. 

Dated: [I 

THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

BY 
Mayor Charles L. Hunter 

Dated: 

ATTEST: 

Molly Towslee, City Clerk 

TO FORM: 

\Carol A. Morris, City Attorney 



Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

SUBJECT: Donkey Creek Easement Survey Dept. Origin: 
and Property Description Consultant 

Prepared by: Services Contract 

Engineering Division A 
Stephen Misiurak, P.E. 
City Engineer 

Initial & Date 

Proposed Council Action: Authorize the 
Mayor on behalf of Council to execute an 
Amendment to the Consultant Services 
Contract with HDR Engineering, Inc. 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: 
Approved as to form by City Atty: 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: Amendment #I to Consultant 
Services Contract 

I Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: 3 - T  

Expenditure Amount Appropriation 
Required $8,438.00 Budgeted $8,438.00 Required 0 

INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 
The contract amendment provides for preparation of legal descriptions of the conservation 
easement for recordation; the preparation of a conceptual pedestrian bridge plan and profile 
section depicting all known utilities and providing technical assistance associated with the 
preparation of the State Wide Fish Enhancement Grant. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 
Adequate funds exist within the Park Development Fund to fund this expenditure. 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
NIA 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 
Move to: Authorize the Mayor on behalf of Council to execute an Amendment to the 
Consultant Services contract with HDR Engineering, Inc. in the not-to-exceed amount of eight 
thousand four hundred thirty-eight dollars and no cents ($8,438.00). 



AMENDMENT #I TO CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT 
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND 

HDR ENGINEERING. INC. 

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT is made to the AGREEMENT, dated June 11,2007, 
and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington municipal corporation (hereinafter 
the "City"), and HDR Engineerinq, Inc., a corporation organized under the laws of the 
State of Washinaton, located and doing business at 4717 97'h St. NW. Giu Harbor, 
Washinuton 98332, (hereinafter the "Consultant"). 

RECITALS 

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the development of leqal 
descriptions and recordable surveys near Donkey Creek and desires that the 
Consultant perform services necessary to provide the following consultation services. 

WHEREAS, the Consultant agreed to perform the services, and the parties 
executed an Agreement on June 11,2007 (hereinafter the "Agreement"); and 

WHEREAS, the existing Agreement requires the parties to execute an 
amendment to the Agreement in order to modify the scope of work to be performed by 
the Consultant, or to exceed the amount of compensation paid by the City; 

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

Section 1. Amendment to Scope of Services. Section I of the Agreement is 
amended to require the Consultant to perform all work described in Exhibit A - Scope 
of Services, attached to this Amendment, which Exhibit is incorporated herein as if fully 
set forth. 

Section 2. Amendment to Compensation. Section II(A) of the Agreement is 
amended to require the City to pay compensation to the Consultant for the work 
described in Exhibit A to the Amendment in the amount of: Eiqht Thousand Four 
Hundred Thirty-Eight Dollars and no Cents ($8.438.00). This Amendment shall not 
modify any other of the remaining terms and conditions in Section II, which shall be in 
effect and fully enforceable. 

Section 3. Effectiveness of all Remaining Terms of Agreement. All of the 
remaining terms and conditions of the Agreement between the parties shall be in effect 
and be fully enforceable by the parties. The Agreement shall be incorporated herein as 
if fully set forth, and become a part of the documents constituting the contract between 
the parties. 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on this 
day of ,2007. 

THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

By: By: 
Its Principal Mayor 

Notices to be sent to: 

CONSULTANT Stephen Misiurak, P.E. 
HDR Engineering, Inc. City Engineer 
Attn: Jason Hill, P.E. City of Gig Harbor 
4717 97Ih St. NW 3510 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, Washington 98332 Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 
(253) 858-5262 (253) 851-6170 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

City Attorney 

ATTEST: 

City Clerk 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF 1 

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that is the 
person who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (helshe) signed 
this instrument, on oath stated that (helshe) 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: 

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

My Commission expires: 



STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF PIERCE ) 

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that Charles L. Hunter is the 
person who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that he signed this 
instrument, on oath stated that he was authorized to execute the instrument and 
acknowledged it as the Mavor of Gicl 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: 



Exhibit A Scope o f  Services 

ONE COMPANY 
Many Solutiotir'" 

November 7th, 2007 

Mr. Stephen T. Misiurak, P.E. 
City Engineer 
City of Gig Harbor 
351 0 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

Subject: Amendment One 

Dear Mr. Misiurak: 

This Amendment is a multi task scope of work to build the foundation towards a 
successful restoration plan for Donkey Creek and Estuary. The task associated with this 
phase of the work will include: 

Task 5 Allowance for ongoing technical assistances with the National Fish and 
Wildlife Foundation & Salmon Recovery Funding Board Partnership Community - 
Salmon Fund -Statewide Round 

Technical assistance will be comorised of writina and reviewina sections reaardina -~ ~~ - ~ -~ 

restoration, habitat enhancemeni, hydraulic functions, cost estrmating etc. for the state 
wide grant the C~ty is pursing now. It is estimated that 6 hrs will be utilized for the 
statewide grant assistance. We would also note that the statewide grant can be utilized 
for the Pierce County Salmon Fund which is similar in format. 

The completion of this task will be paid on a lime and materials bases not to exceed 
$838.00. 

Attached is a break out of the cost associated with this task. 

Task 6 Property Legal Description 

Currently an existing draft agreement between the City of Gig Harbor and the Historical 
Society, has defined a conservation easement to be set aside for the day-lighting of 
Donkey Creek. This task is for the development of legal descriptions for the 
conservation easement at the north end of the Historical Societies site between 
Northharbor View Drive and Gig Harbor Bay. This legal description will be used as a 
legal document describing the exact pieces of property that the Historical Society will set 
aside as conservations easements. These legal descriptions will be paramount in 
obtaining future grants for the restoration of Donkey Creek. To expedite this process we 
have included PriZm Surveying to perform these activities. They have worked with the 
City of Gig Harbor in the past and with HDRIFishpro on many projects and have 
performed very well in both technical aspects as well as professionalism. 
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ONE COMPANY 
Many Solutions'" 

The completion of this task will be paid on a time and material basis not to exceed: 
$4,700.00. 

The deliverable for this task will be the legal descriptions of the conservation easement 
between North Harborview Drive and Gig Harbor Bay, and a recordable survey and legal 
description for the conservation easement near the intersection of Harborview Drive and 
Austin Street. 

The time for completion of this task from any given notice to proceed would be 
approximately 2 to 4 weeks. 

Attached is a break out of the cost associated with this task. 

Assumptions: The conservation easement on the historical property is well definedso developing 
the legal description for this piece is relatively straight forward. 

Given the data to date regarding the triangularpiece near the intersection of Harborview and 
Austin. we suggest a cost of approximately $3,600.00. This cost is higher due to the parcel in 
question needing to be defined. Given the present information, the cost noted above is an 
educated assumption based on current information. Should additional information be present that 
would best describe the parcel, the price may go down. 

Task 7 Plan and Profile of North Harbor View Crossing 

This task would develop pian and profile of two alternatives for developing a fish 
passage system at the existing 30-inch diameter fish barrier culvert at Donkey Creek 
and North Harborview Drive. 

Alternative one will depict a conceptual pedestrian/utiiity bridge plan, profile and section. 
The plan, profile, and section will include known utilities under North Harborview Drive 
as noted on provided information from the City of Gig Harbor. 

Alternative two will depict a conceptual fish passage culver plan, profile and section. The 
plan, profile, and section will include know utilities under North Harborview Drive as 
noted on provided information from the City of Gig Harbor. 

Assumptions: Locations of utilities related to gas, phone, fiber optic, power and cable TVare 
based on existing survey data provided by the City. The provided data only provides information 
related to horizontal location only. The verlical location of the utilities will be assumed base on 
industry standards for minimum cover over the referenced utilities. 

The completion of this task will be paid on a time and material basis not to exceed 
$2,900.00. 

The deliverable for this task would consist of 3 copies of alternative one and two on 
11x1 7 and an electronic version. 

The time for completion of this task from any given notice to proceed would be 
approximately 1 to 2 weeks. 

Attached is a break out of the cost associated with this task. 
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ONE COMPANY 
Many Solut ionr" 

PAYMENTS TO CONSULTANT: 

The City of Gig Harbor shall pay HDR an amount based on time and materials, at the 
rates shown in the attached fee schedule not to exceed $8,438.00 (Eight Thousand, 
Four Hundred Thirty Eight dollars and no cents) for the services described herein. This 
is the maximum amount to be paid under this Agreement for the work described herein 
and shall not be exceeded without the prior written authorization of the City in rhe form of 
a negotiated and executed supplemental agreement. PROVIDED, HOWEVER, the City 
reserves the right to direct the ~onsultant'scompensated services under the time frame 
set forth herein before reaching the maximum amount. 

Attached is an Estimate of Professional services to be carried out for the completion of 
the work as noted above. 

We appreciate the opportunity to submit to you this scope of work. Should you have any 
questions or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact us at your 
earliest convenience. 

Sincerely, 

Jason Hill, P.E. 
Project Manager 

Gus Brandon Garcia 
Project Designer 

Page 7 of 8 



Exhibit B 

Page 8 of 8 

s+38 

ah+ Dinn WU ma6v 
TraW Expense bmprum 
Cu Renld d V  
MRw d e g  

R111111 MPnpr 
Lodpm6Pehem dr?s 

h " . r n i C h  mlhr 

Wes 80 mp'es 

Rab 3 Fbb 
TnO. Cml Remw 3s hr 
wrcasansrur iumpwrn 

~ds.ihs t ~ o g y c h ~ ~ a t b ~ m h a h b r m  a m  l o e k h l a r ~ m b s r e d o n h r ~ h r h r t i ~ : ~ d m r n ~ & m i h e ~ d m t ~ d ~ ~ n d d ~ .  

Tdai 1- C& I8288 
Tdai OUa hrsd Bib SlM 
T h I  Prnjest W! fB.438 

Raa 
I l h p s u m  

Ida" 

0 .4~5  I &  

itnp 
Ida" 
i m m  

0.lO lwy 

3.W i W  

3.70 I h i  

iianpm 

Svbiolzi 

8 
9 

133 



'THE AlAIIITIME C I T Y  

Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Plan Review Services-St. Anthony's 
Medical Office Building 

Proposed Council Action: Approve the 
Contract with CWA Consulting Engineers for 
Plan Review Services on the St. Anthony's 
Medical Office Building project. 

Dept. Origin: BuildinglFire 

Prepared by: Bower 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: cd j41{07 

Approved by City Administrator: /.t/ / / /7 / t  
Approved as to form by City Atty: 
Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: 'r 

txpendlture Amount Appropriation 
Required $27,596.66 Budgeted 0 Required 0 I 
INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 
Due to the extremely high number of construction related permits in the process of review and 
permitting and In an effort to maintain our plan review turnaround goals, the Department 
proposes to utilize contract plan review services for the building permit review on the St. 
Anthony's Medical Office Building project. The contractor, CWA Consulting Engineers is the 
next contractof in line on our on-call list for providing this service. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 
Plan review fees collected for this project will be used to pay the contract amount. 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
No recommendation sought. 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 

Move to: Approve the contract with CWA Consulting Engineers in the amount of 
$27,596.66 for building plan review services on the St. Anthony's Medical Office 
Building project. 



CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT 
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND 

CWA CONSULTING ENGINEERS 
FOR PLANREVIEW SERVICES ON BP-07-0318, ST. ANTHONY'S MEDICAL 

OFFICE BUILDING PROJECT 

THIS AGREEMENT is made by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a 
Washington municipal corporation (hereinafter the "City") and CWA Consulting 
Engineers, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Washington, 
located and doing business at 8675 East Caraway Rd., Port Orchard, WA 98366 
(hereinafter the "Consultant") 

RECITALS 

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the review of plans and 
building permit applications in advance of permit issuance by the Building and 
Fire Safety Department and desires that the Consultant perform a complete plan 
review as described herein; and 

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

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

TERMS 

I. Description of Work 

The consultant shall perform all work as described in Exhibit "A .  

11. Payment 

A. The City shall pay the Consultant an amount based on a percentage of 
the plan review fees as determined under the City's current fee resolution as 
described in Exhibit "B, which shall not exceed Twenty-Seven Thousand Five 
Hundred and Ninety Six Dollars and Sixty-Six cents ($27,596.66). 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 ihe form of a negotiated and executed supplemental agreement, 
PROVIDED, HOWEVER, the City reserves the right to direct the Consultant's 
compensated services under the-time frame set forth in Section IV herein before 
reaching the maximum amount. The parties agree that there is no minimum 

1 



amount the City may be billed under this Agreement and that all fees shall be 
established as set forth in Exhibit 6. 

B. The Consultant shall submit monthly invoices to the City after such 
services have been performed, and a final bill upon completion of all services 
described in this Agreement. The City shall pay the full amount of an invoice 
within forty-five (45) days of receipt. If the City objects to all or any portion of any 
invoice, it shall 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. 

C. The following procedure shall be used for determining Consultant fees 
in relation to this Agreement. First, the City will receive the permit application 
and submittal documents. The permit and plan review fees will be determined by 
the City at that time. Second, the City will contact the Consultant to determine its 
availability for review services under this Agreement. The City will provide the 
Consultant with its fee calculations showing permit and plan review fees charged 
by the City and the Consultant's plan review fees as determined in Exhibit "C". If 
the Consultant agrees to the fees and is available to perform the work, one set of 
the plans and supporting submittal documents will be transferred to the 
Consultant for review. Finally, the consultant will invoice the City for services 
rendered upon completion of the review as outlined in Exhibit "C" and the plans 
will be returned to the City in the manner described under Exhibit "A". 

Ill. 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 
indeoendentlv established trade which encomaasses the soecific service 
provjded to t6e City hereunder, no agent, emp'loyee, 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 theability to control and 
direct the oerformance and details of the work. the Citv beina interested onlv in 
the results obtained under this agreement.   one of the benGfits provided b; 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. The Consultant shall have no authority to issue any 
permits, approvals, or to make any final decisions on any permit applications, 
which authority shall be reserved to City employees. 



IV. Duration of Work 

The City and the consultant agree that work will begin on the tasks 
described in Exhibit " A  once the Consultant has notified the City that it is 
available to perform the work (as provided in Section II(C) herein, and the City 
has transmitted a copy of the planslapplication to the Consultant. This 
Agreement shall expire on or before June 11.2008, regardless of whether the 
Consultant has expended all of the funds allocated herein for the work described 
in Section A. 

V. Termination 

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

6. Riahts 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, as long as the 
services were performed timely under the schedule in Exhibit A. Said amount 
shall not exceed the amount in Section II above. After termination, the City may 
take possession of all records and data in the Consultant's possession pertaining 
to this Aareement. which records and data mav be used bv the Citv without 
restriction. Upon termination, the City may take over the work aniprosecute the 
same to completion, by contract or othewise. Except in the situation where the 
Consultant has been terminated for public convenience, the Consultant shall be 
liable to the City for any additional costs incurred by the City in the completion of 
the Scope of Work referenced as Exhibit " A  and as modified or amended prior to 
termination. "Additional costs" shall mean all reasonable costs incurred by the 
City beyond the plan review fees (as determined as set forth in Exhibit B) that the 
parties agreed would be paid to the Consultant, specified in Section II(A) above. 

VI. Discrimination 

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

VII. Indemnification 



The Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, 
officials, employees, agents and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, 
injuries, damages, losses or suits, including all legal costs and attorney's fees, 
arisina out of or in connection with the ~erformance of this Aaresment, except for 
injuries and damages caused by the sole negligence of the City. The city's' 
inspection or acceptance of any of the Consultant's work when completed shall 
not be grounds to avoid any ofthese 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 THlS INDEMNIFICATION. 
THE PARTIES FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE THAT THEY HAVE MUTUALLY 
NEGOTIATED THlS WAIVER. THE CONSULTANTS WAIVER OF IMMUNITY 
UNDER THlS 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. 

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

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

2. Commercial General Liability insurance no less than 
$1,000,000 per occurrence with a $2,000,000 aggregate. 
Coverage shall include, but is not limited to, contractual 



liability, products and completed operations, property 
damage, and employers liability, and 

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

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

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

E. Under this agreement, the Consultant's insurance shall be 
considered primary in the event of a loss, damage or suit. The City's own 
comprehensive general liability policy will be considered excess coverage with 
respect to defense and indemnity of the City only and no other party. 
Additionally, the Consultant's commercial general liability policy must provide 
cross-liability coverage as could be achieved under a standard IS0 separation of 
insured's clause. 

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

IX. Exchange of Information 

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 work, and that the City is entitled to rely upon any 
information supplied by the Consultant which results as a product of this 
Agreement. 

X. Ownership and Use of Records and Documents 

Original documents, drawings, designs, and reports developed under this 
Agreement shall belong to and become the property of the City. All written 
information submitted by the City to the Consultant in connection with the 
services performed by the Consultant under this agreement will be safeguarded 



by the Consultant to at least the same extent as the Consultant safeguards like 
information relating to its own business. If such information is publicly available 
or is already in Consultant's possession or known to it, or is rightfully obtained by 
the Consultant from third parties, the Consultant shall bear no responsibility for 
its disclosure, inadvertent or otherwise. 

XI. City's Right of Inspection 

Even though the Consultant is an independent contractor with the 
authority to control and direct the performance and details of the work authorized 
under this Agreement, the work must meet the approval of the City and shall be 
subject to the City's general right of inspection to secure the satisfactory 
completion thereof. The Consultant agrees to comply with all federal, state, and 
municipal laws, rules, and regulations that are now effective or become 
applicable within the terms of this Agreement to the Consultant's performance of 
the work described herein, 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. uursuant to the Revised Code of Washinaton (RCW) 
Section 51.08.195, as'iequired to show that the services uerformed b; the ' 
Consultant under this ~ ~ r e e m e n t  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. 

XIV. Non-Waiver of Breach 

The failure of the City to insist upon strict performance of any of the 
covenants and agreements contained herein or to exercise any option herein 
conferred in one or more instances shall not be construed to be a waiver or 



relinquishment of said covenants, agreements, or options and the same shall be 
and remain in full force and effect. 

XV. Resolution of Disputes and Governing Law 

Should any dispute, misunderstanding, or conflict arise as to the terms 
and conditions contained in this Agreement, the matter shall first be referred to 
the City BuildinglFire Safety Director and the City shall determine the term or 
provisions true intent or meaning. The 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 hereunder. 

If any dispute arises between the City and the Consultant under any of the 
provisions of this Agreement which cannot be resolved by the 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 this Agreement, unless notified 
to the contrary. Unless otherwise specif/e& 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: 
Charles Williams, PE 
CWA Consulting Engineers 
8675 East Caraway Rd. 
Port Orchard, WA 98366 
(360) 871-5433 

XVII. Assignment 

CITY: 
Dick J. Bower, CBO 
Bldg. OfficiallFire Marshal 
City of Gig Harbor 
3510 Grandview St. 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 
(253) 851-6170 

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. 

XIX. Conflicts of Interest 

The City acknowledges that the Consultant is engaged in a separate 
practice, performing the type of work that is the subject of this Agreement, for 
other clients. However, a conflict of interest may arise if the Consultant is asked 
to perform under this Agreement by reviewing piam for projects of existing or 
former clients. The Consultant shall notifv the Buildina OfficiallFire Marshal if the 
Consultant receives plans to review for a; existing anilor former client of the 
Consultant. The Consultant further acknowledges that RCW 58.17.160 provides 
that: "No engineer who is connected in any way with the subdividing and platting 
of the land for which subdivision approval is sought, shall examine and approve 
such plats on behalf of any city, town or county." The Consultant agrees that if it 
is connected in any way with the subdividing and platting of any land, that it shall 
not accept review of any subdivision application and shall immediately notify the 
City of such conflict. 

XX. Integration 

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

XXI. Severability. 

If any phrase, sentence or provision of this Agreement is held invalid by a 
court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity shall not affect the remainder of 
this Agreement, and to this end the provisions of this Agreement are declared to 
be severable. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on 
this ?day of )Jo~Er(&?t ,2007. 



CONSULTANT CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

By: a m -  7 

By: 
Principal Mayor 

Notices to be sent to: 

Charles Williams, PE 
CWA Consulting Engineers 
8675 East Caraway Rd., 
Port Orchard, WA 98366 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

City Attorney 

ATTEST: 

City Clerk 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 

COUNTY OF PIERCE 

Dick J. Bower, CBO 
BuildinglFire Safety Director 
City of Gig Harbor 
3510 Grandview St. 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 
(253) 851-6170 

) 
) ss. 
) 

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence t h a t c h d ~ i  \h j ; \bh5 is  the person 
who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (heishe) signed this instrument, on 

d that (heishe) was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the 
o f  rw* ~ r l ~ ~ , \ ' t i ~ &  to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the 

uses and purposes mentioned in the inpdument. 

Dated: kt 17 ) o"3 

?O%LIL, ~A.Mv)L ball lcw, 
h i n t  or t v ~ e  name) 

NOTARY PUBLI'C in and ;or the Stat of 
Washington. residing at: )3kde(od& 
My Commission expires: 1->>-Mb9 



Exhibit "A" 
SCOPE OF WORK AND PROCESS 

1. Plan Review 

A. The Consultant will review plans submitted with building permit 
application number BD-07-0220, Hunt Highlands for structural and non-structural 
code compliance in accordance with the currently adopted construction codes, 
Washington State Building Code (current WAC), Washington State Energy Code, 
Washington State Ventilation and Indoor Air Quality Code, and the Gig Harbor 
Municipal Code, except that the Consultant will confer with the Building 
OfficialIFire Marshal or hislher agent on any portion of the review that specifically 
requires an approval of the building or fire code official under the applicable 
code(s) for alternate work or methods, or that involves an unusual interpretation. 

B. The Consultant will not design for the applicant, make any changes on 
the plans that involves primary structural elements or connections, or make any 
change that directly contradicts other information on the plans. Any change 
marked on the plans must be made by or under the direction of the applicant and 
be clearly identified as such on the plans. All necessary notes and details must 
be on or directly attached to the approved permit set of plans. 

C. If corrections or additions are required, the Consultant will write and 
send a review letter to the applicant and will send a copy to the City's building 
officiallfire marshal. The review letter will describe each required correction or 
addition, and reference the applicable code section. It will also direct the 
applicant to submit the revised or added information to the Consultant and the 
City of Gig Harbor Building and Fire Safety Department. The Consultant will 
provide a facsimile or electronic transmittal of the review letter to the applicant or 
their agent when requested by the applicant. All communication will be directed 
to the contact person named on the application. 

D. After final review by the consultant the Consultant will indicate that the 
plans have been reviewed and found to be in substantial compliance with 
applicable codes and ordinances. The plan reviewer's signature and approval 
date will be affixed to such statement on the plan set. 

E. After receipt of the plan set from the Consultant, the City will continue 
processing of the application and notify the applicant of the final decision. 

2. Process 

A. The City will determine and collect plan review fees to be paid by the 
applicant per the City's fee resolution. 

B. The Building OfficiallFire Marshal will determine which plans are to be 



reviewed by the Consultant. 

C. The City will intake, track, and process the permit applications and all 
revisions per current City of Gig Harbor administrative procedures. 

D. The City will be responsible for the transportation of applications, 
plans, and revisions to the contractor. 

E. The Consultant will be responsible for transportation of approved 
applications, plans, and revisions after the Consultant's final review to the City. 

F. The Consultant will complete the review and will either provide final 
recommendation for approval of the application and notify the City of approval via 
return of all materials, or will send the applicant and the City a review letter within 
the timelines listed below. Each timeline will begin from the day the Consultant 
receives the plans. Unsolicited submittal of significant plan revisions by the 
applicant will be reviewed according to the initial review timeline. Unsolicited 
submittal of minor plan revisions by the applicant will be reviewed according to 
the revision timeline (item I b or 2b below). 

1. Single Family (Residential) and Other Less Complex Projects 
a. Eight (8) working days for initial review of projects sent to the 

Consultant at a rate of five (5) or fewer projects per week. Additional projects 
beyond five per week will be reviewed initially within fourteen (14) calendar days. 

b. Five (5) working days for review of revised plans or additional 
information. 

2. All Other Projects (including all new separate commercial buildings) 
a. Twenty-one (21) calendar days for the initial review. 
b. Fourteen (14) calendar days for review of revision submittals 

unless otherwise agreed to by the City in advance. 

G. Within two (2) days of receipt of the plans, the Consultant will indicate 
if they are not able to meet the timeline for the review. The Consultant will return 
plans to the City of the timing on review could not be negotiated. The review 
time may be negotiated when the quantity and/or complexity of projects to be 
reviewed for the City constrains the Consultant's ability to meet the timelines. If, 
at any time after the plans have been sent to the Consultant, if the Consultant 
finds that it cannot perform a timely review or that the review hasn't been done in 
a timely manner, the City may demand that the plans be immediately returned to 
the City so that the City can perform the review to completion. If the City 
demands that the plans be returned to the City on timeliness grounds, the 
Consultant shall not be entitled to any fee. 



Exhibit " B  

Calculation and Payment of Fees 

1. \'aluation to Determine Review Fees 

A. The valuation used in determining the permit and plan review fees for 
conventional projects will be the applicants submitted valuation or the 
valuation determined using the Square Foot Construction Costs table 
established under the current City of Gig Harbor fee resolution 
whichever is hiaher. 

B. Experience and judgment shall be applied to determine valuation for 
commercial tenant improvements and unconventional projects such as 
foundation repairs, retaining walls, etc. where a clearly ddined added 
floor area is not identifiable. The Contractor and the City shall agree 
on valuation prior to beginning plan review for such projects, based on 
the applicant's valuation, a detailed bid, or other approved estimating 
methods. 

C. Each separate structure shall be valued individually. 
D. The Consultant's fees shall be based on the followina arovisions: 

1. Building Permit Fee: As set forth in the current c ~ G  bf Gig Harbor 
fee resolution.(This is not the Consultant's fee) 
2. Plan Review Fee: 65% of the building permit fee as determined by 
the current City of Gig Harbor fee resolution. (This is not the 
Consultant's fee) 

E. The Consultant's fees shall be as described in Section 2 below with a 
minimum fee as indicated for each new building except that no 
minimum shall apply to repetitive buildings (identical to a previous 
building). 

2. Consultant's Plan Review Fees 

Consultant's fees shall be in accordance with the following tables: 

A. Partial Review - Review of only Structural, Non-structural, WA State 
Energy Code, or Ventilation and Indoor Air Quality Code compliance: 

Projects with value in excess of $5,000,000.00 shall be charged at the rate of 
$85.00 per hour, with a minimum fee equal to 33% of the plan review fee and 

12 



shall not exceed 38%. Fees in excess of the minimum fee must be negotiated 
with the building officiallfire marshal prior to beginning review. 

B. Complete Review - Review for Structural, Non-structural, WSEC and 
VlAQ compliance. 

Projects with value in excess of $5,000,000.00 shall be charged at the rate of 
$85.00 per hour, with a minimum fee equal to 55% of the plan review fee and 
shall not exceed 60%. Fees in excess of the minimum fee must be negotiated 
with the building officiallfire marshal prior to beginning review. 

D. Repetitive Buildings (must be identical) -After first building: 15% of the 
plan review fee with no minimum amount 

3. Additional Plan Review 

A. The fees described above include the initial plan review plus 2 re- 
checks. When substantial revisions occur, additional fees may be charged when 
the City deems appropriate. 

B. A standard hourly rate of $85.00 per hour will be charged when 
additional plan review service is required. The additional time will be 
documented with appropriate explanation for the City's use and permit record file. 
Additional plan review fees must be authorized by the City in advance. 
4. Fee Limitations. 

A. The total amount paid to the Consultant under this agreement shall not 
exceed the amount indicated in Part 11, item " A  of the Consultant Services 
Contract. This limitation shall not obligate the Consultant to perform services 
without compensation. The City will monitor the balance of funds remaining 
within the contractual fee limitation. 



Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Department of Ecology - NPDES 
Stormwater Plan Grant Agreement 

Proposed Council Action: Authorize the 
Mayor to execute the attached grant agreement 
with the Department of Ecology. 

Dept. Origin: Engineering 

Prepared by: Steve Misiurak, PEL 
City Engineer 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: Grant Agreement 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: 

Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: 

Approved as to form by City Atty: C W  

txpend~ture Amount Appropriation 
Required $0 Budgeted $0 Required $0 

INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 

As part of the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Phase 2 municipal 
stormwater general permit for Western Washington, the Washington State Department of 
Ecology (DOE) requires municipal stormwater managers to develop and implement a 
Stormwater Management Plan with six defined measures to control stormwater. These 
measures include: 

1. Public outreach; 
2. Public participation; 
3. Illicit discharge detection and elimination 
4. Construction runoff control; 
5. Post-construction runoff control; and 
6. Pollution prevention and good housekeeping 

The Department of Ecology issued the Permit to the City on January 17,2007. In July 2007 
the Department of Ecology offered the City of Gig Harbor, as a "designated local government", 
a local government stormwater grant in the amount of $75,000 to assist with the 
implementation of the NPDES requirements. 

Examples of permit requirements that are eligible for grant funding include conducting 
inventories of stormwater sources, review of existina and model stormwater reaulations. 
source control activities (drain stenciling, business kpections, public informatibn campaigns, 
etc.), mapping of infrastructure, purchase of equipment for conducting stormwater monitoring, 
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evaluation of stormwater quality, and other activities consistent with the requirements of the 
stormwater management program. 

If accepted by the City of Gig Harbor, the Department of Ecology anticipates signing this grant 
on or after January 31, 2008. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 

This grant does not require matching local funds. 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

NIA 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 

Move to: Authorize the Mayor to execute the attached grant agreement with the Department 
of Ecology. 



STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY 
PO Box 47600 0 Olympia, WA 98504-7600 a 360-407-6000 

71 1 for Washington Relay Service * Persons with a speech disability can call 877-833-6341 

October 17,2007 

Mr. Stephen Misiurak 
City of Gig Harbor 
35 10 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

CITY OF GIG HARBOR 
OPER. & ENGINEERING 

Re: Local Government Stormwater Grants Program : 

Ecology Grant Agreement No. GO800146 

Dear Mr. Misiurak: 

Enclosed are three unsigned copies of the above-referenced agreement between the Department 
of Ecology and the City of Gig Harbor for the Gig Harbor Local Government Stormwater Grant 
project. 

Please carefully review the grant agreement including the project scope of work, budget, and 
special conditions. If all is acceptable, have Mayor Charles Hunter sign the enclosed three 
originals of the grant agreement, then return all three to me. One fully-executed original will be 
returned to you after signature by our Program Manager. 

This agreement will be final upon the date of signature by the Water Quality Program Manager. 
Once signed, costs may be reimbursed on those incurred since July 1,2007. 

Also enclosed is a Signature Authorization Form. Please have all necessary staff sign and then 
return to me. 

If you should have any questions, please call me at (360) 407-7489. 

Sincerely, 

Melanie Tyler I/ 

Grant Financial Manager 
Water Quality Program 

Enclosures 



LOCAL GOVERNMENT STORMWATER GRANTS PROGRAM 
GRANT AGREEMENT 

BETWEEN THE 
STATE OF WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY 

AND THE 
CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

THIS is a binding agreement entered into, by, and between the state of Washington Department 
of Ecology (DEPARTMENT), and the City of Gig Harbor WCIPIENT). The purpose of this 
agreement is to provide funds to the RECIPIENT to carry out the requirements described herein. 

PART I. GENERAL INFORMATION 

Project Title: Gig Harbor Local Government Stormwater 
Grant 

Grant Number: GO800146 

RECIPIENT Name and Address: City of Gig Harbor 
3510 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

RECIPIENT Contact: Stephen Misiurak 
Telephone Number: (253) 851-6170 
Fax Number: (253) 853-7597 
E-Mail Address: misiuraks@cityofgigharbor.net 

RECIPIENT Billing Contact: Stephen Misiurak 
Telephone Number: (253) 851-6170 
Fax Number: (253) 853-7597 
E-Mail Address: misiuraks@cityofgigharbor.net 

RECIPIENT Federal ID Number: 91-6001435 

DEPARTMENT ProjectRinancial Manager: Melanie Tyler 
Mailing Address: Water Quality Program 

Washington State Department of Ecology 
P.O. Box 47600 
Olympia, WA 98504-7600 

Telephone Number: (360) 407-7489 
Fax Number: (360) 407-7151 
E-Mail Address: mety46l@ecy.wa.gov 



Gig Harbor Local Government Stormwater Grant 
City of Gig Harbor 
Grant No. GO800146 

DEPARTMENT Funding Source: 2007-09 Biennial Operating BudgetLocal Toxics 
Control Account 

Total Cost: 
Total Eligible Cost: 

DEPARTMENT Share: $75,000 

DEPARTMENT Maximum Percentage: 100 percent 

The effective date of this grant agreement is July 1,2007. Any work performed prior to the 
effective date of this agreement will be at the sole expense and risk of the RECIPIENT. 

This agreement expires on June30,2009. 

PART 11. PERFORMANCE MEASURES 

A. Water Oualitv Goal. 

Improved stormwater management and water quality protection associated with 
development and implementation of a stormwater management program. 

B. Project Outcomes. 

Local Government Stormwater Grants for local governments to receive grants for 
municipal stormwater programs, including but not limited to: 

1. Implementation of Phase I1 municipal stormwater National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permits. 

2. Stormwater source control for toxics in association with clean-up of contaminated 
sediment sites. 

3. Stormwater source control programs for shellfish protection districts where 
stormwater is a significant contributor. 

C. Post Proiect Assessment. 

The RECIPIENT agrees to submit a brief survey three years after project completion 
regarding the key project outcomes and the status of environmental results or goals from 
the project. The DEPARTMENT'S Performance Measures Lead will e-mail the 
RECIPIENT the Post Project Assessment Survey. 

The DEPARTMENT may conduct on-site interviews and inspections, and may otherwise 
evaluate the Project. The DEPARTMENT will enter the information provided into its 
performance measures database to be provided to the Washington State Legislature, 
United States Environmental Protection Agency, and other natural resource agencies. 



Gig Harbor Local Government Stormwater Grant 
City of Gig Harbor 
Grant No. GO800146 

Approximate Post Project Assessment Date: June 30,2012 

PART 111. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The RECIPIENT'S stormwater project will address planning, implementation, or management of 
municipal stormwater programs. 

PART IV. PROJECT BUDGET 

Pawent Reauest Submittals. Payment requests will not be submitted more often than monthly, 
unless allowed by the DEPARTMENT'S ProiectIFinancial Manager. The DEPARTMENT'S 

Gig Harbor Local Government Stormwater Grant 

~roject@inanciai ~ a n a ~ e r  may require the RECIPIENT to submit regular payment requests to 
ensure efficient and timely use of funds. 

ELEMENTS 

Task 1 - Project Administrationhlanagement 

Task 2 - Implementation of Stormwater Planning and Management 
Needs 

Total 

Payment Schedule. Payments will be made on a cost-reimbursable basis. 

TOTAL ELIGIBLE 
COST (TEC)* 

$ 7,500 

$67,500 

$75,000 

PART V. SCOPE OF WORK 

The RECIPIENT shall ensure that this project is completed according to the details of this 
agreement. The RECIPIENT may elect to use its own forces or it may contract for professional 
services necessq to perform and complete project related work. The RECIPIENT certifies by 
signing this agreement that all applicable requirements have been satisfied in the procurement of 
any professional services. Eligible and ineligible project costs are separate and identifiable for 

*The DEPARTMENT'S Fiscal Office will track to the Total Eligible Project Cost. 

MATCHING REQUIREMENTS (There are no matching requirements) 

Page 3 of 8 

DEPARTMENT Share FY 08 (100% of TEC) $75,000 



Gig Harbor Local Government Stosmwater Grant 
City of Gig Harbor 
Grant No. GO800146 

billing purposes. If professional services are contracted, the RECIPIENT shall submit a copy of 
the fmal contract to the DEPARTMENT'S ProjectTinancial Manager. 

Task 1 - Proiect AdrninistrationManagement 

A. The RECIPIENT shall administer the project. Responsibilities will include, but not be 
limited to: maintenance of project records; submittal of payment vouchers, fiscal fosms, 
and progress reports; compliance with applicable procurement, contracting, and interlocal 
agreement requirements; application for, receipt of, and compliance with all required 
pesmits, licenses, easements, or property rights necessary for the project; and submittal of 
required performance items. 

B. The RECIPIENT shall manage the project. Efforts will include: conducting, 
coordinating, and scheduling project activities and assuring quality control. Every effort 
will be made to maintain effective communication with the RECIPIENT'S designees; the 
DEPARTMENT; all affected local, state, or federal jurisdictions; and any interested 
individuals or groups. The RECIPIENT shall carry out this project in accordance with 
any completion dates outlined in this agreement. 

C. The RECIPIENT shall submit all invoice voucher submittals and supportive 
documentation, to the DEPARTMENT'S ProjectTinancial Manager. Copies of all 
applicable fosms shall be included with an original A19-lA, and shall be submitted to the 
DEPARTMENT. Blank forms are found in Administrative Reauirements for Recipients 
of Ecolow Grants and Loans. 

Required Forms: Where Eligible Costs Have Incurred: 
Form A19-1A (original signature) Fosm E (ECY 060-12) 
Fosm B2 (ECY 060-7) Form F (ECY 060-13) 
Fosm C2 (ECY 060-9) Fosm G (ECY 060-14) 
Fosm D (ECY 060-1 1) Fosm H (F-21) 

Fosm I (ECY 060-1 5) 

D. If work conducted results in a report, the RECIPIENT shall submit the following to the 
DEPARTMENT'S ProjectTinancial Manager and in the quantities identified: 

8 Draft project completion reports - one electronic copy 
Final project completion reports - five copies 

8 Electronic copy of final project completion report 

The RECIPIENT shall submit two copies of any document(s) which reauires 
A . , 

DEPARTMENT approval. Once approval is given, one copy will be returned to the 
RECIPIENT. If the RECIPIENT needs more than one approved copy, the number of - -. 
submittals should be adjusted accordingly. 
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Gig Harbor Local Government Stormwater Grant 
City of Gig Harbor 
Grant No. GO800146 

Task 2 -Implementation of Stormwater Plannine and Management Needs 

A. The RECIPIENT shall address stormwater management needs that protect or restore 
water quality. The RECIPIENT may conduct work related to any of the following 
eligible stormwater management outcomes: 

Implementation of activities required by the municipal stormwater National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits. 
Stormwater source control for toxics in association with clean-up of contaminated 
sediment sites. 
Stormwater source control programs for shellfish protection districts where 
stormwater is a significant contributor. 

B. Examples of eligible projects or project components: 

Conducting inventories of stormwater sources. 
Establishing and refining stormwater utilities, including stable rate structures, 
developing stormwater ordinances and regulations, initial staffing, and other 
capacity building activities to facilitate ongoing stormwater management needs. 
Review existing and model stormwater regulations. 
Mapping or geographic information systems of stormwater system infrastructure. 
Source control activities, such as drain stenciling, business inspections, and public 
information and communication. 
Identification and removal of illicit stormwater discharges into municipal separate 
storm sewer systems. 
Completing detailed plans, for example, stormwater management plans, 
engineering reports or facilities plans (including fmancing options and choices), 
education and outreach plans, and source control progress reports. 
Purchase of equipment for conducting stormwater monitoring. 
Evaluation of stormwater quality. 
Other activities consistent with Legislative provisos for this program or local and 
regional stormwater management programs or permit compliance, which can be 
completed by the June 30,2009, deadline. 

PART VI. SPECIAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

A. Commencement of Work. In the event that the RECIPIENT fails to commence work on 
the project funded herein within four months after the effective date of this agreement, or 
by any date mutually agreed upon in writing for commencement of work, the 
DEPARTMENT reserves the right to terminate this agreement. 

B. DEPARTMENT Funding Recognition. The RECIPIENT shall acknowledge and inform 
the public about DEPARTMENT hnding participation in this project as appropriate. 



Gig Harbor Local Government Stormwater Grant 
City of Gig Harbor 
Grant No. GO800146 

Examples include project signs andlor acknowledgement in published materials and 
reports, the news media, or other public announcements. Projects addressing site-specific 
locations must utilize appropriately sized and weather-resistant signs. 

C. Eauipment Purchase. The purchase of equipment may be eligible under this project. If 
the RECIPIENT determines that equipment is needed to achieve the project outcomes, a 
request must be made to the DEPARTMENT. All equipment purchases must have prior 
approval by the DEPARTMENT. 

D. Indirect Rate. To acknowledge overhead costs, the RECIPIENT may charge an indirect 
rate up to 25 percent based on RECIPIENT employee's direct salary and benefit costs 
incurred while conducting project related work, provided that prior to signature of this 
agreement, the DEPARTMENT'S ProjectlFinancial Manager may require a list of items 
included in the indirect rate during negotiations or thereafter. Items that are generally 
included in an indirect rate are identified in Administrative Reauirements for Recipients 
of Ecolow Grants and Loans. 

E. MeetingsLipht Refreshments. The RECIPIENT may spend up to $50 per meeting for 
light refreshments associated with this project. The total amount spent for light 
refreshments under this agreement cannot exceed $300. 

F. Minoritv and Women's Business Participation. The RECIPIENT agrees to solicit and 
recruit, to the maximum extent possible, certified minority-owned (MBE) and women- 
owned (WBE) businesses in purchases and contracts initiated after the effective date of 
this agreement. 

In the absence of more stringent goals established by the RECIPIENT'S jurisdiction, the 
RECIPIENT agrees to utilize the DEPARTMENT'S goals for minority- and women- 
owned business participation in all bid packages, request for proposals, and purchase 
orders. These goals are expressed as a percentage of the total dollars available for the 
purchase or contract and are as follows: 

ConstructionPublic Works 10% MBE 6% WBE 
ArchitecturetEngineering 10% MBE 6% WBE 
Purchased Goods 8% MBE 4% WBE 
Purchased Services 10% MBE 4% WBE 
Professional Services 10% MBE 4% WBE 

Meeting these goals is voluntary and no contract award or rejection will be made based 
on achievement or non-achievement of the goals. Achievement of the goals is 
encouraged, however, and the RECIPIENT and ALL prospective bidders or persons 
submitting qualifications shall take the following affirmative steps in any procurement 
initiated after the effective date of this Agreement: 
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Gig Harbor Local Government Stormwater Grant 
City of Gig Harbor 
Grant No. GO800146 

1. Include qualified minority and women's businesses on solicitation lists. 
2. Assure that qualified minority and women's businesses are solicited whenever 

they are potential sources of services or supplies. 
3. Divide the total requirements, when economically feasible, into smaller tasks or 

quantities, to permit maximum participation by qualified minority and women's 
businesses. 

4. Establish delivery schedules, where work requirements permit, which will - 
encourage participation of qualified minority and women's businesses. 

5. Use the services and assistance of the State Office of Minority and Women's 
Business Enterprises (OMWBE) and the Office of Minority Business Enterprises 
of the U.S. Department of Commerce, as appropriate. 

By signing this Agreement, the RECIPIENT certifies that the above steps were, or will 
be, followed. Any contractor engaged by the RECIPIENT under this agreement will be 
required to follow the above five affirmative steps in the award of any subcontract(s). 

The RECIPIENT shall report to the DEPARTMENT at the time of submitting each 
invoice, on forms provided by the DEPARTMENT, payments made to qualified firms. 
The report will address: 

1. Name and state OMWBE certification number of any qualified fm receiving 
funds under the voucher, includmg any sub-and/or sub-subcontractors. 

2. The total dollar amount paid to qualified firms under this invoice. 

G. Promess Reports. The RECIPIENT shall submit quarterly Progress Reports to the 
DEPARTMENT'S ProjectfFinancial Manager. Payment requests will not be processed 
without a Progress Report. 

Reporting Periods. 
January 1 through March 3 1 

April 1 through June 30 
July 1 through September 30 

October 1 through December 3 1 

Reporting Due Date. Quarterly Progress Reports are due 15 days following the end of the 
quarter. 

Reoort Content. At a minimum, all Progress Reports must contain a comparison of 
actual accomplishments to the objectives established for the period, the reasons for delay 
if established objectives were not met, analysis andexplanation of any cost overruns, and 
any additional pertinent information specified in this agreement. 
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Gig Harbor Local Government Stormwater Grant 
City of Gig Harbor 
Grant No. GO800146 

PART VII. ALL WRITINGS CONTAINED HEREIN 

s his' agreement, the appended GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS, the DEPARTMENT'S 
current edition of Adntinisfrative Requirements for Recipients of Ecology Grants and Loans 
("Yellow Book'> and the Local Government Stormwater Grants Program FY 2008 contain the 
entire understanding between the parties, and there are no other understandings or representations 
other than as set forth or incorporated by reference, herein. No subsequent modification(s) or 
amendment(s) of this agreement shall be of any force or effect unless signed by authorized 
representatives of the RECIPIENT and DEPARTMENT and made a part of this agreement, 
EXCEPT that in response to a request from the RECIPIENT, the DEPARTMENT may 
redistribute the grant budget. The DEPARTMENT or RECIPIENT may change their respective 
staff contacts without the concurrence of either party. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereby execute this Grant: 

STATE OF WASHINGTON CITY OF GIG -OR 

WATER QUALITY PROGRAM MANAGER MAYOR 

APPROVED AS TO FORM ONLY 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL 

(Revised 7/9/07) 
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GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
Pertaining to Grant and Loan Agreements of 

the Department o f  Ecology 

A. RECIPIENT PERFORMANCE 
All activities for which granffloan funds are to be used shall be accomplished by the RECIPIENT 

and RECIPIENT'S employees. The RECIPIENT shall only use contractor/consultant assistance if that has 
been included in the agreement's final scope of work and budget. 
B. SUBGRANTEEICONTRACTOR COMPLIANCE 

The RECIPIENT must ensure that all subgrantees and contractors comply with the terms and 
conditions of this agreement. 
C. THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARY 

The RECIPIENT shall ensure that in all subcontracts entered into by the RECIPIENT pursuant to 
this agreement, the state of Washington is named as an express third-party beneficiary of such 
subcontracts with full rights as such. 
D. CONTRACTING FOR SERVICES (BIDDING) 

Contracts for construction, purchase of equipment and professional architectural and engineering 
services shall be awarded through a competitive process, if required by State law. RECIPIENT shall 
retain copies of all bids received and contracts awarded, for inspection and use by the DEPARTMENT. 
E. ASSIGNMENTS 

No right or claim of the RECIPIENT arising under this agreement shall be transferred or assigned 
by the RECIPIENT. 
F. COMPLIANCE WITH ALL LAWS 

1. The RECIPIENT shall comply fully with all applicable Federal, State and local laws, 
orders, regulations and permits. 

Prior to commencement of any construction, the RECIPIENT shall secure the necessary 
approvals and permits required by authorities having jurisdiction over the project, provide assurance to 
the DEPARTMENT that all approvals and permits have been secured, and make copies available to the 
DEPARTMENT upon request. 

2. Discrimination. The DEPARTMENT and the RECIPIENT agree to be bound by all 
Federal and State laws, regulations, and policies against discrimination. The RECIPIENT further agrees 
to affirmatively support the program of the Office of Minority and Women's Business Enterprises to the 
maximum extent possible. If the agreement is federally-funded, the RECIPIENT shall report to the 
DEPARTMENT the percent of granffloan funds available to women or minority owned businesses. 

3. Wages And Job Safety. The REClPlENTagrees to comply with all applicable laws, 
regulations, and policies of the United States and the State of Washington which affect wages and job 
safety. 

4. Industrial Insurance. The RECIPIENT certifies full compliance with all applicable state 
industrial insurance requirements. If the RECIPIENT fails to comply with such laws, the DEPARTMENT 
shall have the right to immediately terminate this agreement for cause as provided in Section K. l ,  herein. 
G. KICKBACKS 

The RECIPIENT is prohibited from inducing by any means any person employed or otherwise 
involved in this project to give up any part of the compensation to which helshe is otherwise entitled or, 
receive any fee, commission or gift in return for award of a subcontract hereunder. 
H. AUDITS AND INSPECTIONS 

1. The RECIPIENT shall maintain complete program and financial records relating to this 
aareement, Such records shall clearly indicate total receipts and expenditures by fund source and task or 
oiject. 

All granffloan records shall be kept in a manner which provides an audit trail for all 
expenditures. All records shall be kept in a common file to facilitate audits and inspections. 



Engineering documentation and field inspection reports of all construction work 
accomplished under this agreement shall be maintained by the RECIPIENT. 

2. All grantlloan records shall be open for audit or inspection by the DEPARTMENT or by 
any duly authorized audit representative of the State of Washington for a period of at least three years 
after the final grant paymeniloan repayment or any dispute resolution hereunder. If any such audits 
iaentify discrepancies in the financial records, the RECIPIENT shall provide clarification and/or make 
adjustments accordingly. 

3. All work performed under this agreement and any equipment purchased, shall be made 
available to the DEPARTMENT and to any authorized state, federal or local representative for inspection 
at any time during the course of this agreement and for at least three years following granuloan 
termination or dispute resolution hereunder. 

4. RECIPIENT shall meet the provisions in OM6 CircularA-133 (Audits of States, Local 
Governments & Non Profit Organizations), including the compliance Supplement to OM6 Circular A-133, 
if the RECIPIENT expends $500,000 or more in a year in Federal funds. The $500,000 threshold for 
each year is a cumulative total of all federal funding from all sources. The RECIPIENT must forward a 
copy of the audit along with the RECIPIENT'S response and the final corrective action plan to the 
DEPARTMENT within ninety (90) days of the date of the audit report. 
I. PERFORMANCE REPORTING 

The RECIPIENT shall submit progress reports to the DEPARTMENT with each payment request 
or such other schedule as set forth in the Special Conditions. The RECIPIENT shall also report in writing 
to the DEPARTMENT any problems, delays or adverse conditions which will materially affect their ability 
to meet project objectives or time schedules. This disclosure shall be accompanied by a statement of the 
action taken or proposed and any assistance needed from the DEPARTMENT to resolve the situation. 
Payments may be withheld if required progress reports are not submitted. 

Quarterly reports shall cover the periods January 1 through March 31, April 1 through June 30, 
July 1 through September 30, and October 1 through December 31. Reports shall be due within thirty 
(30) days following the end of the quarter being reported. 
J. COMPENSATION 

1. Method of compensation. Payment shall normally be made on a reimbursable basis as 
specified in the grant agreement and no more often than once per month. Each request for payment will 
be submitted by the RECIPIENT on State voucher request forms provided by the DEPARTMENT along 
with documentation of the expenses. Payments shall be made for each taskphase of the project, or 
portion thereof, as set out in tne Scope of Work when completed by the RECIPIENT and approved as 
satisfactory by the Project Officer. 

The payment request form and supportive documents must itemize all allowable costs by 
major elements as described in the Scope of Work. Instructions for submitting the payment requests are 
found in "Administrative Requirements for Ecology Grants and Loans", part IV, published by the 
DEPARTMENT. A copy of this document shall be furnished to the RECIPIENT. When payment requests 
are approved by the DEPARTMENT, payments will be made to the mutually agreed upon designee. 

Payment requests shall be submitted to the DEPARTMENT and directed to the Project 
Officer assigned to administer this agreement. 

2. Period of Compensation. Payments shall only be made for actions of the RECIPIENT 
pursuant to the grantlloan agreement and performed after the effective date and prior to the expiration 
date of this agreement, unless those dates are specifically modified in writing as provided herein. 

3. Final Request(s) for Payment. The RECIPIENT should submit final requests for 
compensation within forty-five(45) days after the expiration date of this agreement and within fifteen (15) 
days after the end of a fiscal biennium. Failure to comply may result in delayed reimbursement. 

4. Performance Guarantee. The DEPARTMENT may withhold an amount not to exceed ten 
percent (10%) of each reimbursement payment as security for the RECIPIENT'S performance. Monies 
withheld by the DEPARTMENT may be paid to the RECIPIENT when the project(s) described herein, or a 
portion thereof, have been completed if, in the DEPARTMENT'S sole discretion, such payment is 



reasonable and approved according to this agreement and, as appropriate, upon completion of an audit 
as specified under section J.6. herein. 

5. Unauthorized Expenditures. All payments to the RECIPIENT may be subject to final 
audit by the DEPARTMENT and any unauthorized expenditure(s) charged to this grantlloan shall be 
refunded to the DEPARTMENT by the RECIPIENT. 

6. Mileage and Per Diem. If mileage and per diem are paid to the employees of the 
RECIPIENT or other public entities, it shall not exceed the amount allowed under state law for state 
employees. 

7. Overhead Costs. No'reimbursement for overhead costs shall be allowed unless provided 
for in the Scope of Work hereunder. 
K. TERMINATION 

$. For Cause. The obligation of the DEPARTMENT to the RECIPIENT is contingent upon 
satisfactory performance by the REClPlENT of all of its obligations under this agreement. In the event 
the RECIPIENT unjustifiably fails, in the opinion of the DEPARTMENT, to perform any obligation required 
of it by this agreement, the DEPARTMENT may refuse to pay any further fundsthereunder andlor 
terminate this agreement by giving written notice of termination, 

A written notice of termination shall be given at least five working days prior to the 
effective date of termination. In that event, all finished or unfinished documents, data studies, surveys, 
drawings, maps, models, photographs, and reports or other materials prepared by the RECIPIENT under 
this agreement, at the option of the DEPARTMENT, shall become Department property and the 
RECIPIENT shall be entitled to receive just and equitable compensation for any satisfactory work 
completed on such documents and other materials. 

Despite the above, the REClPlENT shall not be relieved of any liability to the 
DEPARTMENT for damages sustained by the DEPARTMENT andlor the State of Washington because of 
any breach of agreement by the RECIPIENT. The DEPARTMENT may withhold payments for the 
purpose of setoff until such time as the exact amount of damages due the DEPARTMENT from the 
RECIPIENT is determined. 

2. Insufficient Funds. The obligation of the DEPARTMENT to make payments is contingent 
on the availability of state and federal funds through legislative appropriation and state allotment. When 
this agreement crosses overstate fiscal years the obligation of the DEPARTMENT is contingent upon the 
appropriation of funds during the next fiscal year. The failure to appropriate or allot such funds shall be 
good cause to terminate this agreement as provided in paragraph K.l above. 

When this agreement crosses thfi RECIPIENT'S fiscal year, the obligation of the 
REClPlENT to continue or complete the project described herein shall be contingeniupon appropriation 
of funds by the RECIPIENT'S governing body, Prov~ded, however, that noth~ng conta~ned here~n shall 
preclude the DEPARTMENT from demand~ng repayment of ALL funds paid to the REClPlENT in 
accordance with Section 0 herein. 

3. Failure to Commence Work. In the event the REClPlENTfails to commence work on the 
project funded herein within four months after the effective date of this agreement, or by any date 
mutually agreed upon in writing for commencement of work, the DEPARTMENT reserves the right to 
terminate this agreement. 
L. WAIVER 

Waiver of any RECIPIENT default is not a waiver of any subsequent default. Waiver of a breach 
of any provision of this agreement is not a waiver of any subsequent breach and will not be construed as 
a modification of the terms of this agreement unless stated as such in writing by the authorized 
representative of the DEPARTMENT. 



M. PROPERN RIGHTS 
1. Copyrights and Patents. When the REClPlENT creates any copyrightable materials or 

invents any patentable property, the RECIPIENT may copyright or patent the same but the 
DEPARTMENT retains a royalty-free, nonexclusive and irrevocable license to reproduce, publish, recover 
or otherwise use the material(s) or property and to authorize others to use the same for federal, state or 
local government purposes. 

Where federal funding is involved, the federal government may have a proprietary 
interest in patent rights to any inventions that are developed by the RECIPIENT as provided in 35 U.S.C. 
200-212. 

2. Publications. When the RECIPIENT or persons employed by the RECIPIENT use or 
publish information of the DEPARTMENT; present papers, lectures, or seminars involving information 
supplied by the DEPARTMENT; use logos, reports, maps or other data, in printed reports, signs, 
brochures, pamphlets, etc., appropriate credit shall be given to the DEPARTMENT. 

3. Tangible Property Rights. The DEPARTMENT'S current edition of "Administrative 
Requirements for Ecology Grants and Loans". Part V, shall control the use and disposition of all real and 
personal property purchased wholly or in part with funds furnished by the DEPARTMENT in the absence 
of state, federal statute(s), regulation(s), or policy(s) to the contrary or upon specific instructions with 
respect thereto in the Scope of Work. 

4. Personal Property Furnished by the DEPARTMENT. When the DEPARTMENT provides 
personal property directly to the REClPlENT for use in performance of the project, it shall be returned to 
the DEPARTMENT prior to final payment by the DEPARTMENT. If said property is lost, stolen or 
damaged while in the RECIPIENT'S possession, the DEPARTMENT shall be reimbursed in cash or by 
setoff by the RECIPIENT for the fair market value of such property. 

5. ~ c ~ u i s i t i o n  Projects. The following provisions shall apply if the project covered by this 
agreement includes funds for the acquisition of land or facilities: 

a. Prior to disbursement of funds provided for in this agreement, the RECIPIENT 
shall establish that the cost of landlor facilities is fair and reasonable. 

b. The RECIPIENT shall provide satisfactory evidence of title or ability to acquire 
title for each parcel prior to disbursement of funds provided by this agreement. Such evidence may 
include title insurance policies, Torrens certificates, or abstracts, and attorney's opinions establishing that 
the land is free from any impediment, lien, or claim which would impair the uses contemplated by this 
agreement. 

6. Conversions. Regardless of the contract termination date shown on the cover sheet, the 
RECIPIENT shall not at any time convert any equipment, property or facility acquired or developed 
pursuant to this agreement to uses other than those for which assistance was originally approved without 
prior written approval of the DEPARTMENT. Such approval may be conditioned upon payment to the 
DEPARTMENT of that portion of the proceeds of the sale, lease or other conversion or encumbrance 
which monies granted pursuant to this agreement bear to the total acquisition, purchase or construction 
costs of such property. 
N. SUSTAINABLE PRODUCTS 

In order to sustain Washington's natural resources and ecosystems, the RECIPIENT is 
encouraged to implement sustainable practices where and when possible. These practices include use 
of clean energy, and purchase and use of sustainably produced products (e.g. recycled paper). For more 
information, see www.ecy.wa.gov1sustainability.. 
0. RECOVERY OF PAYMENTS TO RECIPIENT 

The right of the RECIPIENT to retain monies paid to it as reimbursement payments is contingent 
upon satisfactory performance of this agreement including the satisfactory completion of the project 
described in the Scope of Work. In the event the RECIPIENT fails, for any reason, to perform obligations 
required of it by this agreement, the RECIPIENT may, at the DEPARTMENT'S sole discretion, be required 
to repay to the DEPARTMENT all grantlloan funds disbursed to the REClPlENTfor those parts of the 
project that are rendered worthless in the opinion of the DEPARTMENT by such failure to perform. 



Interest shall accrue at the rate of twelve percent (12%) per year from the time the 
DEPARTMENTdemands repayment of funds. If payments have been discontinued by the 
DEPARTMENT due to insufficient funds as in Section K.2 above, the RECIPIENT shall not be obligated 
to repay monies which had been paid to the RECIPIENT prior to such termination. Any property acquired 
under this agreement, at the option of the DEPARTMENT, may become the DEPARTMENTS property 
and the RECIPIENTS liability to repay monies shall be reduced by an amount reflecting the fair value of 
such property. 
P. PROJECT APPROVAL 

The extent and character of all work and services to be performed under this agreement by the 
RECIPIENT shall be subject to the review and approval of the DEPARTMENTthrough the Project Officer 
or other designated official to whom the RECIPIENT shall report and be responsible. In the event there is 
a dispute with regard to the extent and character of the work to be done, the determination of the Project 
Officer or other designated official as to the extent and character of the work to be done shall govern. 
The RECIPIENT shall have the right to appeal decisions as provided for below. 
Q. DISPUTES 

Except as otherwise provided in this agreement, any dispute concerning a question of fact arising 
under this agreement which is not disposed of in writing shall be decided by the Project Officer or other 
designated official who shall ~rovide a written statement of decision to the RECIPIENT. The decision of 
the Project Officer or other designated official shall be final and conclusive unless, within thirty days from 
the date of receipt of such statement, the RECIPIENT mails or otherwise furnishes to the Director of the 
DEPARTMENT a written appeal. 

In connection with appeal of any proceeding under this clause, the RECIPIENT shall have the 
opportunity to be heard and to offer evidence in support of this appeal. The decision of the Director or 
duly authorized representative for the determination of such appeals shall be final and conclusive. 
Appeals from the Director's determination shall be brought in the Superior Court of Thurston County. 
Review of the decision of the Director will not be sought before either the Pollution Control Hearings 
Board or the Shoreline Hearings Board. Pending final decision of dispute hereunder, the RECIPIENT 
shall proceed diligently with the performance of this agreement and in accordance with the decision 
rendered. 
R. CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

No officer, member, agent, or employee of either party to this agreement who exercises any 
function or responsibility in the review, approval, or carrying out of this agreement, shall participate in any 
decision which affects hislher personal interest or the interest of any corporation, partnership or 
association in which helshe is, directly or indirectly interested; nor shall helshe have any personal or 
pecuniary interest, direct or indirect, in this agreement or the proceeds thereof. 
S. INDEMNIFICATION 

1. The DEPARTMENT shall in no way be held responsible for payment of salaries, 
consultant's fees, and other costs related to the project described herein, except as provided in the Scope 
of Work. 

2. To the extent that the Constitution and laws of the State of Washington permit, each party 
shall indemnify and hold the other harmless from and against any liability for any or all injuries to persons 
or property arising from the negligent act or omission of that party or that party's agents or employees 
arising out of this agreement. 
T. GOVERNING LAW 

This agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of Washington. 
U. SEVERABILITY 

If any provision of this agreement or any provision of any document incorporated by reference 
shall be held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect the other provisions of this agreement which can be 
given effect without the invalid provision, and to this end the provisions of this agreement are declared to 
be severable. 



V. PRECEDENCE 
In the event of inconsistency in this agreement, unless otherwise provided herein, the 

inconsistency shall be resolved by giving precedence in the following order: (a) applicable Federal and 
State statutes and regulations; (b) Scope of Work; (c) Special Terms and Conditions; (d) Any terms 
incorporated herein by reference including the "Administrative Requirements for Ecology Grants and 
Loans"; and (e) the General Terms and Conditions. 
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Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: WWTP Improvements/CulturaI 
Resources Assessment 

Proposed Council Action: Execute this 
Consultant Services Contract. 

Dept. Origin: Engineering Division 
I! 

Prepared by: Stephen Misiurak, P.E.\ 
City Engineer 6 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

I Exhibits: Consultant Services Contract 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: 
Approved as to form by City Atty: 
Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: -&z- 

Expenditure Amount Appropriation 
Reauired $3.795.35 Budaeted $10.000.00 Reauired 0 

INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 
A condition of the Public Works Engineering loan requires a cultural resource assessment be 
conducted by the City. This assessment will be forwarded to the Tribes and the State 
Archaeological Office for review and comment. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 
Sufficient funds exist within the Sewer Capital to fund this expenditure. 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
None 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 
Move to: Execute this Consultant Services Agreement with Cultural Resource Consultants, 
Inc. in the amount not to exceed three thousand, seven hundred ninety-five dollars and 
thirty-five cents ($3,795.35). 



CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT 
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND 

CULTURAL RESOURCE CONSULTANTS. INC. 

THIS AGREEMENT is made by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington 
municipal corporation (hereinafter the "City"), and Cultural Resource Consultants, Inc., a 
corporation organized under the laws of the State of Washington, located and doing 
business at 8001 Day Road West. Suite B. Bainbridae Island. WA 981 10 (hereinafter the 
"Consultant"). 

RECITALS 

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the Wastewater Treatment Plant 
Improvement Project 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 Services, dated September 15. 2007 including any addenda 
thereto as of the effective date of this agreement, all of which are attached hereto as 
Exhibit A - Scope of Services, and are incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth 
herein. 

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

TERMS 

I. Description of Work 

The Consultant shall perform all work as described in Exhibit A 

II. Payment 

A. The City shall pay the Consultant an amount based on time and materials, 
not to exceed Three Thousand Seven Hundred Ninety-Five Dollars and Thirty-Five cents 
($3,795.35) for the services described in Section I herein. This is the maximum amount to 
be paid under this Agreement for the work described in Exhibit A, and shall not be 
exceeded without the prior written authorization of the City in the form of a negotiated and 
executed supplemental agreement. PROVIDED, HOWEVER, the City reserves the right to 
direct the Consultant's compensated services under the time frame set forth in Section IV 
herein before reaching the maximum amount. The Consultant's staff and billing rates shall 
be as described in Exhibit B 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 XVlll 
herein. 
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B. The Consultant shall submit monthly invoices to the City after such services 
have been performed, and a final bill upon completion of all the services described in this 
Agreement. The City shall pay the full amount of an invoice within forty-five (45) days of 
receipt. If the City objects to all or any portion of any invoice, it shall so notify the 
Consultant of the same within fifteen (15) days from the date of receipt and shall pay that 
portion of the invoice not in dispute, and the parties shall immediately make every effort to 
settle the disputed portion. 

Ill. 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 o f  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 31.2007; provided however, that 
additional time shall be granted by the City for excusable days or extra work. 

V. Termination 

A. Termination of Aqreement. 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 benefjt of creditors, at any time prior to completion of the 
work described in Exhibit A. If delivered to consultant in person, termination shall be 
effective immediately upon the Consultant's receipt of the City's written notice or such date 
stated in the City's notice, whichever is later. 

B. Riqhts 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 
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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 incurred by the City in the 
completion of the Scope of Services referenced as Exhibit A and as modified or amended 
prior to termination. "Additional Costs" shall mean all reasonable costs incurred by the City 
beyond the maximum contract price specified in Section II(A), above. 

VI. Discrimination 

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

VII. Indemnification 

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

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

IT IS FURTHER SPECIFICALLY AND EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE 
INDEMNIFICATION PROVIDED HEREIN CONSTITUTES THE CONSULTANTS WAIVER 
OF IMMUNITY UNDER INDUSTRIAL INSURANCE, TITLE 51 RCW, SOLELY FOR THE 
PURPOSES OF THlS INDEMNIFICATION. THE PARTIES FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE 
THAT THEY HAVE MUTUALLY NEGOTIATED THlS 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. 
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The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this 
Agreement. 

Vlll, lnsurance 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

E. Under this agreement, the Consultant's insurance shall be considered 
primary in the event of a loss, damage or suit. The City's own comprehensive general 
liability policy will be considered excess coverage with respect to defense and indemnity of 
the City only and no other party. Additionally, the Consultant's commercial general liability 
policy must provide cross-liability coverage as could be achieved under a standard IS0 
separation of insured's clause. 

F. The Consultant shall request from his insurer a modification of the ACORD 
certificate to include language that prior written notification will be given to the City of Gig 
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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. 

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 
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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. 

XIV. Non-Waiver of Breach 

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

XV. Resolution of Disputes and Governing Law 

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

If any dispute arises between the City and the Consultant under any of the 
provisions of this Agreement which cannot be resolved by the City Engineer'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 
Glenn D. Hartmann 

Stephen Misiurak, P.E. 
City Engineer 

O:\CONTRACTS &AGREEMENTS (Standard)V007 ContracbVOO7 CSC Cultural Resouice Consultants M P  lmprOV ?I-13-07doc 

60f13 



Cultural Resource Consultants, Inc. City of Gig Harbor 
8001 Day Rd West, Suite B 3510 Grandview Street 
Bainbridge Island, Washington 98366 Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 
(206) 855-9020 (253) 851-6170 

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. 

XIX. Entire Agreement 

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

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on this 
day of ,200-. 

CONSULTANT CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

By: By: 
Its Principal Mayor 

Notices to be sent to: 
CONSULTANT Stephen Misiurak, P.E. 
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Glenn D. Hartmann 
Cultural Resource Consultants, Inc. 
8001 Day Rd West, Suite B 
Bainbridge Island, Washington 98366 
(206) 855-9020 

City Engineer 
City of Gig Harbor 
3510 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 
(253) 851-6170 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

City Attorney 

ATTEST: 

City Clerk 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF ) 

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

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

Dated: 

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

My Commission expires: 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF PIERCE ) 

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence that Charles L. Hunter is the 
person who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (&/she) signed this 
instrument, on oath stated that (&/she) was authorized to execute the instrument and 
acknowledged it as the Mavor of Gicr 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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Exhibit A 

Cultural Resource Consultants, Inc. 
PROJECT SCOPE AND FEE AGREEMENT 

CLIENT: City of Gig Harbor 

PROJECT: Wastewater Treatment Plant Improvements 

LOCATION: Gig Harbor, Washington 

ANTICIPATED PROJECT DATES: September - November 2007 

City of Gig Harbor is requesting a cultural resources assessment of its Wastewater Treatment Plant 
Improvements project located at 4216 Harbor View Drive in Gig Harbor. Cultural Resource 
Consultants, Inc. (CRC) will provide the following project components as part of a cultural resources 
assessment. 

Background Research: CRC will conduct a recorded sites files search at the Washington Department 
of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP); review of relevant correspondence between the 
project proponent, stakeholders and DAHP; and, review of pertinent environmental, archaeological, 
ethnographic and historical literature appropriate to the project area. 

Tribal Contact: CRC will contact the cultural resources staff of the affected tribes on a technical 
staff-to-technical staff basis for relevant project information. It is the responsibility of the 
governmental lead agency to consult with any involved tribes and to coordinate with tribal 
representatives regarding archaeological and cultural resources in or near the project area. 

Field Identification: CRC will provide a field inventory of the project location for identification of 
archaeological and historical resources and, if necessary, excavation of shovel test probes or other 
explorato& excavations in environments that might contain buried archaeological deposits. Field 
methods will be consistent with DAHP guidelines. 

Field monitor in^: CRC provided archaeological monitoring on September 17,2007 during boring 
hole excavation for identification of archaeological and historical resources. No archaeological 
deposits were identified. 

1)ocumentation of Findings: CKC will document and rccord historic properties \vitliin the project 
m a ,  including preparation of Washington State archaeological and/or hisroric site($) forms and 
National Register of Historic Places Determination of Eligibility forms (as appropriate). 
Documentation will be consistent with DAHP standards. 



Exhibit A 

Cultural Resources Assessment Report: CRC will prepare a technical report describing background 
research, field methods, resultsof investigations, and management recommendations. The report will 
provide supporting documentation of archaeological findings, including maps and photographs, and 
will conform to DAHP reporting standards. 

FEE 
The fee for services described above is anticipated to be less than $3,800.00. 

Cultural Resource Consultants, Inc. 

NameITitle Glenn D. Hartmann, 
PresidentPrincipal Investigator 

Date: Date: 



Subconsultant Fee Determination - Summary Sheet 

Project: Wastewater Treatment Plant Monitoring 
CRC #: 0709F - City of Gig Harbor 

Direct Labor Cost 

Classifications Labor Hours x Rate - - Cost 

Principal Investigator 
Project Archaeologist I 
Project Archaeologist I 1  
Project Archaeologist I11 
Project Archaeologist I11 
Field Archaeologist 
Office Manager 
Office Assistant 

Overhead (OH Cost - - including Salary Additives): 
OH Rate x DLC of: 110% %x$ $ 1,552.50 $ 1,707.75 

Fixed Fee (FF): 
FF Rate x DLC of: 20.00% %x$ $ 1,552.50 $ 310.50 

Reimbursables: 
Photo & Graphic Supplies 
Lodging: 
Per Diem: 
Mileage: 

Grand Total: $ 3,795.35 

Prepared by: Teresa Peterson, Office Manager Date: 15-Sep-07 
DOT Form 140-089 EF Exhibit G-1 



NOTICE OF LIQUOR LICENSE APPLICATION 

RETURN TO: 
WASHINGTON STATE LIQUOR CONTROL BOARD 
License Division - 3000 Pacific,.P.O. Box 43075 

Olympia, WA 98504-3075 
Customer Service: (360) 664-1600 

Fax: (360) 753-2710 
Website: www.liq.wa.gov 

TO: MOLLY TOWSLEE, C ITY CLERK 

RE: NEW APPLICATION - .  - 
DATE: 10/25/07 

UBI :  6 0 2 - 7 6 2 - 6 4 6 - 0 0 1 - 0 0 0 1  

L i c e n s e :  4 0 2 4 6 4  - 1U C o u n t y :  2 7  
Tradename: LOS CABOS GRILL 
L o c  A d d r :  11430  51ST AVE NW STE l O l A  

GIG HARBOR WA 9 8 3 3 2 - 7 8 9 7  

APPLICANTS: 

LOS CABOS GRILL GIG HARBOR, INC. 

a i l  Addr :  1 6 1 2  253RD PL 
C/O A SOLETERO 
COVINGTON -- WA 9 8 0 4 2  

Phone No.: 4 2 5 - 2 6 9 - 9 3 5 2  GIG HARBOR HAYRO 

SOLTERO, ADRIANA 

1 9 8 1 - 1 0 - 1 5  
GUERRERO, VERONICA 

-- 1 9 7 3 - 1 0 - 2 9  
PARDO, RAFAEL 

1 9 7 4 - 1 0 - 2 4  

P r i v i l e g e s  A p p l i e d  F o r :  

SPIRITS/BR/WN REST LOUNGE + 

As required by RCW 66.24.010(8), the Liquor Control Board is notifying you that the above has 
applied for a liquor license. You have 20 days from the date of this notice to give your input on 
this application. If we do not receive this notice back within 20 days, we will assume you have no . . dy&cm% tkeissttance of the license. If you ne-1 time to respond, you n u t  
written request for an extension of up to 20 days, with the reason(s) you need more time. If you 
need information on SSN, contact our CHRI Desk at (360) 664-1724. 

.......................................... 1. Do you approve of applicant ? 
2. Do you approve of location ? ............................................. 

YES NO 

. o n  
,.  

3. If you disapprove and.the Board contemplates issuing a license, do you wish to 
.................. request an adjudicative hearing before final action is taken?. 

(See WAC 314-09-010 for information about this process) 
4. If you disapprove, per RCW 66.24.010(8) you MUST attach a letter to the Board 

detailing the reason@) for the objection and a statement of all facts on which your 
objection(s) are based. 

DATE 

C091057/LIBRIHS 

SIGNATURE OF MAYOR,CITY MANAGER,COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OR DESIGNEE 



Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Second Reading - 2007 Property Tax Levy 
Ordinance 

Proposed Council Action: Adopt ordinance after 
second reading 

Dept. Origin: Finance 

Prepared by: David Rodenbach, Finance Director 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: Ordinance 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: 
Approved as to form by City Atty: 
Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: 

Expenditure Amount Appropriation 
Required 0 Budgeted 0 Required 0 

INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 
This is the second reading of an ordinance setting the 2007 property tax levy for collection in 
2007. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 
The 2008 preliminary budget plans a total levy for collection in 2008 in the amount of 
$1,616,270. This is a total increase of $134,884 over the current levy of $1,481,386. The 
increase consists of the following components: 

1 % increase over current levy 
1 % increase over highest regular tax 
which could have been levied 

New construction and improvements 
Annexations 
Refunds 

The total excess levy which will be used to pay the debt service on the Eddon Boat bond is 
$250,000. This calculates to a preliminary rate of $0.1739 per thousand dollars of assessed 
valuation. 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 

Move to: Adopt ordinance after second reading. 



ORDINANCE NO. - 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE ClTY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, LEVYING 
THE GENERAL PROPERTY TAXES IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,616,270 AND 
EXCESS PROPERTY TAXES IN THE AMOUNT OF $250,000 FOR THE ClTY 
OF GIG HARBOR FOR THE FISCAL YEAR BEGINNING JANUARY I ,  2008. 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor held a meeting on October 22, 
2007 and considered its budget for the 2008 calendar year; 

WHEREAS, the city's actual levy amount from the previous year was $1,481,385.59; 
and 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor attests that the City population is 
6,765; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor determined that the City of Gig 
Harbor requires an excess levy in the amount of two hundred fifty thousand dollars and no 
cents ($250,000.00) in order to provide debt service for the 2005 Unlimited Tax General 
Obligation Bond. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington ORDAINS 
as follows: 

Section 1. An increase in the regular property tax levy is hereby authorized for the levy to 
be collected in the 2008 tax year. 

The dollar amount of the increase over the actual levy amount from the previous year shall be 
fourteen thousand eight hundred thirteen dollars and no cents ($14,813.00) which is a 
percentage increase of 1% from the previous year. This increase is exclusive of additional 
revenue resulting from new construction, improvements to property, any increase in the value 
of state assessed property, any annexations that have occurred and refunds made. 

Section 2. The Property tax excess levy required to raise estimated revenues for the City of 
Gig Harbor for the ensuing year commencing January 1, 2008, shall be levied upon the value 
of real and personal property which has been set at an assessed valuation of $1,689,318,487. 
Taxes levied upon this value shall be: 

Approximately $0.1739 per $1,000 assessed valuation, producing an estimated amount of two 
hundred fifty thousand dollars and no cents ($250,000.00) for 2005 Unlimited Tax General 
Obligation Bond debt service. 



Section 3. This ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of the city, and shall 
take effect and be in full force five (5) days after the date of its publication. 

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington, and approved by its 
Mayor at a regular meeting of the council held on this 12th day of November, 2007. 

Charles L. Hunter, Mayor 

By: 
Molly Towslee, City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

By: 
Carol A. Morris, City Attorney 

Filed with city clerk: 1011 5/07 
Passed by the city council: 
Date published: 
Date effective: 



Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Second Reading of Ordinance 
- Prentice Avenue & Benson Street 
Vacation Request - Todd Block 

Proposed Council Action: Recommend that 
Council pass the Street Vacation Ordinance 
for a portion of Prentice Avenue and Benson 
Street at this second reading. 

Dept. Origin: Community Development 

Prepared by: Dave Brereton, l n t e r i m n e  
Community Development Director 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: Letter of Petition, Ordinance, Record of 
Survey, Vicinity Map, Vicinity Map with photo, 
Location map with photo, photos 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: #W 

wL4!ci7 
,4 4/7/07 

Approved as to form by City Atty: 
Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: ~ L L  

txpenditure Amount Appropriation 
Required 0 Budgeted 0 Required 0 I 
INTRODUCTIONIBACKGROUND 
The city received a letter on August 23, 2007 from Mr. Todd Block, petitioning the city to 
vacate a portion of Prentice Avenue and Benson Street, in accordance with GHMC 12.14.002. 

Specifically, the request is for the vacation of the southern 32 feet of the Benson Street and 
the western 33 feet of Prentice Ave. Right-Of-Ways currently held by the City and abutting Lot 
1 and the north 30 feet of Lot Block 6 of the Plat of Woodworth Addition to Gig Harbor (parcel 
no. 9815000191). There are no utilities running within the proposed street vacation area that 
would require recorded easements to the City. 

As defined in the GHMC 12.14.018C, a street vacation Ordinance must be adopted by the City 
Council for those streets and alleys subject to the 1889-90 Laws of Washington, Chapter 19, 
Section 32 (non-user statute). 

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS 
If the requested street vacations are approved, it is possible for the two property 
ownerslapplicants (Block and Smith) to join together and short plat their properties into 3 lots, 
thereby creating one additional lot. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS 
The processing fee has been paid in accordance with GHMC 12.14.004. 

RECOMMENDATION 
I recommend that Council pass the Street Vacation Ordinance for a portion of Prentice 
Avenue and Benson Street at this second reading. 
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ORDINANCE NO. 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE ClTY GIG 
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, VACATING THE PORTION OF 
PRENTICE AVENUE AND BENSON STREET, LYING 
BETWEEN WOODWORTH AVENUE AND PEACOCK HILL 
AVENUE, AS DESCRIBED IN THE STREET VACATION 
PETITION FROM TODD BLOCK, 9315 WOODWORTH 
AVENUE, GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON. 

WHEREAS, Todd Block petitioned the City to vacate a portion of Prentice Avenue 

and Benson Street (originally platted as Norton and Chester Streets), which abuts his 

property at 9315 Woodworth Avenue, Gig Harbor, Washington, underthe nonuser statute, 

and GHMC Section 12.14.018(C), and 

WHEREAS, the portion of these streets subject to the vacation petition were platted 

in the Plat of the Woodworth's Addition, recorded in the records of Pierce County on 

August 22,1890; and 

WHEREAS, in 1890, these streets were in unincorporated Pierce County; and 

WHEREAS, the portions of Prentice Avenue and Benson Street subject to the 

vacation petition were not included in any street that was opened or improved within five 

years after the original platting in 1890; and 

WHEREAS, under the nonuser statute, any county road which remained unopened 

for public use for five years after platting was vacated by lapse of time; and 

WHEREAS, the City's street vacation procedures for streets subject to the nonuser 

statute merely eliminates the cloud on the title created by the plat, because the street has 

already vacated by lapse of time; and 



WHEREAS, after receipt of the street vacation petition, the City Council passed 

Resolution No. 728 initiating the procedure for the vacation of the referenced street and 

setting a hearing date; and 

WHEREAS, after the required public notice had been given, the City Council 

conducted a public hearing on the matter on October 22, 2007, and at the conclusion of 

such hearing determined that the aforementioned right-of-way vacated by operation of law 

and lapse of time; Now, Therefore, 

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

AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. The City Council finds that the unopened portion of the platted Prentice 

Avenue and Benson Street right-of-way described in the Block street vacation petition has 

vacated by lapse of time and operation of law under the Laws of 1889-90, Chapter 19 

(Relating to County Roads), Section 32, p. 603, as Amended By Laws of 1909, Chapter 90, 

Section I, p. 189, repealed in 1936 by the Washington State Aid Highway Act (Laws of 

1936, Chapter 187, p. 760). The vacated portion of Prentice Avenue and Benson Street, 

lying between Woodworth Avenue and Peacock Hill Avenue, abutting north property 

frontage of Parcel No. 9815000191, is legally described in Exhibit A attached hereto and 

incorporated by this reference, and further, is shown on the map attached hereto as Exhibit 

B. 

Section 2. The City has the authority to adopt a vacation ordinance to formally 

remove the cloud on the title of the referenced right-of-way area. This street vacation 

ordinance does not affect any existing rights, including any the public may have acquired in 

the right-of-way since the street was vacated by operation of law. 



Section 3. The City Clerk is hereby directed to record a certified copy of this 

ordinance with the office of the Pierce County Auditor. 

Section 4. This ordinance shall take effect five days after passage and publication 

as required by law. 

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

day of ,2007. 

ClTY OF GIG HARBOR 

By: 
Charles L. Hunter, Mayor 

ATTESTIAUTHENTICATED: 

By: 
Molly M. Towslee, City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
Office of the City Attorney: 

By: 
Carol A. Morris 

FILED WITH THE ClTY CLERK: 10118/07 
PASSED BY THE ClTY COUNCIL: 
PUBLISHED: 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 



Exhibit 'A' PETITION 
Come now Todd Block, being land owners of adjoining roads herby petition the City of 
Gig Harbor, Pursuant to section 12.14.002 (A) and section 12.14.018 (C) of the Gig 
Harbor Municipal Code, to vacate that portion of the unopened roads abutting the 
following described real property located in the City of Gig Harbor, County of Pierce 
State of Washington: 

Parcel No.9815000191 
That portion of the NE !h of the HE % of Section 6, Township 21 North, Range 2 East of 
the Willamette Meridian; 
Lot 1 and the north 30 feet of lot 2 block 6 of Woodworths Addition to Gig Harbor as 
recorded in book 5 of plats page 66, Pierce County Washington. 

Adjoining the petitioners' property is the unopened roads called out as Norton Street and 
Chester Street on the face of the plat. The portions of unopened streets are described as 
follows as it affects the adjoining lots; 

Affected parcel No.9815000191 
That portion of the NE % of the NE % of Section 6,  Township 21 North, Range 2 East of 
the Willamette Meridian; 
The south half of Norton Street (Benson Street) adjoining lot 1 of block 6 of 
Woodworths Addition to Gig Harbor as recorded in book 5 of plats page 66, Pierce 
County Washington, also the west half of Chester Street (Prentice Ave.) adjoining lot 1 
and the north 30 feet of lot 2 of block 6 of Woodworths Addition to Gig Harbor as 
recorded in book 5 of plats page 66, Pierce County Washington. 

The plat which includes the Petitioners' property and unopened Norton and Chester 
Street, was recorded August 22, 1890, when the property was in unincorporated Pierce 
County, Washington. 
That portion of Norton and Chester Streets adjoining the petitioners property was 
unooened for five vears orior to the enactment of washineton Session Laws of 1909. 
chaiter 90. That pbrtiod of  ort ton and Chester Streets adjoining the petitioners 
was vacated as a matter of law pursuant to Washinaon State Session Laws of 1889-90, 
Chapter 19,c 32. Petitioners request that pursuan&o section 12.14.018 (C) of Gig 
Harbor Municiual Code and the Session laws of 1889-90. cha~ter 19. E 32, the Citv of 

and 
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Business o f  the City Council 
City o f  Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Second Reading of Ordinance 
- Prentice Avenue & Benson Street 
Vacation Request - Douglas &Annette Smith 

Proposed Council Action: Recommend that 
Council pass the Street Vacation Ordinance 
for a portion of Prentice Avenue and Benson 
Street at this second reading. 

Dept. Origin: Community Development 

Prepared by: Dave Brereton, l n t e r i m w  
Community Development D~rector 

For Agenda of: October 22,2007 

Exhibits: Letter of Petition, Ordinance, Record of 
Survey, Vicinity Map, Vicinity Map with photo, 
Location map with photo 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: @& 
Approved as to form by City Atty: 
Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: 

txpend~ture Amount Appropriation 
Required 0 Budgeted 0 Required 0 

INTRODUCTIONIBACKGROUND 
The city received a letter on August 23, 2007 from Douglas and Annette Smith, petitioning the 
city to vacate a portion of Prentice Avenue and Benson Street, in accordance with GHMC 
12.14.002. 

Specifically, the request is for the vacation of the southern 32 feet of the Benson Street and 
the western 33 feet of Prentice Ave. Right-Of-Ways currently held by the City and abutting Lot 
1 and the north 30 feet of Lot Block 6 of the Plat of Woodworth Addition to Gig Harbor (parcel 
no. 9815000231). There are no utilities running within the proposed street vacation area that 
would require recorded easements to the City. 

As defined in the GHMC 12.14.018C, a street vacation Ordinance must be adopted by the City 
Council for those streets and alleys subject to the 1889-90 Laws of Washington, Chapter 19, 
Section 32 (non-user statute). 

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS 
If the requested street vacations are approved, it is possible for the two property 
owners/applicants (Block and Smith) to join together and short plat their properties into 3 lots, 
thereby creating one additional lot. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS 
The processing fee has been paid in accordance with GHMC 12.14.004. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
I recommend that Council pass the Street Vacation Ordinance for a portion of Prentice 
Avenue and Benson Street at this second reading. 
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ORDINANCE NO. 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY GIG 
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, VACATING THE PORTION OF 
PRENTICE AVENUE AND BENSON STREET, LYING 
BETWEEN WOODWORTH AVENUE AND PEACOCK HILL 
AVENUE AS INCLUDED IN THE STREETVACATION FROM 
DOUGLAS & ANNETTE SMITH, 9504 WOODWORTH 
AVENUE, GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON. 

WHEREAS, Douglas and Annette Smith of 9504 Woodworth Avenue, Gig Harbor, 

Washington, petitioned the City tovacate a portion of Prentice Avenue and Benson Street 

(originally platted as Norton and Chester Streets), which abuts their property, under the 

nonuser statute and GHMC Section 12.14.018(C); and 

WHEREAS, the portion of these streets subject to the vacation petition were platted 

in the Plat of Woodworth's Addition, recorded in the records of Pierce County on August 

22,1890; and 

WHEREAS, in 1890, these streets were in unincorporated Pierce County; and 

WHEREAS, the portions of Prentice Avenue and Benson Street subject to the 

vacation petition were not included in any street that was opened or improved within five 

years of the original platting in 1890; and 

WHEREAS, under the nonuser statute, any county road which remained unopened 

for public use for five years after platting was vacated by lapse of time; and 

WHEREAS, the City's street vacation procedures for streets subject to the nonuser 

statute merely eliminates the cloud on the title created by the plat, because the street has 

already vacated by lapse of time; and 



WHEREAS, after receipt of the street vacation petition, the City Council passed 

Resolution No. 729 initiating the procedure for the vacation of the referenced street and 

setting a hearing date; and 

WHEREAS, after the required public notice had been given, the City Council 

conducted a public hearing on the matter on October 22, 2007, and at the conclusion of 

such hearing determined that the aforementioned right-of-way vacated by operation of law 

and lapse of time; Now, Therefore, 

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

AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. The City Council finds that the unopened portion of the platted Prentice 

Avenue and Benson Street right-of-way described in the Smith vacation petition has 

vacated by lapse of time and operation of law under the Laws of 1889-90, Chapter 19 

(Relating to County Roads), Section 32, p. 603, as Amended By Laws of 1909, Chapter 90, 

Section I, p. 189, repealed in 1936 by the Washington State Aid Highway Act (Laws of 

1936, Chapter 187, p. 760). The vacated portion of Prentice Avenue and Benson Street, 

lying between Woodworth Avenue and Peacock Hill Avenue, abutting north property 

frontage of Parcel No. 9815000231, is legally described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and 

incorporated by this reference and as shown in the map attached hereto in Exhibit B. 

Section 2. The City has the authority to adopt a vacation ordinance to formally 

remove the cloud on the title of the referenced right-of-way area, but this street vacation 

ordinance does not affect any rights anyone, including the public may have acquired in the 

right-of-way since the street was vacated by operation of law 



Section 3. The City Clerk is hereby directed to record a certified copy of this 

ordinance with the office of the Pierce County Auditor. 

Section 4. This ordinance shall take effect five days after passage and publication 

as required by law. 

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

- of ,2007. 

ClTY OF GIG HARBOR 

By: 
Charles L. Hunter, Mayor 

ATTESTIAUTHENTICATED: 

By: 
Molly M. Towslee, City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
Office of the City Attorney: 

By: 
Carol A. Morris 

FILED WITH THE ClTY CLERK: 10118/07 
PASSED BY THE ClTY COUNCIL: 
PUBLISHED: 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 



-- 
Exhibit 'A' PETITION 

Come now Douglas Smith and Annette Smith being land owners of adjoining roads herby 
petition the City of Gig Harbor, Pursuant to section 12.14.002 (A) and section 12.14.018 
(C) of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code, to vacate that portion of the unopened roads 
abutting the following described real property located in the City of Gig Harbor, County 
of Pierce State of Washington: 

Parcel No.9815000231 
That portion of the NE % of the NE !4 of Section 6, Township 21 North, Range 2 East of 
the Wiiamette Meridian; 
Lot 5 and the south 40 feet of lot 4 block 7 of Woodworths Addition to Gig Harbor as 
recorded in book 5 of plats page 66, pierce County Washington. 

Adjoining the petitioners' property is the unopened roads called out as Norton Street and 
Chester Street on the face of the vlat. The ~ortions of uno~ened streets are described as 
follows as it affects the adjoining lots; 

- 

Affected parcel No.9815000231 
That portion of the NE % of the NE % of Section 6 ,  Township 21 North, Range 2 East of 
the Willamette Meridian; 
The north half of Norton Street (Benson Street) adjoining lot 5 of block 7 of 
Woodworths Addition to Gig Harbor as recorded in book 5 of plats page 66, Pierce 
County Washington, also the west half of Chester Skeet (Prentice Ave.) adjoining lot 5 
and the south 40 feet of lot 4 of block 7 of Woodworths Addition to Gig Harbor as 
recorded in book 5 of plats page 66, Pierce County Washington. 

The plat which includes the Petitioners' property and unopened Norton and Chester 
Street, was recorded August 22,1890, when the property was in unincorporated Pierce 
County, Washington. 
That portion of Norton and Chester Streets adjoining the petitioners property was 
uno~ened for five vears ~ r i o r  to the enactment of Washineton Session Laws of 1909. 
chaiter 90. That pbrtiod of w or ton and Chester Streets Gaining the petitioners 
was vacated as a matter of law pursuant to Washington State Session Laws of 1889-90, 
Chapter 19,t  32. Petitioners request that pursuanfio section 12.14.018 (C) of Gig 
Harbor Municipal Code and the Session laws of 1889-90, chapter 19,t  32, the City of 
Gig Harbor adopt a vacation ordinance for that portion of unopened Norton and Chester 
Street as described herein. 
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Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: First Reading - 2008 Budget Ordinance 

Proposed Council Action: Adopt ordinance after 
second reading 

Dept. Origin: Finance 

Prepared by: David Rodenbach, Finance Director 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: Ordinance 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: d 7  
Approved by City Administrator: PaK /&k7 
Approved as to form by City Atty: 
Approved by Finance Director: & & / J /  

Approved by Department Head: 

Expenditure Amount Appropriation 
Required $70,073,490 Budgeted 0 Required $70,073,490 

INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 
The total city budget, which includes all funds, is $70,073,490. Total budgeted revenues for 
2008 are $57.4 million while budaeted beginning fund balances total $12.6 million. Total 
budgeted expenditures for 2008 are $60.4-million and budgeted ending fund balances total 
$9.7 million. 

The General Fund accounts for 20 percent of total expenditures, while Special Revenue 
(Street, Street Capital, Drug Investigation, Hotel - Motel, Public Art Capital Projects, Park 
Development, Civic Center Debt Reserve, Property Acquisition, General Government Capital 
Improvement, Impact Fee Trust and Lighthouse Maintenance) and Enterprise Funds (Water, 
Sewer and Storm) are 51 percent and 27 percent of total expenditures. General government 
debt service funds are 2 percent of 2008 budgeted expenditures. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 
Total budaeted resources for 2008 are $70.073.490. This is a $33,538,612 increase over the 
2007 budget. Budgeted beginning fund balance for all funds in 2008 is $12,625,658 and the 
2008 budget for total revenues is $57,447,832. The table below shows where the large 
increases are expected to occur. 



2007 2008 Difference 
Beginning Fund Balance $ 9,334,884 $ 12,625,658 $ 3,290,774 
Total Taxes 9,318,397 10,676,497 1,358,100 
Total Licenses & Permits 1,334,256 1,752,181 417,925 
Total lntergovt Revenues 5,357,526 10,039,879 4,682,353 
Total Charges For Services 4,348,367 6,354,940 2,006,573 
Total Fines & Forfeits 244,653 154,140 (90,513) 
Total Miscellaneous Revenues 404,618 7,997,614 7,592,996 
Transfers In 4,885,800 7,721,256 2,835,456 
Other 1,306,377 12,751,325 11,444,948 
Totals $ 36,534,878 $ 70,073,490 $ 33,538,612 

The category titled "Other" is where the city accounts for proceeds resulting from the city 
borrowing through the issuance of long term debt. The more significant long term debt 
issuances planned in 2008 are; Street Projects ($1,325,000), Parks Development ($925,000) 
and Sewer Capital ($10,235,000). 

The next largest increase over 2007 is in Miscellaneous Revenues. This increase is largely 
explained by expected developer contributions for street development ($6,150,000) and for 
Eddon Boat remediation ($1,640,000). 

The increase in intergovernmental revenues over 2007 is due to the $5 million CERB grant 
and beginning fund balances are expected to come in $3.3 million over 2007. Transfers 
between funds represent an increase of $2.8 million ($2.5 million are General Fund transfers 
to street and parks capital projects funds), while charges for service and taxes represent 
increases of $2.0 million and $1.4 million, respectively. 

Total budgeted expenditures for 2008 are $60,706,664, a $31 million increase over 2007. 
Capital projects account for $26 million of this increase, while transfers between funds make 
up an additional $3.0 million. Personnel costs contribute $1.1 million and supplies, services 
and debt service make up the balance of the increase over 2007. 

Total budgeted ending fund balance across all funds is $9,756,826. This is a $2.7 million 
increase over the 2007 budget. Most of this increase is due to the unspent portion of debt 
proceeds that will be spent in 2009. 

2008 budget proposes the addition of the following full-time equivalent employees (FTEs): 

A Police Officer will be hired to assist with increased case load due to the growth of new 
businesses in the Gig Harbor North area and West side Business corridor on Point 
Fosdick. 
An Engineering Technician to assist with new city storm water requirements. 

The 2008 budget also proposes the addition of a management intern to assist the 
Administration department for nine months and a part-time position to provide better coverage 
at the Visitor Information Center. 

Several reclassifications to more properly align the position to the tasks being performed are 
proposed: 



Assistant City Administrator. Through attrition, the Operations Director will be reclassified 
to Assistant City Administrator (see Staff Adjustments in the Administration Department.) 

Lead Court Clerk. The most senior court clerk has taken on increased responsibilities 
including low level management duties and, therefore, merits reclassification. 

Executive Assistant. The Administrative Assistant in the City Administrator's office has 
taken on responsibilities and projects that of an Executive Assistant and is being 
reclassified as such. 

Special Projects Coordinator. The Community Development Assistant for special projects 
has taken on responsibilities and projects that of a Special Projects Coordinator and is 
being reclassified as such. 

Marketing Director. This position's salary range is increased to be in line with comparable 
marketing positions of nearby agencies. 

Assistant Planner. The Community Development Assistant in Planning has taken on 
responsibilities and projects that of an Assistant Planner and is being reclassified as such. 

Community Development Assistant. The Community Development Clerk in Planning has 
taken on responsibilities and projects that of a Community Development Assistant and is 
being reclassified as such. 

Public Works Superintendent. The Public Works Supervisor has taken on increased 
responsibilities including management duties and, therefore, merits reclassification 

Mechanic. The Mechanic Assistant has taken on duties and responsibilities more 
consistent with the job description of a City Mechanic and is being reclassified as such. 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
The following changes resulting from Council Study sessions have been made. 

The planned $35,000 match from lodging tax for the Mainstreet Program has been moved 
into the Administration-Finance department. 

In order to pursue a hybridlalternative fuel vehicle program for the city fleet, we have added 
$5,000 to the estimated purchase price of each vehicle. 

Park Development - Fund 109 total resources and uses has been decreased due to the 
effect of decreasing objective 8 from $1.9 million to $1.5 million. 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 

Move to: Adopt ordinance after second reading. 



ClTY OF GIG HARBOR 
ORDINANCE NO. 

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE BUDGET FOR THE ClTY OF GIG HARBOR, 
WASHINGTON, FOR THE 2008 FISCAL YEAR. 

WHEREAS, the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington completed and placed on 

file with the city clerk a proposed budget and estimate of the amount of the monies 

required to meet the public expenses, bond retirement and interest, reserve funds and 

expenses of government of said city for the 2008 fiscal year, and a notice was published 

that the Gig Harbor City Council would meet on November 13 and November 26, 2007 at 

6:00 p.m., in the Council Chambers in the Civic Center for the purpose of making and 

adopting a budget for 2008 and giving taxpayers an opportunity to be heard on the 

budget; and 

WHEREAS, the said city council did meet at the established time and place and did 

consider the matter of the 2008 proposed budget; and 

WHEREAS, the 2008 proposed budget does not exceed the lawful limit of taxation 

allowed by law to be levied on the property within the City of Gig Harbor for the purposes 

set forth in the budget, and the estimated expenditures set forth in the budget being all 

necessary to carry on the government of Gig Harbor for 2008 and being sufficient to meet 

the various needs of Gig Harbor during 2008. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor DO ORDAIN as follows: 

Section 1. The budget for the City of Gig Harbor, Washington, for the year 2008 is hereby 

adopted in its final form and content. 

Section 2. Estimated resources, including beginning fund balances, for each separate 

fund of the City of Gig Harbor, and aggregate total for all funds combined, for the year 

2008 are set forth in summary form below, and are hereby appropriated for expenditure 

during the year 2008 as set forth in the following: 



2008 BUDGET APPROPRIATIONS 

FUND I DEPARTMENT 

02 Legislative 34,100 

03 Municipal Court 441,495 

04 Administrative I Financial I Legal 1,587,549 

06 Police 3.144.082 

AMOUNT 

14 Community Development 2,106,170 

15 Parks and Recreation 937,900 

16 City Buildings 360,700 

19 Ending Fund Balance 982,406 

208 LTGO BOND REDEMPTION 1.224.093 

209 2000 NOTE REDEMPTION 98.145 

210 LID 99-1 GUARANTY 93,686 

21 1 UTGO BOND REDEMPTION 338,704 

309 IMPACT TRUST FEE 2,414,156 

401 WATER OPERATING 1,091,135 

408 UTILIN BOND REDEMPTION FUND 319,219 

41 0 'SEWER CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION 13,468,640 

420 WATER CAPITAL ASSETS 1.015.105 



Section 3. Attachment "A" is adopted as the 2008 personnel salary schedule, and a 3.3% 

cost-of-living adjustment is hereby enacted. 

Section 4. The city clerk is directed to transmit a certified copy of the 2008 budget hereby 

adopted to the Division of Municipal Corporations in the Office of the State Auditor and to 

the Association of Washington Cities. 

Section 5. This ordinance shall be in force and take effect five (5) days after its 

publication according to law. 

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington, and approved by its 

Mayor at a regular meeting of the council held on this 10th day of December, 2008. 

Charles L. Hunter, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

Molly Towslee, City Clerk 

Filed with city clerk: Ill-108 

Passed by the city council: 121-108 

Date published: 1 2 / / 0 8  

Date effective: 121-108 



ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 

POLICE SERVICES SPECIALIST 
COURT CLERK 

CUSTODIAN 
MAINTENANCE TECH l 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECEPTIONIST 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CLERK 

3,128 
3,078 
3,036 

3.024 
3,024 
2,648 
2,648 

3,910 
3,847 

3.795 
3.780 
3.780 
3.310 
3,310 



C l N  OF GIG HARBOR 
2008 Annual Budget 

G E N E W L  FUND - 001 EXPENDITURES 
Adininistration-Finance 

ADMINISTRATION - FINANCE 
NARRATIVE OF OBJECTIVES 2008 

Administration 

1. Personnel Policies Update. Complete the personnel policies update 

2. Economic Development. Develop an economic development strategy that 
involves a broad base of stake holders and addresses the needs of the various 
economic and employment centers in the city. Some recommended 
components of the economic development strategy are as follows: 

Downtown Business Pian. Draft and recommend a downtown business 
strategy that sets in motion a well-thought-out action plan for enhancing 
downtown economic activity. $30,000 - October. 

Mainstreet Proaram. Help the downtown business community establish a 
Mainstreet program. Provide funding to jumpstart the program. $35,000, plus 

I Deleted: from lodging tax 
UP to an additional $ 3 5 , 0 0 0 a ~ ~ ~ c l e ! I a . ~ : f o r 1 d d o ! ! a ~ I m a ~ c ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 7 O ~ O O O ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . .  -- 1 
Downtown Parkina Strateqy. Conduct a parking study and develop a 
downtown parking strategy that includes structured parking and other options 
on the Harborview corridor (and nearby streets). 

Maritime Pier. Locate an interim (5-10 years) maritime pier. Concurrently 
work with various stakeholders to identify an ultimate and permanent location 
for a maritime pier that would bolster the local fishing industry, addlpreserve 
local jobs, and enhance the Gig Harbor business climate and overall economy. 
Apply for state andlor federal grantsleanarks and grants to help fund the 
maritime pier. $100,000 -July. 

Fuel Dock. Explore ways to promote a fuel dock in Gig Harbor. Explore 
Public-Private partnerships, grants, earmarks, and other funding mechanisms. 
Consider and study the possibility of combining a future fuel dock with a 
maritime pier. 

Chamber of Commerce Membershie. City membership in the Gig Harbor 
Chamber of Commerce will further enhance relations with the business 
community. Dues paid by the city will support an important organization that 
furthers the city's mission (economic development, business retention, 
promotion of the community, etc.) $580 per year. 

3. Eddon Boatyard Building. Renovate the Eddon Boatyard building and 
prepare it for historical maritime use by the Gig Harbor Boatshop. This 
renovation also includes constructing accessible restrooms in the house next 
door. (100% grant funded) $980,000 - November. 



CITY OF GIG HARBOR 
2008 Annual Budget 

G E M E M L  F U N D  - 009 EXPENDITURES 
Administration-Finance 

ADMINISTRATION - FINANCE 
NARRATIVE OF OBJECTIVES 2008 

Finance 

1. Governmental Accounting Standards Board Statement No. 34 (GASB 34). 
Continue implementation of the new GASB 34 financial reporting requirements. 
Financial statements are prepared in accordance with this standard. The next 
step is inventory, valuation and inclusion of infrastructure assets in the financial 
statements. December. 

2. Hospital Benefit Zone Funding Mechanism. Work with the state to monitor 
and track Gig Harbor North sales tax and compare it to the 2007 base year. 
Pave the way for accessing the Hospital Benefit Zone tax increment funds as , 

soon as possible (most likely early 2009). 
run olrtof free pods. They are unable 

3. CERB Grant. Implement the CERB Grant; obtain reimbursement for the 
Burnham Interchange improvements. Formatted: Bullets and Numbering 

Information Systems 

I 1.)NehPresseennce~~~~Con!ract~a~newcit~~~web~i!~eeeuti!1zi~!~~~~~clesignreview~ and 
outlines as done by Lita Dawn Stanton and Laureen Lund. lncrease public web 
interactive processes and payments online for 2008. Include the new permit 
tracking public web portal interface for online payment. Implement online utility 
billing and payment interface for the Finance Department. Replicate the new city 
website design to the Police Department Harborpd.com to provide a unified 
format. $10,000 -June. Current g r m h  in datafile usage via 

~l(ionne1. Furthermore. due to 

1 3 . T a p e  ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ backupsystemfor cityw@enterprise: Currently the city utilizes sing 
tape backups per server. Since the city has 12 servers (for different services) 
its network system, data retention will exceed 600 gigabytes this year, and tape 
capacity is only 20 gigabytes per tape, several servers cannot backup to one 
tape and must be spread across several tapes. It has become very difficult to 
manage, not to mention expensive, at $30 per tape. Tapes can be used a few 
times over, but start to degrade and must be changed out. It is for this reason a 
unified backup system has become necessary to manage the data being stored 
and or retrieved. $6,500. 

1 L U P S  ~~~~~~~~ Power Su- Increase , UPS backup power supply . outlets ~~~~~2 $3900:; 
February. : 

k w i i y  reasons, twill banefit the 
Palice Department t o  keep their case 
datasepa,ateframregularnehvark 
personnel. The Police Depahntment is 

: also lwkino inlovideo raalurs which 



CITY OF GIG HARBOR 
2008 Anntlal Budset 

SPECIAL REVENUE FUND TYPE 
Street ODeratin4 

STREET OPERATING 
NARRATIVE OF OBJECTIVES 2008 

1. Annual street rehabilitation and resurfacing. Consistent with the city's new 
pavement management system, the city will perform asphalt overlays on various 
city streets. Roadways include sections of Wollochet and Harborview Drive. 
$293,000 - November. 

2. Curbs, gutters and sidewalks. Construct minor curb, gutter, and sidewalk 
andlor walkway improvements and repairs along arterials and in priority locations 
as identified in the sidewalk inventory program sections to include Pioneer Way 
(south of Judson Street). $10,000 -December. 

3. Peacock Hill Avenue streetlights. Purchase and install six (6) architectural 
streetlights along Peacock Hill Avenue, starting at North Harborview Drive. 
$30,000 -September. 

4. Pavement markings. Install and repaint pavement markings on city streets 
$45,000 -June. 

5. Public Works facility. Repair existing metal roof. $15,000 -July. 

6. Traffic Calming. Install two speed monitorina devices at selected locations-- -~---{~ormatted: Bulletsand Numbeting i 
throuahout the citv. $12.000 - December. 



CITY OF GIG HARBOR 
ZOO8 Annual Budget 

SPECIAL REVENUE FUND TYPE 
Hotel-Motel Tax Fund 

HOTEL - MOTEL TAX FUND 
NARRATIVE OF OBJECTIVES 2008 

The following projects will be funded and managed through the Marketing Department, 
The Marketing Director will work directly with outside groups when necessary. Funding 
support may be provided for those projects approved by the Marketing Director that are 
in keeping with long term goals and strategic plan, to assist with external marketing 
efforts. 

1. Kitsap Convention and Visitors Bureau. In an effort to expand our marketing 
opportunities, we will continue our partnership with the Kitsap Convention and 
Visitors Bureau to gain greater exposure on their website and in all their 
promotional materials. $7,000 - February. 

2. Tacoma Convention and Visitors Bureau (CVB). Support the Tacoma 
Convention and Visitors Bureau's mission to market and promote the greater 
Pierce County Region. $10,000 - December. 

3. Tourism marketing fund. This objective is to promote and market the greater 
Gig Harbor area in 2008. This objective includes promotional consideration for 
the opening of the new museum in April 2008 and the Thunderbird 5oth 
Anniversary in August 2008. $80,400 - December. 

4. Lodging tax capital reserve and Skansie House Interpretive Information 
Center. Work with Mayor and stakeholders to explore funding and options and 
long term alternatives for the Skansie House. $10,000 from the 2008 budget to 
be added to the existing $70,000 in the fund for the renovation of the Skansie 
House with a short term goal of the Skansie House being used as a historic 
fishing interpretive center and/or visitor information center. $10,000 - 
December. 

I Y . . . . . . . . .  ..... ...... . . . ~ . . . ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .  
match. See Administration budget 
obj&es. Matching funds up to 



C I N O F  GIG HARBOR 
2008 Annual Budget 

SPeGlAL REVENUE FUNB TYPE 
Park Oevclopment 

PARKDEVELOPMENT 
NARRATIVE OF OBJECTIVES 2008 

City Park at Crescent Creek. Replace existing play structure (ship) and replace 
existing cedar shake roofs on bathroom and shelter. $90,000 - September. 

Skansie BrothersNerlsich Parks. As recommended by the Parks Commission 
and 2003 Skansie Brothers Park Ad-Hoc Committee, form a preservation 
committee to develop and recommend a specific plan for Skansie Brothers Park 
and Jerisich Parks. The plan should include specific recommended uses for the 
house and net shed, and should also include recommendations on other 
improvements such as a future maritime pier and Jerisich moorage extension. 
Research grant funding opportunities that would support the plan. in the 
meantime, and in keeping with the recommendation of the Parks Commission, 
proceed with cleaning up the interior of the house, including removing and/or 
sealing lead paint, removing mold, etc. $27,000 -July. 

Skansie House Restoration. Subject to Ad-Hoc committee plan approval and 
grant funding, restore interior of house and restore exterior of house as needed. 
Underground existing overhead power and phone lines. Depending on grant 
availability. $100,000 - $300,000 - December. 

Westslde Park Improvements. Begin construction of the balifields while 
preserving substantial natural buffers and wetland vegetation. Work with local 
community service organizations in assisting with the development of passive 
recreational features. (IAC grant $300,000) $900,000 - December. 

Westside Park Shelter. Construct shelter at the new Westside Park as identified 
in the Master Park Plan. $35,000 -July. 

Westside Park Bathroom Facility. Construct bathroom facility to be located in 
shelter as identified in Master Park Plan $35,000 -July. 

Austin Estuary Park. Develop a master park plan to tie in with Donkey Creek 
daylighting and construct limited improvements which may include irrigation, 
vegetation and interpretative signs. $50,000 - December. 

Eddon Boat Remediation, Permitting and Cleanup. Continue the permit and 
NFA process. Procure a contractor to perform the environmental cleanup and 
perform project oversight. $1,gO0,000 - October. 

~ ~~ ~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~ .~ 

Eddon Boat Park Design and Construction. Complete the Eddon Boat Outdoor 
Park Design. Grading and removal of bulkhead, shape estuary, shape site and 
paths. Finish site with seeding, gravel paths, and temporary irrigation. (Note: 
Eddon Boatyard building restoration is described in the Administration section of 
the budget.) $140,000 - December. 

Deleted: 9 ..--J 



.THC MAP.ITIA<f CITY. 

Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Proposed Council Action: Review 
ordinance and approve at second reading. 

Subject: Public Hearing and First Reading of 
Ordinance - Comprehensive Plan Amendment 
Application Requirements. 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: Drafl Ordinance 

Dept. Origin: Planning Department 

Prepared by: Jennifer Kester 
Senior Planner 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: 
Approved as to form by City Atty: 
Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: 

Expenditure Amount Appropriation 
Required 0 Budneted 0 Required 0 

INFORMATION 1 BACKGROUND 
The amendment would remove the requirement for a zoning map application as an element of 
a complete application for a comprehensive plan amendment. 

For a complete comprehensive plan amendment application, an applicant must also submit an 
application for a zoning map amendment "where necessary to maintain consistency between 
the land use and zoning maps" (GHMC Section 19.09.080(C)(I 1)). However, given that any 
such zoning map amendment could not be processed unless and until a comprehensive plan 
amendment was approved, the staff believes this requirement is premature and should be 
deleted. 

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS 
Zoning text amendments are addressed in Chapter 17.100 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code. 
In order to approve a zoning text amendment, the Council should generally consider whether 
the proposed amendment furthers the public health, safety and welfare, and whether the 
proposed amendment is consistent with the Gig Harbor Municipal Code, the Comprehensive 
Plan and the Growth Management Act (chapter 36.70A RCW). Zoning text amendments are 
considered a Type V legislative action (GHMC 19.01.003). 

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 
The City's SEPA Responsible Official has determined that the adoption of this Ordinance is 
categorically exempt under WAC 197-11-800(19) as an ordinance relating to procedures only. 



FISCAL CONSIDERATION 
None 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
No board or committee recommendation was solicited for this amendment. 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 
Staff recommends Council review the ordinance and approve at second reading. 

Move to: 



ORDINANCE NO. - 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE ClTY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG 
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO COMPREHENSIVE 
PLANNING, DELETING THE REQUIREMENT FOR A ZONING 
MAP AMENDMENT APPLICATION AS AN ELEMENT OF A 
COMPLETE APPLICATION FOR A COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
AMENDMENT, AMENDING GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE 
SECTION 19.09.080, AS ADOPTED IN ORDINANCE 1075. 

WHEREAS, the City adopted procedures for the processing of 
comprehensive plan amendments in Ordinance 1075; and 

WHEREAS, the City is currently processing the first round of applications 
under the procedures in Ordinance 1075; and 

WHEREAS, one element of a complete comprehensive plan amendment 
application is an application for a zoning map amendment "where necessary to 
maintain consistency between the land use and zoning maps" (GHMC Section 
19.09.080(C)(I 1)); and 

WHEREAS, given that any such zoning map amendment could not be 
processed unless and until the comprehensive plan amendment was approved, 
this requirement is premature and should be deleted; and 

WHEREAS, the City's SEPA Responsible Official has determined that the 
adoption of this Ordinance is categorically exempt under WAC 197-1 1-800(19) 
as an ordinance relating to procedures only; and 

WHEREAS, the City Community Development Director fotwarded a copy 
of this Ordinance to the Washington State Department of Community, Trade and 
Economic Development on October 17,2007, pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and 

WHEREAS, the Gig Harbor City Council considered the Ordinance at first 
reading and public hearing on ; and 

WHEREAS, the Gig Harbor City Council voted to - this Ordinance 
during the second reading on ; Now, Therefore, 

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

Section I. Subsection 19.09.080(C) of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code, as 
adopted in Ordinance No. 1075, is hereby amended to read as follows: 
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19.09.080 Amendment applications. 

C. Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment Requirements. Map 
amendments include changes to any of the several maps included in the 
comprehensive plan including, but not limited to, the land use map, critical 
areas maps, future roadways map, preferred freight route map, roadway 
functional classification maps, etc. All map amendment applications shall 
include the information specified under general application requirements. 
In addition, land use map amendment applications shall be accompanied 
by the following information: 

1. The current land use map designation for the subject parcel(s); 
2. The land use map designation requested; 
3. A complete legal description describing the combined area of all 

the subject parcel(s); 
4. A copy of the county tax assessor's map of the subject parcel(s); 
5. A vicinity map showing: 

a. All land use designations within 300 feet of the subject 
parcel(s); 

b. All parcels within 300 feet of the subject parcel and all 
existing uses of those parcels; 

c. All roads abutting andlor providing access to the subject 
parcel(s) including information on road classifications (arterial, collector, 
access) and improvements to such roads; 

d. Location of shorelines and critical areas on or within 300 feet 
of the site, if applicable; 

e. The location of existing utilities serving the subject parcels 
including electrical, water and sewer (including septic); and 

f. The location and uses of existing structures located on the 
subject parcel(s). 

6. Mailing labels of all property owners within 300 feet of the 
subject site, as listed on the County Assessor's tax roles. (The City may 
require the applicant at any time in the update process to submit updated 
mailing labels if the mailed notices are to be sent more than 30 days 
beyond the date the mailing labels were prepared); 

7. A traffic impact analysis (TIA) assessing the potential impacts of 
the proposed amendment; 

8. Topographical map of the subject parcels and abutting properties 
at a scale of a minimum of one inch represents 200 feet (1 :200); 

9. The current official zoning map designation for the subject 
parcel(s); 

10. A detailed plan which indicates any proposed improvements, 
including plans for: 

a. Paved streets; 
b. Storm drainage control and detention facilities; 
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c. Public water supply; 
d. Public sanitary sewers; 
e. Circulation and traffic patterns for the development and the 

surrounding neighborhoods; and . . 
1 1 . ~  

Q. =Other information as may be required by the Planning 
Director to assist in accurately assessing the conformance of the 
application with the standards for approval. 

43.12.A description of any associated development proposals. 
Development proposals shall not be processed concurrent with 
comprehensive plan amendments, but the development proposals may be 
submitted for consideration of the comprehensive plan amendments to 
limit consideration of all proposed uses and densities of the property under 
the City's SEPA, zoning, concurrency processes and comprehensive land 
use plan. If no proposed development description is provided, the City will 
assume that the applicant intends to develop the property with the most 
intense development allowed under the proposed land use designation. 
The City shall assume the maximum impact, unless the applicant submits 
with the comprehensive plan amendment a development agreement to 
ameliorate the adverse impact of the proposed development. 

Section 2. Severabilitv. 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 3. 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 City Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig 
Harbor this - day of ,200-. 

CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

CHARLES L. HUNTER, MAYOR 
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A-ITESTIAUTHENTICATED: 

By: 
MOLLY TOWSLEE, City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
OFFICE OF THE ClTY ATTORNEY 

By: 
CAROL A. MORRIS 

FILED WITH THE ClTY CLERK: 
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL: 
PUBLISHED: 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 
ORDINANCE NO: 
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Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Provision of Water and Sewer I Dept. Origin: City Attorney 
Outside the City Limits, repealing chapter 
13.34 and adopting a new chapter 13.34 Prepared by: City Attorney 
GHMC. 

Proposed Council Action: 

Adopt ordinance. 

I For Agenda ot: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: c L.H 11 Plo7 
Approved by City Administrator: 

Approved by Finance Director: 

m$' Approved as to form by City Atty: C 

Approved by Department Head: 

txpend~ture Amount Appropr~at~on 
Required 0 Budgeted 0 Required 0 

INFORMATION I BACKGROUND. Under chapter 13.34 GHMC, an owner of property lying in 
the Urban Growth Area (UGA) may ask the City to provide water andlor sewer service to the 
property. As a condition of such service, the City currently requires that the property owner 
sign an agreement with the City, which includes a number of conditions (all set forth in GHMC 
Section 13.34.060). One of these conditions is that the development or redevelopment of the 
property conform to the City's zoning code and comprehensive plan. 

Owners of property outside the UGA may request that the City provide water and sewer, but 
the circumstances under which the City may do so are extremely limited (due to the Growth 
Management Act (RCW 36.70A.1 lO(4)). If the Council does grant approval, the property 
owner must still comply with all of the requirements imposed on property owners in the UGA. 

Recently, the Court of Appeals rendered a decision in MT Development LLC v. City of Renton, 
165 P.3d 427 (2007), which held that the city did not have the ability to require that an owner 
of property lying outside the city conform development of the property to the city's 
comprehensive plan and zoning code as a condition of receiving such service. This case was 
discussed in the City Operations Committee meeting, which resulted in a recommendation 
that the City Attorney draft an ordinance allowing the provision of water and sewer to areas in 
the UGA only upon annexation. For properties outside the UGA, the existing requirements 
would apply, with the exception of the requirement that the development of the property 
conform to the City's zoning code and comprehensive plan. 



Prior to the adoption of chapter 13.34 GHMC, the City entered into an agreement for the 
purchase and sale of water with the Shore Crest Water Company. The existing agreement 
provides for the sale of water to the Company, not the individual homeowners. The City bills 
the Company, not the individual home owners, for the water. This agreement does not require 
that the individual property owners comply with chapter 13.34 GHMC. 

Staff is currently negotiating a new contract with the Shore Crest Water Company, and has 
made its representatives aware of the proposed ordinance. It is likely that representatives of 
the Company will attend the Council meeting to ask the Council for a change to the ordinance 
that will address their unique situation. Here is a possible new section for the Council to 
consider: 

13.34.050 Contracts for Purchase and Sale of Water Outside City Limits in the 
Urban Growth Area. The City Council may enter into contracts for the purchase and 
sale of water outside the City limits in the UGA with nonprofit water companies, without 
conforming to GHMC Section 13.34.040. However, the contract between the City and 
the water company shall not address the rates or connection fees charged, both of 
which shall be established by ordinance. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION. None. 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION. Recommend that the Council adopt the ordinance. 

Move to: Adopt the ordinance repealing the current chapter 13.34 GHMC, and 
adopting a new chapter 13.34 GHMC, providing water and sewer to property in the UGA 
upon annexation, and establishing the conditions under which such service will be 
provided outside the UGA. 



ORDINANCE NO. - 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE ClTY COUNCIL OF THE ClTY OF GIG 
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO THE PROVISION OF 
WATER AND SEWER SERVICE TO PROPERTY OUTSIDE THE 
ClTY LIMITS, REQUIRING THAT OWNERS OF PROPERTY IN 
THE CITY'S URBAN GROWTH AREA ANNEX AS A CONDITION 
TO RECEIVING WATER OR SEWER SERVICE FROM THE CITY, 
AND REQUIRING THAT EXTENSIONS OUTSIDE THE URBAN 
GROWTH AREA SATISFY THE CRITERIA IN RCW 
36.70A.110(4), SIGN A UTILITY EXTENSION AGREEMENT AND 
COMPLY WITH ALL REQUIREMENTS OF THIS CHAPTER, 
REPEALING CHAPTER 13.34 GHMC, AND ADDING A NEW 
CHAPTER 13.34 GHMC. 

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor currently provides water and sewer to 
property lying outside the City limits in the Urban Growth Area, upon the 
applicant's compliance with the City's conditions, as set forth in chapter 13.34 
GHMC; and 

WHEREAS, one of the conditions of such service is a requirement that the 
applicant sign a utility extension agreement, which is a contract between the 
property owner and the City, expressing the terms and conditions of such 
service; and 

WHEREAS, one of the terms in this agreement is a requirement to 
conform the development of the property to the City's development standards, 
which requirement is reflected in GHMC Section 13.34.060(J); and 

WHEREAS, on August 27, 2007, the Washington Court of Appeals 
rendered a decision on MT Development LLC v. City of Renton, 165 3d 427 ;P. (2007), which held that a city did not have the ability to require that a owner of 
property lying outside the city conform development of the property to the city's 
comprehensive plan and zoning code as a condition of receiving sewer service; 
and 

WHEREAS, the Washington Supreme Court has held that the conditions a 
city may impose on the provision of such service are not limited to those relating 
to capacity, as long as they are lawful (MT v. Renton, Yakima County Fire 
Protection District V. Yakima, 122 Wn.2d 371, 878 P.2d 245 (1993); and 

WHEREAS, the Washington Supreme Court has upheld a city's ability to 
condition water and sewer service to property outside city limits on the property 



owner's agreement to sign a no protest annexation agreement, which would 
require the property owner to sign an annexation petition if one is circulated; and 

WHEREAS, at least one other city in Washington has addressed the 
problem of providing sewer and water service in the UGA by requiring that the 
property owner annex as a condition of receiving such service (Master Builders 
Association of King and Snohomish Counties v. City of Arlington, CPSGMHB 
Case No. 04-3-0001, Final Decision and Order, July 14, 2004); and 

WHEREAS, the Central Puget Sound Growth Management Hearings 
Board has determined that such an ordinance is not inconsistent with the Growth 
Management Act; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council believes that requiring that an owner of 
property in the UGA annex his or her property in order to obtain water andlor 
sewer service will satisfy the City's concern that the development or 
redevelopment of property in the UGA is consistent with other development in the 
City; and 

WHEREAS, in those limited circumstances allowing extensions of water 
and sewer outside the City's UGA, as set forth in RCW 36.70A.110(4), the 
property owner will not be able to annex, but will be required to sign a utility 
extension agreement and comply with all of the City's conditions relating to the 
extension; and 

WHEREAS, the City's SEPA Responsible Official issued a threshold 
determination of for this Ordinance on ,; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing and considered this 
Ordinance during its regular City Council meeting of 200-; Now, 
Therefore, 

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

Section I. Chapter 13.34 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby 

repealed. 

Section 2. A new chapter 13.34 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor 

Municipal Code, which shall read as follows: 



CHAPTER 13.34 
WATER AND SEWER SERVICE OUTSIDE CITY LIMITS 

Sections: 

13.34.020 City's Authority to Provide Service Outside City 
Limits. 

13.34.040 Water and Sewer Service Outside City Limits in the 
Urban Growth Area. 

13.34.060 Water and Sewer Service Outside the Urban Growth 
Area. 

13.34.020 City's Authority to Provide Service Outside City Limits. 

A. The City is authorized, pursuant to RCW 35.67.310 and RCW 
35.92.200, to provide sewer and water service to property outside the city 
limits. The City's provision of such service is not mandatory. This chapter 
establishes the conditions imposed by the City on such service. 

B. Affer designation of the City's urban growth area boundary by the 
county as contemplated by RCW 36.70A.110, the City is prohibited from 
annexing territory beyond such boundary (RCW 35A.14.005). The City 
will provide water and sewer service to property within the urban growth 
area under the conditions set forth in GHMC Section 13.34.040, and the 
other provisions of this code, including but not limited to, the application 
for a water concurrency certificate in chapter 19.10 GHMC. 

C. The Growth Management Act allows the City to provide water and 
sewer services to rural areas outside of the urban growth area boundary 
only under certain limited circumstances described in RCW 
36.70A.1 lO(4). In order to obtain water and sewer service outside of the 
urban growth area boundary, property owners must comply with all of the 
requirements set forth in GHMC Section 13.34.060. 

13.34.040 Water and Sewer Service Outside City Limits in the 
Urban Growth Area. Any person or entity owning property outside 
the City limits within the City's Urban Growth Area must annex their 
property as a condition of connection to the City's sanitary sewer 
system or water supply. 

13.34.060 Water and Sewer Service Outside the Urban Growth 
Area. 

A. Limitations. Pursuant to RCW 36.70A.110(4), the City 
may only extend water and sewer outside the Urban Growth Area 



in those limited circumstances shown to be necessary to protect 
basic public health and safety and the environment, and when such 
services are financially supportable at rural densities and do not 
permit urban development. 

6. Application. Any person owning property outside the 
Urban Growth Area and desiring to have their property connected 
to the City's water supply system or sewer system shall make 
application at the office of the City Clerk for both a concurrency 
certificate and the actual connection, on the appropriate form. 
Every such application shall be made by the owner of the property 
to be connected and supplied the service, or by hislher authorized 
agent. The property owner must state fully the purposes for which 
the water andlor sewer service is required and describe the manner 
in which the application satisfies the requirements in subsection A 
above. In addition, the property owner must agree to sign a utility 
extension agreement with the all of elements set forth in this 
Section 13.34.060, and conform to the City's regulations 
concerning water and sewer service set forth in this title, as the 
same now exists or may be amended in the future. If the City 
receives such water service application, approves it under the 
procedures set forth herein, and subsequently issues a water or 
sewer concurrency certificate, such certificate shall expire within 
one year of the date of issuance, if the applicant does not pay the 
required fees and request an actual hook-up or connection to the 
subject property within that time period. 

C. Utility Extension Aareement. Every applicant for water 
and/or sewer service outside the Urban Growth Area, including but 
not limited to, municipal corporations or quasi-municipal 
corporations, such as water, sewer or fire districts, must agree to 
sign an agreement with the city, which conditions the provision of 
the service on the following terms: 

1. Agreement to Run with the Property. The agreement 
shall be recorded against the property in the Pierce County 
auditor's office, and shall constitute a covenant running with the 
land. All covenants and provisions of the agreement shall be 
binding on the owner and all other persons subsequently 
acquiring any right, title or interest in or to said property. 

2. Warranty of Title. The agreement shall be executed by 
the owner of the property, who shall also warrant that helshe is 
authorized to enter into such agreement. 

3. Costs of Design, Engineering and Construction of 
Extension. The owner shall agree to pay all costs of design, 
engineering and construction of the extension, which shall be 
accomplished to city standards and conform to plans approved 
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by the city public works director. Costs of plan review and 
construction inspection shall also be paid by the owner. 

4. Capacity Commitment Payments. The owner shall 
agree to pay for the city's reservation of sewer andlor water 
capacity, which is calculated as a percentage of the connection 
fee for the sewer andlor water service. Such payments shall be 
made under the payment schedule determined by the city. 

5. Easements and Permits. The owner shall secure and 
obtain at the owner's sole cost and expense, all permits, 
easements and licenses necessary to construct the extension. 

6. Dedication of Capital Facilities. The owner shall agree 
to dedicate all capital facilities constructed as part of the water 
and sewer extension (such as water or sewer main lines, pump 
stations, wells, etc.), at no cost to the city, upon the completion of 
construction, approval and acceptance by the city. 

7. Connection Charges. The owner shall agree to pay the 
connection charges set by the city in GHMC 13.04.080(C) andlor 
13.32.070 (as these sections now exist or may hereafter be 
amended), as a condition of connecting to the city water andlor 
sewer system. Such connection charges shall be calculated at 
the rate schedules applicable at the time of actual connection. 

8. Agreement Not to Protest Annexation. The owner shall 
provide the city with an irrevocable power of attorney to allow a 
city representative to sign a petition for annexation on behalf of 
the property owner or the property owner shall agree to sign a 
petition(s) for annexation of hislher property when requested to 
do so by the city. 

9. Waiver of Right to Protest LID. If, at the time of 
execution of the agreement, the city has plans to construct 
certain improvements that would specially benefit the owner's 
property, the agreement shall specifically describe the 
improvement. The owner shall agree to sign a petition for the 
formation of an LID or ULID for the specified improvements at the 
time one is circulated, and to waive hislher right to protest 
formation of any such LID or ULID. 

10. Development of Property to Conform to City Public 
Works Standards and Utility Regulations. The owner shall agree 
to comply with all of the requirements of the City's Public Works 
Standards and Utility Regulations when developing or 
redeveloping the property subject to the agreement. The property 
owner shall be required to apply for and obtain a water andlor 
sewer concurrency certificate prior to making application for a 
utility extension agreement. 

11. Termination for Noncompliance. In addition to all other 
remedies available to the city for the owner's noncompliance with 
the terms of the agreement, the city shall have the ability to 
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disconnect the utility, and for that purpose may at any time enter 
upon the property. 

D. Review and Approval of Application. The City Council 
shall review the application and may, in its sole discretion, allow the 
extension or expansion of sewer service, if the Council finds that: 

1. The application conforms to all elements of this 
Section, and the applicant has signed a utility extension agreement 
conforming to subsection C; and 

2. The City's Waste Water Treatment Plant and 
NPDES permit will not be affected by the extension or expansion; 
and 

3. The extension or expansion must be consistent 
with the goals of the City's sewer comprehensive plan and other 
applicable law, including, but not limited to, the State Environmental 
Policy Act (SEPA). 

E. Conditions. The Council's approval of any extension or 
expansion under this Section may be conditioned. Such conditions 
may include, but are not limited to: 

1. Restrictions may be placed on the hours that the City 
will accept sewage flow from the property; 

2. Restrictions may be placed on the amount of sewage flow 
or water provided to the applicant. 

3. The property owner shall have the responsibility to 
maintain and operate hislherlits own facilities. 

Section 3. Severabilitv. 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 City Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig 
Harbor this d a y  of ,200-. 

CITY OF GIG HARBOR 
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CHARLES L. HUNTER. MAYOR 

ATTESTIAUTHENTICATED: 

By: 
MOLLY TOWSLEE, City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
OFFICE OF THE ClTY ATTORNEY 

By: 
CAROL A. MORRIS 

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK: 
PASSED BY THE ClTY COUNCIL: 
PUBLISHED: 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 
ORDINANCE NO: 



Business of the City Council 
City o f  Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Ordinance establishing an 
Alternative processing procedure to allow 
The processing of applications while the City 
Constructs the necessary improvements to 
The Waste Water Treatment Plant. 

Proposed Council Action: 

First Reading of Ordinance 

Dept. Origin: City Attorney 

Prepared by: City Attorney 

For Agenda of: 11 -1 3-07 

Exhibits: 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: 
Approved as to form by City Atty: 
Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: 

txpend~ture Amount Appropriation 
Required 0 Budgeted 0 Required 0 

INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 

The City has currently reached operational capacity in the Waste Water Treatment Plant. 
Construction of improvements that will provide additional operational capacity will be complete 
in late 2009. Once the Phase I improvements are complete, the City will be able to provide 
treatment up to its current permitted capacity of 1.6 million gallons per day (MGD) maximum 
monthly flow. Following completion of the Phase 1 plant improvements, an additional plant 
capacity improvement (Phase 2) must be permitted and constructed very shortly thereafter to 
provide for future capacity needs. The City's concurrency ordinance will not allow approval of 
any project permit applications requiring capacity , until the necessary WWTP improvements 
are complete. 

Staff was asked to develop a procedure that would allow for the processing of project permit 
applications during this period of time, even if the applications could not be approved until after 
the necessary WWTP improvements are complete. The procedure described in the attached 
ordinance would allow developers to choose between the current procedure established in the 
code, or an alternative procedure that would allow them to vest under the development 



regulations in place at the time a complete project permit application1 is submitted. The 
alternative procedure would also require that the applicant sign a waiver and covenant not to 
sue the City, to ensure that the applicant does not chose the procedure but then sue the City if 
the applicant is dissatisfied with the procedure. It does not require the applicant to waive any 
rights he or she would have to sue the City based on the substance of the final decision on the 
project permit application. There are many other unusual features of this procedure, such as 
double-stage SEPA processing, and the holding of applications notice of the availability of 
capacity 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION: 

The ordinance would provide developers with a benefit - vesting of certain applications under 
the development regulations in place at the time a complete application was submitted. In 
exchange, the developers would sign a waiver of the deadline for a final decision, and 
covenant not to sue the City based on the alternative procedure. The City would also collect 
permit fees while the WWTP improvements are being constructed.* 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

None. The Committee asked the City Attorney to try to obtain additional review of this 
ordinance from other land use and municipal attorneys, and to report back. So far, only one 
attorney has responded, but the comments were not substantial. 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 

Move to: No action tonight. First reading only. 

' This only applies to applications that are subject to the vested rights doctrine. It does not apply to all permits. 
This is a summary of the pertinent requirements. 



ORDINANCE NO. - 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE ClTY COUNCIL OF THE ClTY OF GIG 
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO PROCESSING OF 
PROJECT PERMIT APPLICATIONS, ESTABLISHING AN 
ALTERNATIVE, TEMPORARY PROCEDURE FOR PROCESSING 
PROJECT PERMIT APPLICATIONS WITHOUT SEWER 
CONCURRENCY WHILE THE ClTY CONSTRUCTS THE 
NECESSARY IMPROVEMENTS TO THE WASTE WATER 
TREATMENT PLANT, ALLOWING APPLICANTS TO CHOOSE 
SUCH ALTERNATIVE PROCESSING THROUGH THE 
EXECUTION OF A CONTRACT WITH THE CITY, WHICH, 
AMONG OTHER PROVISIONS, WAIVES THE DEADLINES FOR 
A FINAL DECISION, RELEASES THE CITY FROM ANY 
LIABILITY OR DAMAGES RESULTING FROM THE 
APPLICANT'S DECISION TO CHOOSE THE ALTERNATIVE 
PROCESS, ALLOWING SUCH ALTERNATIVE APPLICATIONS 
TO EXPIRE ON MAY 31, 2010, IF THE ClTY HAS NOT 
ANNOUNCED THE ACCEPTANCE OF THE IMPROVEMENTS 
TO THE WASTE WATER TREATMENT PLANT EXPANDING 
SEWER CAPACITY; ESTABLISHING A DEADLINE OF May 31, 
2008 FOR THE PROCEDURE TO EXPIRE, ADDING A NEW 
SECTION 19.02.035 TO THE GIG HARBOR MUNCIPAL CODE. 

WHEREAS, the City has adopted a concurrency ordinance for water, 
sewer and transportation; and 

WHEREAS, the City's concurrency ordinance allows for the administrative 
denial of any application for a water, sewer or concurrency certificate, if there is 
no available capacity; and 

WHEREAS, the City's engineering consultants, the Cosmopolitan 
Engineering Group Inc., issued a memo dated June 8, 2007, on the status of the 
City's Waste Water Treatment Plant, stating that the WWTP is at its maximum 
capacity for the maximum month and peak day flows; and 

WHEREAS, a Technical Memorandum was prepared, submitted and 
approved by the Department of Ecology (DOE) on September 23,2007, which 
summarized the current WWTP deficiencies and provided an outline of the 
necessary plant improvements; and 

WHEREAS, the lack of capacity prevents the City from approving and 
reserving sewer concurrency certificates for certain comprehensive plan 
amendments, project permit applications or utility extension agreements; and 
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WHEREAS, the City is currently working on the necessary improvements 
to the WWTP that will provide more operational capacity; and 

WHEREAS, completion of the improvements that will provide additional 
capacity is scheduled for late 2009, but the City cannot predict the exact date 
that additional capacity will be available; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to establish an alternative processing 
procedure that will allow processing of project permit applications, so that 
applications will be ready for a final decision (either for an administrative decision 
or to be scheduled for a hearing before the Hearing Examiner) when the capacity 
is available; and 

WHEREAS, this alternative procedure will ensure that there is not a large 
backlog of applications to be processed when the capacity is available, and the 
City will not be required to hire additional planners on a temporary basis in order 
to meet statutory and ordinance deadlines for a final decision; and 

WHEREAS, developers will likely choose this alternative procedure 
because it will allow vesting of applications (only those applications that are 
subject to the vested rights doctrine) under the City's codes in place at the time 
of submission of a complete application, as long as the application conforms to 
the City's codes; and 

WHEREAS, the alternative procedure will not allow vesting under SEPA, 
so that any environmental issues will be examined to initiate processing and then 
re-examined prior to the final decision; and 

WHEREAS, in order for the City to process applications under this 
alternative procedure, developers must waive the statutory and ordinance 
deadlines for a final decision; and 

WHEREAS, such waiver must appear in a contract between the applicants 
and the City, and the developers must also agree to release and covenant not to 
sue the City for all liability and damages that may occur as a result of the 
developer's decision to choose the alternative processing procedure; and 

WHEREAS, the City's SEPA Responsible Official issued a threshold 
determination of for this Ordinance on ,; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing and considered this 
Ordinance during its regular City Council meeting of 200-; 
NOW, THEREFORE, 
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THE ClTY COUNCIL OF THE ClTY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, 
ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. A new Section 19.02.035 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor 
Municipal Code, which shall read as follows: 

19.02.035 Alternative Project Permit Processing without 
Concurrency. 

A. Notice to Applicants of Alternative Procedure in 
Determination of Complete Apolication. Beginning on January 1, 
2008, and ending on May 31, 2010, the City shall include the 
following language in every Notice of Complete Application for 
every building permit, preliminary plat, short plat, binding site plan, 
planned unit development, planned residential development, 
conditional use, variance, shoreline substantial development, 
shoreline conditional use, shoreline variance, site plan, or any other 
permit/approval for which a sewer concurrency certificate is 
required: 

As an alternative to the standard oroiect aermit a .  

processing, an applicant may choose to have this 
application processed under the temporary 
Gocedure entitled 'Alternative Project bermit 
Processing without Concurrency,' as set forth in 
Gig Harbor Municipal Code Section 19.02.035. A 
copy of this procedure is attached. Please let us 
know if you would like your application processed 
under this alternative procedure. If you do not 
choose to have your application processed under 
the alternative method, your application for a 
sewer concurrency certificate will be processed 
immediately. At present, there is no available 
capacity in the City's Waste Water Treatment 
Plant, and it is likely that any application for 
concurrency in the Waste Water Treatment Plant 
will be denied. If your underlying project permit 
application requires sewer availability in the City's 
Waste Water Treatment Plant, it is likely that it will 
be denied as well. Denied applications are 
subject to the appeal provisions of GHMC Section 
19.06.007. 

B. Choosina Alternative Processina. Once an application 
has been determined complete and the applicant has chosen 
alternative processing without concurrency, the property owner will 
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be asked to sign a contract with the City, allowing processing to 
proceed. This contract may not be signed by an agent for the 
property owner. A copy of this contract is attached to this 
Ordinance as Exhibit A, and will include, but not be limited to, the 
following requirements: 

1. The property owner must waive any right to a final 
decision on the project permit application or concurrency 
determination by the dates established in the City code or in state 
law: 

2. The property owner must release and covenant 
not to sue the City for any damages or liability that may be suffered 
by the applicanffproperty owner, developer or any third party as a 
result of the applicant's decision to choose this alternative 
processing procedure without concurrency, or as a result of the 
City's processing of the application under this procedure; 

3. The property owner must agree to the City's 
processing of the application up to the point where a final decision 
must be made, and no farther, until the expiration date established 
herein. If the City still does not have any capacity in the Waste 
Water Treatment Plant by that time, the property owner must agree 
that the application is null, void and of no further effect unless both 
parties agree to an extension; 

4. The parties to the agreement must acknowledge 
that while the City will extend the vested rights doctrine to certain 
applications, up to the expiration date established herein, the City 
will not extend the vested rights doctrine to permits that do not vest 
under state or local law, and no applications will be vested under 
the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA); 

5. The property owner must acknowledge that the 
City's processing of applications subject to the vested rights 
doctrine will proceed under the codes in place at the time the 
complete application has been submitted (with the exception of 
SEPA), (except for those codes that are specifically adopted to be 
retroactive); 

6. The property owner must agree to pay all 
applicable processing fees, which may include a double fee for any 
SEPA review or review based on SEPA, including but not limited to 
evaluations for traffic concurrency; 
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7. The property owner must agree to a contract 
expiration date of May 31, 2010, and if the City has not announced 
that the Waste Water Treatment Plant has available capacity by 
that date, the application will be null and void, and the property 
owner will be required to re-submit hislher application to begin the 
process anew, without any refund in fees. 

C. Execution of Contract. Every contract executed by the 
property owner shall be presented to the City Administrator. The 
City Council hereby authorizes the City Administrator to sign the 
contract attached hereto as Exhibit A on behalf of the City. 

D. Alternative Processinq without Concurrency. After 
contract execution, the City shall begin processing the application 
up to the point where a final decision must be made. In the case of 
a permitlapproval that becomes final when a staff decision is made, 
the staff shall only write a draft report. In the case of a 
permitlapproval that becomes final when a hearing examiner 
decision is made, the staff report shall also be in draft form, and the 
application shall not be scheduled for a hearing to the hearing 
examiner. For the SEPA threshold decision, see below. 

E. Double-staae SEPA processinq. The City's processing 
of the application under SEPA shall proceed as set forth in the 
City's codes and state law, except that no threshold decision shall 
issue. While the staff may prepare a draft threshold decision and 
even receive comments from the publiclapplicant on such draft, the 
threshold decision shall not issue for commenWappea1 by the public 
under this procedure, until the City announces that the Waste 
Water Treatment Plant has available capacity, but not later than 
May 31, 2010, unless the City has not accepted the improvements 
for the Waste Water Treatment Plant which will provide available 
capacity by that date. There shall be no vesting of any regulations 
under SEPA. 

F. Fees. The applicant shall pay the applicable project 
permit processing fees. In addition, if the City is required to issue a 
draft SEPA decision in order to ensure continued processing of an 
application, the applicant shall pay an additional fee for a second 
SEPA threshold decision (that would issue after May 31, 2010, as 
provided above). 

G. Order of Processinq. The City shall process the 
applications in the order established by readiness for a final 
decision. In other words, once the staff has performed the last step 
in the process prior to the final decision or the hearing on the final 
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decision, the application will be placed on the list. The applications 
on the list will be held until the City announces the acceptance of 
the Waste Water Treatment Plant which will provide available 
capacity, but not later than May 31, 2010. At that point, the staff 
will issue the necessary final decisions or schedule the applications 
for hearing on the final decision. If no announcement has been 
made by May 31, 2010, the applications will be null, void and of no 
further effect. 

H. Re-application. If the City does not accept the 
improvements to the Waste Water Treatment Plant that will provide 
available capacity on or before May 31, 2010, and the applications 
that have been processed under this temporary, alternative 
procedure have been determined null, void and of no further effect, 
the applicants may submit new applications once the City 
announces that sewer capacity is available. The provisions of 
GHMC Section 19.06.007 shall not prevent reapplication of 
applications that have been determined invalid. 

I. Utility Extension Aareements and Comprehensive Plan 
Amendments. This procedure is not available for utility extension 
agreements or comprehensive plan amendments. 

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, clause or phrase of this Ordinance. 

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 
consisting of the title. 

PASSED by the City Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig 
Harbor this d a y  of ,200-. 

CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

CHARLES L. HUNTER. MAYOR 
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ATTESTIAUTHENTICATED: 

By: 
MOLLY TOWSLEE, City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
OFFICE OF THE ClTY ATTORNEY 

By: 
CAROL A. MORRIS 

FILED WlTH THE ClTY CLERK: 
PASSED BY THE ClTY COUNCIL: 
FILED WlTH THE ClTY CLERK: 
PASSED BY THE ClTY COUNCIL: 
PUBLISHED: 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 
ORDINANCE NO: 
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' T H E  M A R I T I M E  C1TI' 

Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Gig Harbor City Parks 
Smoking Ban Ordinances 

Dept. Origin: Administration 

Prepared by: Rob Karlinsey 

INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 

Proposed Council Action: 

Consider these four ordinances. 
1. Smoking Ban in all City Parks. 
2. Smoking Ban in all City Parks. 

(Exempting parking lots) 
3. Smoking Ban in all Park play areas. 
4. Smoking Ban in City Skate Park. 

txpend~ture Amoun. 

The Parks Commission voted in favor of a smoking ban in all City parks. City staff was 
directed to draft an ordinance for the City Council's consideration and has brought this subject 
before the Council twice before. A policy paper was drafted and presented to Council which 
highlighted existing municipal codes in Washington State banning smokingllighted materials in 
parks. The Cities of Mill Creek and Puyallup both have laws on the books against smoking in 
some or all City parks. Recently, the Woodland Park Zoo has also banned smoking on its 
campus. 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 
Exhibits: 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: 
Approved as to form by City ~ t w :  (fhY\ 11 4 0 )  

Approved by Department Head: 

Appropriation 

e 
Approved by Finance Director: & 

Staff was previously directed by the Council to bring back four options for consideration. The 
previous ordinances presented to Council banned lighted materials in all City parks. These 
four options however, as currently presented, simply deal with the smoking ban issue and do 
not attempt to regulate all lighted materials. 

Required $0 Budgeted $0 Required $0 I 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 

None 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

The Gig Harbor Parks Commission recommends and voted 4-1 in favor of a smoking ban in all 
City parks. 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 

Move to: Pass one of the four ordinances listed above. 



1. a 
November z ,  zuur 

b 

ORDINANCE NO. - 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE ClTY COUNCIL OF THE ClTY OF GIG 
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, PROHIBITING SMOKING IN THE 
CITY'S PARKS, DESCRIBING VIOLATIONS AND 
ESTABLISHING PENALTIES AND ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 
9.24 TO THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE. 

WHEREAS, smoking materials including cigarettes, cigarette butts and 
cigars all of which pose a risk of fire or other damage to public park facilities, 
trails, equipment, forests, landscaping, and the like; and 

WHEREAS, the City's parks are intended for the healthy enjoyment of all 
our citizens, including our children and youth; and 

WHEREAS, children are particularly at risk from the effects of second 
hand smoke from tobacco and other lighted materials, which has been linked 
with development of lung cancer, heart attack, low birth weight, sudden infant 
death syndrome, bronchitis, pneumonia, asthma, chronic respiratory problems, 
eye and nasal irritation, and middle ear infection; and 

WHEREAS, each year, more than one million young people continue to 
become regular smokers and more than 400,000 adults die from tobacco-related 
diseases; and 

WHEREAS, limiting the amount of smoking in parks will provide children 
and youth with positive role modeling and discourage them from smoking when 
they get older; and 

WHEREAS, smoking materials represent a substantial amount of litter and 
trash in the City's parks; and 

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the citizens of the City of Gig 
Harbor to adopt regulations prohibiting smoking in the City's parks; 

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

Section 1. A new chapter 9.24 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor 

Municipal Code, which shall read as follows: 
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Chapter 9.24 
PARKS 

9.24.010 Smoking within City parks prohibited. It is unlawful for 
any person to smoke or light cigars, cigarettes, tobacco or other 
smoking material within city   he Director of Operations shall 
post signs in appropriate locations prohibiting smoking in the City's 
parks. 

9.24.020 Penalties. Failure to comply with any of the provisions of 
this chapter shall constitute a civil infraction, subject to a penalty of 
$100 as provided in GHMC § 1.16.010D.3. 

Section 2. Severabilitv. 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 3. 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 - day of ,200-, 

CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

CHUCK HUNTER, MAYOR 
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ATTESTIAUTHENTICATED: 

By: 
MOLLY TOWSLEE, ClTY CLERK 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

OFFICE OF THE ClTY ATTORNEY: 
By: 
CAROL A. MORRIS 

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK: 
PASSED BY THE ClTY COUNCIL: 
PUBLISHED: 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 
ORDINANCE NO. 
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2. Parkine Lot SmoMng 
November 2,2007 

ORDINANCE NO. - 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE ClTY COUNCIL OF THE ClTY OF GIG 
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, PROHIBITING SMOKING IN THE 
CITY'S PARKS BUT EXEMPTING THE BLACKTOP PARKING 
LOT OF ANY PARK FROM THIS PROHIBITION, DESCRIBING 
VIOLATIONS AND ESTABLISHING PENALTIES AND ADDING A 
NEW CHAPTER 9.24 TO THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE. 

WHEREAS, smoking materials including cigarettes, cigarette butts and 
cigars all of which pose a risk of fire or other damage to public park facilities, 
trails, equipment, forests, landscaping, and the like; and 

WHEREAS, the City's parks are intended for the healthy enjoyment of all 
our citizens, including our children and youth; and 

WHEREAS, children are particularly at risk from the effects of second 
hand smoke from tobacco and other lighted materials, which has been linked 
with development of lung cancer, heart attack, low birth weight, sudden infant 
death syndrome, bronchitis, pneumonia, asthma, chronic respiratory problems, 
eye and nasal irritation, and middle ear infection; and 

WHEREAS, each year, more than one million young people continue to 
become regular smokers and more than 400,000 adults die from tobacco-related 
diseases; and 

WHEREAS, limiting the amount of smoking in parks will provide children 
and youth with positive role modeling and discourage them from smoking when 
they get older; and 

WHEREAS, smoking materials represent a substantial amount of litter and 
trash in the City's parks; and 

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the citizens of the City of Gig 
Harbor to adopt regulations prohibiting smoking in the City's parks; 

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

Section 1. A new chapter 9.24 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor 

Municipal Code, which shall read as follows: 
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Chapter 9.24 
PARKS 

9.24.010 Smoking within City parks prohibited. It is unlawful for 
any person to smoke or light cigars, cigarettes, tobacco or other 
smoking material within any City park. Smoking within the blacktop 
parking lot area of any city park is exempt from this section. The 
Director of Operations shall post signs in appropriate locations 
prohibiting smoking in these areas. 

9.24.020 Penalties. Failure to comply with any of the provisions of 
this chapter shall constitute a civil infraction, subject to a penalty of 
$100 as provided in GHMC § 1.16.010D.3. 

Section 2. Severabilitv. 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 3. 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 - day of ,200-. 

CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

CHUCK HUNTER, MAYOR 
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ATTESTIAUTHENTICATED: 

By: 
MOLLY TOWSLEE, ClTY CLERK 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

OFFICE OF THE ClTY ATTORNEY: 
By: 
CAROL A. MORRIS 

FILED WITH THE ClTY CLERK: 
PASSED BY THE ClTY COUNCIL: 
PUBLISHED: 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 
ORDINANCE NO. 
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3. Smolcine Ban In Park Pi% Areas 
November 2,2007 

ORDINANCE NO. - 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE ClTY COUNCIL OF THE ClTY OF GIG 
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, PROHIBITING SMOKING IN THE 
CITY'S PARK PLAY AREAS, DESCRIBING VIOLATIONS AND 
ESTABLISHING PENALTIES AND ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 
9.24 TO THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE. 

WHEREAS, smoking materials including cigarettes, cigarette butts and 
cigars all of which pose a risk of fire or other damage to public park facilities, 
trails, equipment, forests, landscaping, and the like; and 

WHEREAS, the City's park play areas are intended for the healthy 
enjoyment of all our citizens, including our children and youth; and 

WHEREAS, children are particularly at risk from the effects of second 
hand smoke from tobacco and other lighted materials, which has been linked 
with development of lung cancer, heart attack, low birth weight, sudden infant 
death syndrome, bronchitis, pneumonia, asthma, chronic respiratory problems, 
eye and nasal irritation, and middle ear infection; and 

WHEREAS, each year, more than one million young people continue to 
become regular smokers and more than 400,000 adults die from tobacco-related 
diseases; and 

WHEREAS, limiting the amount of smoking in parks will provide children 
and youth with positive role modeling and discourage them from smoking when 
they get older; and 

WHEREAS, smoking materials represent a substantial amount of litter and 
trash in the City's parks; and 

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the citizens of the City of Gig 
Harbor to adopt regulations prohibiting smoking in the City's park play areas; 

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

Section 1. A new chapter 9.24 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor 

Municipal Code, which shall read as follows: 
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Chapter 9.24 
PARKS 

9.24.010 Smoking within park play areas prohibited. It is 
unlawful for any person to smoke or light cigars, cigarettes, tobacco 
or other smoking materials in or within 25 feet of the City's park 
play areas. "Play area" includes but is not limited to ball fields, 
tennis courts, basketball courts, play equipment areas and the 
entire City Skateboard Park. The Director of Operations shall post 
signs in appropriate locations prohibiting smoking in these areas. 

9.24.020 Penalties. Failure to comply with any of the provisions of 
this chapter shall constitute a civil infraction, subject to a penalty of 
$100 as provided in GHMC !j 1.16.010D.3. 

Section 2. Severabilitv. 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 3. 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 - day of ,200- 

CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

CHUCK HUNTER, MAYOR 
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ATTESTIAUTHENTICATED: 

By: 
MOLLY TOWSLEE, ClTY CLERK 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

OFFICE OF THE ClTY ATTORNEY: 
By: 
CAROL A. MORRIS 

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK: 
PASSED BY THE ClTY COUNCIL: 
PUBLISHED: 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 
ORDINANCE NO. 
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4. Smoktnn Ban in Skate Park 
November 2,2007 

ORDINANCE NO. - 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE ClTY COUNCIL OF THE ClTY OF GIG 
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, PROHIBITING SMOKING IN THE 
ClTY SKATE PARKS, DESCRIBING VIOLATIONS AND 
ESTABLISHING PENALTIES AND ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 
9.24 TO THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE. 

WHEREAS, smoking materials including cigarettes, cigarette butts and 
cigars all of which pose a risk of fire or other damage to public park facilities, 
trails, equipment, forests, landscaping, and the like; and 

WHEREAS, the City's skate park is intended for the healthy enjoyment of 
all our citizens, including our children and youth; and 

WHEREAS, children are particularly at risk from the effects of second 
hand smoke from tobacco and other lighted materials, which has been linked 
with development of lung cancer, heart attack, low birth weight, sudden infant 
death syndrome, bronchitis, pneumonia, asthma, chronic respiratory problems, 
eye and nasal irritation, and middle ear infection; and 

WHEREAS, each year, more than one million young people continue to 
become regular smokers and more than 400,000 adults die from tobacco-related 
diseases; and 

WHEREAS, limiting the amount of smoking in parks will provide children 
and youth with positive role modeling and discourage them from smoking when 
they get older; and 

WHEREAS, smoking materials represent a substantial amount of litter and 
trash in the skate park; and 

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the citizens of the City of Gig 
Harbor to adopt regulations prohibiting smoking in the City's skate park; 

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

Section 1. A new chapter 9.24 is hereby added to the Gig Harbor 

Municipal Code, which shall read as follows: 
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Chapter 9.24 
PARKS 

9.24.010 Smoking within the skate park prohibited. It is unlawful 
for any person to smoke or light cigars, cigarettes, tobacco or other 
smoking material within the City skate park located on the north 
side of City Hall. The Director of Operations shall post signs in 
appropriate locations prohibiting smoking in the park. 

9.24.020 Penalties. Failure to comply with any of the provisions of 
this chapter shall constitute a civil infraction, subject to a penalty of 
$100 as provided in GHMC § 1.16.010D.3. 

Section 2. Severabilitv. 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 3. 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 - day of ,200-. 

CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

CHUCK HUNTER, MAYOR 
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ATTESTIAUTHENTICATED: 

By: 
MOLLY TOWSLEE, ClTY CLERK 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

OFFICE OF THE ClTY ATTORNEY: 
By: 
CAROL A. MORRIS 

FILED WITH THE ClTY CLERK: 
PASSED BY THE ClTY COUNCIL: 
PUBLISHED: 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 
ORDINANCE NO. 
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Gig Harbor Parks: 
Lighted MaterialslSmoking Ban 

Ordinance 
Policy Paper 

Recommendation 
City of Gig Harbor 

History 

In an effort to facilitate a healthy environment for all citizens, the State of 
Washington has passed and enforced a ban on smoking in all indoor public 
places. This ban also pertains to all entrances and exits, safeguarding a 25 foot 
radius. While this state ban is currentlv the strictest in the nation, manv 
municipalities throughout the country are considering the f~r therex~atk ion of 
their smoking restrictions so as to further safeguard the general public, especially 
children, from the risks associated with smoking and secondhand smoke. l t  has 
been suggested that a ban on smoking in all city parks in the City of Gig Harbor, 
should be considered so as to ensure that our public spaces are healthy and 
available for everyone. 

While the ban on indoor smoking was met by some opposition, the law has been 
accepted by the general pubic. Enforcing a smoke free environment in all public 
buildings, restaurants, businesses and work places has proved to be relatively 
simple to enforce. Voluntary compliance on the part of the majority of 
Washingtonians has illustrated that not all laws require enforcement by the 
police. While there are strict fines for smokers and businesses that allow 
smoking, the threat of such fines is enough to ensure that the law is observed. 

The City Parks Commission has explored this issue and is in favor of a smoking 
ban in all City of Gig Harbor parks. They voted and passed a recommendation to 
this effect. As a result of their recommendation, this ordinance and paper was 
drafted in order to inform and facilitate a City Council decision on the matter. 

Research and Analysis 

The expansion of smoking laws and ordinances has been considered by cities 
across the United States. In California, cities such as San Francisco, 
Sacramento, Beverly Hills, Carson, ~ i v i s ,  El Monte, Huntington ~ e a c h ,  Los 
Angeles, Malibu, Pasadena, Redondo Beach and Santa Monica have enacted 
restrictions on outdoor smoking. (City of San Francisco, sfgov.org) Bans on 



smoking are common and enforced on school and hospital grounds. The 
Peninsula School District bans smoking on all district property and the 
Franciscan Health System also bans ail smoking on hospital iands. Most if not all 
schools and hospitals throughout the country also have bans. 

Here in Washington State the cities of Mill Creek and Puyallup both have 
enacted smoking ordinances in one or more of their parks. Mill Creek has an 
ordinance on the books restricting smoking in their Sports Park, which includes 
ball fields and a skate park. 

City of Mill Creek Park Smoking ban ordinance 

12.12.165 Smoking and tobacco use prohibited. 
Smoking and tobacco use are prohibited in the Mill Creek Sports 
Park. (Ord. 2006-638 3 1) 

12.12.170 Violation - Penalty. 
Any violation of or any failure to comply with any of the A. 
provisions of this chapter in which no penalty is otherwise specified 
shall constitute a civil infraction as contemplated by RCW 7.80.120 
and any person convicted thereof may be punished by a civil fine or 
forfeiture in the sum of $100.00. 
Payment of the civil fine within 24 hours of the issuance of the B. 
notice of infraction issued under this chapter shall reduce the 
amount of the fine owing by 50 percent. (Ord. 2006-638 3 3; Ord. 
2003-569 3 1) 

According to the Police Chief of Mill Creek, Bob Crannell, and the Parks Director 
for the ciiy of Puyallup, Ralph ~annenberg, the ordinances banning smoking in 
the park(s) are complied with voluntarily by the public. Mr. Dannenberg even 
stated that he was "very surprised at how well it is working." It seemedthat he, at 
first, was skeptical of the smoking ban concept but that the issue of enforcement 
has taken care of itself. The Mill Creek Police Chief however, was not as 
enthusiastic but rather diplomatic when discussing the issue concerning 
restrictions on smoking in the city's Sports Park. 

The City of Puyallup has taken on the issue of smoking for all of its city parks. 
However, when the ordinance against smoking was first suggested, both the 
public and the media worked the issue into a frenzy. Ralph Dannenberg recalls 
being invited onto every radio station "between here and Vancouver." The public 
wanted to know why the city was pushing this issue. The city cited research on 
secondhand smoke and also pointed out that smoking invites an atmosphere 
which is not beneficial for children. The City of Mill Creek also cited this concern 
as the reason for the ban in their Sports Park, which sees large groups of kids 
after school, on the weekends and during the summer months. 



The City of Puyallup also cited its concerns with respect to brush and forest fires. 
As is the case here in the harbor during the summer, the City of Puyallup desired 
to safeguard its parks from the threats of fire, which often start as a result of a 
cigarette being discarded on the roadside, in bushes or in garbage cans. With the 
increasing growth rate of the city's population and the number of people who visit 
the parks, the risk of fire as the result of a careless visitor increases. 

With all the controversy surrounding the proposed ban, the City of Puyallup 
decided to take another approach to the issue. Rather than ban "smoking" the 
city decided to ban "lighted materials" in the parks. 

9.20.195 Lighted material in city park property prohibited. 
It is unlawful for any person to smoke cigars, cigarettes, tobacco, or 
other material or to throw any lighted tobacco, cigars, cigarettes, 
matches, firecrackers, or other lighted material, on or within any city 
park, including without limitation any shelters or other structures 
located in such parks; provided, a person may dispose of smoking 
materials in a receptacle designed for such purpose if such item is 
placed within a park. Enforcement officers shall make a good faith 
effort to warn persons observed to be in violation of this section 
before issuing a violation notice. The director shall post signs in 
appropriate locations advising patrons of this section. Failure to 
comply with this section shall constitute a civil violation, subject to 
the procedures and penalties contained in Chapter 1.03 PMC, and, 
notwithstanding penalty provisions set forth in other provisions of 
this chapter, shall not be construed as a misdemeanor. (Ord. 2840 
3 2, 2005). 

This in conjunction with their ban on fireworks and firearms constitutes the 
elimination of all lighted materials in their parks. The city however does allow, as 
is the case here in Gig Harbor's City Park, cooking fires in designated areas. 

9.20.190 Fires. 
It is unlawful to build any fires in any park except in areas 
designated by the parks director. Campfires, including those used 
for cooking and in barbecues, can be built only in areas designated 
by the parks director. (Ord. 2840 3 2, 2005; Ord. 2105 3 2, 1986; 
Ord. 1733 3 4, 1978). 

The voluntary compliance of the public, according to both the Police Chief of Mill 
Creek and the Parks Director of Puyallup is what makes this program and 
ordinance possible. As is the case with such laws as bike helmets, littering, J- 
walking and even speeding, what makes these laws possible to enforce is the 
public's voluntary compliance. While our police department does enforce these 
laws on occasion, the majority of the public complies with the laws and 
ordinances regulating these activities simply out of respect for the rule of law. 
Others comply out of the fear of punishment, either monetary or otherwise. 



The Gig Harbor Police Department has raised concerns about this possible 
legislation. Is it a good use of police resources? What enforcement will be 
involved? While there is some support among officers for a smoking ban in the 
Skate Park, it is apparent that many see enforcement of such a ban as a drain on 
police resources and manpower. Their concerns relate to the feasibility of 
enforcement and the fact that they could become "the smoking police." Many in 
the Police Department expressed that they have larger, more serious issues to 
deal with such as the growing graffiti problem, not to mention their calls and case 
loads which are already part of the job. Police Chief Mike Davis and all the 
officers articulated their opinions and suggestions concerning a proposed 
smoking ban but also affirmed their commitment to upholding the rule of law as 
stipulated by the Council. 

Both the Police Chief of Mill Creek and the Parks Director of Puyallup reported 
that the number of citations and telephone calls launching smoking complaints 
were negligible. Since the start of the smokingllighted materials bans in city 
parks, there have been few problems with enforcement. The initial warnings, 
informational patrols and enforcement resulted in widespread compliance. Gig 
Harbor should expect the same outcome in the event that this ordinance 
becomes law. 

Ordinance Proposal 

The ordinance which has been proposed by City Staff follows the general form of 
the Puyallup ordinance. In eliminating all lighted materials, except for fires in 
designated cooking areas, the city will improve both the environment in the parks 
as well as preventing the risk of brush and forest fires. Our parks should be a 
safe and healthy environment for all city residents and visitors. This ordinance 
will do just that. 

Proposed Gig Harbor Park Ordinances 

9.24.010 Fires. It is unlawful to build any fires in any park 
except in areas designated by the Director of Operations. 
Campfires, including those used for cooking and in 
barbecues, may only be built in areas designated by the 
Director of Operations. 

9.24.020 Lighted material in city park property 
prohibited. It is unlawful for any person to smoke or light 
cigars, cigarettes, tobacco or other material or to throw any 
lighted tobacco, cigars, cigarettes, matches or other lighted 
material, on or within any city park, including without 
limitation any shelters or other structures located in such 
parks; provided, a person may dispose of cigarette and cigar 
smoking materials in a receptacle designed for such purpose 



if such item is placed within a park. Enforcement officers 
shall make a good faith effort to warn persons observed to 
be in violation of this section before issuing a violation 
notice. The Director of Operations shall post signs in 
appropriate locations advising patrons of this section. Failure 
to comply with this section shall constitute a civil infraction, 
subject to the procedures and penalties contained in GHMC 
3 1.16.010, and, notwithstanding penalty provisions set forth 
in other provisions of this chapter, shall not be construed as 
a misdemeanor. 

In addition to the gained benefits in safety and environment for visitors, this 
measure also helps cut down on littering. In the case of the skate park there is a 
safety issue which accompanies the littering aspect of lighted materials. Cigarette 
butts can cause injury, in that if cigarette butts are in the skate bowl, skaters may 
run over them, causing them to trip, resulting in serious injury. The safety and 
health of the visitors in our city parks should be our top priority. 

If the ordinance under consideration is passed, the city will need to erect signs 
and have an initial education period prior to enforcement so as to inform the 
public. After this initial period, it can be expected that, similar to the cities of Mill 
Creek and Puyallup, the smoking ordinance will largely be complied with 
voluntarily. The fines for a violation of the proposed ordinance would be that of a 
Civil Infraction as identified in the Gig Harbor Municipal Code Chapter 1.16. 

The City of Gig Harbor is a wonderful place for families and this proposed parks 
ordinance ensures that all our city facilities are family friendly environments. Not 
only does this ordinance ensure that the parks provide children, visitors and 
residents with a healthy, safe and clean area for recreation; it eliminates the 
possible threats associated with lighted materials during the summer months and 
throughout the year. Our community prides itself on being a "healthy harbor". 
This ordinance addresses this important issue and ensures that our city parks 
are healthy and available for everyone to enjoy. 



Business o f  the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Staff Report - Borgen Dept. Origin: Engineering Division 

BoulevardlSR-16 lnterchange Level II Study 
Update Prepared by: Stephen Misiurak, P.E. 

City Engineer 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: Layout Exhibits 
Summary of Advantages and 
Disadvantages Table 
Comment Summary Table 
Draft Criteria Scoring Results 

Initial & Date 
Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: 
Approved as to form by City Atty: 
Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved bv Department Head: 

txpenditure Amount Appropriation 
Required $0 Budgeted $0 Required 0 I 
INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 
The City is currently performing a Level II Analysis to select a preferred alternative for a long 
term solution at the BorgenISR16 lnterchange in north Gig Harbor. To date, the City's 
consultant, HDR, Inc., has performed the following work: 

Preliminary engineering lay outs for each of the Level I alternatives and one additional 
SPUl alternative (attached). 
Conceptual cost estimates for each alternative. 
Preliminary traffic modeling information. 
Led an Open House to discuss the alternatives with the public. 
Led a work study group of WSDOT, Pierce County, City and HDR engineers. 
Performed a value engineering exercise to score each alternative based on selected 
criteria (drafl results attached). 

The final report on the results of the Level II Analysis will be complete in December 2007. 
This report will include much more detail and analysis and will recommend a preferred 
alternative. Staff will bring the report to Council and provide a recommendation for further 
action at that time. 

The advantages and disadvantages of each alternative are summarized in the attached table. 
Also, comments received by the public during the Open House on 10-17-07 are summarized 
in a second attachment. 
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City of Gig Harbor 
Borgen Bouelvard-SR16 Interchange Level II Analysis 

Summary of AdvantagesIDisadvantages 
November 2007 

I ESTIMATED 

Interchange along Borgen Boulevard corridor 
2 Minimal impact to environment 2 Construction staging will result in 

some disruption of traffic on Borgen 
Boulevard and SR16 onloff ramps 

3 Maintains existing location of SR16 3 Additional right of way required 
westbound onloff ramps along Borgen Boulevard 

4 Maximizes use of proposed Interim 4 Does not improve mergeld~verge 
Improvements ($1 1 million) conflicts at SRl6lSR302 onloff 

ramps 
6 Does not address developing traffic 

operation issues at intersection of 
Sehemel Drive and 

blainlains partial use of 
~ i x i m u m  throughputof traffic I 
volume 
Provides for some improvement to 2 
traffic operation at intersection of 
Sehemel Drive-Burnham Driie- 
Borgen Boulevard 

3 

4 

uoes not Improve tranlc operarlon 
along Borgen Boulevard corridor 
Construction staging will result in 
significant disruption of traffic 

Additional right of way required for 
Canterwood Boulevard/Burnham 
Drive intersection realignment 
Does not improve mergeldiverge 
conflicts at SR16lSR302 onloff 

* Does not include right of way acquisiton 
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deiay farthosvltio l i v e d  of Bumham in NaUl Rosedale. 
Keep inmind: 
1. Trafficneeds10 becontmiled 
2. Truck enfnnce end elit to Gig Harbor requires mare room than r w n d a w s  oKw 
3. Miramp eaabaund tom W. b h a m  to fml la Mndeied by riwln&s EB on Sveds Hill up lo state 
camedim aoler Reminds me of Southcenle~ Hill. Add an EB lrucklarr for riwmavinq mcks. 
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PERFORMANCE ATTRIBUTE & REQUIREMENT DEFINITIONS 

Performance Attribute 

Traffic Operations SR 16 

Traffic Operations Local 
Streets 

Constructability 

Utility Impacts 

RMT impacts 

Compatibility with interim 

Need for Additional Projects 

Environmental impacts 

Definition 

Operations on SR 16 mainline and ramps 

TraMc Operalions and access on city and county streets (Economic Vitaitly) 

Phasing, MOT during wnstruction and impact to traveling public and businesses 

Water, Sewer. Power. High Voltage 

Need to acquire I purchase ww 

interim project on existing interchange to mitigate for traMc impacls (minimize throw away) 

The interchange improvements would require addiUonai projects on SR18, in Ule City, and Pierce 
Cunty to create traMc distribution and keep acceptable level of service at critical intersections. 

Wetlands, Streams. EJ. Cultural Resources 
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PERFORMANCE ATTRIBUTE MATRIX 

Which attribute will provide the greater improvement to the project relative to Need and Purpose? TOTAL % 



VALUE MATRIX 

Need for Additional 



VALUE MATRIX O R ' F ~  

Need for Additional 



VALUE MATRIX 

4P4*, 

RNV Impacts 

Compatibility wilh interim 

Need for Additional 
Projects 

Tlsht Diamond (SPUI) I 1 I 1 4 1  1 I 1 1 I I 61 
Fly over 

Environmenlal Impacts I I 5 1  83 l7 
SPUl 1 1 1  I 1 1 I .- I 1 I 17 



VALUE MATRIX 

OVERALL PERFORMANCE 

T i g h t  Diamond (SPUI) 
Fly over -- 
SPUl 
Split 

Rrfomanca 
(P) 

315 
461 
282 
633 

% Changa 
Pw(omrnce 

-50% 
- -27% 

-55% 

[)( 

(c) 

17.5 
30 2 
33.5 
29.0 

Chrneecost 

40% 
-4% 
-16% 

Valuefnddu 
(PfC) 

18.016 _ 
15.269 
8.416 
21.839 

%Value 
lmpmvemenl 

1 -18% 
-30% 
-61% 
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Community Development Dept. 
3510 Grandview St. 
-1- m1.m nA--C 1 

Memo 
To: ' Mayor Hunter and Council Members 

Fran: Dick J. Bower, CBO - BuildinglFire Safety Director 9&9 
CC: Rob Karlinsey, file 

Date: 1 1 /8/2007 

Re: Comprehensive Emergency Management Plan 

Recent events on the world stage have illustrated the importance of emergency preparedness and 
planning on a community's ability to survive and recover from disasters. A basic element of community 
emergency planning is the Comprehensive Emergency Management Plan (CEMP), which guides the 
community's response and recovery efforts and assists in coordinating efforts of community leaders, 
administrators, responders and emergency managers in times of crisis. 

The plan, to be presented as a resolution for your consideration at the November 26' meeting, (a 
bound copy accompanies this memo) reflects the state-of-the-art in emergency preparedness planning 
while being consistent with plans of other local jurisdictions as well as those of Pierce Co., the State of 
Washington, and the National Incident Management System (NIMS). It takes an all-hazard approach 
to emergency management by providing guidance on responses to both natural and man-made 
emergencies and disasters that may strike the Gig Harbor community as identied in the Hazard 
Inventory and Vulnerability Analysis. The plan has been reviewed and found acceptable by the City's 
department directors as well as by our response partners in the Pierce Co. Department of Emergency 
Management and Pierce Co. Fire District #5. 

The CEMP, along with the City's Water and Sewer Emergency Response Plan (Aug. 2005); 
Continuation of Operations and Continuation of Government plans (under development); and all 
hazards mitigation plan (under development); will provide the City with complete and NIMS compliant 
emergency management plans as part of its overall emergency management program. 



'THE M A R I T I M E  CITY' 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
MEMORANDUM 

TO: Mayor Hunter and City Council Members 
FROM: David Brereton, Interim Community Development ~irector* 
SUBJECT: Street Vacation Checklist 

/ 

DATE: November 13,2007 

At the request of the City Council, staff was directed to create a checklist for use 
by the City of Gig Harbor for street and alley vacation requests. Attached is a 
draft for review and comment. 



VACATION OF STREETS AND ALLEYS 

GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 12.14 

Name: Date: 

Site address: 

~- 

a The petition or resolution shall be filed with the ciiylrlerk, and thgedition shall be signed by the 
owners of more than two-thirds of the property~b6$ng - - ~  -~ upon the paitofsuch street or alley sought 

- -- ~- 
-~ 

- ~ 

~ ~ 

-~ ~ ~ 

- - to be vacated. [GHMC § 12.14.002 (c)]. -11 -~ 
~ - ~~- ~- ~ - 

~ - 

Nonrefundable payment to the City of a pre-ht?&igfee of $150.00, to defrifthe - - -  administrative cost 
- ~ 

incurred in processing such vacatign ~ - petitions [GHMC ~ ~ ~- -~ 9 12;14%04 ~- ~ - (a)]. - - - 
- - u Legal description prepared by a ~ G n s e d  - ~urveyor of Z&a~k be vacated [GHMC 5 12.14.002 (b)]. 

- - ~- ~ - 

Location map showing surrounding Str&@tij&&ork, existing--@ties, and adjacent properties labeled 
~ ~ -- 

with ownership, site addresses, and ELcel G i r s  -- -- - 
~ ~ - -  

Site map prepared by ~ ~- a Licensed - ~urv&showinfthe existing-T&erty and street 
vacation areas with;dim6tisi6n_s(using b%ngs anddisTGces), calculated square footage, 

- - -- 

two-foot contouf~,existing -- eiziments, ~ - wetla&ld"d trails ofither relevant information 
- -  - 

At the time the City~~buncil recot@nends a vacation petition, the petitioner shall deposit a 
$500.00 appraisal fee with thepubl ic~orks ~ i re&r [GHMC § 12.14.004 (b)]. Appraisal fee not 
required i f  - qGlifiid ~ ~ ~ ~ undGthe~on-user:statute - - 

~ ~ [GHMC § 12.14.018 (c)]. 
~om%kation~io thSCity forWcation if app l i&b le [GH~~ § 12.14.018]. Compensation not 
required -~ ~ if qualified under - the  on-user ~ - Statute fGHMC 3 12.14.018 (c)]. 

- - 

- ~ 

- ~ 

-~ ~ 

CITY REVIEW - : - 

- - 

Determine ~ o n q s e r  Statute application. 
-~ 

Verify all inf~rmation~rovided~iin - - - -  the petition, legal description, location map, and site map. 
~ - ~- 

0 Describe topography aridvegetation - - (forested, cleared, etc.) using GIs aerial and digital camera 
photos of site. 

Verify existing utilities or call One Call Locate to determine what utilities are on the property. 

Determine proposed vacation's consistency with City of Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan (i.e. 
transportation element). 

Determine current extent of public use of area proposed to be vacated as a Prescriptive Easement. 

Determine possible retention for future public uses: Roadway, water, sewer, storm drainage, 
parking facilities, parks, view areas, and access to waterfront. 



VACATION OF STREETS AND ALLEYS 
GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 12.14 
PAGE 2 

Develop history of area proposed to be vacated including when area was purchased, dedicated, or 
otherwise acquired. 

Determine compensation for vacation as described in GHM .14.018 if applicable. 

Verify payment of pre-hearing $150 fee and $500 apprais 

Prepare aerial vicinity map. 

Prepare Council Resolution. 

Post notices of Public Hearing. 

Determine hearing date. 

Legal Review 



Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Staff Report - 2007 
Comprehensive Plan Amendments 

Proposed Council Action: Review in 
preparation of November 26, 2007 public 
hearing. 

Dept. Origin: Planning Department 

Prepared by: Jennifer Kester 
Senior Planner 

For Agenda of: November 13,2007 

Exhibits: Proposed Amendments; Planning 
Commission recommendation; Minutes of October 
18, 2007 Planning Commission; Staff Report to 
Council on neighborhoods dated October 8, 2007 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by City Administrator: 
Approved as to form by City Atty: 
Approved by Finance Director: 
Approved by Department Head: 

INFORMATION 1 BACKGROUND 
The intent of this staff report is to provide the Council members an opportunity to familiarize 
themselves with the proposed amendments and criteria of approval prior to the public hearing 
and first reading of ordinance scheduled for November 26, 2007. 

On September 10, 2007, the City Council has forwarded to the Planning Commission three (3) 
Comprehensive Plan amendments for processing in the 2007 cycle: 

COMP 07-0002: 
An amendment to the Community Design Element to add a Neighborhood Design section 
and map and a Residential Development Design section to the Community Design 
Element. The City of Gig Harbor proposes adding the neighborhood design section to 
recognize and retain the unique neighborhoods and design characteristics of the harbor. 
Eight neighborhoods are proposed: View Basin, Soundview, Gig Harbor North, Peacock 
hill, RosedaleIHunt, Westside, Bujacich RoadINW Industrial, and Purdy. The new housing 
development section will provide a framework for developing and amending performance 
standards for new housing developments, in particular tree retention and planting and lot 
and street layout. 

Proponent: City of Gig Harbor Planning Department, Tom Dolan, Planning Director, 
3510 Grandview Street, Gig Harbor, WA 98335 



COMP 07-0003: 
An amendment to the Transportation Element to respond to the comments provided to the 
City by the Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC). In general the text changes would 
adopt LOS standards for state-owned facilities, update population and travel demand 
growth assumptions to incorporate population allocations adopted by Pierce County and 
add policies to be consistent with Destination 2030, Vision 2020 and Pierce County 
Countywide Planning Policies. Addressing PSRC's comments will allow the PSRC to 
recommend full certification of our Transportation Element of the Comprehensive Plan. 

Proponent: City of Gig Harbor, Stephen T. Misiurak, P.E., City Engineer, and Emily 
Appleton, P.E., Senior Engineer, 3510 Grandview Street, Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

COMP 07-0004: 
An amendment to the Capital Facilities Element to update, revise and add to the City's list 
of stormwater, water system, wastewater, parks and open space projects. 

Proponent: City of Gig Harbor, Administration, 351 0 Grandview Street, Gig Harbor, 
WA 98335 

The Planning Commission reviewed the three proposed amendments at its October 18, 2007 
meeting and held a public hearing. Approximately twenty (20) members of the public were at 
the meeting and seven (7) testified or provided written comments. In general, those testifying 
were in favor of the Planning Commission work or were requesting clarification on the 
proposals. No member of the public expressed displeasure in the proposed amendments. 
After the public hearing, the Planning Commission voted to recommend approval of the three 
proposed amendments with no changes. 

POLICY ANALYSIS 
The process for Comprehensive Plan amendment (Chapter 19.09) states that the City Council 
shall consider the Planning Commission's recommendations and after considering the criteria 
found in GHMC 19.09.1 70 and 19.09.1 30 make written findings regarding each application's 
consistency or inconsistency with the criteria. Those amendments which are consistent with 
the criteria should be approved. 

19.09.1 70 Criteria for approval. 
Every applicant for a comprehensive plan amendment must demonstrate how each of 

the following criteria for approval has been satisfied in their application materials. The city 
council, in addition to the consideration of the conditions set forth in GHMC 19.09.1 30, 
shall make written findings regarding each application's consistency or inconsistency with 
each of the following criteria: 

A. The proposed amendment meets concurrency requirements for transportation as 
specified in Chapter 19.10 GHMC; 

B. The proposed amendment will not adversely impact the city's ability to provide sewer 
and water, and will not adversely affect adopted levels of service standards for other public 
facilities and services such as parks, police, fire, emergency medical services and 
governmental services; 

C. The proposed amendments will not result in overall residential capacities in the city or 
UGA that either exceed or fall below the projected need over the 20-year planning horizon; 



nor will the amendments result in densities that do not achieve development of at least four 
units per net acre of residentially designated land; 

D. Adequate infrastructure, facilities and services are available to serve the proposed or 
potential development expected as a result of this amendment, according to one of the 
following provisions: 

1. The city has adequate funds for needed infrastructure, facilities and services to 
support new development associated with the proposed amendments; or 

2. The city's projected revenues are sufficient to fund needed infrastructure, 
facilities and services, and such infrastructure, facilities and services are included in the 
schedule of capital improvements in the city's capital facilities plan; or 

3. Needed infrastructure, facilities and services will be funded by the developer 
under the terms of a developer's agreement associated with this comprehensive plan 
amendment; or 

4. Adequate infrastructure, facilities and services are currently in place to serve 
expected development as a result of this comprehensive plan amendment based upon an 
assessment of land use assumptions; or 

5. Land use assumptions have been reassessed, and required amendments to 
other sections of the comprehensive plan are being processed in conjunction with this 
amendment in order to ensure that adopted level of service standards will be met. 

E. The proposed amendment is consistent with the goals, policies and objectives of the 
comprehensive plan; 

F. The proposed amendment will not result in probable significant adverse impacts to the 
transportation network, capital facilities, utilities, parks, and environmental features which 
cannot be mitigated and will not place uncompensated burdens upon existing or planned 
services; 

G. In the case of an amendment to the comprehensive plan land use map, that the 
subject parcels being redesignated are physically suitable for the allowed land uses in the 
designation being requested, including compatibility with existing and planned surrounding 
land uses and the zoning district locational criteria contained within the comprehensive 
plan and zoning code; 

H. The proposed amendment will not create a demand to change other land use 
designations of adjacent or surrounding properties, unless the change in land use 
designation for other properties is in the long-term interest of the community in general; 

I. The proposed amendment is consistent with the Growth Management Act, the 
countywide planning policies and other applicable interjurisdictional policies and 
agreements, and/or other state or local laws; and 

J. The proposed effect of approval of any individual amendment will not have a 
cumulative adverse effect on the planning area. 

19.09.130 Considerations for decision to initiate processing. 
Before rendering a decision whether the individual comprehensive plan amendment 

proposal may be processed during any year, the city council shall consider all relevant 
facts, including the application materials, as well as the following items: 

A. Whether circumstances related to the proposed amendment and/or the area in which 
it is located have substantially changed since the adoption of the comprehensive plan; and 

9. Whether the assumptions upon which the comprehensive plan is based are no longer 
valid, or whether new information is available which was not considered during the initial 
comprehensive plan adoption process or during previous annual amendments. 



ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 
The SEPA Responsible Official issued a Determination of Non-Significance (DNS) for the 
proposed amendments on September 26, 2007 for as per WAC 197-1 1-340(2). The comment 
period for the DNS expires an November 25,2007. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 
None 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
Having reviewed the proposed 2007 Comprehensive Plan amendments after a public hearing 
at its meeting of October 18, 2007, the City of Gig Harbor Planning Commission 
recommended the City Council APPROVE the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments. 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTION 
Review in preparation of November 26, 2007 public hearing. 



'THE M A R I T I M E  C I T Y "  

COMMUNITY DEVEI,OP~ENT DEPARTMENT 

NOTICE OF RECOMMENDATION 

C 1 R  OF 616 HARBOR DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
2007 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENTS 

TO: City of Gig Harbor 

FROM: Jennifer Kester, Senior Planner 

DATE: November 1,2007 

RE: Applications: COMP 07-0002, COMP 07-0003, and COMP 07-0004 

Having reviewed the Comprehensive Plan amendments included in the 2007 
cycle after a public hearing at its meeting of October '18, 2007, the City of Gig 
Harbor Planning Commission recommended the City Council APPROVE the 
following Comprehensive Plan amendments: 

COMP 87-0002: 
An amendment to the Community Design Element adding a Neighborhood 
Design section and map and a Residential Development Design section to 
the Community Design Element. The neighborhood design section will 
recognize and retain the unique neighborhoods and design characteristics of 
the harbor. The new housing development section will provide a framework 
for developing and amending performance standards for new housing 
developments. 

COMP 07-0003: 
An amendment to the Transportation Element to respond to the comments 
provided to the City by the Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC). The text 
changes would adopt LOS standards for state-owned facilities, update 
population and travel demand growth assumptions incorporating population 
allocations adopted by Pierce County and add policies to be consistent with 
Destination 2030, Vision 2020 and Pierce County Countywide Planning 
Policies. 

COMP 07-0004: 
An amendment to the Capital Facilities Element to update, revise and add to 
the City's list of stormwater, water system, wastewater, parks and open 
space projects. 

2007 Comprehensive Plan Amendments Page 1 of 3 
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The Planning Commission made this recommendation after reviewing the criteria 
for approval found in GHMC 19.09.130 and 19.09.1 70. The recommendation is 
based on the following information and analysis: 

1. The text amendments will not change the allowed intensities and densities of 
development and therefore no transportation capacity evaluation is required. 

2. The changes to the Community Design Element will not affect sewer, water or 
capital facility level of service standards as the policies relate to site design, 
such as architecture, layout and landscaping. The amendments to the 
Transportation Element and Capital Facilities Element will improve the City's 
ability to provide sewer, water and other public facilities and services through 
updated funding mechanisms and consistency with regionally planning efforts. 

3. The amendments will not result in a change to residential capacities for the 
city or UGA or result in developments not achieving minimum densities. The 
amendments to the Capital Facilities Element will ensure that adequate 
facilities can be constructed to provide for the projected 20-year residential 
need. The amendments to the Community Design element will affect lot layout 
and amenity requirements, but not densities. 

4. The amendments will update the transportation, sewer, park, storm water, 
waste water and open space capital facilities plan so that the City can provide 
necessary infrastructure to serve the development projected by the 
Comprehensive Plan. 

5. The amendments are consistent with the goals, policies and objectives of the 
comprehensive plan in that: 

a. The Community Design Element of the Comprehensive plan seeks to 
assure that future development respects and enhances Gig Harbor's built 
and natural environment (Introduction, 3-1). Goal 2.2 asks that the City to 
define a pattern of urban development which is recognizable, provides an 
identity and reflects local values and opportunities. Goal 2.2.1 (b) states 
that the City should emphasize and protect area differences in 
architecture, visual character and physical features which make each part 
of the urban form unique and valuable. The amendments to the 
Community Design Element will further these goals by refining policies for 
the built form, 

b. The amendments to the Transportation Element will revise information that 
was internally inconsistent with the current Comprehensive Plan. 

c. The City's Comprehensive Plan seeks to keep pace with the population 
and commercial growth through the funding of capital improvements that 
manage and allow for the projected growth. The amendment to the 
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Capital Facilities Element will allow the city to better address the planning 
area's transportation, sewer, park, storm water, wastewater and open 
space needs through adequate capital facility planning and funding. 

6. The Planning Commission does not believe that the approval of all of the 
amendments will create a demand for land use designation changes. In the 
future, the City may desire to fully implement the neighborhood design areas 
through the development of sub-area plans. These plans may change land 
use designations. 

7. The amendments are consistent with the Growth Management Act, the 
countywide planning policies and other applicable interjurisdidional policies 
and agreements in that: 

a. The Growth Management Act allows City's to include a Community Design 
Element in its comprehensive plan. The amendment further refines the 
design goals and policies of the City of Gig Harbor. Pierce County's 
County Wide Planning Policies do not specifically address neighborhood 
design or residential development design policies outside of designated 
centers (the City of Gig Harbor is not a designated center); however, the 
creation of design policies and implementing design standards is not 
prohibited. 

b. The amendments to the Transportation Element would: incorporate 
population allocations-adopted by Pierce County; include Washington 
State Department of Transportation and Puget Sound Regional Council 
level of service standards; and, add policy themes from Destination 2030, 
Vision 2020 and Pierce County Countywide Planning Policies. 

c. The amendments to the Capital Facilities Element is consistent to Growth 
Management Act and Pierce County countywide planning policies in that 
the amendments will allow the City to improve infrastructure and allow for 
the projected growth within the City and UGA boundary. 

8. The Planning Commission does not believe that the approval of all of the 
amendment will have a cumulative adverse effect on the City. 

9. The amendments are based on infrastructure and design needs identified 
since the last update to the Comprehensive Plan in 2006. 

Theresa Malich, Chai 
Planning Commissio _. Date I I/ 1/2007. 

cc: Planning File 

M:\Advance Planning\Comp Plan Updates\2007 Comp Plan Amendments\PC recommendation - I lOl07.doc 
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City of Gig Harbor Planning CommissionRlesign Review BoardICity Council 
Minutes of Joint Work-Study Session and Public Nearing 

October 18,2007 
Gig Harbor Civic Center 

PRESENT: Conmissioners Joyce Ninen, Jill Guernsey, Theresa Malich, and Dick 
Allen. Design Review Board members Kae Patterson, Rick Gagliano and Jane Roth 
Williams were present. City Councilmembers Tim Payne, Steve Ekberg, Bob Dick and 
Paul Conan were present along with Mayor Chuck Hunter. Commissioner Harris Atkins, 
Jim Pasin and Jeane Derebey were absent. Staff present: Jennifer Kester, Tom Dolan, 
arid Diane Gagnon. Kurt Latimore from the Latirnore Company was also present. 

CALL TO ORDER: 5: 10 p.m. 

Chairman Theresa Malich called the meeting to order and announced that comment 
sheets were available for those unable to stay for the public hearing. 

The meeting began with discussion of the Neighborhood Design Area Map. Senior 
Planner Jennifer Kester explained the map arid noted that Councilmember Young had 
sent an e-mail to staff with his concerns with the OlympicIPoint Fosdick areas and invited 
the Planning Commission members to discuss their thought process in defining the 
neighborhood areas. Ms. Malich explained how the Planning Commission had divided 
themselves into three different groups and brainstormed the various neighborhoods. 
Planning Director Tom Dolan stated that at the last council meeting they had voiced their 
desire to hear the reasoning in developing the neighborhoods. 

Planning Commissioner Joyce Ninen asked what the differences were between the old 
maps and the new and Ms. Kester explained that there were no changes to the map, just 
in the layout. Design Review Board member Rick Gagliano said that it was important to 
note the text that went along with these different neighborhoods describing their 
characteristics. Mr. Gagliano addressed Councilmember Young's concern and Ms. 
Kester talked about the overall goal to create a sub area plan where the definition of these 
neighborhoods will be further developed. 

Councilmeinber Steve Elcberg stated that conceptually when they started thinking about 
neighborhoods some of the Couricilmembers wanted to lmow how those neighborhoods 
were designed. Chairman Malich emphasized the need to look at the text that goes along 
with the map. Ms. Kester pointed out which pages where the policies related to the map. 
Commissioner Guernsey stated that they had decided that the zoning was not the only 
consideration; they looked at it more as individual communities. Ms. Malicll said that 
they were open to changing the map after input tonight. 

Ms. Kester added that the beginning of this discussion was the Mayor's idea of the "bulls 
eye" approach. She also showed them on the map where they had considered the 
topography in defining the view basin. She further explained each of the neighborhoods. 



Mr. Dolari noted that several of the Commissioners and staff had driven around to get a 
feel for the different neighborhoods. 

Mr. Gagliano aslted if everyone had had a chance to read the text for the view basin and 
Ms. Kester went over how tlie language had been developed. Mr. Gagliano said he 
would like to put the sub area plans further into the future. He stated that the 
development of regulations for each of these neighborhoods may lead to neighbors 
feeling like they had more onerous regulations placed on them. 

Mayor Chuck Huriter asked about giving some latitude on either side of the line. Mr. 
Gagliano said they had discussed that. He then went over several areas that had been 
discussed at length and their reasoning for different divisions. 

Councilmember Bob Dick went over what he had perceived as Councilmernber Young's 
concerns with differing regulations within one commercial district. Mr. Gagliano 
explained the bubble concept that had begun their brainstorming session and what was 
reflected in the design manual. Discussion followed on the attributes of the various 
neighborhoods. 

Councilmember Ekberg complimented the group on the neighborhood rnap and the work 
done. He said that it was helpfial hearing how they had discussed and arrived at each of 
the individual neighborhoods. He asked if there had been much discussion of the area at 
the top of Rosedale. Mr. Gagliano said they had discussed it and Ms. Kester explained 
that it had been different initially and then through much discussion had changed. 
Discussion followed on the transportation connections. 

Mayor Hunter explained his initial idea behind the bulls eye approach and the need for 
the view basin to have some Inore restrictive standards that don't necessarily work in 
other areas. Mr. Gagliano noted that the neighborhoods do extend into the TJrban Growth 
Area. Mr. Dolan noted that there were annexation applications in for the donut hole and 
for 380 acres in tlie Purdy area. 

Chairman Malich aslted if anyone felt that there were changes necessary to the lines. 
Councilmember Paul Corian said that the real desire was just to hear how the lines were 
developed. He emphasized that he had wanted to hear that each of these neighborhoods 
were going to work together. Mr. Gagliano stated that part of their discussion was if the 
design manual requirements were just going to get less and less as you moved further and 
further away from the view basin or that there would be more of a matrix approach. He 
went on to discuss that there was a concern that they would end up with areas of the city 
where design review was easier and therefore resulting in less desirable development. 
Ms. Kester then discussed the front setback line requirement and used that as an example 
of something that is desirable in sorne areas arid not in others. Mr. Gagliano also 
emphasized that they wanted the design review process to start earlier and help them 
identify when a project doesn't fit the neighborhood. 



Councilmember Tim Payne said that he felt they had done a tremendous job and he saw 
the logic in the neighborhoods and Councilmember Ekberg said he appreciated the face 
to face meeting and the opportunity to understand the thought process behind the map. 
Ms. Malich said that she really thought that the best tool that had come out of this was the 
text describing the neighborhoods. 

Councilmenlber Dick said that he still understood Counciln~ember Young's concern but 
also saw that a decision had to made as to where the line was and that they can also be 
adjusted in another comprehensive plan change when they are closer to the design 
manual changes. Mr. Gagliano asked if it was plausible to adopt the text without the 
map. Ms. Kester said it could be done but that she didn't think that it would be possible 
to implement the design manual changes without the map. Mr. Dick stated that he would 
rather watch it closely over the next year. He stated that it was preferable to adopt 
something imperfect rather than adopting nothing. Mr. Dolan agreed that it was worth it 
to adopt it now and makes small changes later. Ms. Kester said that a regulation could be 
written in that would allow someone to go the DRB for a neighborhood deviation and 
that there were several options to allow this to be a little more fluid. Mayor Hunter said 
that he was very happy with what they had accomplished. 

Chairman Malich called a five minute recess at 5:55. The meeting was reconvened at 
6:05 p.m. 

1. CiW of G ~ P  Harbor, 3510 Grandview St., Gig Harbor WA 98335 - 
Application for a Comprehensive Plan text amendment (COMP 07-0004) to amend the 
Capital Facilities Element to update, revise and add to the City's list of Storniwater, water 
system, wastewater, parks and open space prqjects. 

Ms. Kester began with a brief staff report stating that the City Council had adopted a 
process for Comprel~ensive Plan amendments and the need for the Planning Cornmission 
to make findings that meet certain criteria. She explained that this first amendment was 
an update of the list and introduced Emily Appleton Senior Engineer. Ms. Appleton 
explained that most of the changes were for relnoval of projects that have been completed 
and the addition of new projects for the fixture. She explained that they were in the 
process of updating their utility comp plans and should have a draft to do an update for 
the 2008 cycle. Ms. Kester said that it was probably not necessary to go tlxough each of 
the itenls but rather to address any questions that the Planning Commission may have. 
Ms. Kester noted where the additional parlcs and trails projects were as that had been a 
concern of the commission. Ms. Ninen asked about page 12-5 and the additional water 
rights. Ms. Kester noted that she believed that that occurred in 2005 and was co~iverting 
a back up well into a pel-rnanent well and the state had allowed us to take more water out 
of our wells. Ms. Guernsey noted a typographic error and Ms. Malich asked about page 
12-2, where it talks about the discharge of sewer. Ms. Ninen asked about revenue 
sources and was there discussion of a R & 0 tax being proposed. Ms. Kester said that 
she was not aware of any discussiori of that. Discussion followed on the Hospital Benefit 
Zone and how those tax dollars worked. They also discussed future water rights. Ms. 
Ninen asked about page 12-2 where it references the vision statement and Ms. Kester 



stated she could get them a copy. Ms. Guernsey pointed out an area that could be worded 
better. It referenced "the jurisdiction" rather than tlze City of Gig Harbor on page 12-1 8. 
Ms. Appleton noted that this arnendment was nlore the update to the table and that a more 
in depth look at the language would occur at a later date. 

2. City of Gig Harbor, 3510 Grandview St., Gig Harbor WA 98335 - 
Application for a Comprehensive Plan text amendment (COMP 07-0003) to amend the 
Tra~isportation Element to respond to the comments provided to the City by the Puget 
Sound Regional Council (PSRC). 

Ms. Appleton went over that the proposed changes in response to a letter frorn Puget 
Sound Regional Council. She went over their comments and how they had been 
addressed in the comp plan. Ms. Guernsey asked for clarification on two of the pages 
and Ms. Appleton clarified their meaning. Ms. Guernsey aslted if PSRC numbers 
assumed no annexations and Ms. Kester answered that it appeared that they did not 
account for htlrre annexations. Ms. Appleton continued going over each of the PSRC 
colnments and where the change had been made. Ms. Kester explained that it was 
necessary for PSRC to certify the transportation element of the colnp plan in order to 
achieve grants and other funding. 

The Planning Commission members aslted about some of the various transportation 
projects and Ms. Appleton gave them an update on the upcoming projects. Ms. Appleton 
said that they are in the process of doing a 20 year traffic model where some additional 
changes will be made and she explained how public comment will be solicited. 

3. City of Gig Harbor, 3510 Grandview St., Gig Harbor WA 98335 - 
Application for a Colnprehensive Plan text arnendment (COMP 07-0002) to amend the 
Co~nmunity Design Element adding Neighborhood Design and Residential Development 
Design Sections and a Neighborhood Design Area map. 

Senior Planner Jennifer Kester went over the community design element change, noting 
that there were two purposes for this change; to recognize different neighborhoods within 
the city and to add a residential development design section. She explained that this is a 
policy document not code. She noted where she had added language as discussed at the 
last meeting. Ms. Guernsey suggested that in 3.12.1 perhaps we sl~ould add language 
about residential remodels. Kurt Latimore pointed out that the overall goal references 
"new" and it was decided that the word "new" be rernoved. Ms. Kester explained the 
process for adoption of these regulations. 

Chairman Theresa Malich called a recess at 6 5 0  prior to the public hearing. The meeting 
was reconvened at 7:00 p.m. 

Cl~aimlan Malich opened the public hearing at 7:01 p.m. 



Senior Planner Jennifer Kester went over the three proposed amendments to the 
comprehensive plan. Ms. Malich explained that within each neighborhood there are 
different zoning designations and that this map did not affect those zones. 

Mark Shoen, 2002 Sullivan Drive, Gig Harbor 
Mr. Shoen talked about the connector from Bumharn to Borgen. Ms. Appleton replied 
that it will be part of the update next year as there had not been a funding source or 
tinieline identified. 

Tracey Perltins, 421 6 3 1' Ave Ct NW, Gig Harbor 
Ms. Perltins aslted about the retention of trees and whether that requirement may be 
changed. Ms. K.ester explained that there would not be numeric changes in these 
policies. She noted that it may be changed with the next phase when specific regulations 
are developed. She also noted that it had been discussed in this policy that perhaps there 
should be a bigger buffer along the road and more of an emphasis on the quality of the 
buffer. 

Gretchen Wilbert, 8825 N I-Iarborview Drive, Gig Harbor 
Ms. Wilbert coniplimented everyone 011 their job on this and aslted about where 
RosedaleIHunt, joined Bujacich and asked what neighborhood the Boys and Girls Club 
would be and Ms. Kester said that it would be in the Rosedale/Hurit neighborhood. Ms. 
Wilbert aslced if they anticipated that there could be some housing in the Bujacich area 
and Ms. Kester said that there had been a proposal for some senior housing in that area. 
Ms. Wilbert then asked about Peacoclt and Gig Harbor North at 112"' and why was Gig 
Harbor North coming right up to Peacock Hill. Ms. Malich said that they had discussed 
that since that parcel had been a part of the annexation and that it had been a part of the 
planned coimnunity development of that area. She also noted that both of those areas 
will need to talk to each other and not place their backs to each other. Ms. Wilbert 
thanked everyone. 

Commissioner Dick Allen asked about the area where some senior housing was 
proposed. Ms. Kester noted that this does not affect zoning, just the design of that 
housing. Ms. Malich aslced about the zoning of the property along Peacoclt and Ms. 
Kester noted that it was all lower density residential. 

Mark Shoen, 2002 Sullivan Drive, Gig Harbor 
Mr. Shoen asked about the roundabout and when it was coining before the City Council 
and Ms. Appleton said that it will be coming to council in December as long everything 
goes smoothly. 

Linda Chambers, 582 1 Soundview Drive, Gig Harbor 
Ms. Charnbers asked if there were going to be zoning changes and Ms. Malich explained 
that these are not zoning changes just design issues. Ms. Kester said that some of those 
changes rnay happen in the future but that it wouldn't happen without public input. 



Ms. Guenisey emphasized that they had been talking about the vision of the city and 
decided that maybe the vision is more in individual neighborhoods and that is how this 
map was developed. She also pointed out where the city limits were located and the 
urban growth area. 

Anthony Miles, 3602 47' St Ct., Gig Harbor 
Mr. Miles suggested that this would be a better plan with the inclusion of the zoning 
densities and aslted if the properties have to ask to be annexed. Ms. Kester answered that 
there are two processes where the city can ask residents and where residents can petition 
for annexation. 

Kae Paterson asked that Ms. Kester explain the Growth Management Act and the Urban 
Growth Area. Ms. Kester gave a brief explanation of these and how they impact 
regulations within the city. Ms. Guernsey gave examples on the map and how GMA 
affected various densities. 

Chairman Theresa Malich closed the public hearing at 7 3 0  p.m. 

MOTION: Moved to recommend adoption of tlie proposed Comprehensive Plan 
Amendments 07-002,07-003 and 07-004 and direct staff to prepare findings for 
signature. Guernseyminen - Motion passed unanimously. 

Chairman Theresa Malich called a 5-minute recess. The meeting reconvened at 7:40 p.m. 

Ms. Kester talked about the next meeting on November 1" and that the meeting will be at 
5:00 p.m. She said that there is a VIP opening of Costco that night at 6:00 p.m. and that 
the Planning Co~iimissio~l is invited. She stated that she will bring back the findings for 
signature and will talk about the schedule for the co~ning year. 

UPCOMING MEETINGS 

November lst, 2007 at 5:00 p.m. 

ADJOURNMENT 

MOTION: Move to adjourn at 7:45 p.m. NinedGuernsey - Motion passed 
unanimously. 



Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Staff Report - Comprehensive Plan 
Neighborhood Design Areas 

Proposed Council Action: 
Review 

Dept. Origin: Planning 

Prepared by: Tom Dolan 4'z-- 
For Agenda of: October 8,2007 

Exhibits: Draft Neighborhood Design Area 
Map 

Initial & Date 

Concurred by Mayor: w 

Approved by City Administrator: 
Approved as to form by City Atty: 
Approved by Finance Director: --T Approved by Department Head: '-g~u-4. ") 

INFORMATION l BACKGROUND 
The Planning Commission's 2007 work program (which was approved by the City Council) 
included a major effort to improve the design review process. The Planning Commission and 
the Design Review Board have been meeting jointly since February to identify and develop 
several needed text amendments that simplify and streamline the design review process. The 
needed code amendments were identified as Phase I of the overall effort. To date, a number 
of code amendments have been adopted by the City Council. These code amendments have 
already had a significant positive effect on the design process. 

Phase 2 was identified in the initial stages of the project as the development of needed 
amendments to the City's Comprehensive Plan which would address additional process 
improvements. One of the goals of Phase 2 was to examine whether or not the design review 
standards need to be the same throughout the City. Concern was expressed at an early stage 
that the existing design standards were originally developed for the view basin and that not all 
of the standards were appropriate for every area of the City. For example, requiring 
commercial buildings to be located to the front property line might be appropriate for the 
downtown area but that same standard may not be appropriate for the west side commercial 
or Gig Harbor North. Another example affects the employment districts. Questions have been 
raised as to whether the same design requirements for building modulation and materials 
should be applied to both warehouses and commercial buildings. 

The Planning Commission and Design Review Board considered these issues at several 
meetings. At this point, their proposal has been to designate 8 neighborhood design areas 



within the City and the adjacent Urban Growth Area. Copies of the draft neighborhood design 
areas map are attached. It is important to understand that the boundaries on the map are in 
draft form and that under further study they may change. One potential result of the 
development of the 8 neighborhood design areas could be the development of area specific 
design standards that are consistent with the desired character for the area. 

The draft neighborhood areas are tentatively designated as: Soundview, View basin, 
RosedaleiHunt, Westside, Peacock Hill, Gig Harbor North, Purdy and the Employment District. 

The Planning Commission is scheduled to hold a public hearing on all of the 2007 
Comprehensive Plan Amendments on Thursday, October 18. Over 4,000 postcards 
advertising the public hearing have been mailed out and a large advertisement will be placed 
in the Gateway newspaper. One of the amendments is the designation of neighborhood 
design areas. It is anticipated that there will be a substantial discussion of the proposal at the 
public hearing. The Planning Commission is scheduled to forward their final recommendations 
on the 2007 Comprehensive Plan Amendments to the City Council in November. Additional 
opportunity for public input will be available during the City Council's consideration of the 
amendments. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 
None 

BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATlON 
NIA 

RECOMMENDATION I MOTCON 
None/lnformational Purposes Only 



ication COMP 07-0002: 
Community Design E 



Amending Chapter 3 Community Design Element, adding neighborhood design 
and residential development design policy sections (PL-ZONE-07-0002) 

The City of Gig Harbor Planning Commission and Design Review Board propose adding 
a neighborhood design section and a residential development design section to the 
Community Design Element of the City of Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan. 

The neighborhood design section would add one new goal (3.9) with four policies 
(3.9.1 through 3.9.4) on page 3-6 of the Chapter 3. A corresponding 
neighborhood design area map would be added to Chapter 3. 

The residential development design section would add four new goals (3.10 
through 3.1 3) with fourteen (14) policies (3.1 0.1 through 3.1 3.1) after the new 
neighborhood design section on page 3-6 of the Chapter 3. 

* Existing goals and policies, starting with existing goal 3.9, would be renumbered 
to allow the insertion of these two sections. 

The City of Gig Harbor Planning Commission and Design Review Board propose adding 
the neighborhood design section to recognize and retain the unique neighborhoods and 
design characteristics of the harbor. The new residential development design section 
will provide a framework for developing and amending performance standards for new 
residential developments. The Planning Commission and Design Review Board feel the 
current standards for new residential developments do not ensure adequate retention of 
natural conditions or ensure the creation of adequate housing amenities. 

The Community Design Element of the Comprehensive plan seeks to assure that future 
development respects and enhances Gig Harbor's built and natural environment 
(Introduction, 3-1). Goal 2.2 asks that the City define a pattern of urban development 
which is recognizable, provides an identity and reflects local values and opportunities. 
Goal 2.2.l(b) states that the City should emphasize and protect area differences in 
architecture, visual character and physical features which make each part of the urban 
form unique and valuable. The proposed amendments will further these goals by 
refining policies for the built form. 

The Growth Management Act allows cities to include a Community Design Element in 
its comprehensive plan. The proposed amendment further refines the design goals and 
policies of the City of Gig Harbor. 

Pierce County's Countywide Planning Policies do not specifically address neighborhood 
design or residential development design policies outside of designated centers (the 
City of Gig Harbor is not a designated center); however, the creation of design policies 
and implementing design standards is not prohibited. 



City of Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan - Community Design Element -. 

Chapter 3 
COMMUNITY DESIGN 

Introduction 

The way in which people experience their co~nrnunity and interact with one another is 
determined, in large measure, by a coinmunity's design. Designs which emphasize "cominunity" 
are those which invite human presence, arouse curiosity, peak interest, and allow for interaction 
of people. This aspect of "community development" has become notably absent over the past 
several years as development has become increasingly internalized and privatized and as 
coinmunal elements of design have been replaced by a more austere form of architecture. 

Where design is not a consideration, city planning is often reduced to a parcel-and-pod review 
process which fails to recognize the functional and visual links between developments. This 
oversight has resulted in the creation of towns without town squares, downtowns without 
shoppers, cities without identities, and coininunities without communion. The City of Gig 
Harbor is fortunate to have retained many features of a community and recognizes its 
opportunities to build upon its existing characteristics. However, it is also recognized that recent 
development trends have detracted froin Gig Harbor's small town quality. 

During the fall of 1992, the City of Gig Harbor conducted a visioning foruin to ask citizens what 
characteristics of their community they like best and what changes they would like to see take 
place. While a limited number of design concepts were presented, the foruin was not structured 
to provide solutions as much as to receive public input on existing cllaracteristics of the 
community. It was evident from the foruin survey that citizens liked Gig Harbor's small town 
scale, and that they most favored development which reflected the town's historic form of 
architecture and which preserved the harbor's natural beauty. The City has therefore adopted 
goals and policies to assure that future development respects and enhances Gig Harbor's built and 
natural environment. 

The following goals and policies are quite specific and may appropriately be considered as 
general guidelines for development. However, as statements of goals, they are adopted as a 
Design Element of the City's Comprehensive Plan with the understanding that more specific 
guidelines must be developed and that zoning code revisions will be required to achieve these 
goals. 

COMMUNITY DESIGN 

GOAL, 3.1: ASSUm THAT NEW COMMERCIAL AND RESIDENTIAL, PROJECTS 
INCL,UDE AN ACTIVE INTEWACE BETWEEN THE PUBLIC AND 
PRIVATE REALiMS. 



3.1.1. Create outdoor "peopleqq spaces 
Require new coinmercial development to have outdoor "people" spaces incorporated into its 
design. Examples of appropriate people spaces include the following: 

(a) Plazas or coininon areas (described below). 
(b) Pocket parks. 
(c) Covered walkways and colonnades which incorporate seating areas. 

3.1.2. Provide public orientation 
Prohibit designs which provide no public (street) orientation. 

a) Require that co~mnercial structures include shops, storefronts, plazas or coimnon areas on 
all sides visible to the public right-of-way. 

b) Prohibit designs which line streets with privacy fences or blank walls. 

3.1.3. Keep commercial structures in foreground of development. 
Emphasize structures, landscaping, and common areas at the street face and encourage side or 
rear lot parking areas. 

3.1.4. Encourage houses which. engage the neighborhood. 
House designs with clearly defined entrances are much inore inviting than the intimidating 
appearance of the hidden entrance. 

a) Encourage front porches with well-defined entrances. 

b) Discourage designs which hide or obscure the front entry. 

c) Discourage designs which einphasize vehicular enclosure over huinan habitation. As 
much as possible, garages should appear as a secondary element in the design of 
structures. 

d) Encourage generous use of windows on house fronts. A solid/void ratio of 30 - 35% is 
ideal (e.g., 30% of wall surface in windows). 

GOAL 3.2 PROVIDE FUNCTIONAL, LLINKS BETWEEN DEVELOPED AND 
DEVELOPING PARCELS. 

3.2.1. Link development with connecting paths. 
Require perimeter sidewalks and/or traversing paths, (depending on adjacent pedestrian links) on 
all coinmercial and multi-family housing projects. These should connect to all logical points of 
entry on adjacent parcels and/or be consistent with an approved master trails plan for the City. 

3.2.2. Facilitate pedestrians access. 
Provide pedestrian corridors and "gateways" through and/or between structures, perimeter 
fences, benns and buffers, together with necessary access easements. 



3.2.3. 1,imit asphalt areas. 
Allow and encourage shared parking between developments. 

3.2.4. Develop user-friendly bus stops. 
In Coordination with Pierce Transit, incorporate on-site bus stops as an amenity to the site and to 
riders. Bus stops should be inviting and must include Inore than a sign and a bench on the street 
edge. Ideally, bus stops should be incorporated into on-site public spaces. 

3.2.5. Develop a master trails plan for the City. 
A master trails plan will help to identify appropriate locations for paths and trails which link 
recreational, corninercial, and residential areas. The trails plan should be used as a guide when 
reviewing all future development proposals and when considering property acquisition for 
recreational and public transportation iinprovements. 

GOAL 3.3: CREATE COMMERCIAL CENTERS WHICH PROVIDE HIGH LEVE1,S 
OF PUBLIC AMENITIES IN AREAS DETEWINED APPROPRIATE 
FOR COMMERCIAL, HIGH DENSITY W,SIDENTIAL, OR MIXED 
USES 

3.3.1. Develop common areas. 
Functional and attractively designed coimnon areas facilitate pedestrian activities, enhance the 
shopping experience, link adjacent business areas, serve as a transition point between 
colnlnercial and residential areas, and provide a pleasing aesthetic element to co~nlnercial 
development. Common areas should be provided on site or in close proximity to all new 
co~mnercial development. 

a) Develop minimuin corninon area standards for both sinall and large scale co~nlnercial 
development. 

b) Encourage the provision of public restrooms, drinking fountains, telephones and seating 
areas in both sunny and shaded locations. These should be attractively landscaped and be 
designed to compliment the design of coimnercial structures 

3.3.2. Encourage limited outdoor activities. 
Some types of outdoor activities provide color, activity, and a sense of vibrancy to comlnercial 
areas. Allow limited numbers of the following types of outdoor vendors and uses in common 
areas*: 

(a) Single item food products or flowers sold from a portable handcart or vending 
cart. 

(b) Temporary displays of art including paintings, sketches, pottery sculptures, 
carvings, jewelry or similar crafts. 

(c) Pennanent displays of public art. 
(d) Farmers markets 
(e) Outdoor dining 
(f) Other uses as may be approved through the site plan or conditional use process. 



*Outdoor uses rnay be restricted to tenants leasing indoor space and may be limited to no more 
than three vendors per common area or one vendor per 5000 square feet, which ever is less. 

GOAL 3.4: ENHANCE THE CITY'S SENSE OF PLJACE BY PRESERVING 
PROMINENTLY VISIBLiE PARCELIS FOR AESTHETICALL,Y 
PLEASING DEVEL,OPMENT 

3.4.1. Identify Significant Views. 
Identify and map all significant vistas, view corridors, and view termination points. These may 
include corridors into the City, primary thoroughfares through the City, street ends, and 
panoramic views of the harbor. 

3.4.2. Preserve Corner lots and view termination points. 
Preserve the visual quality of corner lots and view terminuses by prohibiting parking lots, gas 
stations, convenience stores or other asphalt-intensive uses on these parcels. These areas were 
traditionally reserved for stnlctures of a more stately appearance and play a crucial role in 
establishing an identity for the city. 

3.4.3. Designate enhancement zones. 
Designate visually sensitive areas for highly visible or prominent parcels including corners, entry 
corridors, highway and freeway corridors, view termination points, etc. Development of these 
parcels would require increased landscaping, a higher level of design review for structures, and 
prohibition (or increased screening) of visually distracting appurtenances such as gas pumps, 
satellite dishes, storage racks, mechanical equipment, etc. 

3.4.4. Cluster green spaces. 
Diluting green spaces down into several small areas lessens the visual impact of required 
landscape areas. Develop large areas of greenery which provide a visual impact as opposed to 
creating small areas of unusable "residue". 

GOAL 3.5: MAINTAIN A SENSE OF A VAL BY PRESERVING A WELL 
DEFINED CITY "EDGE" AND BY DEVELIOPING GATEWAYS INTO 
THE CITY AND INTO DISTRICTS WITHIN THE CITY. 

3.5.1. LJirnit freeway exposure. 
Limit freeway exposure or visibility of development to select visual nodes. 

3.5.2. Designate freeway enhancement zones (see above). 

3.5.3. Develop City gateways. 
Develop intersections near freeway off-ramps as City gateways with forrrial landscaping, 
information kiosks, public art or civic structures. 

3.5.4. Identify and develop district gateways. 
Areas which are visually, geographically, and functionally distinct should be denoted with well 
defined points of entrances. This may include the following: 



(a) Vegetative buffer between districts 
(b) Change in street and/or sidewalk paving materials, particularly at gateway 

intersections. 
(c) Retain and promote an architectural style for a given district. 

RUILiDING & STRUCTURE DESIGN 

GOAL 3.6: ARTICULATE AN ARCHITECTURPLL STYL,E WHICH REFLECTS GIG 
HARROR'S BUILT ARTD NATURAL, ENVIRONMENT AND WHICH 
APPEALS TO THE HIJMAN SPIRIT. 

3.6.1. Maintain a small town scale for structures. 
New structures should not overpower existing structures or visually doininate Gig Harbor's small 
town city-scape, except as approved landmark structures. 

3.6.2. Identify an appropriate form for structures: 
New structures should be characterized by interesting fonns and roof lines. Boxy, single- inass 
buildings should be discouraged except as inay be appropriate in a downtown streetscape. 

GOAL 3.7: ENCOURAGE BUILDING DESIGNS WHICH DEFINE AND RESPECT 
THE HUMAN SCALE. 

The scale of the building in relation to the hurnan fonn should be obvious, particularly at the 
sidewalk level. 

3.7.1. Define floor levels. 
Encourage building designs with a visual and functional distinction between the first floor and all 
subsequent floors so that in elevation view, the human scale can be easily defined in relation to 
the building height. 

3.7.2. Encourage mixed-use structures. 
Mixing uses within a structure enhances the ability to give interesting fonn and character to a 
building. For example, allowing residential units above retail shops encourages designs inore 
comnon to a village or sinall town setting while providing another housing opportunity for local 
merchants or retirees with limited transportation. 

GOAL 3.8: DEVELOP AN HIERARCHY IN BUILDING AND SITE DESIGN. 

Visual interest in the urban-scape can be achieved through an hierarchical approach to design. 
For example, strategically located structures designed as focal points create a visual "draw" and 
suggest a point of activity. These serve also as a reference point for all subordinate structures. 

3.8.1. Include primary structures as focal points. 
Priinary structures are those which serve as a visual draw to a site, streetscape or prominent 
urban setting. Site plans can be significantly enhanced by including primary structures as a 
focal point rather than a myriad of "carbon copy" buildings with no visual hub. Priinary 



structures inay be emphasized by a combination of the following types of design attributes: 

(a) Increased building height* 

(b) Prominent roof form including large hips and intersecting gables, cascading down 
onto lower roof forms. 

(c) Colonnades 

(d) Plaza's incorporated into building niches and overhangs. 

(e) Towers, pinnacles, or similar design elements which provide a stately appearance. 

* Parcels which serve as view termination points may be ideally situated for landmark- 
type structures and may appropriately be considered for increased building height during 
the site plan review process, provided such increase does not threaten significant natural 
view corridors. 

3.8.2. Integrate secondary structures as support buildings. 
Secondary structures may be much simpler in design and still provide interest to the site plan or 
streetscape. Architectural interest is of less importance with secondary structures if the primary 
structure adequately serves this purpose and if the secondary structures appear as an integral 
element in the overall site plan. 

NEIGHBORHOOD DESIGN 

Gig Harbor is coinposed of many neighborhoods wliich, over time, have established their own 
design characteristics that should be maintained to preserve the character of the City. 

GOAL 3.9: DEFINE NEIGHBOMOOD DESIGN AREAS 

3.9.1. Design standards should recognize existing neighborhood characteristics. 

3.9.2 Design standards should enhance and be compatible with existing neighborhood 
characteristics. 

3.9.3. Neighborhood Design Areas 
Neighborhood design areas are identified to serve as a basis for establishing or accoininodating 
detailed design standards. The Comprehensive Plan defines eight (8) neighborhood design areas, 
which are shown on the Neighborhood Design Areas map: 

a) View Basin 
The view basin is the City's heritage. It was within the view basin that the Gig Harbor 
fishing village was born. Today the view basin is a vibrant mix of retail, restaurant, 
residential, inaritiine and coininunity activities contained within the historic 
neighborhoods of the City. Pedestrian walkways link the historic areas of Finholin, 
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Waterfront Millville, Downtown and Borgen's Corner which serve as neighborhood 
centers for the surrounding mixture of contemporary and historic homes. 

b ) Soundview 
The Soundview neiyhborhood design area includes the residential and commercial areas 
around Soundview Drive, Kilnball Drive and Reid Drive. The neighborhood serves as a 
gateway to historic Gig Harbor, providing scenic views of the Narrows, Colvos Passage 
and Mt. Rainier. This mixed-use area sits above the Puget Sound with high bluffs 
dominating the shoreline. Multifamily/single-family homes and low-intensity 
commercial and community services characterize this neighborhood. 

C) Gig Harbor North 
The Gig Harbor North neighborhood design area serves as a regional service area. The 
neighborhood design area is characterized by conteinporary architecture, pedestrian and 
bicycle connections and retention of large natural areas. The area has considerable lands 
available which will allow the area to expand its office, industrial, medical, retail and 
residential uses. 

d) Peacock Hill 
The Peacock Hill residential neighborhood design area includes the residential areas 
along Peacock Hill Avenue and Cantenvood Boulevard. The neighborhood design area is 
characterized by suburban density developments of contemporary hoines built around 
large trees and greenbelts. 

e) RosedaleIHunt 
The RosedaleIHunt neighborhood design area includes the coimnercial and residential 
areas west of SR 16 and along Rosedale Street, Skansie Avenue (461h Avenue) and Hunt 
Street. The area is characterized by lower intensity coimnercial and industrial uses and 
community and school facilities surrounded by suburban density housing developments. 

f) Westside 
The Westside neighborhood design area is located south of Hunt Street and west of SR 
16. The business area in the vicinity of the Olympic Drivelpoint Fosdick Drive 
interchange serves as the primary service area for the city. This area has a vibrant mix of 
destination retail, medical offices, neighborhood businesses, grocery stores, multiple- 
family housing and retirement communities. The area experiences heavy traffic and 
pedestrian connections are limited. Having developed over time, the architecture of the 
businesses is varied. Many of the businesses have developed with a significant number of 
existing trees being retained. 

The Westside residential areas are characterized by suburban density subdivisions of 
contemporary hoines built around large trees. Many homes in this area have territorial 
views. 

g )  Buiacich Road 1 NW Industrial 
The Buiacich Road 1 NW Industrial neighborhood design area includes the einployinent 



districts and public/i~lstitutional districts along Bujacich Road. The area is intended to 
meet the long tenn einployinent needs of the coimnunity and provide areas for large-scale 
essential public facilities. Design standards should reflect the functional needs of these 
type of industrial and govemnent uses. 

h) Purdy 
The Purdy neighborhood design area is characterized by residential uses, local services, 
retail businesses, public utilities and school facilities. As the gateway to the Key 
Peninsula, Purdy has enjoyed a unique identity in its relationship to Henderson Bay. 

3.9.4. Each neighborhood design area has a common set of features which should be 
emphasized to varying degrees in order to affect the best possible course of new and 
renewal development. 
These features include but are not limited to: 

a) Natural Vegetation and Topography 
b ) Trails, Parks and Open Space 
C) Sidewalks and Circulation 
d) Parking and Building Orientation 
e) Historic Buildings and Uses 
f, Building to Building Relationships 
g) Housing Patterns 
h) Architectural Quality and Character 
i ) Site Amenities 

mSIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT DESIGN 

Residential developinent includes all subdivisions, short plats, single-family and duplex hoines 
and inulti family proi ects. 

GOAL 3.10: MAINTAIN AND BNCORPOIRATE GIG HARBOR'S NATURAL 
CONDITIONS IN NEW RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS. 

3.10.1. Incorporate existing vegetation - into new residential developments. 
Roads, lot layout and building sites in new residential develop~nents should be designed to 
preserve high quality existing vegetation by clustering open space and native trees in order to 
protect not only the trees, but the micro-climates which support them. 

3.10.2. Preserve existing trees on single-family lots in lower-density residential 
developments. High quality native trees and understory should be retained where feasible. 

3.10.3 Incorporate new native vegetation plantings in higher-density - residential 
developments. 
Ensure that the size of buffers and clustered open space are consistent with the scale of the 
development, especially where new higher-density developments are adjacent to existing lower- 
density developinents. 
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3.10.4. Encourage proper& owners to preserve native forest communities and tree 
canopies. 

3.10.5. Include landscape buffers between new residential development and perimeter 
roads. 
Native nursery-stock and existing vegetation should be used to buffer residential development 
from perimeter roads. Buffers should be wide enough to effectively retain existing or support re- 
planting of native vegetation. The use of berms and swales along with landscaping can also 
adequately buffer residential developments from perimeter roads. 

3.10.6. Maximize opportunities for creating usable, attractive, well-integrated open space in 
new residential developments. 
Well or~anized outdoor open spaces can be created by the grouping and orientation of building 
sites. These open spaces provide buffering, preservation of natural areas and recreation 
opportunities. Open space which is integrated into residential proiects can also provide for 
important hydrologic functions. 

3.10.7. Respect existing topography and minimize visual impacts of site grading. 
Existing topography should be maintained while still providing usable yards and open space. 
Retaining walls, when necessary, should be terraced and enhanced and/or screened to minimize 
their visual impact. 

GOAL 3.11: ENSURE NEW IRESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS PROVIDE AN 
INTERFACE BETWEEN PUBLIC AND PRIVATE ACTIVITIES. 

3.11.1. Provide pedestrian and non-motorized vehicle connections. 
Residential developments should provide pedestrian walkways and non-motorized vehicle trails 
which link all homes to adjacent properties and neighboring uses. 

3.11.2. Provide vehicle connections between neiphborinp residential developments. 
Provide vehicular connections between new residential developments and, where feasible, 
connections between new and existing residential developments. 

3.11.3. Provide an appropriate number of visitor parking spaces in residential 
developments based on the intensity of the development. 

3.11.4. E n c o u r a g e a r t o n g .  
Aesthetics, safety arid visual impacts should be considered in placement and size of parking 
areas. 

GOAL 3.12: HOMES AND RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS SHOULD BE 
DESIGNED TO ENHANCE EXISTING CHARACTERISTICS OF GIG 
HARBOR. 



3.12.1 The size of new residences and residential remodels should maintain a reasonable 
proportion of building to lot size to reflect the characteristic of existing neighborhoods. 
When residences cover more lot area than is normally seen in an existing area, they appear to be 
incolnpatible with the neighborhood. 

3.12.2 With increased residential density, additional consideration should be given - to lot 
orientation, building orientation and vard sizes. 
Varied lot configurations and building orientation can reduce repetition of the built fonns along 
the streetscape. Lot widths should be selected to allow the best architecture for the housing type 
proposed. 

3.13 PROMOTE SUSTAINABLE RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS 

3.13.1 Encourage sustainable land development and building practices in the construction 
of new residential development. 

WATERFRONT DESIGN 

Gig Harbor's waterfront is a vital aspect of the City's identity and possesses qualities which 
require special design consideration. While all other city-wide goals and policies for design 
should be applied to development of the harbor, additional and supporting criteria are necessary 
to preserve those qualities which are unique to the waterfront only. 

GOAL 39-3.14: PRESERVE VISUAL, POINTS OF INTEW,ST. 

Sorne of the Inore lnemorable and characteristic components of Gig Harbor are those items 
associated with and around the waterfront. 

3;4;-f; 3.14.1 Identify visual points of interest and their point of reference from prominent 
public places and from individual parcels. 

3;4;2; 3.14.2 Incorporate points of interest into building and landscape design 

a) Where possible, shift location of buildings to maintain points of interest from the street. 

b) Encourage designs which frame points of interest between architectural fonns, e.g., 
archways, corridors, and building masses. 

c) Assure that landscaping colnplernents points of interest without obscuring their view 
from prominent points of reference. 

GOAL 3;f8 3.15: IDENTIFY, PRESERVE, AND DEVELOP AN APPROPRIATE 
WATERFRONT ARCHITECTURE. 

3;f6;1; 3.15.1. Respect established waterfront architecture. 
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Gig Harbor's waterfront architecture should reflect the following coinponents of the waterfront 
area: 

a) Historic stnlctures in the Millville and Donkey Creek areas. 
b) Traditional fishing industry structures such as net sheds and boat houses. 

3;28;-2; 3.15.2 Allow modern interpretations of historic structure designs. 

W 3.15.3 Limit mass and scale of new structures to historic forms and proportions. 

3.15.4 Limit building materials to those characteristic of Gig Harbor's historic 
structures. 

GOAL 3;1-f 3.16: DEVE1,OP THE WATERFRONT AS A PLACE OF OUTDOOR 
PEOPLE ACTIVITY. 

3;1f;f; 3.16.1. Encourage limited types of outdoor activities along the commercial 
waterfront zones including: 

a) Outdoor dining 
b) Entertainment activities 
c) Play areas for children 
d) Civic events and gatherings 

3Ak% 3.16.2. Develop the waterfront as a place for public art displays. 
This may require adoption of a public arts program. 

3iIiEL 3.16.3 Provide for maximum comfort of outdoor space. 

a) Maximize sun exposure to avoid creating cold, unpleasant exterior areas. 
b) Provide covering froin rain 

3;ff;4; 3.16.4. Minimize asphalt coverage along waterfront. 
Standard parking requirements have prompted removal of structures characteristic of Gig 
Harbor's historical development and have encouraged bleak expanses of asphalt along the 
waterfront. To counter this trend consideration should be given to: 

(a) Revised parking standards for waterfront districts. 
(b) Development of off-site parking areas, public and private. 
(c) Use of aesthetically pleasing paving materials including colored, textured or 

grass--block pavers. 

HISTORIC DEVE1,OPMENT AND DESIGN 

Gig Harbor is typically referred to as an historic fishing village which began in the Inid 1800's 



when two Slavonian and one Portuguese fishennen rowed into the Harbor for shelter. Their 
arrival prompted others to follow and fishing became an iinportant industry to the harbor area. 
Fishing continues to be an important aspect of the local culture. However, Gig Harbor's 
beginnings were based upon other industries as well, including boat building and saw milling. 
These occurred alinost simultaneously and resulted in the platting of two towns - the original 
townsite of Gig Harbor at the head of the bay and the Town of Millville in the area of Dorotich 
Street and Harborview Drive. As these areas developed structures were built to accommodate 
both the housing and social needs of the community. These included churches, hotels, and 
schools and also small cabins to shelter the influx of workers into the area. 

Few structures built during this initial period stand today. However, many of the historic 
structures which remain around the bay can be traced to a relatively early period of Gig Harbor's 
development and serve to remind today's residents of the people and events responsible for 
shaping the Gig Harbor community. 

While a number of historic structures in the harbor area retain their original fonn and appearance, 
inany have been altered by recent renovations and additions. Moreover, structures which have 
not been individually modified have nonetheless been impacted by the incongruous development 
styles and fonns of the past several decades. The impacts of these changes on Gig Harbor's 
historic areas have raised the concerns of many Gig Harbor area residents who are concerned that 
the "small village" atmosphere of Gig Harbor is being eroded by a myriad of architectural styles 
and fonns now evident on alinost every street in Gig Harbor's historic areas. 

The effect of modem development on Gig Harbor's historic areas is significant and raises doubts 
as to whether or not there remains sufficient historic fabric to justify the designation of a historic 
district. Yet despite modern development's impact on the historic integrity of the area, there are 
still a number of structures which individually are of historical significance or which collectively 
contribute to the historic flavor of the area. 

GOAL 3A2 3.17: TO PRESERVE: THE INTEGRITY OF THOSE STRUCTURES 
WHICH INDIVIDUALJLY POSSESS IMPORTANT HISTORICAL,, 
ARCHITECTUIRALI, AND/OR CULTURAL SIGNIFICANCE. 

Some structures standing alone would have important historical value to the community and 
should be carefully preserved as close to their original fonn as possible. 

3A%k 3.17.1. Encourage retention and adaptive reuse of older buildings with the following 
types of incentives: 

(a) Zoning incentives, e.g., setback and height standards which allow for 
restoration/renovation or expansion of existing structures. 

(b) Financial incentives such as low interest loans, tax credits or grant monies which 
may become available to the City for historic preservation. 

(c) Design assistance including suggestions on how to expand living space without 
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colnproinising the design of the original structure 

(d) Resource infonnation including in-house library with historic 
preservationlrestoration publications and infonnation. 

3&2& 3.17.2. Recognize outstanding preservation efforts through an awards or plaque 
program. 

GOAL, 3;23 3.18: TO PRESERVE THE CHARACTER OF THOSE SITES OR 
DISTRICTS WHICH REFLECT THE STYPiE OF GIG HARBOR'S 
HISTORICALi DEVELOPMENT. 

3;f3;1; 3.18.1 Identify and establish an Historic Conservation Area. 
The purpose of the conservation area is to preserve the historic or "village-like" character of an 
area despite alterations which may have co~nproinised the historic integrity of the area. 

3;1-3;2-; 3.18.2 Develop guidelines which promote compatible development within designated 
areas. 

Guidelines should specify building fonns, styles, and motifs appropriate for Gig Harbor's historic 
areas. 

3;f3;3; 3.18.3 Provide design assistance for restoration, renovation or expansion of historic 
structures. 
Many owners of historic structures are anxious to maintain the integrity of their buildings but are 
often unsure how to bring the structure up to inodern living standards without colnpromising the 
integrity of the structures original design. 

3.18.4 Determine appropriate procedures for design review which may include one 
or a combination of the following: 

(a) Establishment of an Historic District Com~nission 

(b) City Staff review and/or reconxnendation 

(c) Mandatory review of coin~nercial and multi-family housing projects and optional 
review of single fainily development. 

3;f3;5; 3.18.5 Review impacts of all City projects on existing historical structures or 
neighborhoods. 
Plans for street or infrastructure i~nproveinents can be at odds with the established character of 
historic areas. These should be reviewed carefully. 

GOAL 3A4 3.19: TO ASSURE CONSISTENCY BETWEEN ZONING 
REGULATIONS AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION OBJECTIVES. 

The historic areas of Gig Harbor are typified by small lots with inodest sized houses built near 
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the road. This pattern placed many front porches near the sidewalk, thus einphasizing the 
comtnunal aspect of the neighborhood. Maintaining this pattern is possible only when zoning 
codes allow similar types of development. 

3;f4;r; 3.19.1 Adopt setback standards which reflect historic development patterns. 
E.g., allow reduced front yard setbacks when a front porch is incorporated into the design of the 
structure. 

3;-14;2; 3.19.2 Review minimum lot size standards and impervious coverage requirements to 
allow housing clusters consistent with historic densities. 

3;24;3; 3.19.3 Consider standards which encourage building forms consistent with historic 
designs, e.g, massing, roof styles and scale. 

GOAL 3A-5 3.20: TO RETAIN VITAL,ITY OF HISTORIC BUSINESS DISTRICTS 

3rf5;-f; 3.20.1. Define and retain "small town" characteristics of historic business districts. 
Such characteristics inay include setbacks, lot coverage, street orientation, pedestrian amenities, 
aesthetic qualities, etc. 

3A%& 3.20.2. Develop downtown parking standards. 
Standards should address downtown parking needs while avoiding asphalt encroachment into 
historic business areas. 

3.20.3. Explore benefits of facade improvement program. 

a) Develop design criteria which will guide facade renovations 

b) Provide financial incentives to cotnply with program objectives, e.g., low interest loans 
or grants. 

3&§& 3.20.4. Develop marketing plan for downtown areas. 
Promote the downtown's historic qualities and encourage business and property owners to 
preserve and develop these qualities in order to maintain the economic vitality of the downtown. 

1,ANDSCAPE DESIGN 

One of the most prominent natural features in Gig Harbor is the harbor itself. However, the 
harbor setting is further enhanced by its lush array of trees, flowers and ground covers. These 
should be preserved and incorporated into urban-type development if Gig Harbor is to retain its 
natural beauty. 

GOAL, 36% 3.21: PRESERVE THE NATURAL AMBIANCE OF THE HARBOR 
ARIF,A. 

3J4A 3.21.1. Incorporate existing vegetation into site plan. 
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As much as possible, site plans should be designed to protect existing vegetation. Such efforts 
should include the following: 

(a) Cluster open space in order to protect not only trees, but the micro-climates which 
protect them. To be effective, a single cluster should be no less than 25% of the 
site area. 

(b) Identify areas of disturbance prior to site plan approval. Too iriany good 
intentions turn sour because of incorrect assumptions on the location of proposed 
development in relation to property lines and existing tree stands. This can be 
avoided by surveying the property and locating areas proposed for clearing before 
a site plan or subdivision is approved. 

(c) Install protective barricades prior to clearing and grading. Even the best 
intentions by the land developer to preserve natural vegetation can be undermined 
by careless equipment operators who might indiscriminately clear an area 
intended to be preserved. 

(d) Increase restrictions on vegetation removal after construction. 

GOAL 3rf7 3.22: ENHANCE THE BUIlLiT ENVIRONMENT WITH F O M A L  
LMDSCAPING AND CONSISTENT STREET FUWIVISHINGS. 

Fonnal landscaping provides a pleasing transition between the natural setting and the built 
environment and between wall surfaces and pavements. 

3;f3;fs 3.22.1. Maintain current standards which define landscape requirements for 
parking areas. 

3;f7;2; 3.22.2. Define pedestrian spaces with planting areas and overhead tree canopies. 

GOAL 3;fs 3.23: CONTROHi VEGETATION TO PRESERVE SIGNIFICANT 
VIEWS. 

Vegetation should be retained as an important element in the harbor setting but efforts to retain 
vegetation should be balanced with the inore general goal of preserving the entire harbor setting 
including views of the water and distant vistas. 

3AtLk 3.23.1. Retain significant vegetation. 
Identify vegetation that can be removed while retaining Gig Harbor's characteristic vegetation. 

a) Selectively thin larger tree stands which, over time, have closed off significant views. 
Limit thinning so as to maintain an appropriate balance of timber and a continuous 
canopy. 

b) Consider ways to trim up existing trees to preserve views while maintaining a healthy 
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balance between the crown and trunk of the tree. 

c) Avoid topping or other trimming activities which alter the natural symmetry of a tree. 

d) Require that consideration be given to changes in micro-climates as one or more removed 
trees exposes retained nearby. 

3;ffSs-2; 3.23.1. Allow trees to be a part of the view. 
Panoramic views, when they occur, are not necessarily void of trees, even in the foreground. 

a) L,iinited numbers of trees should not be considered an obstruction to a view. 
b) Recognize that every tree impacts someone's view to one degree or another. 
c) Recognize that removal of trees to provide a view alters the view that everyone hopes to 

get. 

GOAL 36M 3.24: PW,SERVE SIGNIFICAlVT VEGETATION WHIIIE 
MAINTAINING SIGNIFICANT VIEWS. 

3;f9;f; 3.24.1. Differentiate between view lots and potential view lots. 
It is not the policy of the City to encourage or facilitate tree removal to create view lots. 
Reasonable efforts should be given to maintaining existing views, recognizing that views may be 
impacted by the eventual growth of trees or by development activities. These are natural or 
nonnal occurrences and are to be expected. 

3;19;2; 3.24.1. Control clearing activities. 
Develop standards for clearing large parcels which includes appropriate timing of clearing and 
the amount of clearing to be done at any one time. 

SIGNAGE & II,LlUMPNATION 

Signs have become one of the more visual components of modern urbanscapes and are of 
primary concern to business owners. Clear and effective signage is essential to the successfbl 
operation of businesses and can facilitate vehicular and pedestrian activities. However, signage 
can also be the greatest contributor to visual clutter and blight. Large, garish signs designed as 
"attention getters'' are neither necessary nor desirable in Gig Harbor's small town setting. With 
care, signs can serve to both effectively identify businesses and also provide a positive 
contribution to the City's visual quality. 

GOALl 324 3.25: POSITION SIGNS TO FIT WITHIN FEATUW,S OF THE FACADE 

324A 3.25.1. Avoid covering architectural details. 
Signs should not cover or obscure important architectural details of the building; they should 
appear to be a secondary and complimentary feature of the building facade. 

3;28;2; 3.25.2. Incorporate sign space into building design. 
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Wall signs should be located within architectural sign bands or other blank spaces which visually 
frame the sign. Many historical buildings were designed to accoininodate signage in the parapet. 
This should be a prime consideration when designing new coinrnercial buildings also. 

324% 3.25.3. Consider projecting signs when there is limited wall space. 
Projecting signs can provide an attractive alternative to wall signs where wall signs inight hide or 
over-power architectural details. Projecting signs are particularly effective in pedestrian 
environments such as the downtown area. 

GOAL, 32A 3.26: KEEP SIGNAGE AS A SUBOPIDINATE EL,EMENT IN RUIILDING 
DESIGNS. 

32-kk 3.26.1. Minimize sign area in facade design. 
Avoid expansive blank walls oriented to the public's view. These take on the character of large 
billboards when used for signage. 

32%& 3.26.2. Avoid using signage as a dominant architectural statement. 
Building designs should not depend on signage for interest or completion of design. Signage 
should coinpliinent the building's design without being overpowering. For example, inany 
service station canopies, while functional for weather protection, have the visual appearance of a 
free standing sign; Many warehouse and "super store" structures would be little inore than a 
concrete box without their signs. Consider the following two-fold test: (1) would the structure 
which supports the sign appear unfinished or void of architectural interest if the signs and logo 
panels were removed; and (2) will the proposed signage appreciably alter the character of the 
building it is applied to? 

3;U;3; 3.26.3. Encourage sign designs which reflect the building style or period. 
Some types of signs are out of character with building styles or designs. For exainple, internally 
illuminated signs are often out of character with the older or historic structures in the downtown 
area. Wooden painted or sandblasted signs with an external light source may be inore 
appropriate in this location. 

a) Provide incentives for use of sandblasted signs, e.g., increased sign area allowance. 

b) Consider dis-incentives for internally illuminated signs in the downtown area, e.g, 
decreased sign area allowance. 

c) Limit allowed materials for awnings in the downtown area to traditional fabrics and 
designs. Covers with a shiny look of plastic or vinyl should be avoided. 

3AlA 3.26.4. Include corporate or logo panels into signage area calculations. 
Many businesses apply steel, lexan, or similar panels with corporate colors or logos onto their 
building as part of their business identification. Excessive use of these panels can make them a 
dominant architectural feature and should be avoided. 

a) Include the area of corporate or logo panels into signage area calculation. 



b) Prohibit illumination of corporate or logo panels except for the text or symbol within the 
panels. 

GOAL, 322 3.27: AVOID FLAMBOYANCY IN SIGNAGE DESIGN. 

Signs needn't be excessively flashy or luminous to be effective, readable or visually appealing. 

3;22;1; 3.27.1. Keep internally illuminated signs subdued. 
Illumination of signs should be limited to the text of the sign only. Individual pan-channel letters 
with a plastic face or individual cut-out letters (i.e., letters routed out of the face of an opaque 
sign face and cabinet) are preferred. Reversed pan-channel letters with an internal light source 
reflecting off of the building face may also be used for "halo" or "silhouette" lighting. 

3;22;2; 3.27.2. Maintain traditional designs of awnings. 
Awnings have become a popular sign alternative, but their use and design have gone far beyond 
an awning's traditional application, resulting in trendy designs applied haphazardly to buildings 
and sign posts. 

a) Limit the area of awnings to be used for signage to no more than 20% of the awning face. 

b) Prohibit use of back-lit awnings except for sign text. Allow back-lit translucent materials 
on sign letters only. 

c) Allow awnings in traditional locations only, e.g, above doors, windows, and walkways. 
Awnings should not obscure architectural details or be the dominant architectural feature. 

GOAL 323 3.28: COORDINATE SIGN DESIGNS ON MULTI-TENANT 
BUILDINGS. 

Variety in sign designs can be exciting and visually pleasing, but too many types and styles of 
signs in a single project can be a disruptive element in an otherwise unified site design. 

3;23;f; 3.28.1. Design signs to compliment the building's architecture. 
Signs should be sensitive to the building's design, both in terms of color and style. This is 
particularly important on Gig Harbor's historic structures in the downtown area. 

323& 3.28.2. Develop master sign plans for multi-tenant buildings. 
Buildings or cominercial projects with more than one tenant should have a master sign plan 
which identifies the type and size of sign each tenant space is allowed. A sign plan can specify 
design elements common to each sign such as materials, background colors or letter styles, each 
of which will serve to unify the site design 

3;123;3; 3.28.3. Coordinate free standing signs with building design. 
Free standing signs should be designed to coniplernent the style of the building or project to 
which they apply, using similar materials, colors, etc. 



GOAL, 3.29: MINIMIZE SIGN AREA BY ENCOURAGING EFFECTIVE 
SIGNAGE AS OPPOSED TO LARGE SIGNS 

324% 3.29.1. Encourage use of descriptive names for businesses. 
It is best for the nature of a business to be identified by at least the second or third word in a 
business name. For example, it is clear from the name Tide's Tavern what the nature of the 
business is, but it is not so clear what one might find in a store called Once Upon a Time. It may 
be children's books or it may be antiques. 

3424% 3.29.2. Avoid excessive lines of sign text. 
A single line of legible sign text can convey Inore information at a glance than several lines of 
multiple inessages. Limit single signs to no more than three messages or business names. 

GOAL 335 3.30: RESTRICT USE OF OFF-PmMISE SIGNAGE. 

The uncontrolled proliferation of off-premise signs can result in a garish and cluttered cityscape. 
Off premise signs should be restricted to those businesses that cannot be adequately identified 
with on-premise signage. 

3;25;f; 3.30.1. Encourage use of directory signs to business areas. 
Some business areas (e.g., the Head of the Bay area) are not readily found by visitors or new- 
comers to Gig Harbor and may require off-premise directory signage. 

3;25;25; 3.30.2. Avoid signs designed for distant viewing. 
Business signs should be oriented to the street on which the business is located. Off-premise 
signs for specific businesses should be located on the street or intersection on which the business 
is located. Off-premise signs for business areas should be restricted to primary routes leading to 
the identified business area. 
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' T H E  M A R I T I M E  CITY' 

August 15,2007 

City of Gig Harbor 
Community Development Department 
Planning Division 
3510 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

Attention: Tom Dolan, Planning Director 

Re: 2006 Comprehensive Plan Amendment 
Chapter I, Transportation Element 
Application Submittal - Text Amendment 

Dear Mr. Dofan, 

Please accept the enclosed application for the 2006 Comprehensive Plan Amendment 
for text changes in Chapter 11, Transportation Element. The application consists of the 
following completed documents: 

a Application form 
v Checklist for Comprehensive Plan Amendments 
a Environmental Checklist ( I  2 copies) 
Q Environmental Checklist Supplemental for Non-Project Actions (12 copies) 

In addition, the following information is provided to accompany the application: 

I. Name and address of the persons proposing the amendment: Stephen T. 
Misiurak, P.E., City Engineer and Emiiy Appleton, Senior Engineer for the 
City of Gig Harbor. 

2. Twelve (1 2) copies of the environmental checklist are enclosed. 
3. The applicable fee has been paid and the receipt is enclosed. 
4. The purpose of the proposed amendment is to respond to comments 

provided to the City by the Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC) so they 
will be able to recommend full certification of the City's Comprehensive Plan. 
A copy of a letter dated August 22,2005 sent to the City of Gig Harbor from 
Yorick Stevens-Wajda in the Growth Management Planning section of PSRC 
is attached. 

a. The proposed amendment is consistent with the Washington State 
Growth Management Act since addressing PSRC's comments will 
allow the City to receive full certification from the Growth Management 

Page I of 2 



August 15,2007 
Mr. Tom Dolan, Planning Director 
2006 Comprehensive Plan Amendment 
Chapter 'l I, Transportation Element 
Page 2 of 2 

Planning section of PSRC which regulates growth management 
requirements for the region. 

b. The proposed amendment is consistent with adopted countywide 
planning policies as some of the proposed changes add goals to 
increase consistency with countywide planning policies. 

c. The proposed amendment furthers the purpose of the City's 
comprehensive plan since addressing PSRC's comments will allow 
the City to receive full certification from PSRC, a desired conditbn. 

d. The proposed amendment is intemaliy corisistent with the City's 
comprehensive plan, as well as other adopted City plans and codes, 
since it will revise information that was previously found to be 
internally inconsistent. 

e. Transportation concurrency requirements under chapter 19. I 0  GHMC 
are not applicable to the proposed amendment. 

f, Supplemental environmental review andlor critical areas review is not 
required for the proposed amendment. 

Thank you for your attention to this important matter. Please let me know if additional 
information is required to process this application. 

Sincerely, 

Emily J. Appleton 
Senior Engineer 

Enclosures 

P:\AppletonE\Comprehensive Plan\2006 PSRC Amendment Cover Letter 8-15-07.doc 



August 22,2005 

Steve Osgntborpe 
Planning & Building Ivlanager 
City of Gig Harbor 
3 5 1 0 Grandview St 
Gig Harbo~, WA 9833 5 

SIIEhJECT: Comments on the City of Gig Harbor's 2 0 4  Comprehe~sive Plan amendments 
and draft certification action item for jarisdiction rev!ew 

Dear h5k. Osgutl~orpe, 

Thank you for sending the Puget Sound Regional Council the City of Gig Harbor's adopted 
2004 Comprehensive Plan amendments, and thank you for incorporating many of the 
recommendatjons given in response to a review of the 2004 draft plan. As part of the Regional 
Couz~cil's Policy and Plan Review Process, Comprehensive Plans and Plan amendments are 
reviewed for conformity with state transportation planning requirements and consistency with 
Destination 2030, the adopted h4etropolitsn Transportation Plan and VISION 2020, the adopted 
Multicounty Plannhlg Policies. 

Tn &is PIan update cycle, the City has done important work in terms of refining and improving 
the plan, md the City should be commended for this effort. However, we believe there are some 
issues that should be addressed before full certification can be recommended, and some issues 
axat would be more appropriate to incorporate into the work program for the next scheduled plan 
update. As a result, Regional Council staff is recommending conditional certification of the 
City's 2004 amendments until the following issues are addressed: 

1) Between the draft comprehensive plan version submitted to the regional council for 
review md comment on October 12, 2004 and the find plan adopted in December 
2004, it appears that language establishing a level-of-service (LOS) standard for 
roadway segments andfor intersections outside of downtown was removed. The LOS 
standard had been referenced in three places in the draft documenf' but is now only 
alluded to on page 30 of the transportation element.qt is unclear why tlzis action was 
talcen, but may have been an unintended product of fie specific designation of I B S  
standards for downtown arterials. Tlzis omission should be corrected as soon as 
possible by adding an appropriate policy to the transportation element establishing t l~e  
LQS standard for roadway segments and/or intersections outside of the downtown area 
(the curre11t laclc of a citywide LOS standard appears to invalidate the city's 
concurrency ordinance, which is inconsistent with GMA. requirements). 

2) To bring the kansportation element into full compliance with the 1998 'L,evel of 
Service' bill3, the plan must reference the adopted level-of-service standards for state- 
owned transportation facilities, including SR-16 and SR-302. The level-of-service 

Page 8, "The City of Gig Harbor has adopted LOS D as a standard, but accepts a level of service af F in the 
downtown area where capacity improvements would severely impact the character of the area."; page 30, The city has a 
level of service goal of LOS D for intersections and arterials, except in the downtown core"; page 50, policy 4.2 
"EstablisI~ LOS "D" as the City of Gig Harbor's l e ~ e l  of service standard for all arterial segments and intersections." 

"The capacity analysis sho.\vs that most of the city's intersections will be able to meet the LOS D goal." 
House Bill 1487 



standard for SR-16, a designated Highway of Statewide Significance, is equivalent to 
LOS 'D', and is estabIished by WSDOT. The level-of-service standard for SR-302, a 
Highway of Regional Significance (or non-HSS), is LOS 'C', and is adopted by the 
Puget Sound Regional Council. Tl~e irlcorporation of this infornlation into section 5 of 
the transportatio~l elenlent would bring the plan into full conformity witb &is 
requirement. 

Ln addition to the above issues, we have several comments that we would lilce to see added to 
the work program for the next scheduled comprehensive plan update: 

While updates to the transpostatior~ financing plan since review of the draft plan have 
been helpful, a more comprel1e11sive review of the financing ~1x1, especially revenue 
forecasts, would i~lzprove the plan. Table 6-2 in. the transportation element, for 
example, should be reconciIed with table 6-4, and some discussion given to the nature 
and sources of t l~e expected p i n t  revenue. 

B1 Population and .travel demand growtl.1 assumptions sllould be updated Table 2-1 
references an incorrect base year (1 998) popuIation for the Gig Harbor UGA, and does 
not appear to reflect new population allocations adopted by the Pierce County GMCC. 

An effort shouId be made to bring some of the policy themes expressed in Destination 
2030, VISIQN 2020, and the Pierce County Countywide Planning Policies into the 
new policy section of the transportation element. Some examples include: 

o Giving Xg11 priority to maintenance and preservation of the transportation 
system over new constructign (Destination 2030 policies RT-8.3, 8.8) 

o Promoting baasportation investments that support transit and pedestrian- 
oriented land use patterns and provide alternatives to single-occupant 
automobile travel (Destir?atiorz 20.30 policies RT-8.18, 8.19, 8.29, 8.33, 8.36) 

Please take this opportunity to review the above information and attached draft action item to 
the Growth Managerne~~t and Transportation Policy Boards. We worlld offer two options for 
moving forward, The first option would be a delay in transmitting the 2004 amendments to our 
policy boards while you take the opportunity to address the issues of concern we have noted. 
This would allow us to go forward with a recommendation for fill certification at a future date. 
The second option would be transmittal of the conditional certiEcation recommendation at this 
time, with an understanding that the city would address the outstanding issues in its next plan 
update. If we have overlooked any overlooked anything in our review, or if any of these issues 
have bee11 resolved since the plan was sub~nitted, please let us know and we will revise our 
comments accordingly. We also welcome any other conunents or input you may have, if possible 
before September 1". 

If you or your stag have any other questions or need additional information regwding the 
review of local plans or the certification process, please contact Rocky Piro at (206) 464-6360 or 
by email at rpiro~.psrc.orq, or myself at (206) 389-2158 or by email at vstevens@psrc.orq. We 
look forward to continuing to work with you on the ongoing development of the City of Gig 
Harbor's Compret~ensive Plan. 

Sincerely, 

YoriIc Stevens- Waj da 
Growtll Management Planning 
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Chapter 11 

NSPORTATION 

SECTION 1, EXISTING CONDPTHBNS 

Tlle City of Gig Harbor is required, under the state Growtlz Management Act (GMA), to prepase 
a Tsarispostation Elelliellt as part of its Comprehensive Plan. In 1994, the City coll~pleted a11 
update of its comprehensive land use plan to comply witli GMA requirelne~lts and help estili~ate 
future traffic growtl~ within tlie city. Since then, Gig Harbor has annexed portions of 
unincol-porated Pierce County sulro~ulding it. Tliis update reflects changes that have occul~ed 
since 1994, using 1998 as existing collditiolls and 201 8 as the pla~lllillg horizoli. Figure 1-1 
shows the Gig Harbor urban growtli asea. 

The specific goal of tlie GMA, wit11 regard to transportation, is to "encourage efficient ~liulti- 
modal tra~isportatio~i systenls that ase based on regional priorities and coordillated witli county 
and city comprehensive plans." The GMA requires that the local co~ilprehe~isive plans, i~lcludi~ig 
the land use and tra~lspol-tation elements, be col~sistent and coordinated with required regional 
progralns. In addition, tlie GMA requires that tra~~sportation facility and service i~liproverile~lts 
be made concussel~t wit11 development. 

Existing Transportation System 

This section of the tra~~sportation plan describes the existing tra~lspol-tation syste~il collditiolis in 
tlie study area, including a descriptio~l of the roadway cl~aracteristics, fu~lctiollal classification, 
traffic volunies, level of selvice, accidents, and transit service. Plamed transpostatiol~ 
iliiprovelliellts from the Wasliilzgto~l State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) Plan, Pierce 
County Capital Facilities Elelllent of the Comprehensive Plan, the Pierce Cou~ity Six-Year 
Tra~~spol-tatiori Ilizprove~i~e~it Prograti~ (TIP) arid Gig Harbor Six-Year TIP are also described. 

Fu~lctiollal Classificatiol~ and Colviectivity 

Roadway liierascliy based on fullctiolial classificatio~l provides a lietwork of streets based on 
distinct travel nlove~llellts and the service they provide. Roadway layout shall be based primarily 
on tlie safety, efficiency of traffic flow, arid functional use of the roadway. Roadways are divided 
into boulevasds, asterials, lilajor and  nill lor local residential, private streets, and alleys. 

Roadways of all classifications sliall be pla~llled to provide for colviectivity of existing and 
proposed streets in relatioil to adjoining parcels and possible future co~viectiolls as approved by 
the Coliilliullity Developliie~lt Department. New developllierit roadway systellis sliould be 
designed so as to lliilziinize pedestrian travel to bus stops. 
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Boulevards and asterials are interzded for the efficient movemer~t of people aid goods and have 
the higl~est level of access co~itrol. Tliey liave li~ilited access and acco~linlodate colitrolled 
intersections. Boulevards and arterials liave been identified in the lllost cusselit adopted version 
of the Cit;l/ ojrGig Harbor Trar7syortatio~7 Plar7. T1ie City Engineer will classify all I I ~ W  

roadways. 

Collectors generally co~xlect co~lxnercial, industrial, and residential projects to other collectors, 
asterials, and boulevards aiid liave a lnoderate level of access control. Minor collectors iilay be 
used if tu1-11 lanes are not required. If the collector co~ulects to a~iother collector or to an arterial, 
the roadway shall be a lliajor collector. The City will detenlli~le if a collector is a lliajor or minor, 
type I or type TI, based on a review of the developlne~lt potential of all contributillg properties, the 
exiting riglit-of-way if it is an existing roadway, and the necessity of turn lanes. Auxiliary left 
tulm lanes are desired when collnectilig to boulevards, arterials, a11d lilajor collectors. Collectors 
ase identified in tlle linost cursent adopted versioll of the City of Gig Harbor Transportation Plar?. 
The City Traffic E11gilleer will classify all new roadways. 

Major and ~ll i~lor local residential streets sliall i~ltercolviect wit11 each other and with llii~lor 
collectors and have a minimull level of access control. Alleys in residential neigl~borhoods are 
encouraged. If tlie local residential street colxlects to a lliajor collector or to an arterial, the street 
shall be a ~llajor local residential. In such developments, colxiectivity shall be a key design factor, 
altliough the iliter~ial flow sliall be discolltiliuous to discourage cut-tl~~ougli traffic movenielit and 
excessive speed. Traffic calming teclmiques shall be designed illto all residential subdivisions. 

T11e pedestrian network sliall be paranlount in the residential roadway network. Minor local 
residential streets serve as land access froni residelices and generally co~lllect with nlajor local 
residential and 111ifior collectors. Safety is always the major co~~sideratioll wlien deterllliliilig 
intersection locatio~is and connectivity. 

State-owned transpor-tatiori facilities and highways of statewide significar~ce [See also Sectiol~ 5 )  

In 1998, the Washingto11 State L,egislature enacted the "L,evel of Service Bill" (House Bill 1487) 
which amended the Growth Management Act (GMA) to include additional detail regarding state- 
owned tra~isportation facilities in the tra~ispor?atiori elelilellt of compreliensive plans. Witl~in Gig 
Harbor, SR 16 lias bee11 designated as a I-iighway of Statewide Sigiiificstllce (HSS) in WSDOT's 
Highway System Plan (HSP). SR 16 provides the liiajor regional con~iectiol~ between Tacoma, 
Bremerton, and the Olyllipic Peninsula. It co~lliects to Interstate 5 in Tacolila and to SR 302 in 
Purdy. Tluougl~ Gig Harbor, SR 16 is a fill1 lililited access four lane fseeway witli illtercha~iges at 
Olylnpic Drive, Pioneer Way and BunlJzarn Drive. It is classified as an urban principal arterial. 

The only other state-owned facility within tlie plalilii~ig area is SR 302 wl~icll collllects SR 16 
across the Key Peliilisula witli SR 3 to Slielton. It is a two-lane state higliway with no access 
control. 



Citv of Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan - Transportation Element 

Figure 1-2 
Functional Classification 
Gig Harbor GMA Transportation Plan A 
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Local Trarlsportatiori S~steni  

Tlie downtown area of Gig Harbor and su~rounding residellces are served by the iliterchange with 
SR 16 at Pioneer Way. The southern po~-tioli of the city is served by the Olynlpic Drive NW 
interchange, and nortli of the existing city li~nits, access from SR 16 is provided by the Bunham 
Drive NW interchange. 

One of the key north-south arterials serving the city and local residences is Soundview Drive, 
which beconies Harl~orview Drive tluougli downtown Gig Harbor. Pioneer Way also provides 
access to residences and downtown Gig Harbor. Access to the uninco~yorated areas north of tlie 
city is provided by Peacock Hill Road, Crescent Valley Drive, Burnlia~li Drive NW, and Borgeli 
Boulevasd. Outside tlie city li~iiits to tlie soutliwest, Olympic Drive NW and Wollocliet Drive 
NW provide access to residential areas in unincor-porated Pierce County. 

The roadway cliaracteristics of tliese al-terials in the study area ase shown in Figure 1-3. The 
~iiajority of roadways within tlie city limits ase two lanes with a speed liliiit of 25 mph. The 
speed is reduced to 20 niph along Nol-th Harborview Drive in the dow~itown area. There are 
retail sliops on both sides of the street in this area, and the reduced speed provides illcreased 
safety for pedestrians crossing the street between sliops. I11 addition, Soulidview Drive has tlvee 
lalies (one lane in each direction and a center, two-way, left-turn lane along pol-tions of tlie 
roadway). Outside of tlie city limits, all roadways are also two lanes, with tlie exception of 
Oly~npic Drive NW (56'" Street NE), Point Fosdick Drive, and Borgen Boulevard, wliich have 
three lanes in sonie sections, and Point Fosdicli Drive wl~ich lias five lanes from Olympic to 44"' 
Street NW. Borgen Boulevard lias portions of four lanes with two roundabouts. The speed lilliit 
on tliese roadways varies between 30 and 35 nlpli. 

Pedestrian and bicycle facilities are an integral part of the transpostation netwol-k, arid tlie 
provision for these facilities will be incorporated in tlie transpostation iniprovemellt program. 
Cu~rently, sidewallts are provided at least o ~ i  one side of the roadway on most city arterials. I11 
addition, separate bicycle lanes are provided on various roadways, including Soundview Drive 
and on portions of Rosedale Street, Poilit Fosdick Drive, and North Harborview Drive. Parking 
is allowed in tlie retail center oli Harbor View Drive and Noi-tli Harborview Drive. 

Existing intersection traffic control devices also ase indicated on Figure 1-3. Within tlie city, 
tliere are signalized i~itersections at Pioneer WayIGrandview Street, Pioneer WayIKimball Drive, 
Olynipic Drive /Point Fosdick Drive, Wollocliet DriveiHunt Street, Olympic DrivelHolycroft 
Street, Rosedale Street/Schoolliouse Avenue, and 38'" ~venue/56"' Street. In addition, the SR 16 
nol-tlibound and soutl~bound ralnps at Olynipic Drive, and the SR 16 northbound ranip at Pioneer 
Way, are signalized. All other ~iiajor ilitersections and SR 16 rarllp intersectiorls are stop sign 
controlled, except tlie SR 1 6IBu1nha111 Drive nortllbound and southbound ranlps, wliich intersects 
a single lane roundabout on the soutlibou~~d ramps and a two-lane roundabout on the ~lortlibound 
ramps. 
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Rmck in t k  stu* areaare two bner 
T k  hvo excw6om s e  Olympic D NM' 
and Soundriew DL Sec6om a'lhese 
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Traffic Volurlles 

A co~nprehellsive set of street and intersectioil traffic counts was collected in 1997. Average 
weekday traffic volumes (AWDT) are su~lxnarized in Figure 2-1. AWDT voluliles represent the 
number of veliicles travelilig a roadway seglnent over a 24-11our period on a11 average weekday. 
P.M. peak 'hour traffic volutlies represent tlle highest hourly volulile of vellicles passing through 
an illtersectiol~ during the 4-6 p.m. peak period. Since the p.m. peak period \iolunies us1;lally 
represent the highest volrunes of the average day, these volui~les were used to evaluate t l~e  worst 
case traffic scenario that would occur as a result of the development. 

Intersectioll Level Of Service 

The acknowledged method for deterlnining ilitersection capacity is described in the current 
edition of the Higliway Capacity Manual (Trarzsportatior2 Research Board [TRB], Special Repoi-t 
209). Capacity analyses are described in terms of Level of Service (L,OS). LOS is a qualitative 
ten11 describing the operating conditiolls a driver will experience while driving on a particular 
street or highway during a specific time interval. It ranges fro111 L,OS A (little or no delay) to 
L,OS F (long delays, congestion. 

The methods used to calculate the levels of service in the 1998 analysis are described in the 1991 
Higlz~vay Calmcity hdal.rual (Special Report 209, Transpostation Reseasch Board). The nleasure 
of effectiveness for signalized intersectiolis is average stopped delay, tvl~ich is defined as the total 
time vellicles are stopped in an intersection approacll during a specified time period divided by 
tlie number of vehicles departing from the approach in the sanle time period. 

The illethods used to calculate the levels of service subsequelit to 2000 are described in the 2000 
Higliway Capacity Manual (Special Report 209, Transpoi-tation Research Board). Tlle measure 
of effectiveness for signalized intersectiolls is control delay, wl~ ic l~  is defined as the suill of the 
initial deceleratio~~ delay, queue ii~ove up delay, stopped delay and final acceleration delay. 

For ulisignalized intersections, level of service is based on an estinlate of average stopped delay 
for each n~overnent or approacl~ group. The evaluation procedure is a sequential analysis based 
on prioritized use of gaps in the il~ajor traffic streams for stop controlled and yield controlled 
movelneiits (i.e., left tu1-11~ off of the llzajor street); these two nlovelnelit types at unsignalized 
i~ltersections will be refel-sed tluougliout the reinainder of this repoi-t as "controlled movements". 
In 111ost jurisdictio~~s in the Puget Sound region, L,OS D or better is defined as acceptable, L,OS E 
as tolerable in cel-tain areas, arid L,OS F as ul~acceptable. 

The City of Gig Harbor is required by RCW 36A.O70(6)(b) "to prohibit development approval if 
t l~e  de~relopment causes tlie level of service on a locally owlied transportation facility to decline 
below the standards adopted in the transpol-tation elelllelit of tlie comprehensive plan, unless 
transpol-tation i~~~provernents or strategies to accommodate the i~rlpacts of the developllle~lt are 
made concul-selit with the development." 
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Tlie City of Gig Harbor has constructed several rou~ldabouts sirice adoption of the transpostation 
element, including a six-legged roundabout at the iiitersectio~l of Borgen Blvd, Bur~d~arn Drive, 
Canterwood Blvd and tlie SR 16 on and off-ramps. Tliese intersectiolls require evaluation with 
specific roundal~out analysis software. The City of Gig Harbor will determine appropriate L,OS 
analysis procedures for tlle rourldabouts consistent wit11 the L,OS policy of the plan. The City or 
its designee will conduct all L,OS calculations for roundabouts in tlie City of Gig Harbor to 
ensure consistency in analysis. Developers will rein~burse tlie city or its designee the cost to 
corilplete t l ~ e  analysis if the development is SEIOWII to inipact a roundabout with m y  new trips. 

Traffic Accidents 

Traffic accident records conlpiled by the Gig Harbor Police Department for the 17-month period 
from Janua~y, 1999, t l ~ o u g h  and including May, 2000, were reviewed. Tlie Police Depal-tnlent 
accident records included the date and location of each accident, a ld  specified an accident type: 
<"njury," 6' non-injury," "hit-and-run," "parking lot," or "pedestriandcyclist." 

During the 17-montl~ period analysis period there were 308 accidents on the Gig Harbor street 
system, of wlzicll 72 (23%) were illju~y accidents. Only two accidents involved pedestrians or 
bicyclists, though botli of these accidents involved injuries. 

Tlie streets with tlle greatest accident experience were Olynipic Drive, along wliich 84 accidents 
occurred (five per month), and Point Fosdick Drive, along which 69 accidents occui-sed (four per 
month). Pioneer Way a id  Hunt Street eacli experienced 22 accidents, and Wollocllet Drive and 
Harborview Drive each experienced 18. No other street experienced more than 15 accidents. 

Transit Service and Facilities 

The service provider for Gig Harbor is Pierce Transit. The four transit routes that currently serve 
Gig Harbor are s11ow11 in Figure 1-4. 

Route 100 extends fi-om the Gig Harbor Park and Ride to tlie Tacoma Co~mliunity College 
Transit Center. During weelcdays, the route operates on half-liour headways, and on one-hour 
lleadways on the weekends. Route 102 provides express bus service fronl Purdy to Downtown 
Tacoma via the Gig Harbor Park and Ride. It operates during weekday peak hours only, wit11 
service being provided evely 30 ~ninutes. 

L,ocal bus service in Gig Harbor is provided by Routes 1 1 1 and 1 12. Route 1 I 1 runs fro111 the 
Gig Harbor Parlc a id  Ride to the Gig Harbor L,ibra~y at Point Fosdiclc. Hourly service fronl 
1ilo11ling to evening is provided on tliis route seven days a week. Route 112 extends from the 
Purdy Park and Ride to the Gig Harbor Park and Ride via Peacock Hill Avenue. Transit service 
for this route also operates on one 11our lieadways, seven days a week. Route 11 3 fro111 Key 
Center conllects wit11 Routes 100, 102, and 1 12 at the Purdy Park and Ride. 

Pierce Transit continues to look at ways to inlprove transit service to and from the peninsula area. 
Possible i~~~provenients include the creation of several entirely new park and rides. The creation 
of new transit routes will depend heavily on increased capacity on the Tacoma Nal-sows Bridge. 
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Planned Transportation Improvements 

Rased 011 projectiolis by Pierce Coulity, this asea of the state, iricluding the study area, will 
contillue to grow. Specifically, it is expected that residelltial growth will occur on the Gig 
Harbor peliilisula and job growtli will occur in the asea between the city and Tacoma. 

Pierce Cou~ltV Transportation Plan 

111 order to adequately address the existing and future transpostation issues, Pierce County 
completed the Pierce County Tra~lsportatioti Plan in 1992. Tlie proposed project list was updated 
ill 2000 and illcorporated into the Gig Harbor Penilzsula Co~ixi~unity Plan. Tlie project list has 
not been revised since adoption of the Co~iuiiu~~ity Plan in 2001. Project priorities are identified 
as: Prelliier Priority, High Priority, Medium Priority, a id  L,ow Priority. Conservatively, Pierce 
Coulity believes they will be able to fund all Preliiier and High Priority projects and half of the 
Mediulil Priority projects. Optilliistically, they hope to be able to fund all projects on co~ltlty 
roads. Premier and High Priority projects that iliipact the study area are listed below. 

Premier Priority 

P28. 56'" Street, Wollochet Drive to Point Fosdick Drive: Widen to four I a~es ;  provide 
pedestrian and drainage iniprovements. 

P29. Wollochet Drive, 40'" Street to Gig Harbor City Lilnits: Widen to four lanes; improve 
illtersectiolls and sl~oulders. 

P53. Selxnel Drive NW, 7ot" Avenue NW to Bujacicli Road NW: I~llprove intersections, 
aliglxiielit a ld  shoulders. 

P63. 38"' Avenue, 36"' Street to Gig Hasbor City Limits: hnprove intersection and 
shoulders. 

P73. Jahll ~ v e 1 3 2 " ~  ~treet122"%venue, Stone Drive to 36''' Street: Realign and improve 
shoulders 

High Priority 

P30. Point Fosdick Drive, 56th Street to Stone Drive: Provide pedestrian and drainage 
improvemelits; i~llprove intersections. 

P42. Hunt Street NW, Lorlibard Drive NW to Gig Harbor city liinits: 11.nprove 
intersections, aliglxlient, and shoulders. 

P50. Ray Nasli Drive NW, 36'" Street NW to Rosedale Street NW: hliprove aliglulient and 
widen shoulders. 
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P64. 144~" Street ~ ~ 1 6 2 " ~  Avenue NW, intersection (Peninsula High School): 
Cl~a~~~le l iza t io l~  and possible traffic control. 

P68. 96'" Street NW, Crescent Valley Drive NW to city limits: Add paved sl~oulders. 

P76. Point Fosdick Drive NWIStone Drive ~ ~ 1 . 3 4 ~ ~  Avenue NW, intersection: 
Cha~u~elization, traffic control, and realig~ul~e~zt. 

Pierce Coullty Six-year Transpostation Illzproveme~lt Progrmi~ (TIP) 

The prioritization process for transpostation projects in uni~zcolyorated Pierce Coulity is 
imnpleme~ited through the Six-Year Road Progra~li and the Allllual Road Progra~i~. The projects 
identified that inzpact tlie study area for 2004-2009 are summarized below. 

* Rosedale Street, 66"' Avenue NW to L,ombard Drive NW. Reconstruct roadway to 
improve vertical alignment. 

k~ Filllllore Drive/Gustafso1l/56tli Street NW. Provide turn lane(s) at intersection. 

k~ Hunt Street, 46"' Avenue NW to Lombard Dl-ive NW: Reconstruct roadway to irnprove 
horizontal/vertical alig~nne~it. 

Wollochet Drive, Fillli~ore Drive NW to 4ot" Street NW: Widen and reconstruct roadway 
to provide Inore lane(s). 

-a Point Fosdick Drive ~ ~ 1 3 6 " '  Street NW: County pol-tion of Gig Harbor ilitersectio~i 
project. 

i6'" Street NW, city liniits to 22"" Avenue NW. Reco~lstruct to i~liprove vellical 
aligmiient. 

Jalul Avenue ~ ~ 1 3 2 " " t r e e t  ~ ~ 1 2 2 " ~  Avenue NW, 36Ih Street NW to 24"' Street NW. 
Reco~istruct roadway to i~liprove liorizolltal/vel-tical alignment. 

As future funds becollie available, tlie illlprovelliellt projects from tlze Pierce County 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan will be added to the lllost recent six-year road program. 

Gig Harbor Six-year Tratispo~-tatiol~ Illiprove~ne~lt Plan (TIP) 

The City is required to update its Transportation I~llproveille~lt Plan (TIP) evely year. The TIP is 
adopted by reference, and a copy of the cul-sent pla~l can be obtained from the City's Public 
Works Departmerit. 
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Washington State Departmelit of Transpol-tation Highway Improver~ieiit Progranl 

The 20-year WSDOT Highway Systelii Plan includes several potential projects in tlze Gig Harbor 
vicinity. These include: 

Constructioli of a 750 stall park azd ride lot in the Purdy area. 

Widelling of SR 302 to four lalies with a restricted median from the Key Pellinsula 
Highway to SR 16. 

Widening of SR 16 froliz four lanes to six creating HOV lanes, interchange 
improvements, TSMITDM, azd Intelligerit Transportation System iliiproveliients fronz SR 
302 to tlze PierceIKitsap coulity line. 

WSDOT's funded project list includes: 

Construct core HOV lanes, new iiiterclia~ige, and Intelligent Tra~isportation Systelii 
improvenielits to SR 16 between tlie 3iit1' Street interclza~ige and tlie Olympic illterc11ange. 

cs Overlay existing ranips at the Wollochet Drive intercl.iange 011 SR 16. 

e Colzstruct core HOV lanes, interchange improvements, fsontage road: and Intelligent 
Tra~isportation Systeiil iniprovements to SR 16 at the Olyiiipic interchange to Purdy (SR 
3 02) 

In addition, WSDOT is cul-rently constructilzg a new Tacoma Nal-rows Bridge to provide 
significantly illcreased capacity for the congested crossing on the existing bridge. An integral 
elenlent of tlze new bridge project is construction of a spIit dia~nond interclzazge with half at 24"' 
Street and half at 36"' Street. The 24"' Street iilzprovelnents are integral to tlie Taconia Nal-rows 
Bridge project, and a portion of the improvements in P73 will be included in the bridge project. 
The new Tacoliia Nal-sows Bridge will significantly iizcrease Iiiglzway capacity and ilnprove 
access between tlze Gig HarborIPenins~xla area and the "mainland" (Tacoma, 1-5, etc.). These 
capacity and access inzprovelizelzts will have a significant effect on long-terlzi growth and 
developnlent in and around Gig Harbor, and will affect Gig Harbor area travel patterns, traffic 
volumes, and transpostation improvement needs. 

This Gig Harbor Transpol-tation Element, wliicli is based on arid developed for tlie cul-sent growth 
forecasts, does not accoulit for tlie trarispol-tation system needs and inipacts associated wit11 a new 
Tacoma Narsows Bridge. 

The WSDOT has funded a study of SR 302 to develop a id  analyze new aligllrneiits for SR 302 
from the Kitsap Penilisula to SR 16. Tlze final aligllrizelit of SR 302 will affect access and 
circulatioli to Gig Harbor. 

Concurrencv Ordinance 



The City of Gig Harbor requires either the const~-uction of or fi~ialcial co~luiiitme~it for the 
colistructio~l of liecessaly transportation irnprovel~lents fiom tlie private or public sector within 
six years of tile impacts of a developllielit. Methods for tlie City to ~nollitor these co~~uiiitments 
include: 

Arlriual i~ionitorilig of key transpol-tation facilities withill updates to the Six-Year 
Transpol-tation Iliiproveliiellt Progralll (TIP); 

a Moliitori~lg illtersectiolls for complia~lce with the City's LOS Standad. The City of Gig 
Harbor L,OS for i~itersectiolis is L,OS D; except for specified illtersectiolis in the 
Downtow11 Strategy Area and North Gig Harbor Study Area. 

The specific illtersections and the cui-rent L,OS for each in the Dowlltowll Strategy 
Area are: 

a Harbo~-vie\v Drive/Nortli Harborview Drive LOS F 

Harborvie\v DriveIPiolieer Way L,OS F 

e Harborview Drivelstinson Avenue L,OS F 

* Harborview DrivelRosedale L,OS D 

ap Nol-th Harborview DriveIPeacocIc Hill LOS C 

o HarborviewlSoundview L,OS B 

Tlie above illtersectiolis may be allowed to operate at a L,OS worse that D: collsisterlt with 
the pedestrian objectives identified in the Do~vntown Strategy Area. 

The specific intersections and tlie LOS for each in the Nol"t1 Gig Harbor Area are: 

Bundiam Drive/Borgen Drive/Cax~terwood Blvd/SR 16 Ramps L,OS E 

The above i~itersectioil shall operate at LOS E or better (80 seconds of delay) 

* Idelltifyilig facility deficiencies; 

Reviewing co~nprel~ensive transpol-tatio~~ plan and otlier related studies for ilecessaly 
improveinelits; 

a Making appropriate revisio~ls to the Six-Year TIP; and 

Complying wit11 HB 1487 and WSDOT for coordinated pla~ming for transportation 
facilities and services of stateivide significance. 

SECTION 2. TMFFIC F O R E X A S T I  AND ANALYSIS 

Traffic forecasting is a means of esti~natilig future traffic x~olumes based on the expected growth 
in populatioll and elllploylilellt witllin an area. For the Gig Harbor area, traffic forecasts were 
prepared using cul-rent traffic counts, a travel delilalld forecastiiig colliputer liiodel prepared for 
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the Pierce County Transportation Plan, and estimates of population and e~liployment developed 
for the City's Comprehensive L,and Use Plan. As specified by the Growtl~ Managelllent Act 
(GMA), a 20 year liorizon was used in tlle process to produce traffic forecasts for 201 8. 

This is essentially the same process as was followed in the 1994 Co~npreliensive Plan 
Transportation Element. Table 2-1 below su~ixnarizes the populatio~~ and e~llploynle~lt gro\v?l~ 
assu~llptio~ls that were used for the traffic forecasts. 

Table 2-1. Growth Assumptions, 2004-2024 

/ Year 1 Population I Employment 1 

Tile growth in populatio~l and employment in an area provides a basis for estimating the growth 
in travel. Population growth gellerally results in niore trips produced by residents of 1.iomes it1 
the area, and e~lzploynie~lt gro\vtl~ ge~lerally results in more trips attracted to offices, retail sl~ops, 
scl~ools, and other employ~nent or activity centers. To estiniate future traffic volurlies resulting 
from growth, con~puterized travel de~nand lilodels are co~n~~lon ly  used. In areas wllere travel 
col-ridors are liniited, growit11 factors applied to existing traffic counts can be also an effective 
approach to traffic forecasting. 

A conlbined approach was used for the City of Gig Harbor. The Pierce County Transportation 
Plan conlputer nlodel developed by KJS provided info~lllation 011 area wide growth and was used 
as a tool in assig~ling traffic to various roads and intersections. For growtli data, the 1998 Draft 
Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan Update (prepared by the Beckwit11 Colisulti~ig Group) was used. 
Traffic counts taken in 1996 and 1997 provided data on existing travel patterns. 

Prinlarv Sources of I n f o ~ l ~ l a t i o ~ ~  

The prima~y sources of i~lfor~liatio~l used to forecast travel demand in Gig Harbor and tlie 
sun-ounding TJrban Growth Area (TJGA) were the Pierce County Tra~lsportation Model, the Gig 
Harbor Comprel~ensive Plan Update, and the Gig Harbor Travel Deli~and Model. 

Pierce Cou~lty Tra~lsportation Model 

KJS Associates developed a 2010 travel dellland model for Pierce County as a pa13 of the 
county's GMA Transportation Pla~ulillg program (the niodel has since been updated by Pierce 
County). The Pierce Co~lnty tra~ispol-tation nlodel is based on the Puget Sound Regional 
Council's (PSRC) regional ~llodel covering King, Pierce, Snohomish and Kitsap Counties. The 
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niodel utilizes tlle standard tra~ispo~-tation pla~xzing methodology: Trip Generation, Trip 
Distribution, Modal Clioice and Trip Assig~uiie~it. 

For tlze Pierce County model, a system of traffic a~ialysis zones (TAZs) was developed based on 
tlze sane  boundaries used by tlze PSRC in tlze regiolzal model. Tliis enabled ICJSA to use tlze 
zonal demograpliic a id  street network data wliicli PSRC provides, for the regional system, and to 
refine tlzat ilifollnation to provide lzzore detail withill Pierce Coulity. Tlze niodel was calibrated to 
1990 conditions; 1990 traffic counts were used to calibrate the model's traffic flow patterns, a i d  
1990 demographicllsuld use data provided tlze basis for the trip generation, trip distribntiorz, ~iiode 
clzoice, and traffic assig~uilellt assumptions. All forecasts frolzz the liiodel were based on 2000 
and 201 0 demograplziclland use forecasts from PSRC. 

Since the PSRC 20-year delnographic forecasts appear to be collsistelit wit11 tlze GMA forecasts 
for tlie City and ITJGA, tlze PSRC 2010 database was used in the revised Pierce Coulzty lizodel as 
tlze basis for travel dellland forecasts. 

Gig Harbor Conzprelze~lsive Plan Update 

As a part of tlie Comprelzensive Plan TJpdate, tlie City used tlie existing and proposed 
corilpreliensive land use plans to estilnate tlie residential and employ~nelit capacities of various 
areas of tlze Gig Harbor I~iteriln TJrban Growtli Area (IUGA). In doing so, the ITJGA was divided 
into 71 "u~iits", or zones, for a~ialysis pul-poses. 

Tlze existing land uses and an invelltoly of tlze number of platted lots withill eaclz zone were used 
to estimate tlie existing population of each zone. Tlie size of coln~izercial and 
elizploymelit/busi~iess areas on tlie L,and Use plan was used to estimate the elnploy~izelit 
capacities witliili each zone. 

Gig Harbor Travel Demand Model 

The 71 land use zones fiolii tlze Comprel~ensive Plan were used to create a lilore detailed traffic 
analysis zone structure witlzi~z the Pierce Courzty niodel. The 1998 populatiolz estilizates and 
etnploylizelit capacities for eacli of the 71 zones in the Coliiprelzelisive Plan TJpdate were used to 
initially allocate the 1990 populatio~z and e~nployme~lt data fio111 PSRC to each TAZ witlzin tlie 
IUGA. The 1990 data were used since tlzis is tlze liiost recent census wliicli provides co~ziplete 
ilzfollnatioll for tlze area outside of tlie Gig Harbor IUGA. The 1990 data were then factored to 
1998 estililates using tlze Co~iiprelle~zsive Plan irzfonnation and 1998 traffic counts. 

Tlie growth in populatio~z atid e~izploylzlelzt witliin each zone was convested into travel delnalld 
by the model. Since tlze base year was calibrated using 1998 traffic volumes, tlze 20-year growtli 
in travel demand produced by the lizodel resulted in 2018 travel dema~zd estimates. This is 
colisistellt with the requirement of GMA. 

Employlnelit growth: u~ililte population gro~vth, was assu~zled to occur arou~ld existing areas of 
lzigli employment. Like tlze allocatioli of population, enlploymelit was allocated to each zone 
based on the capacities of the zone as calculated by Beckwitll in tlie Compreliensive Plan Update. 
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To insure that the travel demand calculated by the liiodel resulted in accurate estiliiates of traffic 
volulnes on the road ~ietwork. 1998 traffic counts oli selected roads were used to calibrate tlie 
model. However, the model results are at best olily a rougli estiliiate of future traffic volumes. 
They provided a guide to general traffic trends arid flow pattenis, ratlier than exact traffic 
volumes oli specific roadway links. 

All trips were assigned to the City a id  County arterial system based on existing trip distributioli 
and traffic assiglmie~lt pattellis. I11 addition to tlie populatioli a id  eliiploy~iie~it forecast 
assumptions, specific assu~liptiolis were required to dete~~iiine growtli in extellla1 traffic volumes. 
For tlie Pierce County Pe~iilisula Focus Area, the extesnal colu~ectiolls in the south are the SR 16 
liigllway crossi~zg at the Tacoma Nal-sows Bridge a id  north to Kitsap County. 

Nol-tli Gig Hasbor ('NGH) Subasea Traffic Model 2005 

A subarea traffic h nod el was developed for tlie Nol-tli Gig Harbor Traffic Mitigation Study 
(2005). The liiodel was developed to a~ialyze tlu-ee Comprehensive Plai A~iiendments in 200516. 
Proposed and pipeline projects in tlie NGH subasea and a buildout alialysis were included in tlie 
traffic model to identify tra~isportation iliipacts and required mitigation. 

Traffic Analvsis (1998) 

Existing (1998) daily traffic volullies on key roadway segliielits or links, and ilitersectioll levels 
of service are showll in Figure 2-1. The existing 1998 p.m. peak hour ilitersectio~i levels of 
service are coliipiled in Table 2-2. As shown ill Table 2-3 below, tliere are sigliificallt delays at 
tlu-ee stop-sign colitrolled ilitersectio~is in 1998. 
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Table 2:2: 1998 Ilitersectio~l Levels of Service 

* 2004 existing condition 

( A**) 2005 existing condition DEA 2005, City of Gig Harbor 2005Note: Refer to North Gig 
Harl~or Traffic Mitigation Study for additiolial 2005 ilitersectio~l operations in the 
NGH Study area. 



City of Gig Harbor Conivrehensive Plan - Transportation Element 



City of Gig Harbor Comurehensive Plan - Transpoitation Element 

Traffic Analvsis - 2018 

Oiice tlie liiodel was calibrated to existing conditions, grow-th rates were applied 
to estinlate traffic volumes for 201 8. Figure 2-2 sliows roadway link volumes for 
2018. Figure 2-3 sl~ows the iiltersectio~l level of service for 2018, which is also 
suilziiiarized in Table 2-3 below. 

Table 2-3: PM Peak Hour Intersection bevels of Service 

* Located within the downtown strategy area. Intersection impacts will be investigated on 
a case by case basis with implementation of various transportation strategies. 

** 2013 Level of Service Summary 

*** 2005 plus unmitigated pipeline conditions DEA 2005 

Crescent Valley DrIDrummond Dr 

Harborview DrINorth Harborview Dr 

Harborview DrIPioneer Wy 

Harborview DrIStinson Ave 

HunVSkansie 

Peacock Hill AvelNorth Harborview Dr 

Rosedale SVSkansie Ave 

Rosedale SVStinson Ave 

Soundview DrIHunt St 

SR 16 NB ramps12 lane roundabout 

SR 16 SB rampslsingle lane roundabout 
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F 

F* 
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F* 
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F 
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Note: Refer to North Gig Harbor Traffic Mitigation Study for additional updated 
future i~ltersectio~l operatio~ls in the NGH Study area. 
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North Gig Harbor Traffic Analysis 2005 

The North Gig Harbor Traffic Mitigation Study 2005 included an a~ialysis of traffic operatio~is in 
tlie NGH area and was completed to identify tra~isportation niitigatiori requirenlents for tlu-ee 
Co~liprelie~isive Plan Aiiiendments. The Study identified near term transportation iinpacts of 
pipeline developme~it, near ten11 developme~it proposals and buildout of tlie subasea. Potential 
long tenn mitigation measuses for tlie NGH study area were identified. Tlie future traffic 
voluilies and intersectioii L,OS shown for tlie NGH subarea are superseded by tliose in the NGH 
Traffic Mitigation Study. The tecl~iical analysis of the study is inco~-porated herein by reference. 
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SECTION 3. A1,TERNATIVES ANALYSIS 

Tliis section discusses the major tra~ispol-tation system illlproveliielits necessaly to 
address identified deficiencies in the 20 18 alialysis year. 

Tlie potential iniprovemelits are orga~iized in t h e e  categories: 1) roadway improvements, 
2) illtersectioli improvements, mid 3) otlier iliiproveliielits and trmisportation strategies. 

Roadways 

Figure 3- 1 shows tlie potential roadway improvements, wliich include roadway widening, 
new arterial links, structures, and freeway and ralnp iliiprovements. Projects include a 
new 1101-tli-south colu.iector from Bunha111 Drive to Borgeli Blvd. for circulatioll and 
access in tlie Gig Harbor north area, and a new east-west. Other i~iiprovellielits call for 
widening of several ai$erials, including Oly111pic Drive NW, Wollocliet Drive, and 
Rosedale Street NW. Several other projects were dependent upon approval a id  
constructio~i of tlie new Tacoma Nassows Bridge, which is under constructioii. 

North Gig Harbor Roadwavs 2005 

Tlie Nol-th Gig Hasbor Traffic Mitigation Study 2005 identified a long-range systelii of 
transpol-tation improvements to suppost the buildout of existing and proposed zo~iilig in 
the NHG Study area. ilicludilig three proposed Comprel~elisive Plan Amendments. Tlie 
projects identified niay be co~isidered if needed in future Transportation Iliiprovelllelit 
Plans (TIP'S), colisistellt witli this elellielit to ellsure concuil-elicy is maintained. Fulidillg 
for tlie roadway plaii has not yet beell deterliiined, and therefore developliielit approvals 
liiay be delayed until fimding is secured pursuallt to GMA requirenlents. 
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Intersections 

By 2018, the lllost significant level of sewice problenls would occur at ilitersections 
whose movements are controlled by stop signs rather tlian traffic signals. Stop signs are 
efficient under relatively low volullle conditions, or wl~ere clear preferelice for tlxougl~ 
traffic llzovenlent is desired. 

Most of the high-volume stop sign controlled illtersections in Gig Hasbor will deteriorate 
to L,OS F for the worst illovenletit by 201 8. Typically, ilistallatioll of traffic signals will 
resolve suc11 conditions. However, in the downtown strategy area, where capacity 
illiprovelllents suc1-1 as widening or signalization would severely impact the cl~aracter of 
quality of the area, the City shall make evely effort to inlplen~el~t and require developers 
to implelnent "transpo~-tation il~lprovelllellts and strategies" other tl~an traditional roadway 
or intersectio~~ capacity expansion improvements, and to illstead colisider such metl~ods 
as increased public trai~spol-tation service, ride sharing programs, site access control, 
demand management, and other transpol-tation systems managemellt strategies. 

Tables 3-1 and 3-2 sunllnarize the options exan~ined at each signalized and unsignalized 
intersection, and the reconm~ended in~provement is noted for each intersection. 
Additional discussion is contained in Section 6 under recolixliendations. 

Table 3-1: Evaluation of Improvements at Signalized Intersections 

INTERSECTIONS Recommendations 

Pioneer WaylGrandview Street I B ] No improvement needed. I 
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Table 3-2: Evaluation of Improvements at Unsignalized lntersectisns 

* Located within the downtown strategy area. Intersection impacts will he investigated on a case 
by case basis with implementation of various transportation strategies. 

Harborview DrlNorth Harborview 

speeds in downtown, makes sight distances and maintain 

improving vehicle flow of this 
intersection not advisable 

North Gig Harbor Intersections 2005 

Harborview DrivelStinson 

RosedalelSkansie (46th) 

Harborview Drivelpioneer Way 

SR 16 SB rampslWollochet 

SoundviewlHunt Street 

SR 16 SB rampslSingle lane 
roundabout 

Stinsonl Grandview 

Stinsonl Rosedale 

Peacock HilllNorth Harborview 

HuntlSkansie 

1 

The Nol-tl~ Gig Harbor Traffic Mitigation Study 2005 identified a long range system of 
transportation i~llprovellients to suppost the buildout of existing and proposed zo~iiilg ill 

F* 

F 

F* 

F 
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F 
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Same as above. 

Industrial area traffic along Skansie 
and growth west of SR 16 will 
create volumes too high for stop- 
sign control to handle. 

The pedestrian character of the 
area, coupled with relatively low 
speeds in downtown, makes 
signalization for the purposes of 
improving vehicle flow of this 
intersection not advisable. 

These ramps would be signalized 
with WSDOT planned 
improvement. 

Kimball connector will improve 
conditions at this intersection 

Current and f t~t t~re high traffic 
volumes will require capacity 
improvements at the existing 
WSDOT roundabout. 

No deficiency 

Eastlwest road will reduce volumes 
sufficiently to level accommodated 
by stop-sign control 

Eastlwest road will reduce volumes 
sufficiently to level accommodated 
by stop-sign control 

High volumes and increased left 
turns from Skansie require signal 
control and turn lanes 

Save as above. 

Monitor and install traffic 
signal when warranted. 

Improve pedestrian 
crossings, ensure adequate 
sight distances and maintain 
stop-sign control unless 
pedestrian safety and 
mobility can be enhanced 
with signalization.. 

Implement intersection 
improvement per WSDOT 
plans. 

Monitor and install stop sign 
all way control when 
warranted 

Monitor and coordinate with 
WSDOT on future 
improvements 

none 

Maintain stop-sign control at 
this location. 

Maintain stop-sign control at 
this intersection. 

Monitor and signalize when 
required 
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the NHG Study area, including tlree proposed Compreliensive Plan Amendments. The 
existing six-legged intersectioli at Bu~-nhan DriveIBorgen Blvd.lCanterwooda~~d the SR 
16 on and off-ranips can not support the development allowed under current zoning. Tlie 
study identified a single point urban interclia~ige as a possible solution to the capacity 
issue. The interclla~ige is not currently 011 WSDOT's plan for the SR 16 col-sidor. The 
City liiust detennilie to what extent it can rely on tliis project when nzalzing concul-seticy 
dete~~iiinations. Concurrency approvals niay be Iilnited until a specific SR 16IBu111iian1 
Drive interchange capacity iniprovell~ent project is i~icluded in tlze Regional STIP and 
WSDOT's system plan. 

Other Pmprovements and Strategies 

Over the next two decades, the City of Gig Harbor will experience a 40 percent increase 
in population and a 70 percent in elliploylnent within the City a id  its sunouliding U r l m  
Growth Area (UGA). Tliis growth will also result in an illcrease in traffic volu~~zes to, 
froni, tlrough and within tlie city. Trsuispol-tation strategies liiust be implelliented to 
acconv~zodate tliis growth, including: 

Transportation Demand Manage~nent strategies such as: Coninlute Trip 
Reduction, High Occupancy Vehicles (HOV such as van pools. car pools, etc.), 
teleconunuting and flexible work lzours. 

Trazspol-tation Syste111 Management strategies sucli as integrated policies and 
planning, Intelligelit Vehicle Highway Systems (IVHS), signal coordination, etc. 

Modal shift from private veliicles to transit and ca1yoolilzg. 

e E,111.iancernents of non-niotorized travel to encourage altenlate modes of 
transportation sucli as walltilig, cycling and eliniillatio~l of trips altogether tlxougli 
coliipute trip reduction. 

Upgrading of existing lliotorized facilities. 

e Construction of new motorized facilities. 

The above strategies will require close coordination of effol-ts witli the Washingtoll State 
Depa~-tnient of Transpostation, Pierce Transit, Pierce County and Kitsap County. Tlie 
developnient of TSM atid TDM policies and procedures should be colisistent with other 
sul-sounding jurisdictions prograliis and will require public involvenient. 

Transportation Dellland Managelllent goals should be integrated witli the developliient 
review process and should be a part of any traffic inipact assessnient and ~iiitigation 
program. 

The City Council. Planlliiig Colnlliission and tlie residents of Gig Harbor value a balance 
1)etweelz ~liotorized and non-nlotorized altelliatives to help solve transpo~tation issues in 
Gig Harbor. 



City of Gig Harbor Coinprehensive Plan - Transportation Ele~nent 

Specific Projects for Transportation Demand Manageilient include: 

Comply with state coliilliute trip reductioll program for niajor employers. 

Develop a coliipreliensive transit inforlnation program with Pierce Transit. 

Worlc wit11 Pierce Transit to develop a vatipooli~lg and ridematch service. 

Work with tlie WSDOT to illiplelliellt the High Occupa~lcy Veliicle lanes or1 SR 
16 and on and off ranips wliere applicable. 

e Work witli the WSDOT to integrate the SR 16 queue by-pass on rsiips wit11 City 
streets. 

e Develop a colllprelielisive parking lilaliagelilelit strategy to integrate parking 
availability and pricing wit11 ally tra~ispol-tation deliland lllanage~ne~it strategy. 

a Work witli WSDOT and local transit agencies to provide a Park and Ride lot in 
the vicinity of tlie SR 16 Bunlha~ii Drive interchange. 

Specific prqjects for Transportation Systellls Maliagemellt would include: 

.s Work wit11 the WSDOT to coordiliate the SR 16 HOV project, local-state signal 
coordination, driver infonliation atid Intelligent Vehicle Highway Syste~lzs wit11 
the local street network. 

Develop a signal re-timing and coordiliatioll prqject to reduce delay and 
collgestio~l at the City's sigllalized intersectiol~s. 

Tlie recollul~endations for transpostation i~llprovelilellts for the City of Gig Harbor 
address these concerns. The lliotorized ilrlproveliiellts focus on illtersectiolls and 
roadways, wliile the recoliiliielidatiolis for non-motorized travel consist primarily of ways 
to expand the bicycle facilities. colliplete the sidewalk ~zetworlc and evaluate other 
options. Recollulielidatiolls for transit are lliai~lly directed to Pierce Transit, which serves 
the City of Gig Haru-bor. 

SECTION 4. RECOMMENDED TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

T11e Growtll Management Act requires an assesslnent of how well a recolivneilded 
transportation plan meets the requirelnelits of the Act and liow well the level of service 
goals are met. The reco~lvliellded improvelliellts are sullvliarized in Table 4-1. 
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Table 4-1 Recommended Transportation Plan 

Grandview Street Ph 2 Stinson - Pioneer 

Grandview Street Ph 3 McDonald - Soundview Reconstruct, bike, 

Point Fosdick - 30th Sidewalk on one side 
38th Avenue Ph 1 56th St - city limits 

Widen to 5 lanes, bike 
lanes, pedestrian, drainage 

Prentice Street Burnham - Fennimore Pedestrian, drainage 
Briarwood Lane 38th Ave - Pt Fosdick Pedestrian, drainage 
Burnham Drive Ph 1 Franklin - Harborview Reconstruct/widen; 

pedestrian; drainage 
38th Avenue Ph 2 

Vernhardsen Street Peacock Hill - city limit Pavement restoration; 
pedestrian, drainage 

Rosedale Street Ph 2 
Franklin Avenue Ph 2 Pedestrian, drainage 
Point Fosdick pedestrian Sidewalk on east side 

Harborview Drive 

Rosedale Street Ph 3 

North-South Connector Borgen - Burnham Corridor preservation 
(Swede Hill Road) 
Burnham Drive Ph 2 Franklin - NorthlSouth 

Burnham Drive Ph 3 

Figure 4-1 shows the estiriiated 201 8 daily traffic volu~~les on selected links with the 
improve~nents listed in the r e c o ~ l u ~ i e ~ ~ d  trar1spo1-t-ation plan. 
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Woadwav Improvements 

Due to the proposed Taco~lia N~TOIVS bridge project whicli is cu~-re~ltly under 
const~uction, ~iiany transpostation improvements may be required to eitl~er be modified or 
constructed. The City lias included many of these projected i~llprove~iie~its in an effort to 
identify costs and other constraints related to these ~zlajor projects. All of the identified 
i~liprove~ne~its have a ~iiajor inlpact to the City and tlie u~lderlyi~ig trsuispostation 
infrastructure. 

1) At tlie time of the traffic nlodeling was conducted, the City excluded those inajor 
projects related to the bridge and only included the projects directly related to the 
City's existing and projected growtll and i~lfrastructure needs. 

North Gig; Harbor Roadwav Improvements 2005 

The North Gig Harbor Traffic Study identified a long range systelil of tralsportatio~~ 
improvements to support the buildout of existing and proposed zoning in the NHG Study 
area, including tliree proposed Comprehensive Plan Ame~ldn~ents. The projects identified 
niay be considered as ~xeded  in future Tra~lsportatio~i Inlprove~ne~lt Pla~is (TIP'S), 
consisterlt with this element to ellsure co~icurre~~cy is maintained. Tlie projects are not 
currently funded, but are de~llo~lstrated to provide a consiste~it tramspostation plan for tlie 
laid use in tlie NGH area these projects niay be considered, if fu~iding or a strategy for 
funding tliose projects is in place per GMA requiremetlts. 
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Intersection Improvements 

T11e 2018 levels of service at key illtersectio~is with tlie i~iiprove~ne~its in the 
Reco~imlended Plan are showll in Table 4-2. 

Table 4-2: 2018 Plan Intersection Levels of Service 

Recommended 

* recognized as acceptable in the downtown strategy area. 
'I' Improvement includes signalization "' Downtown strategy Area - signalization not recommended 
#with SPUl 

Figure 4-2 shows the 2018 Plan i~itersectio~l levels of service. The levels of service are 
based 011 traffic volu~iies generated by growtli in tlie area and implenle~~tation of the 
i~iiprove~lle~its listed in the Reco~imiended Plan. The capacity analysis shows that ~iiost of 
tlie City's i~itersectiolls will be able to meet the L,OS D goal. The goal has been met, for 
tlle liiost part, by upgrading u~isignalized i~ltersectiolls to sigrialized operation - or by 
liiakilig otlier illiprove~llelits to increase capacity. 
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Other Ilmprovememts and Strategies 

Gig Harbor participates with the local transit agency, Pierce Transit i11 a variety of 
projects. This cooperatioll lias been in tlze pla~lliing and capital improve.tizent projects. 
Pierce Transit lzas a Systellz Plan to tlze yeas 2020. Long tel~zz illzprovel~ze~it plans for tlie 
Peninsula area iizclude: 

Construct tlie Nol-tll Gig Harbor Transit Center near tlie SR 16 Bu~llham Drive 
iliterclia~ige and add bus routes to serve it. 

Establislz Illore direct regional transit services to llzajor destiriatiolls i11 the 
Tacoma, Bremel-ton, Olyllipia and Seattle areas. 

Illcreased pasatransit services. 

Illcrease ridesharing (carpool and varipool) programs. 

Co~lstruct capital projects listed in tlie 6-year Capital Il~zprovement Plan. 

Marine Transportation 

Tlie waterfsont and l~arbor of Gig Harbor are a primary focus area for llialiy of the City's 
activities including co~ixziercial, retail, industrial, tourism and recreatiolz activities. These 
activities create generate traffic and parking demand wliicl~ is collcelitrated aroulid 
Harbolview and Nol-th Harborview arterials. 

There is de~lla~id for marine ililproveliie~its ill Gig Harbor. Access for public or private 
rnarine services slzould be provided at a central dock locatiolz near the dowl~towiz area. 
Colitillued upgrading and enl~ancement of the Jerisicli Park dock area sl~ould be 
emphasized. Tlie illcreased use of nzarine services would also place de~naiids on 
dow~ito\vrz parking. 

Possibilities of provision of recreational passenger feny services sliould be coordiliated 
with private providers. Sorzze discussio~zs have taken place regarding private feny 
services to Gig IHarbor, and the City sliould coiltiizue to pursue these oppost~mities. Due 
to tlie high costs and parking ililpacts associated with colnl~iuter feny services, it is not 
recoliime~ided that the city pursue passenger-o~ily ferry services wit11 Washiiigtoli State 
Fel-sies. 

Coordi~iati~zg Transpol-tation and Land Use Plalu~ing To Suppol-t Transit and Pedestrian 
Oriented Land Use Pattenis 

To ellsure that this pla~i is co~lsisteizt with evolving laid use patterns. and to guide land 
use and new developliie~lt wit11 respect to tra~lsportation that promotes tra~~spoi-tation- 
related goals, tlze City will work towards: 
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Reducing vel~icle trips and vehicle niiles traveled during peak periods to llii~iimize 
the deliland for constructilig costly road improvelr~er~ts; 

e Providing effective public tra~ispostatiori services to help reduce car dependence 
in the region and serve the needs of people wlio rely on public tra~lspol-tation; 

a Ericouragiilg bicycle and pedestrian travel by providing ilivitiiig, safe, convenielit 
and connected routes, educatior~ arid iricentive progralizs, and support services 
such as bike racks, showers a id  lockers; 

Maintaining and illiprovillg a netwosk of liigliways, streets and roads that nioves 
people, goods and services safely and efficiently, ~liilli~iiizes social and 
enviromlielltal impacts, and supports various modes of travel. 

Providing adequate coruiections and access among all tralisportatiori modes. 

No11 Motorized Travel 

The reside~itial character of Gig Harbor ~iiakes  ion-~ilotorized travel an inlpolqant aspect 
of t11e Tra~lsportatioli Element. A coliiplete pedestrian and bicycle network would link 
neigliborl~oods with scl~ools, parks, and retail activity, allowillg residents and visitors to 
walk or bicycle to these areas rather tharn drive. 

Outside of the dowlitowli retail core, sidewalks have been collstructed sporadically, 
resultilig in a discontiliuous syste~ii of walkways for pedestrians. Tliere are even fewer 
facilities for bicyclists withill Gig Harbor; bicyclists ~liust sliare the traveled lane witli 
~notorists. Wliile tliere are 110 facilities for equestrians withill Gig Harbor, there is 
generally little demand for equestrian travel. 

Recolli~iiellded improvemelits for lioll~iiotorized uses are shown in Figure 4-3. The plan 
outlines pedestrian, bicycle path, and marilie service improvements. 

Downtowli Strategv Area 

Much of Gig Harbor's commercial, tourist and recreatiollal facilities are located along tlie 
waterfront, creating co~igestioll in the downtown area and generati~ig demand for 
pedestrian a~iienities and additional parking. Traditional roadway or i~itersectioli capacity 
iliiproveliielits here would destroy tlie unique cllaracter of tlie dowlito\i~i. 

Within the dow~towli strategy area, defined as Harborview Drive and Nol-tll Harborview 
Drive between Soui~dview Drive and Peacock Hill Avenue, tlie City lias reclassified the 
L,OS on the i~ltersectiolis identified below to the L,OS Classificatiorr s l iow~~ below. The 
City is required by RCW 36.7OA.O70(6)(b) "to prohibit developmerit approval if the 
develop~ile~lt causes tlie level of service on a locally owned transpostation facility to 
decline below the standards adopted in tlie transpoI-tation elelnent of the co~nprellelisive 
plan, uliless transpostation improvements or strategies to accolliliiodate tlie inlpacts of tlie 
developllle~it are made colicu~~ent \?iitll the develop~l~ent." It is the City's intent to ensure 
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that tlie types of "transpol-tation illiprovellients and/or strategies" allowed witliin tliis area 
be oriented towards improved pedestrian safety and convenience. Furtl~ennore. in order 
to preserve the pedestrian character of the area, the City sliall niake evely effort to 
implement arid require developers to i~nplement "transportation improvement strategies" 
otlier thali traditional roadway or intersectio~i capacity expansion iliiprovemelits, and to 
instead consider such methods as increased public trarisportatioli service, ride sharing 
programs, site access control, demand managemelit and otlier traispol-tation systems 
liialiageliient strategies. 

Tlie specific ilitersections a id  current L,OS tliat will be considered under tlie above are 

EQ Harborview Drive/Nol-tli Harborview Drive LOS F 

Harborview Drive/Pioneer Way LOS F 

Nol-th Iiarborvie\v Drive/Peacock Hill L,OS C 

The above i~ltersectiolis may be allowed to operate a LOS worse tliail D, 
colisistent with tlie pedestrian ob.jectives identified in the Downtowl~ Strategy 
Asea. 

North Gig Harbor LO$ 

Tlie Nol-tli Gig Harbor Traffic Study identified a long range systenl of tralispol-tation 
iliiprovemelits to suppol* tlie buildout of existing and proposed zonilig in tlie NHG Study 
area, including thee  proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendments. Tlie pro-jects identified 
iliay be considered as needed in future Transpol-tation Ilnproveliieiit Plais (TIP'S), 
consistent with tliis eleliient to ensure concurrency is ~iiaintained. The buildout potential 
of tlie NGH Study area is suc11 that maintaining LOS D for the intersectioli of 
Rorgei~/Caliterwood/Bunl~dia~i DriveISR 16 is not feasible due to envirolunental and fiscal 
constraints. An L,OS E standard is proposed for the i~ltersectio~l to provide a reasonable 
balance between land use, LOS, enviro~uiiental i~lipacts and fillancia1 feasibility. 
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SECTION 5. HOUSE RILL, 1487 COMPLIANCE 

Tlie 1998 legislati011 House Rill 1487 lmow~i as the "L,evel of Service" Rill, anended the 
Growtli Maliagellielit Act; Priority Prograliiming for Highways; Statewide Tra~ispostation 
Planning, and Regional Planning Organizations. Tlie colilbilied a~i~endmelits to these 
RCWs were provided to ellhance the idelitificatioll of, and coordinated planning for, 
"tra~zspostation facilities and sel-vices of statewide significance (TFSSS)" HB 1487 
recogliizes tlie illlportallce of these tralispostatioli facilities fro111 a state pla~uiing and 
progra~iuiiing perspective. It requires that local jurisdictions reflect these facilities and 
sel-vices ivitlli11 their comprehensive plan. 

To assist in local collzpliance with HR 1487, tlze Wasliington State Depastllielit of 
Traaspostation (WSDOT), Tra~lspol-tation Planning Office and tlie Washingtoll State 
Depastlllelzt of Co~mlluliity Trade and Development, Growtl~ Management Progra~n, (now 
Office of Collmunity Developllielit [OCD]) prolliulgated implementatio~ guidelines in 
tlie fo1-111 of a publicatioll entitled "Coordinating Transportation and Growtli Management 
Plamling". 

Togetl~er with tliese entities, the City of Gig Harbor lias wol-ked to colilpile the best 
available infol~iiatioli to include in tlie compreliensive plan alllelldliielit process. 

I~lvelitorv of state-owned transportation facilities witliin Gig Hasbor: SR 16 
provides the lllajor regional co~uiectioli between Tacoma, Rremel-ton and tlie 
Olylllpic Peninsula. It coluiects to Irzterstate 5 in Taconla and to SR 302 in Purdy. 
SR 302 is tlie only otller state-owned transpol-tation facility within the plarulillg 
area, com~ecting SR 16 with SR 3 to Shelton. 

Estiniates of traffic impacts to state facilities resultillg from local land use 
assunptions: Figure 5-1 provides 20.-year traffic volullies for SR-16, wl~ich is the 
only state facility within Gig Harbor. Tlie voluliies were generated by Pierce 
Couilty model, wliich includes land use assumptions for 201 8 for Gig Harbor. 

Transpol-tation facilities and services of statewide sig~iificance (TFSSS) withill 
Gig Harbor: SR 16 is included on the proposed list of TFSSS. 

Higllwavs of statewide sigizificalice withill Gig Harbor: Tlze Transportation 
Commissior~ List of Highways of Statewide Sig~zificallce lists SR 16 as an HSS 
witliill tlie City of Gig Harbor and its growth area. 

Tlie Nortli Gig Harbor Traffic Mitigation Study 2005 identified a long range 
systelzl of transpol-tation improvements to s11ppol-t tlze buildout of existing and 
proposed zolling in the NHG Study area. including t h e e  proposed Comprehensive 
Plan Amendments. Tlie Study found that SR 1 GIBul~d~am Intercha~~ge would fail 
at build out conditions. Additional access to SR 16 at 144"' Ave was identified as 
a possible mitigation nleasure, and in traffic rlzodeli~lg provided benefits to 
operations at the Rul-~d~a~ii DriveIRorgenBlvd interchange. 
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Tlie City of Gig Harbor asserts that proposed iri~provelnents to state-owied facilities will 
be collsistelit with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and tlie State Higliway Systelli 
Plan withil~ Washington's Tra~isportation Plan (WTP). 

111 coniullction wit11 SR16. WSDOT has adopted an LOS standard of D for SRl6 and 
PSRC lias adopted an LOS stalidard of C for SR302. 

WSDOT lias several ilnprovellielits planned in colijunction with tlie new Tacolila 
Narrows Bridge project, including a new iliterchange at 24th Street and 36th Street and 
SR 16/Wollocliet Drive ranp iniprovemelits. Tlie illcreased capacity and access caused by 
tlie bridge constsuction will affect tlie Gig Harbor area transportation illlprovelliellt needs 
and long-teml growtli and develop~liellt in tlie area. Several lilajor tra~ispostation 
irnprovernents will be required within the City of Gig Harbor and neigliboring Pierce 
County. These include: 

e Hunt Street Pedestrian Overcrossing 

e Crescelit Valley Coluzector 

North-South Colmector 

o Expanded iritercliallge at SR 16 Bul~illam Drive 

o Added Access to SR 16 at 144"' Avenue or si~nilar locatiori 
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SECTION 6. FINANCIAL, ANALYSIS AND CONCBJ 

Tlie State of Washington's Growth Ma~iage~lle~it Act (GMA) requires tliat a jwisdiction.~ 
tra~ispol-tation plan co~ltai~i a funding analysis of the transportation projects it 
reco~~il~iends. The a~ialysis sliould cover fullding needs, fuiidi~ig resources, a id  it should 
include a multi-year fina~icing plan. Tlie purpose of tliis require~iient is to insure tliat 
each jurisdictio~i's tra~ispo~-tation plan is affordable and achievable. If a funding analysis 
reveals tliat a plan is not affordable or achievable, tlie plan must discuss liow additional 
funds will be raised, or how lalid use assu~l~ptions will be reassessed. 

Federal Revenue Sources 

Tlie 1991 federal Inte~liiodal Surface Tra~isportatio~i Efficiency Act (ISTEA) resliaped 
trsuispol-tation fundi~~g by integrati~~g wliat had bee11 a liodgepodge of mode- and 
categoly-specific programs illto a 11iore flexible system of multi-modal transportation 
financing. For highways, ISTEA co~libilied the fonner four-part Federal Aid highway 
system (Interstate, Prinia~y, Seconda~y, and Urban) illto a two-part syste~ii co~isisti~lg of 
tlie National Highway Systeni (NHS) and the Interstate System. The National Highway 
Syste~ii includes all roadways not fu~ictio~lally classified as local or rwal liiillor collector. 
The I~iterstate System, while a co~ilpo~ie~lt of the NHS, receives fullding separate fro111 
the NHS funds. 

I11 1998, tlie Trar~spol-tation Efficiently Act for tlie 2 1 Century (TEA-? 1) colltiliued this 
integrated approach, altliougli specific grallts for operating subsidies for transit systems 
were reduced. 

National Higliway Systel~i funds are the 11iost likely source of federal funding suppost 
available for projects in Gig Harbor. Table 6-11. taken fro111 the Higliway Users 
Federation of t l~e  Autoliiotive Safety Foundation panipl~let The Ii7termodal Surface 
Tr.aizspor.tafioi7 Eficieilcji Acl o f  1991, describes tlie types of prqjects that qualify for 
fulidilig under NHS (the categories and definitiolss were virtually unclia~~ged in TEA- 
21). 

To receive TEA21 funds, cities ~iiust sublilit co~lipetilig pro.jects to tlieir designated 
Regional Transpol-tation Pla~lliing Orga~lizatio~l (RTPO) or to tlie state DOT. Projects 
wl~ich best meet tlie specified criteria are liiost likely to receive funds. Projects which 
fund i~nprovelile~its for two or lilore transportation niodes receive the liighest priority for 
funding. (e.g., arterial ililprove~ne~lts which i~icludes tra~isit facilities and reduces transit 
r u ~ u ~ i ~ i g  tinles. and co~istructs pedestrian and bicycle facilities where none existed 
before). 



Table 6-1. Projects Eligible for National Highway System Funding 

e Construction, reconstruction, resurfacing, restoration and 
rehabilitation and operational improvements to NHS segments 

e Construction and operation improvements to non-NHS highway and 
transit projects in the same corridor if the improvement will improve 
service to the NHS, and if non-NHS improvements are more cost.. 
effective than improving the NHS segment. 

e Safety improvements 
o Transportation planning 
e Highway research and planning 

Highway-related technology transfer 
e Start-up funding for traffic management and control (up to two years) 

Fringe and corridor parking facilities 
e Carpool and vanpool projects 

Bicycle transportation and pedestrian walkways 
Development and establishment of management systems 

B Wetland mitigation efforts 

Historical Transportation Revenue Sources 

The City of Gig Harbor historically has used tluee sources of funds for street 
irilprovelilents: 

Illcolile fro111 Taxes 
Motor Vehicle Excise Tax (MVET) 

Motor Vel~icle Fuel Tax (MVFT) 

e Illcollle from Interaove~~u~iental Sources: 

HUD Block Grants 

Federal Aid (FAUS, FAS, ISTEA, etc.) 

TJrban Arterial Board 

TIB and STP Grants 

(B Miscellaneous Income: 

Interest Eanliligs 

Miscella~ieous Income 

Developer Colltributiolls 

I~llpact Fees (begun in 1996) 

In the past, lilotor vehicle excise tax (MVET) and motor vellicle fuel tax (MVFT) 
allocatiolls from the state have been the major sources of colitilluillg funding for 
trallsportatioll capital improvements. Initiative 695, passed by the voters in 1999. 
removed MVET as a significant fullding source, so the MVFT ("gas tax") funding appear 
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to be the only reliable source of tra~ispostation funds for the future. MVET aid  MVFT 
also provided funds for state and federal grants wliicli are awarded co~iipetitively on a 
project-by-project basis and from developer contributions wliich are also usually tasgeted 
towards tlie developer's sl~ase of specific road improveriients. 

Revenue Forecast 

T1ie projected revenues for Gig Harbor's reconirnended tra~isportation capital 
improvemelits are sllo~vn ill Table 6-2. Accordilig to these forecasts, approximately 32% 
of funding for transpostation capital improvements for the next 20 years will come fro111 
L,IDs, general funds and econoliiic grants. Project-specific SEPA ~llitigation fees and City 
traffic impact fees will provide 32% of road capital hnds. Additionally, approxi~liately 
?6% will collie frolil project-specific state and federal fulldi~lg grants and taxes. 

Table 6-2. Gig Harbor Transportation Revenue Forecast, - 2004 to - 2024 

Six-y ear Twenty-year 
Funding Source 2004-2OMl4 Percent 20084-20443 Percent 
MVFT ("gas tax") $400,000 8 7% $2,000,000 15 6% 
State and federal grants $500,000* 10 80% $2,600,000" 20.52"10 
SEPA mitigation and Developer 
Contribution $2,000,000 43.5% $3,400,000 26 85% 
City Traffic Impact Fees $100,000 2.2% $TQ8844,000 546.6% 
Other funds (LIDS, general funds, 
economic grants, etc) $1,600,000 34 8% $4,000,000 31 51% 

Totals $4,600,000 100.0% $1 2,788844,000 100.00% 
*Includes projected grants for projects whose completion would likely extend beyond 2006 

Capital Costs for Recommended Improvements 

As discussed in Section 4, tl-~ere are several capacity-related improvellle~its within tlie Gig 
Harbor UGA needed to achieve adequate levels of service by 201 8. 

The capacity-related iniproverne~~ts listed in Table 6-3 will be ~ ~ e c e s s a ~ y  to meet GMA 
level of service standards in 201 8. Most of these projects have already beell included ill 
the City's cull-ent Si.x-Year Trcrnspor.tcriior? 611provei11er7t Propam, along wit11 project- 
specific identified fullding sources. 
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Table 6-3. Capacity-related improvement costs, 2004 to 2010 

38th Avenue Ph 1 

Olympic Drive-56th Street 

Prentice Street edestrian, drainage 
Briarwoad Lane 
Burnham Drive Ph 1 

38th Avenue Ph 2 

Vernhardsen Street vement restoration, 
destrian, drainage 

Rosedale Street Ph 2 
Franklin Avenue Ph 2 
Point Fosdick pedestrian idewalk on east side 

Harborview Drive 

Rosedale Street Ph 3 Widen to 2 thru lanes; bike; 
pedestrian, drainage 

North-South Connector (Swede Hill 
Corridor preservation 
Widen roadway, pedestrian, 

Crescent Valley Connector 
38'h Avenue /Hunt Street Ph 1 

Burnham Drive Ph 3 

Sumrnarv of Costs and Revenues 

Based on the revenues and costs listed above. the proposed capacity-related transportation 
elelnel~t i~nprovenlellts are affordable within the City's expected revenues for 
tra~lsportation capital costs. Table 6-4 sunlmasizes costs and revenues for the six and 
twenty year periods analyzed in the transportation element. 

As sho~vn in Table 6-4, the City expects to obtain a proportion of anticipated revenues 
fronl grants or other discretiona~y sources. The revenue estinlate indicates the City will 



be able to pay for its share of the recollvnellded improvelnents, however, none of the 
assuillptiolis about existing sources are guasanteed. The proposed projects include 
several that could receive matching fimds fro111 state and federal grant program, for 
which there is co~lsiderable co~npetition and limited grant funding. Should the necessaly 
grant funds not be available, the City l ~ a s  several other strategies it can ernploy to balance 
revenues and public facility needs. Tl~ese strategies, listed below, raige fro111 the 
developllle~it of other fiulding sources to tlie revisioii of City laid use a ld  growth 
policies: 

9 Obtain funds from other sources (e.g., loans) 

R.evise land use policy 

Pursue cost-sllasing opportunities wit11 other agencies (e.g., WSDOT or Pierce 
County) and/or the private sector 

Tlie proposed i~liprove~nents over the next 20 years total $53,442,000. Proposed 
ilnprovelilellts and expected revenues are therefore balanced as sllown in the Table 6-4 
below. Tlie projects that have been excluded fiom the revenue obligation requirelllellts 
are the Hunt Street overcrossing, the Crescellt Valley co~ulector, the Hul~t/Kimball 
co~u~ector a id  the Noi-th-Soutl~ Colmector. 

Table 6-4. Summary of capacity-related project capital costs and revenues 

Category Six-year Percent of Twenty-year Percent of 
2004-201 0 Revenues 2000-201 8 Revenues 

Proiected Revenues $54,727,000 100.0% $54,727,000 100% 
predictable sources $12,844,000 23% $1 2,844,000 23% 
grant sources $41,883,000 77% $41,883,000 77% 

Projected Expenditures $54,727,000 100% $54,727,000 100% 

Net $-0- 0% $-0- 0% 

North Gig Harbor Captial Cost and Revenue Summaw 2005 

The Not-tli Gig Harbor Traffic Study identified a long range syste~il of tra~ispol-tation 
illiprovements to support the buildout of existing and proposed zoliiilg in tlie NHG Study 
area, including t h e e  proposed Co~~~prehellsive Plan Amendments. The prqjects identified 
may be co~lsidered as needed in future Transpol-tatiotl Improvement Plans (TIP'S), 
consistent with this elel~lellt to ellsure concui-rency is maintained. The pro~jects identified 
in the study include City, County, State, and Developer respo~zsibility. The revenue 
required for the projects was identified. The projects are not yet funded. Tlle projects may 
he added to the TIP as revenue sources such as impact fees, agency contributioi~s, and or 
grants are obtained. A new revenue source was created in 2006 by passage of HB 2670, 
allowillg the creation of Benefit Districts for infiastlucture i~liprove~~zel~ts, this revenue 
source could generate as ~izucli as $2,000,000 per year towards infrastructure 
i~iiprove~i~ents. 



SECTION 7. GOAH,§ AND POLICIES 

The traispostation goals colitailied in this elellleiit are: 
Create at1 Effective Road and Sidewalk Network. 
Create an appropriate balance between tra~isportation lliodes where each 
meets a different fimctioii to the greatest efficiency. 

~b Desigli and Colistructioli Standards 
Level of Service Standards 

&t Air Quality 

GOAL 11.1: CRlEATE AN EFFECTIVE ROAD AND SIDEWALK NETWORK. 

The City of Gig Harbor shall plan for ai effective road networlc system. 

Policy 1 1.1.1 Complete developlilellt of the al-terial road grid selvilig the plaluiillg area. 
Policy 1 1.1.2 Develop a trans-highway coluiector across SR-16 at Hunt Street. 
Policy 1 1.1.3 Establish a Ki~liball coiu~ector \vhich would provide access between Hunt 

and Soulidview Road and reduce traffic voluliies on Soundview. 
Policy 1 1.1.4 Establisl~ a fulictiolial classificatioli systenl wliicli defines each road's 

prilicipal pul-pose and protects the road's viability. 
Policy 1 1.1.5 Develop an arterial a id  collector system which collects and distributes 

area traffic to SR- 16. 
Policy 11.1.6 Define a collector road systelil wllic11 provides metliods for trallsversilig 

the neighborl~oods, districts and otlier places witliin the area without 
overly coligesting or depellding on the al-terial systenl or any single 
ilitersection. 

Policy 1 1.1.7 Establisl~ effective right-of-way, pave~lieilt widths, shoulder requirements, 
curb-gutter-sidewalk standards for major asterials, collectors and local 
streets. 

Policy 11.1.8 Illiprove collector roads in the plaluling area pa~-ticularly Rosedale and 
Stillson Avenues, to provide adequate capacity for present and future 
projected traffic loads, pedestrian and bicyclist activities. 

Policy 1 1.1.10 Work wit11 dow~~towli property owners to deterllii~ie an effective parking 
plan of busiliess owners. 

Policy 11.1.1 1 Provide plaiming and design assistarice i ~ i  establisliing a local parking 
improvement district for tlie dowiltown area. 

GOAH, 11.2: MODAL BALANCE 

Create an appropriate balance between tra~isportation ~iiodes where each liieets a different 
fu~iction to the greatest efficiency. 

Policy 11 . l .  1 Work with Pierce Transit to satisfy local travel needs within tlie pla~ming 
area, pasticularly between residential areas, the dowiitowll and major 
collllliercial areas along SR- 1 6. 
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Policy 11.2.2 Work with Pierce Transit to locate Pierce Trarisit Park and Ride lots in 
areas wllich are accessible to transit routes and local residential collectors, 
but wliicli do not unnecessarily congest major collectors or arterial roads 
or SR- 16 interchatlges. 

Policy 11.2.3 Establish a niultipu~yose trails plan wliicl~ provides designated routes for 
pedestrians and bicyclists. 

Policy 11 2 .4  Desig~iate routes around Gig Harbor Bay, withill the Crescent and Donkey 
Creek con-idors, fsori~ the Sl~oreline (nol-th Gig Harbor) business district to 
Goodman scllool and into Gig Harl~os Nol-tli, fro111 the downtown busiiiess 
district to Grandview Forest Park and other alig~ulie~lts wlzicli provide a 
unique enviro~unental experiellce andlor viable options to single 
occupancy vehicles. 

Policy 11.2.5 The City sl~ould adopt and i~~lplellzerit a prograam wliich increases public 
awaseness to the city's transpol-tation dellla~id management strategies, 
including non-motorized transportation and increased use of local transit. 
Adopted strategies include a Tra~~spo~-tation Demand Ma~lageniellt 
Ordinance (Gig Harbor Ordina~ice #669). 

Policy 11.2.6 Promote transuol-tation illvestnients that support transit and pedestria~i 
oriented land use pattenls and provide alte~xatives to single-occupant 
autoniobile travel. 

GOAL 11.3: DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION STANDAmS 

Establish design construction standards wliicli provide for visually distinct roadways 
wliile providing efficient and cost effective engineerirlg design. 

Policy 11.3.1 Adopt and inlplellzent street collstructioll standards whicl~ iniplement the 
goals and policies of the City of Gig Harbor Colizprehensive Plan Design 
Element and the City Design Guidelines. 

Policy 11 3 . 2  Identify and classifi lllajor or significarlt boulevards & arterials. 
Policy 11.3.3 Provide for an efficient stor111 drainage systenl in road design wliicll 

iiiini~niz,es road pave~lie~it needed to achieve levels of service. 
Policy 1 1.3.4 I~iiplelliellt design standards ~vhicli provide, where feasible, for a pleasing 

aesthetic quality to streetscapes and wliicl~ provide increased pedestrian 
safety by separati~lg sidewalks from tlie street edge. 

Policy 11.3.5 Give liigli priority to nlaintena~ice and preservation of the existillg 
transpol-tation svstelll over new construction. 
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GOAL 11 1.4: LEVEL OF SEWVICE STANDAmS 

Policy 1 1.4.1 The City of Gig Harbor Level of Service Standard for intersectio~is is L,OS 
D, except for the followillg irltersectiolls identified in the Dow~ltown 
Strategy Asea 

* Harborview Drive/Nol-tl~ Harl~orvie\v Drive 

* Harborview DriveIPioneer Way 

* Harbowie~v DriveIStinson Avenue 

* North Harborview Drive/Peacoclc Hill 

Tlle above intersectiolls niay be allowed to operate a L,OS worse tllan D, 
collsistellt witli the pedestrian objectives identified in the Downtowl~ 
Strategy Area. 

Policy 11.4.2 If funding for capacity projects falls shol-t, the L,and Use Element, L,OS, 
and funding sources will be re-evaluated. Inlpact fees should be used to the 
extent possible under GMA to fund capacity project costs. 

Policy 1 1.4.3 L,evel of service E will be acceptable at tlle SR 16 westbound ralllp 
ter~llinal roundabout intersectiol~ 011 B u ~ d ~ a ~ n  Drive, provided that: (a) tlle 
acceptable delay at L,OS E shall not exceed 80 seconds per vehicle as 
calculated per customaly traffic erigilzeerillg metl~ods acceptable to the city 
engineer; and (b) this policy shall cease to have effect if a capital 
improvelne~lt prqject is added to the Transportation I~nprovenle~lt Progranl 
and is found by tlie City to be foreseeably colnpleted within six years and 
to add sufficient capacity to the intercl~ange and adjacent intersections so 
as to achieve a level of service of D or better upon its conzpletiol~ 
illcludillg the impacts of all then-approved deveIoplnelits that will add 
travel demand to the affected i~ltersections. 

Policy 1 1.4.4 Wlien a proposed developliient would degrade a roadway or intersectio11 
L,OS below the adopted tl~eshold on a state lligllway, t l~e  roadway or 
intersection shall be co~lsidered deficient to support the developli~e~lt and 
traffic impact nlitigation sl~all be required based on the reco~nlnelldatioll of 
tlie City Engineer and colisistellt with the Wasl~ington State Higl~way 
System Plan Appendix G: Developnlent Inlpacts Assessment. 
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Policy 11.4.5 The City shall ~iiailitaill a cunellt traffic lllodel to facilitate tlie preparation 
of armual capacity reports and concul-rency reviews. 

GOAL 1 1.5: AIR QUALITY 

The City sliould i~iiplemel~t prograliis that help to meet and liiaintaill federal and state 
clean air requireme~~ts, in addition to regional air quality policies. 

Policy 11.5.1 The City's tra~ispol-tation systeni sliould confo~~i i  to the federal and state 
Clean Air Acts by mail~taining collforl~iity with tlie Metropolitan 
Transpol.tation Plan of tlie Puget Sound Regio~~al  Cou~icil and by 
followillg the requireliielits of WAC I 73-420. 

Policy 11.5.2 The City sllould work with tlie Puget Sound Regional Council, 
Wasliington State Department of Transportation, Pierce Transit and 
neigl~boring jurisdictions in tlie developlile~it of transportatiol~ control 
measures and other tra~isportation and air quality progralns where 
\va~-ra~ited. 
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City of Gig Harbor 
Comprehensive Plan Amendment 

The purpose of this Comp Plan Amendment, as proposed by the city of Gig 
Harbor, is to update, revise and add to the city's list of storm water system 
projects, water system projects, wastewater system projects, parks recreation 
and open space projects and transportation improvement projects. This 
amendment is consistent with the State of Washington's Growth Management 
Act and countywide planning policies in that it will improve city infrastructure and 
allow for greater density within the UGA boundary while seeking to protect, 
preserve and enhance fish and wildlife habitat. 

The City of Gig Harbor in its comprehensive plan seeks to keep pace with 
population and commercial growth through the funding of capital improvements 
that manage and allow for growth to continue while still maintaining the city's 
distinct character. The city plans to invest in infrastructure that addresses the 
needs of the community as a whole. This proposed Comprehensive Plan 
Amendment addresses the needs of the city and surrounding community. It 
seeks to better serve the area's transportation needs through the improvement 
and expansion of existing infrastructure as well as the addition of new facilities, 
parks, street connections and services. 

The Gig Harbor Municipal Code requirements as set forth in Chapter 19.?0 are 
satisfied by this amendment as it improves transportation infrastructure and will 
allow for future capacity and sustainable development within the city UGA 
boundary. In addition to improving city infrastructure and services, several 
proposed projects also improve habitat and address environmental concerns. 
The wastewater treatment plan expansion will improve the city's ageing plant and 
extend the outFa/l pipe out of the harbor, improving the harbor's aquatic habitats 
and environment. The day-lighting of Donkey Creek will also improve the salmon 
habitat and estuary lands which are vital to many native species. 

'This proposed amendment to the city's comprehensive plan creates the 
framework for future capital facility improvements. These improvements will 
further enhance the quality of life within the city and its urban growth area while 
still protecting, improving and preserving vital environmental habitat for the 
future. 



Chapter 12 

CAPITAL FACILITB[ES 

INTRODUCTION 

A Capital Facilities Plan is a required eleinent under the State Growth Management Act, Section 
36.70A.070 and it addresses the financing of capital facilities in the City of Gig Harbor and the 
adjacent urban growth area. It represents the City and community's policy plan for the financing 
of public facilities over the next twenty years and it includes a six-year financing plan for capital 
facilities. The policies and objectives in this plan are intended to guide public decisions on the 
use of capital funds. They will also be used to indirectly provide general guidance on private 
developinent decisions by providing a strategy of planned public capital expenditures. 

The capital facilities eleinent specifically evaluates the city's fiscal capability to provide public 
facilities necessary to support the other coinprehensive plan elements. The capital facilities 
eleinent includes: 

,a Inventoiy and Analysis 
e Future Needs and Alternatives 
a Six-Year Capital Iinproveinent Plan 
~9 Goals, Objectives and Policies 
a Plan Implementation and Monitot-ing 

Level of Sewice Standards 

The Capital Facilities Eleinent identifies a level of service (LOS) standard for public services 
that are dependent on specific facilities. L,evel of sei-vice establishes a minimum capacity of 
capital facilities that must be provided per unit of demand or other appropriate measure of need. 
These standards are then used to determine whether a need for capacity iinprove~nei~ts cui-rently 
exists and what itnprovelnents will be needed to maintain the policy levels of seivice under 
anticipated conditions over the life of the Coinprehensive Plan. The projected levels of growth 
are identified in the L,and Use arid Housing Elements. 

Maior Capital Facilities Considerations and Goals 

The Capital Facilities Elernelit is the inechanisin the city uses to coordinate its physical and fiscal 
planning. The eleinent is a collaboration of various disciplines and interactions of city 
depai-tinerits including public works, planning, finance arid administration. The Capital Facilities 
Eleineiit serves as a iriethod to help make choices ainong all of the possible projects and seivices 
that are demanded of the City. It is a basic tool that can help encourage rational decision-malting 
rather than reaction to events as they occur. 

The Capital Facilities Eleinent promotes efficiency by requiring the local government to 
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prioritize capital ilnproveinents for a longer period of tiine than the single budget year. Long 
range financial planning presents the opportunity to schedule capital projects so that the various 
steps in development logically follow one another respective to relative need, desirability and 
co~n~nunity benefit. In addition, the identification of adequate funding sources results in the 
prioritization of needs and allows the tradeoffs between funding sources to be evaluated 
explicitly. The Capital Facilities Plan will guide decision making to achieve the coinlnunity 
goals as articulated in the Vision Statelneilt of December, 1992. 

INVENTORY AND ANALYSIS 

The inventoty provides info~~nation useful to the planning process. It also summarizes new 
capital iinproveinent projects for the existirig population, new capital iinproveinent projects 
necessary to accoininodate the growth projected through the year 201 0 aiid the inajor repair, 
renovation or replacelnent of existing facilities. 

Inventory of Existing Capital Facilities 

Wastewater Facilities 

Existing Capital Facilities 

The City's waste-water treatment facility is located on five acres, west of Harboiview Drive at its 
intersection with North Harboiview Drive. Tile principal stiucture on the site consists of a 2,240 
square feet building which houses the offices, testing lab and einployee lunch room. The 
treatilzent facility consists of an activated sludge system wllich provides secondaly level 
treatinent of inunicipal sewage. After treatment, the effluent is discharged illto Gig Harbor Bay 
via a submarine outfall pipe. The systein was upgraded in 1996 to its present capacity of 1.6 
MGD. The existing facility is currently operating at about 60 percent capacity. A proposed 3.8 
MGD expansion of the treatinelit plant is anticipated to provide sufficient capacity through the 
20-year planning l~orizon. 

A 2003 report by the Cosinopolitari Engineering Group analyzed the operation, maintenance, and 
capacity problelns at the treatineilt plant, including odor and noise complaints. The repoi-t 
proposed a nulnber of phased systein iinprove~nents that have been incorporated in the 
wastewater capital iinproveinent prograin. 

The existing collection system serves a population of 6,820 and includes approxiinately 141,000 
feet of gravity pipe, the majority of which are PVC, 27,000 feet of force main, 13 lift stations. 
Detailed descriptioiis of the existing sewer system, including location and hydraulic capacities, 
are found in the Gig Harbor Wastewater Coinprehensive Plan (2002). 

The downtown portion of the collection system was constructed under ULID No. 1 in the inid- 
1970's. ULID No. 2 was constructed in the late 1980's to serve areas to tlie South of Gig Harbor, 
including poi-tions of Soundview Drive, Harbor County Drive, Point Fosdick-Gig Harbor Drive, 
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56"' Street NW, 32'ld Avenue, and Harborview Drive. ULID No. 3 was consti-ucted in the early 
1990's to connect the Gig Harbor collection systein to points north including poi-tions of 
Bul-nharn Drive NW and 58"' Avenue NW. 

In addition to sewer seivice within the Gig Harbor UGA, the City of Gig Harbor inaintains a 
septic systelil for the Ray Nash Development, located about 5 miles west of the City. Ray Nash 
is a 12-unit development with an on-site septic systein and pressurized drainfield. The City also 
maintains an on-site septic systein for the Olyfnpic Theater. 

Forecast of Future Needs 

In order to provide service to the urban growth area within 20 years, the City of Gig Harbor will 
need to extend its systein into areas that cul-rently do not have sewers. Collection systein 
expansions will be financed by developer fees and/or utility local iinproveinent districts 
(ULIDs), and maintained by tlie City. A conceptual plan for extending sewers into the 
unsewered paits of the city and urban growth area is included in the City's Wastewater 
Comprehensive Plan (2002). Individual basins in the unsewered areas were prioritized as 6-year 
or 20-year projects based on anticipated development. 

The seivice area as configured in 1999 represented 2,270 equivalent residential units (ERTJs). 
By 20 19, this total is projected to reach 8,146 ERUs within the exiting service area boundaries, 
with an additional 11,219 in tlie currently unsewered areas, for a system-wide total of 19,365 
ERUs. Specific facilities iinproveinents required to accoininodate the short-tei~n (6-year) arid 
long-tenn (20-year) growth are listed in Table 12.5. 

With completion of the proposed treat~nent plant expansion and other proposed systein 
improvements, no significant capacity issues are anticipated through the 2022 planning horizon. 

Water System 

Existing Capital Facilities 

The City's water systein and service area are unique in that many residents within tlie City liinits 
and the City's UGA receive water seivice from adjacent water purveyors. Over 6,300 of the 
12,113 people (52%) within the City's UGA and over 500 people within the City liinits receive 
water from water purveyors other than the City. 

The City of Gig Harbor Water Systeni was originally built ill the late 1940's. The systein has 
experienced considerable growth and seived 1,391 connections and a seivice area populatioil of 
5,636 in 1999, including the Washington Con-ections Center for Wornen and the Shore Acres 
Water System. 

The City owns and draws water from six wells. The City's wells have a combined capacity of 
2,705 gallons per minute (GPM) and are exclusively groundwater wells. 
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Table 12.1 .- Suininary of Existing Source Supply 
Well No. Date Drilled / Capacity (GPM) Depth (Ft.) Status 

Abandoned 
In Use 
In Use 
In Use 
I11 Use 
In Use 

Class B Well 
In Use 

Source: City of Gig Harbor Water Facilities Inventory (WFI) Report, 1998; DOE Water Right Certificates 

The City also has five storage facilities with a coinbilled capacity of 2,250,000 gallons as shown 
in Table 12.2. Additionally, 2.4 inillion gallon storage reservoir is in the planning stages. Tlie 
tank will be privately constructed as a condition of a pre-annexation agseetnent for Gig Harbor 
Nol-th. Upon completion, the facility will be tui-ned over to the City. 

Table - 12.2 - Suininaiy of Existing Storage Facilities 
Storage Facility Associated Total Capacity Base Overflow 

with Well No. (gallons) Elevation (ft) Elevation (ft) 
East Tank 2 250,000 3 04 320 

Harbor Heights ~ a n k s ( ' )  4 500,000 290 320 
Shurgard Tank 3 500,000 339 450 
Sltansie Tank 5 & 6  1,000,000 338 450 

Total 2,250,000 
(1) There are two Harbor Heights tatlks, each with a volu~lle of 250,000 gallons. 

Source: City of Gig Harbor Water Systelll Comprehensive Plan 

As with inost municipalities, the City's water distribution system has developed co~itinuously as 
demands arid the customer base have grown. This evolution has created a distribution systein 
coinprised of pipes of various materials, sizes, and ages. The City's distribution system is 
comprised primarily of six-inch and eight-inch pipe. Ten-inch and twelve-inch pipes are located 
mostly at reselvoir and puinp outlets in order to inaxiinize flows to the distribution system. 
There is also a 16-inch main along Skansie Avenue that serves the City maintenance shops and 
the Wasliington Correctional Center for Wornen facility in the Purdy area of the City's UGA. 
Approximately five percent of the systein consists of four-inch pipe. The City is systeiriatically 
replacing these undersized lines as budget allows. Tlie City is also replacing older asbestos 
cement (AC) lines with ductile iron pipe as budget allows. 

A detailed description of the existing water supply system may be found in the City of Gig 
Harbor Comprehensive Water Systein Plan (2001). 

Forecast of Future Needs 

Tlie water use projectioiis for the existing sewice area indicate an increase fi-om 5,636 people in 



2000 to 7,590 people in 2019. Projected populations for the City's new service area are 
estimated at an additional 4,650 people by 2019. 

Analysis of the existing storage facilities indicates that the City can ineet all of its storage needs 
througli the 20-year planning hoi-izon with existing facilities by nesting staiidby storage and 
fireflow storage. However, development in the Gig Harbor North area will require additional 
storage to supply future connections in this area. The City plans to construct a 500,000-gallon, 
ground-level steel tank near the existing maintenance shop on Skaiisie Avenue. 

Plaiiiied iinproveineiits for the distribution systein generally include AC pipe replacement and 
capacity upgrades to provide fireflow. 

The City has recently been granted an additional water riglit of 1,000 gallons per minute, 
sufficient to serve about 2,547 additional equivalent residential units. With other planned water 
systein iinproveinents and prograininatic measures, the City anticipates sufficient water supplies 
through 201 9. Specific facilities iinproveillents required to accoininodate the short-teiin (6-year) 
and long-tenn (20-year) growth are listed in Table 12.5. 

Parks and Recreation Facilities 

Existing Facilities 

The City has a number of public park facilities, providiiig a range of recreational oppoi-tunities. 
These facilities are listed in Table 12.3 and described in greater detail below. 

Table 12.3. Existing Park Facilities 
Facility Size Location Type of Recreatiol~ 1 

City Park at Crescent 
Creelc 

Jerisich Park 

Grandview Forest Park 
Old Ferry L,anding 

5.8 

1.5 

8.8 
0.1 

Verhardson Street 

Rosedale Street at 
I-Iarbolview Drive 
Grandview Drive 
Harborview Drive, east 

Active; Park, athletic facilities, play 
fields 
Passive; picnic area 
Moorage; water access; fishing 

Passive; trail systelll 
Passive; view point 
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Facility 
Borgen Property 

Wilkinson's I-lornestead 
Tallman's Wetlallds 

Size 
0.96 acre 

WWTP (Wastewater 
Treatment Plant) 

16.3 
16.0 

Wheeler Street ROW end 
Bogue Viewing Platfonn 
Fil~holm Hillclimb 

Locatioll 
L,ocated at the illtersectilig 
parcel defined by Austin 
Street, Harbolview Drive 

(Acres) 
9.3 

Dorotich Street ROW 
Sou~ldview Drive ROW 
end 
Harborview Trail 

Type of Recreation 
Passive; historical, scenic, nature 
area 

and old Bunham Drive 
Rosedale Street 
Wollochet Drive NW 

0.4 
0.4 
0.4 

Bogue Building 
Public Worltsl Parks Yard 
Civic Center 

Passive; Historical, walking trail 
Passive; Trails 

B u d a m  Drive 

0.4 
0.4 

1.4 

Westside Park 

I I-Iarborview Drive 

Passive; walking trails 
Active; (proposed) hilte, bilte and 
horse trails . - 

0.04 
7.5 
10.0 

Ska~lsie Park 

City Park - tliis 5.8 acre property is located on Ve~~lhardson Street on the east side of Crescent 
Creek. The eastern portion of the fo~lner Peninsula School District site has been iinproved with 
athletic facilities including a tennis court, basketball court, and youth baseball/softball field. 

Verhardson Street 
North Harborview Drive 
Fuller Street between 
Harbor Ride Middle 
School and the 
Northshore area. 
West side of bay 
West side of bay 
adjoi~lillg Tides Tavenl 
Harborview Drive and 

5.5 

The western portion of the site conserves the banks, wetlands, and other natural areas adjacent to 
Crescent Creek. This portion of the site has been iinproved wit11 a playground structure, picnic 
tables, picnic shelter, restrooms, parking area and a pump house building. 

Passive; beacli access 
Passive; picnic area 
Passive; walltway and viewing point 

Passive; Street End Park 
Passive; Public Access dock 

Passive; bilte and pedestrian trails 
North Harborview 
3 105 Judsoll 
46"' Avenue NW 
Grandview Drive adjacent 

2.0 

Jerisich Park - this 1.5 acre waterfront property is located within the extended right-of -way of 
Rosedale Street NW on Harbowiew Drive adjacent to the downtown district. The site is the only 
publicly developed marine-oriented waterfront Access Park within Gig Harbor. 

Passive; l~istorical 
Passive; storage of parlts equipment 
Active; athletic fields, recreational 

to Grandview g ore st Park 

The waterfront site has been developed with a flagpole and lnonuinent along Harbor view Drive. 
Restrooins, picnic tables, and benches are provided on a 1,500 square foot pier supported deck 
overlooking in the harbor and adjacent marinas. The deck provides gangplanks access to a 352 
foot long, 2,752 square foot pile supported fishing and boat moorage pier. The pier provides day 
-use boat moorage for 20 slips, access for kayaks and other hand-cany watercraft, arid fishing. 
The pier is used on a first -come basis to capacity, particularly during sunliner weekends. 

courts, skatepark 
Passive; picnic area 
Undeveloped - athletic fields under 

Rosedale Street at 
co~lsideratioll 
Passive 



Grandview Forest Park - Grandview Forest Park - this 8.8 acre site is located on Grandview 
Drive adjacent to the City Hall. The park site sut-sounds the city water storage towers on a 
hilltop overlooking the harbor and downtow11 district. The densely wooded site has been 
improved with bark- covered walking trails and paths that provide access to sut-sounding 
residential developlnents and the athletic fields located behind the school coi~iplex. The park is 
accessed by vehicle from Grandview Di-ive onto an irifo~~nal graveled parking area located 
adjacent to the water storage tanks on an extension of McDonald Avenue. 

Old Ferry Landing - this 1.0 acre site is located at the east end of Harbomiew Drive 
overlooking Point Defiance across the Narrows and Dalco passage. Portions of tlie original 
marine and fer-ry dock landing piles are visible from the end of tlie road right-of-way that extends 
into the tidelands. 

Borgen Property - this recently acquired 0.96 acre property is located in the intersecting parcel 
defined by Austin Street, Harborview Dkve, and Old Burnhaln Drive. The site includes the 
original wood structure that l~oused the Borgen lulnber and hardware sales offices and displays, 
along with a number of out buildings and yard that stored lulnber and other materials. 

The site is bisected by Donkey (North) Creek - a perennial stream that provides saln~onoid 
habitat including an on-going hatchery operation located on the north bank adjacent to 
Harbol-view Drive. Some of the lulnber yard buildings and iinprove~nents extend into the buffer 
zone area that has recently been defined for salinon-bearing water corridors. Future plans for the 
property will need to restore an adequate natural buffer area along the creek while detennining 
how best to establisli a11 activity area on the site conlmensurate with the property's strategic 
natural area, historical, and scenic. 

Willcinson9s Homestead - Willtinson's Homestead - this 16.3 acre site is located on Rosedale 
Street adjacent to Taco~na City Liglit powerlines. The site is being acquired from the heir of a 
previous property owner. The property contains large wetlands, steep hillsides under the 
powerline col-sidor, the family homestead, balm, outbuildings, fonner holly orchard, and 
meadows. The site is accessed fi-0111 a driveway off Rosedale Street. 

Tallman's Wetlands - this 16.0 acre property is located on Wollochet Dl-ive NW south of SR-16 
and outside of existing city limits. The site contains significant wetlarids that collects and filters 
stomwater I-unoff from the surrou~iding lands. This portion of the property will be consei-ved and 
provided with interpretive trails by the developer in accordance with the annexation agreement. 

Wastewater Treatment Plant - the 9.3 acre wastewater treatment plant facility is located on the 
west side of Bul-nham Drive on Not-th (Donkey) Creek. The propei-ty was recently expanded to 
provide a buffer between the plant and uphill portions of the creelt. 

A 33 acre portion of the expansion area may be developed to provide a trailhead coivlection to 
the overhead powerline propel-ty located parallel to SR-16. The powerline right-of-way could be 
inlproved to provide access to a ~nultipu~yose system of l~ilte, bilte, and horseback riding trails in 
this portion of the urban growtli area. 
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Wheeler Street Right-of-way (ROW) End - this 0.4 acre road right-of-way is located at the 
north end of the bay adjacent Crescent Creek in a quiet residential neighborliood. The site 
provides beach access. 

Bogue Viewing Platform - this 0.4 acre harbor overlook is located on waterfront side of North 
Harboi-view Drive noi-th of the intersection with Burnham Drive. The site has been improved 
with a pier supported, multilevel wood deck, picnic tables, benches, and planting. A sanitary 
sewer pump station is located with the park. 

Finholm Willclimb - this 0.4 acre road right-of-way is located in Fuller Street extending between 
Harbor Ridge Middle School and the North shore business district. A wooden stairway system 
with overlook platforms, viewing areas, and benches has been developed between Frarlklin and 
Harborview Dt-ive as a joint effort involving the Lions Club, volunteers and city materials. 

Dorotich Street (ROW) - this 0.4 acre road right-of-way is located on tlie west side of the bay 
adjoining residential condoininiu~ns and some co~nlnercial waterfi-ont facilities. A private access 
dock has been developed at Arabella's Landing Marina that serves as tlie street-end parlc. 

Soundview Drive ROW - - this 0.4 acre road right-of-way is located on the Westside of tlie 
bay adjoining Tides Tavern (the former Westside Grocery). The present and former owners 
maintain arid provide a public access dock on tlie right-of-way for use of tavern patrons. 

Harborview Trail - this 1.4 inile trail corridor is located within the public street right-of-way of 
Harboi-view Drive and North Harborview Drive. Additional road width was constructed 
(between curbs) to provide for painted on-road bike lanes oil both sides of the roadway around 
the west and 1101-tli sllores of the harbor fi-oln Soundview Dl-ive to ~ernhardson/96'" Street NW 
and City Park. 

Curb gutters, sidewallts, and occasional planting and seating areas have been developed on both 
sides of the roadway fi-om Soundview Drive to Peacock Hill Road. Sidewalks have also been 
extended on Soundview Drive, Pioneer Way, Rosedale Street, Austin Street adjacent to North 
(Donkey) Creek, and Budlam Drive will include provisions for pedestrians and bicyclists. 
Liiiiited iiiiprovemeiits have been constructed on Peacoclc Hill. 

Bogue Building - this 0.4 acre property and 1, 800 square foot building is located adjacent to 
old City Hall on Judson Street within the downtown district. The one-story, wood fiaine 
building was previously used by the Gig Harbor Planning and Building Depart~neiit and is now a 
volunteer center. 

Public Worlts / Parlts Yard - the 7.5 acre Public Works Yard is located noi-th of Gig Harbor 
High Scliool just west of 46'" Street NW. The shop colnpound includes 3 buildings that provide 
4,760 square feet, 2,304 square feet, and 1,800 square feet or 8,864 square feet in total of shop 
and storage space. Approximately 3,000 square feet of building or 0.52 acres of the site are used 
to store park equipment, materials, and plantings. 
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Civic Center - this 10.0 acre site is located on Grandview Drive adjacent to Grandview Forest 
Park. The site cui-rently contains City offices, multi-use athletic fields, playground, recreational 
coui-ts, a skateboard comt, a boulder rock clilnbirig wall, and wooded picnic area. 

Forecast of Future Needs 

The City has adopted a level of selvice for colnlnunity parks of 7.1 gross acres of general open 
space and 1.5 gross acres of active recreational area per 1,000 residents. According to the parks 
inventoiy conducted for the Park, Recreation, and Open Space Plan, the City had about 54 acres 
of public open space (passive recreation) and about 16 acres of active recreation facilities in 
2001. Using the 2000 Census population figure, the City met its level of service standards at that 
time. 

Table 12.4. Recreational Facilities and Level of Service 
Type of Facility LQS Standard 2001 Need 2001 Actual 2022 Need Additional 

(Acres/1,000) (Acres) (Acres) (Acres) Acreage 
Open Space: 7.1 46 53.6 76.7 23.1 
Active Recreation: 1.5 9.7 15.8 16.2 0.40 

Total: 55.7 69.4 92.9 23.5 

Alternative level of selvice standards, such as those recoininended by the National Recreation 
and Park Association (NRPA) are coinpared to the City's current service levels in the Park, 
Recreation, and Open Space Plan. The NRPA standards provide a finer level of lneasurernent 
for specialized function facilities relative to the population size. This can provide an additional 
planning tool to ensure that all segments of the coinlnunity are served according to their needs. 

In addition to City-owned facilities, residents of the greater Gig Harbor coinlnunity have access 
to facilities owned and operated by others. These include facilities associated with the Peninsula 
School District scl~ools in and around the City, Pierce County's Peninsula Recreation Center and 
Randall Street Boat Launch, Tacoma's Madrona Links public golf course, and various private 
parks, including Cantenvod Golf Course, sporting facilities, marinas, and boat landings. 
According to tlie Park, Recreation and Open Space Plan, all public and private agencies, and 
other public and private organizations owned 963.4 acres or about 80.3 acres for every 1,000 
persons living within the City and its urban growth area in 2000. Therefore, while tlie City's 
level of service standards provides a guide for ensuring a minimuin provision of park and 
recreation land, the actual capacity of all such facilities is significantly higher. 

Proposed parks capital facility improve~nents are listed on Table 12.5 



Stormwater Facilities 

Existing Facilities 

The City of Gig Harbor is divided into six inajor drainage basins that drain the urban growtll 
area. These are NortWDonkey Creek, Gig Harbor, Bitter/Garr/Wollochet Creek, 
Gooch/McConnicl< Creek, Crescent Creek, and the Puget Sound. Tliese basins drain to Gig 
Harbor, Wollochet Bay, and Henderson Bay. The s t o m  drainage collection and conveyance 
systein consists of typical cornponents such as curb inlets, catcli basins, piping ranging from 8- 
inch to 48-inch, open ditches, natural streams, wetlands, ponds, and stonnwater detention and 
water quality ponds. 

Level of Sei-vice 

Tlie role of federal, state, and local stoi-mwater regulations is to provide ininiinuin standards for 
tlie drainage arid discharge of stonnwater iunoff. Specifically, the goal of these regulations is to 
reduce the darnaging effects of increased runoff volumes to the natural eiivironinerit as the land 
surface changes and to reinove pollutants in the runoff. 

Through the Cleaii Water Act and other legislation at the federal level, the states have been 
delegated the authority to iinpleinent iules and regulations that ineet the goals of this legislation. 
The states, subsequently, have delegated soine of this authority to the local agencies. The local 
agencies, in tuin, enact development regulations to enforce the rules sent down by the state. 
Therefore, the level of seivice is represented by the regulations adopted aiid enforced by the 
City. The City of Gig Harbor has adopted the 1997 Kitsap County Stoi~nwater Managelllent 
Design Manual as the City of Gig Harbor Stoi~nwater Manageineilt Design Manual. The inanual 
outlines water quantity design criteria, water quality controls, erosion and sediment control 
practices, and site development. 

Forecast of Future Needs 

Tlie developinent of stoi~nwater facilities is largely driven by developer improvements, although 
the City provides oversight and systein upgrades to reinedy capacity issues. Proposed stonn and 
surface water capital facility iiiiproveinents are listed on Table 12.5. 

CAPITAL FACILITIES PROGRAM 

A Capital Facilities Program (CFP) is a six-year plan for capital iinproveinents that are 
supportive of the City's populatioii and econoinic base as well as near-teim (within six years) 
growth. Capital facilities are funded through several funding sources which can consist of a 
coinbination of local, state and federal tax revenues. 

The Capital Facilities Prograin w o k s  in concert generally with the land-use element. In essence, 
the land use plan establishes the "community vision" while the capital facilities plan provides for 
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the essential resources to attain that vision. An important linkage exists between the capital 
facilities plan, land-use and transportation eleinents of the plan. A variation (change) in one 
element (i.e. a change in land use or housing density) would significantly affect the other plan 
eleinents, particularly the capital facilities plan. It is this dynamic linkage that requires all 
eleinents of the plan to be intei-nally consistent. Internal consistency of the plan's eleinents 
imparts a degree of control (checks and balances) for the successful iinpleinentation of the 
Coinprehensive Plan. This is the concusrence inechanisin that inaltes the plan work as intended. 

The first year of the Capital Facilities Prograin will be converted to the annual capital budget, 
while the reinaining five year program will provide long-tenn planning. It is iinpoi-tant to note 
that only the expenditures and appropi-iations in the annual budget are binding financial 
coininitments. Projections for the reinaining five years are not binding and the capital projects 
reco~n~nended for future developinent inay be altered or not developed due to cost or charged 
conditions and circuinstances. 

Definition of Capital Iinproveinellt 

The Capital Facilities Eleinent is concei-ned with needed iinproveinents which are of relatively 
large scale, are generally non-recurring high cost and which may require financing over several 
years. The list of iinproveinents is limited to major coinponents in order to analyze developinent 
trends and impacts at a level of detail which is both inanageable and reasonably accurate. 

Sinaller scale iinproveinents of less than $25,000 are addressed in the annual budget as they 
occur over time. For the purposes of capital facility planning, capital iinproveinents are inajor 
projects, activities or inaintenance, costing over $25,000 and requiring tlie expenditure of public 
f i~ i~ds  over and above annual operating expenses. They have a useful life of over ten years and 
result in an addition to the city's fixed assets and/or extend the life of the existing infrastructure. 
Capital iinproveinents do not include iteins such as equipinent or "rolling stock" or projects, 
activities or maintenance which cost less than $25,000 or which regularly are not part of capital 
iinproveinents. 

Capital iinproveinents inay include the design, engineering, pe~lliitting and the environinental 
analysis of a capital project. Land acquisition, construction, inajor inaintenance, site 
iinproveinents, energy conseivation projects, landscaping, initial furnishings and equipinent inay 
also be included. 

Capital Facilities Needs Projections 

The City Departinerits of Operations and Engineering, Planning-Building, Finance and 
Administration have identified various capital iinprovelnents and projects based upon recent 
surveys and planning prograins authorized by the Gig Harbor City Couiicil. Suggested revenue 
sources were also considered and coil~piled. 
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Currently, five capital facilities plans have been completed: 

City of Gig Harbor Water Systein Colnprehensive Plan - Volumes 1 & 2 (June 2001), as 
amended by ordinance 
City of Gig Harbor Wastewater Comprehensive Plan (Februaiy, 2002), as amended by 
ordinance. 
City of Gig Harbor Wastewater Treatment Plan Iinproveinents Engineering Repol-t (April 
2003) 
City of Gig Harbor Stoi~nwater Coinprehensive Plan (February, 2001), as ainended by 
ordinance 
City of Gig Harbor Park, Recreation & Open Space Plan (Marc11 2001), as ainended by 
ordinance 

All the plans identify current system coilfigurations and capacities and proposed financing for 
improvements, and are adopted by reference as pat? of this Coinprel~ensive Plan. 

Prioritizatioil of Proiected Needs 

The identified capital ilnproveinent needs listed were developed by the City Community 
Developinent Director, Finance Director, and the City Administrator. The following criteria 
were applied informally in developing the final listing of proposed projects: 

Econoinics 
Potential for Financing 

e Iinpact on Futme Operating Budgets 
Benefit to Econoiny and Tax Base 

Service Coilsideration 
e, Safety, Health and Welfare 

Environlnental Impact 
e Effect on Seivice Quality 

Feasibility 
Legal Mandates 

e Citizen Suppoi-t 
1992 Coininunity Vision Survey 

Consisteilcy 
e Goals and Objectives in Other Elements 
c Linlcage to Other Planned Projects 
es Plans of Other Jurisdictions 
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Cost Estiinates for Proiected Needs 

The majority of tlie cost estimates in this element are presented in 2000 dollars and were derived 
from various federal and state documents, published cost estimates, records of past expenditures 
and information from various private contractors. 

FUTUW, NEEDS AND ALTEmATIVES 

The Capital Facility Plan for the City of Gig Harbor is developed based upon the following 
analysis: 

e Cussent Revenue Sources 
e Financial Resources 

Capital Facilities Policies 
a, Method for Addressing Shoi-tfalls 

Cussent Revenue Sources 

The inajor sources of revenue for the City's inajor funds are as follows: 

Fund Source 
General Fund Sales tax 

Utility tax 
Propel-ty tax 

Street Fund- Operations Property tax 
Water Operating Fund Custoiner charges 
Sewer Operating Fund Custoiner charges 
Storin Drainage Fund Customer charges 

Projected 2004 $ 

$3,862,000 (60%) 
$944,000 (14%) 
$337,000 (5%) 

$1 ,O 10,000 (80%) 
$34,000 

$1,498,000 
$400,000 

Financial Resources 

In order to ensure that tlie city is using the most effective means of collecting revenue, the city 
inventoried tlie various sources of fiulding cuwently available. Financial regulations and 
available mechanisms are subject to change. Additioizally, changing ~narltet conditions influence 
the city's clzoice of financial mechanisin. The following list of sources include all inajor 
financial resources available and is not limited to those sources which are currently in use or 
which would be used in the six-year scliedule of iinprovements. The list includes the following 
categories: 

o Debt Financing 
s L,ocal Levies 

Local Non-Levy Financing 
o State Grants and Loans 

Federal Grants and Loans 
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Debt Fina~icing Method 

Short-Tel~n Boi-sowin~: Utilization of sl101-t-tei~n financing through local bariks is a meails to 
finance the high-cost of capital improveineilts. 

Revenue Bonds: Bonds can be financed directly by those benefiting fi-om the capital 
i~nprove~nent. Revenue obtained from these bonds is used to finance publicly-owned facilities, 
such as new or expanded water systems or ilnprovernent to the waste water treatment facility. 
Tlie debt is retired using charges collected froin the users of these facilities. In this respect, the 
capital pro.ject is self supporting. Interest rates tend to be higher than for general obligation bonds 
and the issuance of the bonds inay be approved by voter referendum. 

General Obligation Bonds: These are bonds which are backed by the value of the property 
witllii~ the jurisdiction. Voter-approved bonds increase property tax rate and dedicate the 
increased revenue to repay bondlzolders. Cou~lcilinanic boilds do not increase taxes and are 
repaid with general revenues. Revenue may be used for new capital facilities or nzaintenailce 
and operations at a11 existing facility. Revenue may be used for new capital facilities or the 
lnaiiltenailce and operations at existing facilities. These bonds should be used for projects that 
benefit the City as a whole. 

Local Multi-Purpose Levies 

Ad Valorem Property Taxes: The tax rate is in ~nills (1110 cent per dollar of taxable value). The 
~ n a x i ~ n u ~ n  rate is $3.60 per $1,000 assessed valuation. In 2004, the City's tax rate is $1.4522 per 
$1,000 assessed valuation. The City is prohibited fsoin raising its levy inore than one percent or 
the rate of inflation, whichever is lower. A tempora~y or pei~nanent excess levy may be assessed 
with voter approval. Revenue may be used for new capital facilities or inaintenance and 
operation of existing facilities. 

Business and Occupation (B and 0 )  Tax: This is a tax of no inore that 0.2% of the gross value of 
business activity on the gross or net income of a business. Assess~neilt increases require voter 
approval. The City does not curre~~tly use a B and 0 tax. Revenue may be used for new capital 
facilities or inaiilteilance and operation of existing facilities. 

Local Option Sales Tax: The city has levied the maximum of tax of 1 %. Local govermnents 
that levy the second 0.5% may participate in a sales tax equalizatiol~ fund. Assessiileilt of this 
option requires voter approval. Revenue inay be used for new capital facilities or maintenance 
and operation of existing facilities. 

Utility Tax: This is a tax on the gross receipts of electric, gas, telephone, cable TV, watel-/sewer, 
and storinwater utilities. Local discretiorl up to 6% of gross receipts with voter approval required 
for an increase above this maximum. Revenue inay be used for new capital facilities or 
nlaiiltenance and operation of existing facilities. 



Real Estate Excise Tax: The oi-iginal 112% was authorized as an option to the sales tax for 
general puiyoses. An additional 114% was authorized for capital facilities, and the Growth 
Management Act authorized another 114% for capital facilities. Revenues must be used solely to 
finance riew capital facilities or inaintenance arid operations at existing facilities, as specified in 
the plan. An additional option is available under RCW 82.46.070 for the acquisition and 
inaintenarice of conselvation areas if approved by a majority of voters of the county. 

Local Single-Pui-pose Levies 

Einer~ency Medical Seivices Tax: Property tax levy of up to $ 5 0  per $1,000 of assessed value 
for einergency medical seivices. Revenue inay be used for new capital facilities or operation and 
I?-laintenance of existing ones. 

Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax: Tax is paid by gasoline distributors. Cities receive about 10.7 percent 
of ~ilotor ve'tiicle fuel tax receipts. State shared revenue is distributed by the Department of 
Licensing. Revenues must be spent for streets, cot~structior~, inainteriance or operation, the 
policing of local streets, or related activities. 

Local Option Fuel Tax: A county-wide voter approved tax equivalent to 10% of statewide 
Motor Vehicle fuel tax and a special fuel tax of 2.3 cerits per gallon. Revenue is distributed to 
the city on a weighted per capita basis. Revenues must be spent for city streets, construction, 
~~-~aintenance, operation policing of local streets or related activities. 

Local Non-Levy Financing Mechanisnls 

Reserve Funds: Revenue that is accu~i~ulated in advance and eai~narlted for capital 
improvements. Sources of the funds can be su~ldus revenues, filnds in depreciation revenues, or 
funds resulting fi-oin the sale of capital assets. 

Fines, Forfeitures and Charges for Services: This includes vai-ious adnlinistrative fees and user 
charges for services and facilities operated by the jurisdiction. Exan~ples are franchise fees, sales 
of public documents, property appraisal fees, fines, forfeitures, licenses, permits, inco~ne 
received as interest fi-om various funds, sale of public propel-ty, rental income and private 
contributioris to the jurisdiction. Revenue fi-om these sources may be restricted in use. 

User and Proqra~n Fees: These are fees or charges for using park arid recreational facilities, 
sewer services, water services and surface drainage facilities. Fees inay be based on a measure 
of usage on a flat rate or on design features. Revenues may be used for new capital facilities or 
iilaintenance and operation of existing facilities. 

Street Utility Charges: A fee of up to 50% of actual costs of street construction, maintenance 
and operations may be charged to houseliolds. Owners or occupants of residential property are 
charged a fee per household that cannot exceed $6.00 per month. The tax requires local 
referendum. The fee charged to businesses is based on the number of einployees and cannot 
exceed $2.00 per employee per month. Both businesses and households must be charged. 
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Revenue inay be used for activities such as street lighting, traffic control devices, sidewallts, 
curl-S, gutters, parking facilities and drainage facilities. 

Special Assessment District: Special assessment districts are created to service entities 
coinpletely or par-tially outside of the jurisdiction. Special assessinents are levied against those 
who directly benefit froin the new service or facility. Tlie districts include Local Iinproveinent 
Distiicts, Road Iinproveiiient Districts, Utility Iinproveinent Districts and the collection of 
developinent fees. Funds must be used solely to finance the puiyose for which tlie special 
assessinent district was created. 

Iinpact Fees: Impact fees are paid by new developinent based upon the development's iiripact to 
the deliveiy of services. Iinpact fees must be used for capital facilities needed by growt11 and not 
to coirect cull-ent deficiencies in levels of service nor for operating expenses. These fees inust be 
equitably allocated to the specific entities which will directly benefit froin the capital 
iinproveinent aiid tlie assessinent levied niust fairly reflect the true costs of these improvements. 
Iinpact fees may be imposed for public streets, parks, open space, recreational facilities, and 
school facilities. 

State Grants and ll,oams 

Public Works Trust Fund: Low interest loans to finance capital facility constiuction, public 
works einergency planning, and capital iinprovemeiit planning. To apply for the loans the city 
~iiust have a capital facilities plan in place and inust be levying the original 114% real estate 
excise tax. Funds are distributed by tlie Department of Coininunity Developinent. Loans for 
consti-uctiori projects require matching fi~iids generated only froin local revenues or state shared 
eiititleinent revenues. Public worlcs einergency planning loaiis are at 5% interest rate, and capital 
iinproveinent plaririirig loaiis are no interest loans, with a 25% inatcli. Revenue inay be used to 
finance new capital facilities, or iiiaintenatice and operations at existing facilities. 

State Parks and Recreation Co~ninissiorl Grants: Graiits for parks capital facilities acquisitioii 
aiid construction. They are distributed by the Parlcs and Recreation Coinmissio~i to applicants 
with a 50% inatch requirement. 

Arterial Improveineiit Prograin: AIP provides funds to iiiiprove inobility and safety. Funds are 
administered by tlie Trailsportation Iinprove~ne~it Board. 

Transportation Partnership Program: TPP provides grants for inobility iinproveinents. 

Illtellnodal Surface Transportation Efficiencv Act (ISTEA): ISTEA provides grants to public 
agencies for historic presei-vation, recreatioii, beautification, and enviromnental protection 
projects related to transportation facilities. These enhancement grants are administered by the 
state Department of Transportation and regional transportation planning organizations (RTPOs). 



Transportation Iinproveliient Account: Revenue available for projects to alleviate and prevent 
traffic congestion caused by econolnic developlnent or growth. Entitlement fuiids are distributed 
by the State Transportation Iinprovelnent Board with a 20% local match requirement. For cities 
with a population of less that1 500 the entitlenient requires only a 5% local matcli. Revenue inay 
be used for capital facility projects tliat are multi-modal and involve Inore than one agency. 

Centennial Clean Water Fund: Grants and loans for the design, acquisition, construction, and 
iinproveineilt of Water Pollution Control Facilities, and related activities to meet state and 
federal water pollution coritrol requireinents. Grants and loaris distributed by the Department of 
Ecology with a 75%-25% matching share. Use of funds is limited to planning, design, and 
construction of Water Pollution Control Facilities, stolmwater management, ground water 
protection, and related projects. 

Water Pollution Control State Revolving Fund: L,ow interest loans and loan guarantees for water 
pollution control projects. Loans are distributed by the Department of Ecology. The applicaiit 
iiiust show water quality need, have a facility plan for treatment worlcs, and show a dedicated 
source of hnding for repayment. 

Federal Grants and Loans 

Departillelit of Health Water Systeins Support: Grants for upgrading existing water systems, 
ensuring effective management, and achieving tnaximuin consei-vatioll of safe drinlting water. 
Grants are distributed by the state Depal-tinent of Health through intergovernmental review and 
with a 60% local match requirement. 

Capital Facility Strategies 

I11 order to realistically project available revenues aiid expected expelidituses on capital facilities, 
the city iiiust coiisider all current policies tliat influence decisions about the hnding inecliaiiisins 
as well as policies affecting the city's obligation for public facilities. The most relevant of tliese 
are described below. These policies, along with the goals and policies ai-ticulated in tlie other 
elements, were the basis for the develop~iient of various funding scenarios. 

Mechanisms to Provide Capital Facilities 

Increase Local Govei-nlnent Appropriations: The city will investigate the impact of increasirig 
current taxing rates, and will actively seek new revenue sources. In addition, on an annual basis, 
tlie city will review the implications of the current tax system as a whole. 

Use of Uiico~nlnitted Resources: The city has developed and adopted its Six-Year capital 
ilnproveineiit schedules. With the exception of sewer facilities, liowever, projects have been 
identified oil the 20-year project lists with uncommitted or uiisecured resources. 

Arialysis of Debt Capacity: Generally, Washington state law permits a city to ensure a general 
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obligation bonded debt equal to 314 of 1% of its property valuation without voter approval. By a 
60% majority vote of its citizens, a city inay assume an additional general obligation bonded debt 
of 1.7570% , bringing the total for general pulyoses up to 2.5% of the value of taxable property. 
The value of taxable property is defined by law as being equal to 100% of the value of assessed 
valuation. For tlie pui-pose of applying municipally-owned electric, water, or sewer selvice and 
with voter approval, a city may incur another general obligation bonded debt equal to 2.5% of 
the value of taxable propelty. With voter approval, cities may also incur an additional general 
obligation bonded debt equal to 2.5% of the value of taxable property for parks and open space. 
Thus, under state law, the maximuin general obligatioii bonded debt which the city may incur 
cannot exceed 7.5% of the assessed property valuation. 

Municipal revenue bonds are not subject to a limitation on the ~ n a x i ~ n u ~ n  amount of debt which 
call be incurred. These boiids have no effect on the city's tax revenues because they are repaid 
fi-osn revenues derived fi-0111 the sale of service. 

The City of Gig Harbor has used general obligation boiids and municipal revenue bonds very 
infi-equently. Therefore, under state debt limitation, it has ainple debt capacity to issue bonds for 
new capital iinprovelnent projects. However, tlie city does riot cun-ently have policies in place 
regarding the acceptable level of debt and how that debt will be measured. The city believes that 
hrtlier guidelines, beyond the state statuto~y limits on debt capacity, are needed to ensure 
effective use of debt financing. Tlie city intends to develop such guidelines in tlie coming year. 
When the city is prepared to use debt financing Inore extensively, it will rely on these policies, 
the proposed method of repayment, and the market conditions at that tiine to deteniiine the 
appropriateness of issuing bonds. 

User Charges and Coiinectioii Fees: User cliarges are designed to recoup tlie costs of public 
facilities or services by charging those who benefit from such se~vices. As a tool for affecting 
tlie pace and pattern of development, user fees inay be designed to valy for the quantity and 
location of the service provided. Thus, cliarges could be greater for providing services fu~ther 
distances from urban areas. 

Mandatory Dedications or Fees in Lieu of: The jurisdiction may require, as a condition of plat 
approval, that subdivision developers dedicate a certain portion of the land in the developiiient to 
be used for public pul-poses, such as roads, parks, or schools. Dedication inay be made to the 
local govern~nent or to a private group. When a subdivision is too small or because of 
topograpllical conditions a lalid dedication cannot reasonably be required, the julisdictiori may 
require the developer to pay an equivalent fee in lieu of dedication. 

The provision of public services through subdivision dedications not only makes it more feasible 
to service tlie subdivisiori, but inay make it inore feasible to provide pul~lic facilities and services 
to adjacent areas. This tool may be used to direct growth into certain areas. 

Negotiated Agreement: An agreeinelit whereby a developer studies the impact of develop~neiit 
and proposes tnitigation for the city's approval. These agreements rely on the expertise of the 
developer to assess the impacts and costs of development. Such agreements are enforceable by 



the jurisdiction. The negotiated agreement will require lower administrative and enforcement 
costs than iinpact fees. 

Iinpact Fees: Ilnpact fees may be used to affect the location and tirnirig of infill developinent. 
Infill develop~nent usually occurs in areas with excess capacity of capital facilities. If the local 
goveln~nent chooses not to recoup the costs of capital facilities in undei-utilized service areas 
tlien infill developinent inay be encouraged by the absence of iinpact fees on developinent(s) 
proposed within such service areas. 

Ilnpact fees inay be pal-ticularly useful for a small colninunity which is facing rapid growth and 
whose new residents desire a higher level of seivice than the community has traditionally 
fostered and expected. 

Obligation to Provide Gapitall Facilities 

Coordination with Other Public Service Providers: Local goals and policies as described in the 
other coinprehensive plan elelnents are used to guide the locatiori and tiining of development. 
However, Inally local decisiolis are influenced by state agencies and utilities that provide public 
facilities within the Urban Growth Area and the City of Gig Harbor. The planned capacity of 
public facilities operated by other jurisdictions inust be considered when malting developinent 
decisions. Coordinatioii with other entities is essential not only for the location and tiining of 
public services, but also in the finaticing of such services. 

The city's plan for working with the natural gas, electric, and teleco~ninunication providers is 
detailed in the Utilities Eleinent. This plan includes policies for sharing inforination and a 
procedure for negotiating agreement for provision of new services in a timely manner. 

Other public service providers such as school districts and private water providers are not 
addressed in the Utilities Eleinent. However, the city's policy is to exchange information with 
these entities and to provide thein with the assistance they need to ensure that public services are 
available and that the quality of the service is maintained. 

Level of Service Standards: Level of service standards are an indicator of the exterit or quality of 
seivice provided by a facility that are related to the operational characteristics of the facility. 
They are a suinlnaty of existing or desired public service conditions. The process of establishing 
level of seivice standards requires the city to inalte quality of service decisions explicit. Tlie 
types of public services for which the city has adopted level of seivice standards will be 
improved to acconl~nodate the impacts of developinent and maintain existing selvice in a timely 
manner with new development. 

Level of service standards will influelice the timing and location of developinent, by clarifying 
which locations have excess capacity that inay easily support new developinent, and by delaying 
new development until it is feasible to provide the needed public facilities. In addition, to avoid 
over-extending public facilities, the provision of public selvices inay be phased over time to 



ensure that new developiiient and projected public revenues keep pace with public planning. The 
city has adopted level of sel-vice standards for six public services. These standards are to be 
identified in Section V of this element. 

Urban Growth Area Boundaries: The Urban Growth Area Boundary was selected in order to 
ensure that urban seivices will be available to all development. The location of the boundaly 
was based on the following: envirorltnental constraints, the concentrations of existing 
development, the existing ilifrastructure and sel-vices, and the locatioil of prime agricultural 
lands. New and existing development requiring urban services will be located in the IJrbali 
Growth Area. Central sewer and water, drainage facilities, utilities, telecolnlnunicatioti lines, 
and local roads will be extended to developlnent in these areas. The city is coinlnitted to sewing 
development within this boundaly at adopted level of sel-vice standards. Tlierefore, prior to 
approval of new developi~ient within the Urban Growth Area the city should review the six-year 
Capital Facilities Program and the plan in this element to ensure the financial resources exist to 
provide the sel-vices to support such new development. 

Methods for Addressing Shortfalls 

The city has identified options available for addressing sliortfalls aiid how these options will be 
exercised. The city evaluates capital facility projects on an individual basis rather than a system- 
wide basis. This inetl~od involves lower administrative costs arid can be eiriployed in a timely 
manner. However, this method will not ~iiaxiinize the capital available for tlie system as a 
whole. In deciding how to address a particular shortfall the city will balance the equity and 
efficiency considerations associated with each of these options. When evaluation of a project 
identifies sliortfall, the following options would be available: 

Increase revenue 
as Decrease level of seivice 
e Decrease the cost of a facility 
e Decrease the demand for the public sei-vice or facility 
s Reassess the land use assuinptions in the Coinprehensive Plan 

SIX-YEAR CAIFPITAlh, FACTLiITU PLAN 

In addition to the direct costs for capital improvements, this section analyzes cost for additional 
personnel and routine operation and maintenance activities. Although tlie capital facilities 
program does not include operating aiid maintenance costs, and such an analysis is not required 
under the Growth Maliageinent Act, it is an important part of tlie long-tei-ni financial planning. 
The six-year capital facilities prograin for the City of Gig Harbor was based upon the following 
analysis: 

e Financial Assumptions 
Projected Revenues 



Projected Expenditures 
(B Operating Expenses 
* Future Needs 

Financial Assuinptions 

Tlie following assuinptioiis about the future operating conditions in the city operatioils aiid 
lnarltet coliditions were used in the development of the six-year capital facilities program: 

1. The city will maintain its cut-rent fund accounting system to handle its financial affairs. 

2. Tlie cost of lunning local govelmnent will continue to increase due to inflation and 
otlier growth factors while revenues will also increase. 

3. New revenue sources, includiiig new taxes, may be necessaiy to maintain and iinprove 
city services and facilities. 

4. Capital investment will be needed to maintain, repair and rehabilitate portioiis of the 
city's agiiig infrastructure and to accotiiinodate growth anticipated over the next twenty 
years. 

5. Public iiivesttnent in capital facilities is the pi-ilnaiy tool of local government to 
support aiid eiicourage ecoiioiiiic growth. 

6. A consisteiit and reliable revenue source to fund necessaiy capital expenditures is 
desirable. 

7. A comprelieiisive approach to review, consider, and evaluate capital fundiiig requests 
is needed to aid decision inalters aiid the citizenly in understanding the capital needs of 
the city. 

Capital ilnproveineiits will be financed through the following funds: 

e General Fund 
e, Capital Ii~iproveinent Furid 
e Transportatioii Iiiiproveineiit Fuiid 

Enterprise Fuiids 

Proiected Revenues 

Tax Rase 

The City's tax base is projected to illcrease at a rate of 6% per year for the adjusted taxable value 
of the property, iiicluding iiew construction. Tlie City's assessinent ratio is projected to reinain 
constant at 100%. Altliougli this is important to the overall fiscal health of the city, capital 
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ilnprovelnents are funded prilnarily through non-tax resources. 

Revenue bv F u ~ d  

General Fund: The General Fund is the basic operating fund for the city. Ad valoreln tax 
yields were projected using the cull-ent tax rate and the projected 10% annual rate of growth for 
the adjusted taxable value of the propesty. The General Fund is allocated a percent of the annual 
tax yield fi-oin ad valorern property values. 

Capital Improvement Fund: 111 the City of Gig Harbor, the Capital Ilnprovelnent Fund 
accounts for the proceeds of the second quarter percent of the locally-imposed real estate excise 
tax. Pellnitted uses are defined as "public wol-lts projects for planning, acquisition, construction, 
reconstruction, repair, replacement, rehabilitation or iniprovelnerits of streets, roads, highways, 
sidewallcs street and road lighting systems, traffic signals, bridges, domestic water systems, 
storm arid sanita~y sewer systems, and planning, acquisition, construction, reconstluction, repair, 
replacement, rehabilitation or improvements of parks. These revenues are colnlnitted to annual 
debt sesvice and expenditures from this account are expected to remain constant through the year 
2000, based upon tlie existing debt structure. The revenues in this fund represent continued 
capture of a dedicated portion of the ad valorel11 revenues necessary to meet annual debt service 
obligations on outstanding general obligation bonds. 

Transportation Improvement Fund: Expenditures from this account include direct annual 
outlays for capital improvement pro.jects and debt service for revenue bonds. The revenues in 
this fund represent total receipts fioln state and local gas taxes. Tlie projection estimates are 
based upon state projections for gasoline consulnption, current state gas tax revenue sharing and 
continued utilization of local option gas taxes at current levels. This fund also includes state and 
federal grant monies dedicated to transportation improvements. 

Enterprise Fund: The revenue in this fund is used for the annual capital and operating 
expenditures for services that are operated and financed similar to private business entelyrises. 
The projected revenues depend upon the income from user charges, comiection fees, bond issues, 
state or federal grants and cany-over reserves. 

Operation and Maintenance Costs 

In addition to the direct costs of providing new capital facilities, the city will also incur increases 
in annual operating and rnaintenance costs. These are recursing expenses associated with routine 
operation of capital facilities. The anticipated increase in annual operating and lnaintenance 
costs associated with the new capital ilnproverrients and operation costs will initiate in the year 
following completion of the capital impsovemerit 

Operating costs are estimated by dividing the 1993 year expenditures for operation or 
inaintenance by the nulnber of units of output. This rate per unit of output is then used to 
calculate the estimated costs for operating and rnaintenance attributed to new capital 
improvemelits. The city has attempted to ~nalte vat-ious adjustments to the type and location of 
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lalid use as well as adjust~ne~its in the timing and fiuiding sources for financing capital 
improvements. The plan coiitained in this element represents a realistic projection of the city's 
fuiidi~ig capabilities and eiisures that public seivices will be maintained at acceptable levels of 
service. 

GOALS AND POLICIES 

GOAL112.1. PROVIDE NEEDED PUBLIC FACILiITIES TO ALL, OF THE CITY 
RESIDENTS IN A MANNER WHICH PROTECTS INVESTMENTS IN 
EXISTING FACILITIES, WHICII MAXIMIZES THE USE OF EXISTING 
FACILiITIES AND WHICH PROMOTE ORDERLY AND HIGH 
QUALITY URBAN GROWTH. 

GOAL12.2. PROVIDE CAPITAL, IMPROVEMENT TO CORRECT EXISTING 
DEFICIENCIES, TO REPLACE: WORN OIJT OR OBSOLETE 
FACIL,ITIES AND TO ACCOMMODATE FUTURE GROWTH, AS 
INDICATED IN THE SIX-YEAR SCHEDULIE OF IMPROVEMENTS. 

GOALJ12.3. FIJTURE DEVELOPMENT SHOIJLD BEAR ITS FAIR-SHARE OF 
FACILITY IMPROVEMENT COSTS NECESSITATED BY 
DEVELJOPMENT IN ORDER TO ACHIEVE AND MAINTAIN THE 
CITY'S ADOPTED LEVEL OF STANDAmS AND MEASURABLJE 
OBJECTIVES. 

GOAL,12.4. THE CITY SHOIJLD MANAGE ITS FISCAL RESOURCES TO SUPPORT 
THE PROVISION OF NEEDED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS FOR ALE, 
DEVELiOPMENTS. 

GOALJ12.5. THE CITY SHOULD COORDINATE LAND IJSE DECISIONS AND 
FINANCIAL, RESOURCES WITH A SCHEDIJLJE OF CAPITAL 
IMPROVEMENTS TO MEET ADOPTED L,EVEL OF SERVICE 
STANDARDS, MEASIJRABLJE OBJECTIVES AND PROVIDE EXISTING 
FUTURE FACIL,ITY NEEDS. 

GOAL12.6. THE CITY SHOULD PLAN FOR THE PROVISION OR EXTENSION OF 
CAPITAL FACILJITIES IN SHORELINE MANAGEMENT AREAS, 
CONSISTENT WITH THE GOALS, POLICIES AND OBJECTIVES OF 
THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR SI-IOREL,INE MASTER PROGRAM. 



POLICIES 

12.1.1. Capital inlprovernent projects identified for implementation and costing more than 
$25,000 shall be included in the Six Year Schedule of Improvenlent of this element. 
Capital improvements costing less than $25,000 should be reviewed for inclusion in 
the six-year capital inlprovernent program and the annual capital budget. 

12.1.2. Proposed capital improveme~lt projects shall be evaluated and prioritized using the 
following guidelines as to whether the proposed action would: 

a. Be needed to correct existing deficiencies, replace needed facilities or to provide 
facilities required for future growth; 

b. Contribute to lessening or eliiniilatiilg a public hazard; 

c. Coritribute to ininirnizing or elirniilatiilg ally existing condition of public facility 
capacity deficits; 

d. Be financially feasible; 

e. Confolln with future land uses and needs based upon projected growth; 

f. Generate public facility demands that exceed capacity increase in tlie six-year 
schedule of improvements; 

g. Have a detri~nental iiilpact on the local budget. 

12.1.3. The City sewer and water collnectio~i fee revenues shall be allocated to capital 
improver~lents related to expailsion of these facilities. 

12.1.4. The City identifies its sanitary sewer service area to be the same as the urban 
growth area. Modifications to the urban growth boundary will constitute changes 
to the sewer service area. 

12.1.5. Appropriate funding nlechanisnls for development's fair-share contribution toward 
other public facility improvements, such as transportation, parks/recreation, storm 
drainage, will be considered for inlpleme~ltatio~i as these are developed by the City. 

12.1.6. The City shall co~ltinue to adopt a~lllual capital budget and six-year capital 
inlprovement program as part of its annual budgeti~ig process. 

12.1.7. Every reaso~iable effort shall be made to secure grants or private funds as available 
to finance the provision of capital improvements. 

12.1.8. Fiscal policies to direct expenditures for capital improvements will be consistent 
with other Comprehensive Plan elements. 
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12.1.9. The City and/ or  developers of property within the City shall provide for the 
availability of public services needed to support development concurrent with the 
impacts of such development subsequent to the adoption of the Comprehensive 
Plan. These facilities shall meet the adopted level of service standards. 

12.1.10. The City will support and encourage joint development and use of cultural and 
community facilities with other governmental or  community organizations in 
areas of mutual concern and benefit. 

12.1.11. The City will emphasize capital improvement projects which promote the 
conservation, preservation or revitalization of commercial and residential areas 
within the downtown business area and along the shoreline area of Gig Harbor, 
landward of Harborview Drive and North Harborview Drive. 

12.1.12. If probable funding falls short of meeting the identified needs of this plan, the City 
will review and update the plan, as needed. The City will reassess i~nprovement 
needs, priorities, level of service standards, revenue sources and the Land Use 
Element. 

LEVEL OF SERVICE STANDAmS 

The following L,evel of Service Standards (LOS) shall be utilized by the City in evaluating the 
impacts of new development or redeveloplnent upon public facility provisions: 

1. Community Pal-ks: 
7.1 gross acres of general open space per 1,000 population. 
1.5 gross acres of active recreational area per 1,000 population. 

2. Transportation/Circulatian: 
Transportation Level of Service standards are addressed in the Transpoitation Element. 

3. Sanitary Sewer: 
174 gallons per HOUSEHOLD per day 

4. Potable Water: 
23 1 gallons per HOUSEHOLD per day 
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Six Year Capital Improvement Program 

PLAN IMPLLEMENTATION AND MONITORING 

Implerneiltatio~l 
The six-year schedule of inlproveizzents shall be the mechanisn~ tlze City will use to base its 
timing, location, projected cost and revenue sources for the capital ilnprove~nents identified for 
implementation in the other coinprehensive plan elements. 

Monitoring and Evaluation 
Monitoring and evaluation are essential to ensuring tlze effectiveness of the Capital Facilities 
Plan element. This elelnent will be reviewed annually and amended to verifL that fiscal 
resources are available to provide public facilities needed to support L,OS standards and plan 
objectives. Tlze annual review will include an exalniiiation of the following considerations in 
order to determine their contiizued appropriateness: 

a. Any col~ections, updates and lnodifications coilcerniizg costs, revenue sources, acceptance of 
facilities pursuant to dedication which are consistent wit11 tlzis eleinent, or to the date of 
construction of ally facility eizulnerated in this element; 

b. The Capital Facilities Element's continued consistency with the other element of the plan and 
its support of the land use element; 

c. The priority assigmnelit of existing public facility deficiencies; 
d. The City's progress in meeting needs determined to be existing deficiencies; 
e. The criteria used to evaluate capital iinprovelnent projects in order to ensure that projects are 

being ranlted in their appropriate order or level of priority; 
f. The City's effectiveness in lnaintaiiziizg the adopted L,OS standard and objectives achieved; 
g. Tlze City's effectiveness in reviewing the impacts of plans of other state agencies that provide 

public facilities within the City's jurisdiction; 
h. The effectiveness of impact fees or fees assessed new development for ilnproveinent costs; 
i. Efforts made to secure grants or private funds, as available, to finance new capital 

improvements; 

j. The criteria used to evaluate proposed plan a~nendments and requests for new development 
or redevelopment; 

k. Capital improvements needed for the latter part of the planning period for updating the six- 
year schedule of improvements; 

j. Corlcurrency status. 



Citv of Gig Harbor Comurehensive Plan - Capital Facilities Element 

Table 12.5. Capital Facilities Projects 
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Subtotal $5,705,000 
I 

* Private property - costs to be borne by property owner or developer 

Stolnn Water 
Utilitv Fees 

Notes: 
(1) Cost estinzates do not itlclude such items as pel-initting costs, sales tax, right-of-way acquisition, utility 
relocations, trench dewatering, traffic control or other unforeseen complications. 
(2) "Hot Spots" refers to the discretionary fknds for emergencies and small prqjects that can be easily 
repaired or otl~elwise talten care of quickly 

$$63;800 

6-vear $100,000 
2008 9 - 

A~ltlual NPDES Irnple~ne~ltation 
Expenses 
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Subtotal I 1 $1,592,000** 1 
** Estinlated costs are in 2009 dollars 
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-00 
Subtotal $33,949.000 

Project 
No. Project Projected 

Year Cost Plan Primary Funding 
Sources 

Feestsewer Rates - -- 



Citv of Gig Ilarbor Comprehensive Plan - Capital Facilities Element 

Collector System Expalisio~is 

C1 
C2 
C3 

C4 
C5 

West Side of Hwy 16 fro111 
Taconla cornillunity College to 

E 1 

E2 

E3 

E4 

E5 

$1,654,000 2000 

Gravity Sewer Replaceiiie~its 

Rosedale Street 
Gig Harbor North (West Side) 
Sehlllel Drive 
Purdy Drive fro111 Hwy 16 to 
Penitlsula High School 
Hunt & Sltansie Drainage Basin 

Subtotal 

20-Year Sewer Capital Iliiprove~iielit Projects*" 
Treatrnelit Systelii 

Subtotal $3,679,000 
Total 6-year $20,673,000 

Harborview Drive fro111 WWTP 
to Norvak 
Rosedale Streeet fro111 Hwy 16 
to Shirley Avenue 
Harbolview Drive froin 
Rosedale to Soundview 
Soulldview Drive from 
I-Iarboview to Grandview 
Sou~ldview Drive fro111 Erickson 
to Olynlpic 

4- 

$4;72+;800 

6-year 

2000 
2000 

2001 
2005 

W@@ 
Subtotal $14,000,000 

Developer-filnded 

2002 

2002 

2002 

2003 

2003 

$598;800 

?&yew 

3 
4 

4 2 

7 3 

4 - 

$1,878,000 
$1,083,000 

$2,502,000 

$5,636,000 
$12,753,000 

PWTFI SRF/ revenue 
bonds /Connection 
FeesISewer Rates 

2010-2030 
5 1 

$1,187,000 

$663,000 

$449,000 

$540,000 

$840,000 

33-yex 

Harborview Drive to WWTP 

Rosedale Drive Main Upsize 

Soundview Dr - Harbolview to 
Grandview Main Upsize 

Soundview Drive to Erickson 
Main Upsize 

6-year 
6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

IJWTF/ SRF/ revenue 
bonds /Co~ulection 
Feedsewer Rates 

~ 0 0  
w e 0  

$4,000,000 ' 

Developer-funded 
Developer-funded 

Developer-hnded 

Developer-funded 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

2010-2030 

20 10-2030 

20 10-2030 

Capital reserves 

Capital reserves 

Capital reserves 

Capital reserves 

Capital reselves 

?&yew 
?&yew 

20-year 
PWTFI SRF/ revenue 

bonds /Connection 
FeesISewer Rates 

w w  
$3,000,000 

$7%&000 
$3,000,000 -" 
$4,000,000 

20-year 

20-year 

20-year 

PWTF/ SRFI revenue 
bonds /Connection 
FeesISewer Rates 

PWTFI SRF/ revenue 
bollds /Con~~ection 
FeesISewer Rates 

PWTFI SRFI revenue 
bonds /Connectioli 
FeesISewer Rates 



Citv of Gig Harbor Co~nprelle~lsive Plan - Capital Facilities Ele~ne~lt  

I I qnin qn?n I c i  r-n nnn I qn I n -..- 1 ---- c.-A,.A 

Gravi ty  Sewer Replacements 
Bur~~ham Drive fro111 $456,000 / 20-year I Capital Reserves 

EG Harborview Drive to 96th Street 2010-2030 

Subtotal $1.647.000 

E7 

E8 

N. I-Iarl>orview Dr. fro~ll 
Peacock Mill Ave. to L.S. #2 

45th Street and Easement East of 
Point Fosdick Drive 

Lif t  Station and Force Main Irr~provenle~its 
L4- 1 
L4-2 

L8 

L3-2 

L1 

-M- 

$35 

L4-0 

2804 
20 10-2030 

2881- 
2010-2030 

Lift Station 4, Phase 1 
Lift Station 4, Phase 2 

Lift Station No.8 

Lift Station No. 3, Pliase 2 

Lift Station No. 1 -- 
~ k H B @ 5 i ~ 6 b ~  -- 

$238,000 

$953,000 

20 10-2030 
20 10-2030 

£004 
2010-2030 
28a 

20 10-2030 
aX-9 

20 10-2030 

I m m . m . D n 0 Q . l  

28-1-8-2838 

I n o . m m  m o m o  m 1  

28-1-8-2838 

1.. m 0 . m  B Q O Q  1 

2818- 

20-year 

20-year 

Capital Reserves 

Capital Reserves 

$1,121,000 
$295,000 

$568,000 

$162,000 

$470,000 

w o o  

$gJ$QQ 

w o o  

20-year 
20-year 

20-year 

20-year 

28- - - 
Capital Reserves 

Capital Reserves 

Capital Reserves 

€kI- 



City of Gig Hal-bor Colnprehellsive Plan - Capital Facilities Elenlent 

Subtotal $2,616.000 
WQQ 

Total 20.-year $52,320.000 

* Estimated costs are in year of project 
1:* Estimated costs are in 2009 dollars 
*** Punlp and lnotors assumed to have a life span of approxi~~lately 20 years, replace or repair as 

needed 

Notes: 
(1) PWTF - Public Worlts Trust Fund 
(2) SFR - State Revolvillg Fund 



Citv of Gig Harbor Coenvrehensive Plan - Capital Facilities Elenlent 

Park, Recreation & Ope11 Space Pro.'ects 

1 - 
2 - 

3 - 

4 
5 - 

6 - 

7 - 
8 - 
9 - 

10 - 

1_1 

12 - 

13 - 
14 
15 - 

16 - 

17 

18 - 

19 - 
20 

21 - 
22 - 

Pro& - 
No. 

Proiect 

City Park I~nuroven~ents 
City Skate Park Improvements 
GI-IPHS Museum Creek 
Easenient 

 harbor North Park 
Jerisich Dock Moorage Extension 
Cushman Trail Phase I1 ICimball 
to Borpen 
Boys and Girls Club1 
Senior Center 
Pioneer Way Streetscape 
Austin Estualv Parlc 

Slcansie House Renlodel 
Skansie Netshed Repair and 
Restoration 
Wlleeler Pocket Park 

Willcinson Fa1111 Barn Restoration 
Willeinson Fa1111 Parlc 
WWTPlCuslunan Trail Access 
Crescent Creek West Shore 
Acquisition 

Westside Park 
Eddon Boatvard Building 
Restoratioll 
Eddon Boatvard Building 
Impervious Containnlent Bal-rier 
Eddo11 Park Sidewalk 

Eddon Park Envirolunental 
Cleanup 
Taraboachia Public Parkin? Lot 

Proiected Year 

Maritime Pier - Dock 
23 Inlprovernents - 

Subtotal 

Plarl Cost 

ongoing 
2008-2010 

2008-2009 

2008-2012 

2008-2009 

2008-2009 

2009-201 1 

2008-2012 

2008 

2010-2012 

2008-2010 

2009 

2009 

2010 
2008-2009 

2008-201 1 

2008 

2008 

2ooJ 

2ooJ 

2007-2008 

2007-2008 

Primary F u n d i ~ ~ g  
Sources 

- -  $10,631.000 

2008-2010 

$30,000 

$400,000 

$3,000,000 

$120,000 

$664,000 

$150,000 

$127.000 
$100,000 

- 
$300.000 

$450,000 

$35,000 

$200,000 

$900,000 

- $ 

$95,000 

$900,000 

$980,000 

$25,000 

$75,000 

$2,000,000 

$30,000 

$50,000 

6 year 
6 year 

6 year 

6 vear 

6 year 

6 year 

6 year 

6 year 
6 vear 

6 e a r  

6 year 

6 year 

6 year 

6 year 
6 vear 

6 year 

6 year 

6 year 

6 year 

6 year 

6 year 

6 year 

GrantslLocal 

Local 

Local 
Developer 

Mitigatio~dImpact 
FeesIGrantslDonations 

LocallCout~ty 

Local 

Local 
Local 

PSRC GrandLocal 

I-Ieritage GrantlLocal 

Heritage Barn 
GrandLocal Match 

State IAC Grant 

IAC Grant/Impact 
FeesILocal 

Heritage Grant 

Brownsfields Grants1 
Harbor Cove Escrow 

Account 

Local 
6 year Local 



City of Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan - Capital Facilities Elenlent 

Notes: 
(1) CFP - Capital Facilities Program 
(2) GI Fee - Growth Impact Fee 
(3) Bolid - Park, Recreation & Open Space Bond 



City of Gig Harbor Co~ngrellensive Plan - Capital Facilities Ele~nent 

Oly~npic Drivel 56th Street 
1 2 1  I~nvrove~nents 

1 

1 2007 I 6-year I L.ocal1 State 1 $4.000.000 1 

- 
Sltansie Ave Inlprovenlents (Rosedale 
to Hunt. Roundabout @, Hunt) 

3 

2884 
2010 

4 

56th Street/ Point Fosdick Drive 
Ilnprove~nents 

5 

6 

7 

+%%3+388 
$2,100.000 

Grandview Street (Phase 2) 

8 
9 

20068- 
2004 12 

38th Avenue Improve~nents - (Phase 1) 

45th Avenue Pedestrian I~nprovenlent 

36tW Point Fosdick Intersection 

10 
1 1 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 
20 

21 

22 

6-year 

2004-8- 
2005 12 

Grandview Street (Phase 3) 
Pre~ltice Street Iinprovenlents 

23 

L,ocal/ State 

$2,650,000 

20068- 
2004 12 

200 4.2 

?€I04 
2008 - 2012 

Briarwood Lane Inlprovenlents 
38th Avenue Inlprovelnents (Phase 2) 

Fra~lkli~l Avenue I~nproveme~lts 
(Phase 2) 

Downtown Parking Lot Construction 
Design Only 

Burtlhan~ Drive Improvements (Phase 
1) 

Vernhardson Street I~nprovenle~lts 

Rosedale Street Improvements (Phase 
2) 
Burlham Drive I~nprovenlents (Phase 
2) 
Rosedale Street Improve~ne~lts (Phase 
3) 
Point Fosdick Drive Pedestrian 
Improvenlents 
50th Court 

Harborview Drive Improvement 
Project 

North-South Conllector (Swede Hill 
Road) 

24 
25 

$250,000 

£085--2884 
2008 - 2012 

2008 

Burnham Drive I~nprovenlents (Phase 
3) 

6-year 

$6,588,000 

$170,000 

$980,000 

£085 
2008 - 2012 
2007-2010 

£088 
2008 - 2012 

2008-2010 

£086;3887 
2008 - 2012 

28-87 
2008 - 2012 

£W?-?088 
2008 - 2012 

2009-20 

2008-2009 

2009-2010 

2008-2009 

2007-2008 

2007 

38tM Hunt Street (Phase 1) 
Crescent Valley Connector 

L,ocal/ State 

6-year 

$510,000 
$520,000 

2009-2010 

L,ocal 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

$500,000 
$4,400,000 

$500,000 

$60,000 

$4 15,000 

$223,000 

$593,000 

$2,775,000 

$445,000 

$2,000,000 
$1,000,000 

$560,000 

Developer 

2008-2009 
2008-20183 

L,ocal/ State 

L,ocal/ State 

Locall State 

6-year 

6-year 

$4,400,000 

L,ocal 

Local 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

6-year 

$208,000 
$4,300,000 

L,ocall State 

L,ocal/ State 

Local 

L,ocal 

Local1 State 

L,ocall State 

L,ocal 

L,ocal/ State 

L,ocal 

L,ocal/ State 

L,ocal 

Local 

State 

6-year Local1 State 

6-year 
6-year 

L,ocal/ State 
L,ocall State 



City of Gig Harbor Cornprehe~lsive Plan - Capital Facilities Elelllellt 

Project 
No. 

26 

Project 

27 

Hunt St Crossing of SR- 16 Kilnball 
Drive Extension 

28 ( 50'" Street Extension to 38"' 

Projected 
Year 

Wollochet Drive Illlprovelnellt Project 

29 - 

28- 
2011 

2008 

30 - 

Cost 

2010 

Bur~ham I~lterchange i~lterilll Solutioll 
Improvements 

3 1 - 

32 - 

33 - 

' 747  Cj$$ 
, L ' l ,  

$5,250,000 

$900,000 

Bunham Interchanpe Long-Term 
Solutioll Ilnprovelnellts 

34 - 

35 - 

36 - 

Plan 

$5,000,000 

6 year 

2008 

Burlham Drive (Harborbiew to 
I~ltercl~ange) Sidewalks, Median, etc. 
Rosedale - Stinson to Sltansie 
(Roadway, Bike Lane, Sidewalk, 
Median) 

Dollkey Creek day lighting, Street & 
Bridge Ilnprovelllellts 

37 - 

Prinlary Funding 
Sourccs 

I 

6-year 

2012 

Narborview Drive SidewalldRoadway 
Ilnprovelllents 

JudsordStatlicldUddellburg 
SidewalMRoadway Inlprovernellts 

38"' Street Sidewalk, Bike Lane, 
Im~rovements 

38 - 

39 - 

Subtotal 1 - 1 $124,032,000 1 _ 

L,ocal/ State 

6-year 

$10,300,000 

2011 

2010 

2009 

Public W o k s  Operatiolls Facility 

40 - 

Notes: 
(1) The  Gig Harbor Trailsportatioll Plan Update does not colltaill projects beyond the next six years. 

The  Six Year Tral-~sportatioll I~l~provelllellt Plan is updated annually. The  table reflects the l~ los t  
recent update. 

State 

$44,000,000 

2008 

2008 

2009 

Street Co~l~~ect ioas  - Pt. Fosdick Area 
Skallsie Ave Ilnprovelllellts (Rosedale 
to Hunt; Traffic cotltrol device 0, 
I-Iunt) 

6 a 

$4,500,000 

$1,950,000 

$3,250,000 

2009 

EricsoldGra~ldview (Pedestrian Loop 
Improvements and Lighting) 

StateIDeveloper 

6 year 

$1,200,000 

$750,000 

$1,900,000 

2011 

2010 

FederalJS tatel 
SEPAJ Illlpact 

FeesILocal 

6 year 

- 6 ~r 

6 year 

I I I 
$1,125,000 

2008 

StateILocal 

StateILocal 

Fedexallstate 
Earl~~arlts & 

Grants 

6 year 

6 year 

6 year 

$1,500.000 

$2,100,000 

Local 

Local 

StateILocal 

6 year 

$160,000 
$43;484;58Q 

Local 

6 year 

StateILocal 

Mitigatio~dImpact 
Fees 

6 year Local 


	PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  
	               Checks # 55741 through #55932 in the amount of $880,904.26. 
	 13.     Approval of Payment of Payroll for October: 
	  Checks #4888 through #4920 and direct deposit entries in the total amount of $312,764.58.  Note:  Check #4905 replaced VOID check #4891 dated October 12, 2007 
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