
CITY OF FIFE, WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE NO. 1818

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF

FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON, AMENDING THE

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR THE CITY OF FIFE

PURSUANT TO THE STATE OF WASHINGTON' S GROWTH

MANAGEMENT ACT. 

WHEREAS, in 1996, the City Council adopted the Comprehensive Plan for the
City of Fife and its urban growth area pursuant to the State of Washington' s Growth
Management Act; and

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted a major update to the Comprehensive Plan
for the City of Fife in 2005; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Growth Management Act, non - emergency

amendments to the Comprehensive Plan can be considered no more than once each year; 

and

WHEREAS, proposed amendments for 2012 were submitted to the Fife Planning
Commission; and

WHEREAS, the Fife Planning Commission held a public hearing on the
proposed amendments on October 1, 2012, and after the hearing considered the proposed
amendments, established findings and fact, and made recommendations to the City
Council recommending approval of the submitted Comprehensive Plan amendments with
the further recommendation that the Council consider amending the school impact fee
ordinance to make the impacts fees for Puyallup School District and the Fife School
District the same; and

WHEREAS, copies of the proposed amendments were submitted to the State of

Washington Department of Commerce and other state agencies for the 60 day review
period required by the State' s Growth Management Act; and

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing on the proposed amendments
on October 23, 2012; and

WHEREAS, a Determination ofNon - significance was issued September 6, 2012; 

and

WHEREAS, all comments and documents received from the public, staff, and

governmental agencies have been incorporated into the public record and considered by
the City Council in determining what action, if any, should be taken; and
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WHEREAS, the City Council finds the proposed amendments, as accepted by
Council and set forth in this ordinance, are consistent with the Fife Comprehensive Plan, 
and with the goals and policies of the Growth Management Act; now therefore

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, 
WASHINGTON DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. The Findings of Fact and Conclusions on the proposed 2012
Comprehensive Plan adopted by the Planning Commission on October 1, 2012 and

attached hereto as Exhibit A, are adopted and incorporated as the Council' s Findings of

Fact as if fully set forth herein. 

Section 2. The City Council hereby amends the Fife Comprehensive Plan as
follows: 

a. Update to Six -Year Transportation Improvement Plan. The

Six -Year Transportation Improvement Plan ( 2013 -2018) attached hereto

as Exhibit B is hereby incorporated by reference into the Capital Facilities
Element, superseding prior versions. 

b. Amendments to Capital Facilities Element. Comprehensive

Plan Chapter 7, Capital Facilities Element is hereby amended as set forth
in Exhibit C attached hereto. 

c. School District Capital Improvement Plans, The Puyallup
School District 2012 -2017 Capital Facilities Plan and the Fife School

District 2012 -2018 Capital Facilities Plan are hereby incorporated by
reference into the Capital Facilities Element, superseding prior versions. 

Section 3. Each and every provision of this Ordinance shall be deemed
severable. In the event that any portion of this Ordinance is determined by final order of a
court of competent jurisdiction to be void or unenforceable, such determination shall not

affect the validity of the remaining provisions thereof provided the intent of this Ordinance
can still be furthered without the invalid provision. 

Section 4. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect five ( 5) days after

publication as required by law. A summary of this Ordinance may be published in lieu of
the entire Ordinance, as authorized by State law. 

Introduced the 20th day ofNovember 2012. 

Passed by the City Council on the 27th day of November 2012. 
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ATTEST: 

Published: It ,_ O

Effective Date: 
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EXHIBIT A

To Ordinance No. 1818

City ofFife Proposed 2012 Comprehensive Plan Amendments
Planning Commission Findings ofFact

1. The City of Fife adopted a GMA Comprehensive Plan in 1996. The City of Fife has routinely
amended its Comprehensive Plan on an annual basis. 

2. The public was invited to submit applications to amend the City of Fife Comprehensive Plan
for the 2012 plan amendment cycle during November 2011 ( November 1 -30). Notice of the

ability for the public to submit plan amendment requests were provided in the Fife Flyer on
October 21, November 4, and November 18, 2011. No applications were submitted. 

3. In addition to privately initiated plan amendment applications ( if any are submitted), the
City of Fife routinely amends the comprehensive plan on an annual basis to address certain
items including, as examples, capital facilities plans and transportation improvement plan
updates. 

4. Based on Finding #3 above, the 2012 comprehensive plan amendments include: 

A. Adoption of the 2012 -2018 Fife School District Capital Facilities Plan. 

B. Adoption of the 2012 -2017 Puyallup School District Capital Facilities Plan. 
C. Incorporation of the City of Fife 2013 -2018 Six -Year Transportation Improvement

Program (TIP) into the City of Fife Comprehensive Plan; and
D. Amendments to Comprehensive Plan Chapter 7 Capital Facilities Element to update

capital projects and funding sources. 
5. Adoption of Fife and Puyallup school district capital facilities plans is intended to enable the

City to assess school impact fees through the adoption and amendment of the City's school
impact fee ordinance (Fife Municipal Code Chapter 20. 15). 

6. The City annually updates and adopts a Six -Year Transportation Improvement Program
TIP) in accordance with RCW 35. 77.010. The TIP is the City's detailed transportation

improvement work program and identifies transportation - related projects the City intends to
begin within the next six years. 

7. This year's 2013 -2018 Six -Year TIP was approved by the Fife City Council on August 14, 
2012 through the adoption of Resolution No. 1493. Incorporation of the 2013 -2018 Six Year
TIP into the Comprehensive Plan is intended to keep the Comprehensive Plan consistent
with state law and the Countywide Planning Policies. 

8. RCW36.7oA.o7o( 3) provides for the requirement that each comprehensive plan subject to
the requirements of the Growth Management Act include a capital facilities element. 

RCW36.7oA.o7o( 3) states, 

A capital facilities plan element consisting of: (a) An inventory of existing capital
facilities owned by public entities, showing the locations and capacities of the capital
facilities; (b) a forecast of the future needs for such capital facilities; (c) the proposed

locations and capacities of expanded or new capital facilities; (d) at least a six -year plan

that will finance such capital facilities within projected funding capacities and clearly
identifies sources of public money for such purposes; and (e) a requirement to reassess
the land use element if probable funding falls short of meeting existing needs and to
ensure that the land use element, capital facilities plan element, and financing plan
within the capital facilities plan element are coordinated and consistent. Park and
recreation facilities shall be included in the capital facilities plan element." 
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9. The proposed amendments to Comprehensive Plan Chapter 7 Capital Facilities Element are
intended to update capital projects and funding sources. In summary these amendments
include: 

Addition of the Public Safety Fund within the CFE. This fund, created in 2007, may
only be used for the purpose of paying for the costs of the red light enforcement
program, including the City's administrative costs; provided, however, if there are
surplus moneys in the fund, then the surplus moneys may only be expended for the
following purposes: 

1) Purchase and installation of school zone signs and lights; 
2) Pedestrian overpass /underpass design and construction costs; 

3) Sidewalk design and construction costs; 
4) Streetlight acquisition, operation and maintenance; 
5) Signalized pedestrian crosswalks; 
6) Purchase, design and construction of pedestrian trails that serve to

redirect pedestrian traffic off of streets with high traffic volumes; and, 

7) Design and construction of similar pedestrian safety oriented
improvements. 

Minor text amendments to provide clarification such as correcting levels of service for
Parks /Recreation /Open Space and to remove references to Drainage District 21 ( Exhibit
C); and, 

An updated projects list (Exhibit C, Revised Table 7 -1) to reflect projects that have been
completed and other new projects which have been identified relating to transportation, 
utilities and parks. 

10. FMC (14.04) provides that comprehensive plan amendments be reviewed by the
Planning Commission who then makes a recommendation to the City Council. In
accordance with FMC (14. 06.030), notice of the October 1, 2012 Planning Commission
was provided by a legal notice published in the Tacoma News Tribune on September 19, 
2012. 

11. In accordance with RCW 36.70A. 106, the proposed Comprehensive Plan amendments were

transmitted to the Washington State Department of Commerce for the 6o -day State agency
review process on September 6, 2012. 

12. A State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) Determination of Non - Significance ( DNS) was
issued on the proposal on September 6, 2012. 
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Washington State Department of Transportation

en

Agency: Fife

Co. No.: 27

City No.: 0450

Co. Name: Pierce Co. 

MPO /RTPO: PSRC

Six Year Transportation Improvement Program

From 2013 to 2018

Hearing Date: 8/ 14/ 2012 Adoption Date: 8/ 14/ 2012

Amend Date: Resolution No.: 1493

Functional Class Priority Number
Project Identification

A. PIN /Federal Aid No. B. Bridge No. 

C. Project Title

D. Street /Road Name or Number

E. Beginning MP or Road • Ending MP or Road
F. Describe Work to be Done

Improvement Type(
s) 

Status TotalLength
r
m

Project Costs In Thousands of Dollars

Expenditure Schedule

Local Agency) 

Federally Funded
Projects OnlyProjects

ProjectPhase
Phase

Start

mm/dd/yyyy) 

Fund Source Information

Federal Funding

State

Fund
Code

State

Funds
Local

Funds
Total

Funds

Envir. 

Type

Required

Date

MMY17

Federal

Fund
Code

Federal

Cost by
Phase

1st 2nd 3rd

4th

Thru
6th

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21

11 1
POT Road Interchange Modification -Phase 1

1 - 5 SB and 34th Ave E

from: 1 - 5 SB to: Port of Tacoma Rd

Relocate 1 - 5 SB exit ramp to connect to Pacific Highway at 34th Avenue. 
Reconstruct 34th Avenue and 12th Street to a 3 lane roadway. Project total

16,900. 

01

03

04

S 0. 23 C

G
S

T

W

PE

RW

CN

6/ 6/ 2013

6/ 6/ 2013

6/ 6/ 2013

STP( U) 

STP( U) 

STP( U) 

1500

2600

FMSIB

FMSIB
FMSIB 3000

2450

4015

3950

6615

3000

2450

3050

2000 1000

EA

Totals 4, 100 3000 6465 13565 7500 1000

16 2
20th Street East Reconstruction - 54th to 63rd

20th Street East

from: 54th Avenue East 10: 63rd Avenue East

Reconstruct section of 20th Street East to a 3 -lane roadway with curbs, 
gutters, sidewalks and drainage improvements. Signal installation at 62nd

Ave. E. Project total $ 8,500. 

03 S 0. 48 C
P

S
G
T

W

PE

RW

CN

1/ 1/ 2013

8/ 1/ 2013

1/ 1/ 2015

500

2000

6000

500

2000

6000

500

1000 1000

6000

EA

Totals 8500 8500 1500 1000 6000

17 3
Reconstruction of Levee Road -West Segment

N. Levee Rd

from: Frank Albert Rd to: 54th Ave E

Reconstruct a 3 - lane readway section of N Levee Rd from Frank Albert
Rd to 54th Ave E - Phase I Widening. Project total $ 6, 500. 

03

04

P 0. 58
PE

RW

CN

1/ 1/ 2014

9/ 1/ 2014

7/ 1/ 2015

500

1000

5000

500

1000

5000

500

500 500

5000

EA

Totals 6500 6500 1000 5500

16 4
Freeman Road Reconstruction - North Segment

Freeman Road

from: Valley Avenue East to: 20th Street East

Reconstruct to 3 -lane roadway with curbs, gutters, sidewalks, bike lanes
and drainage improvements. Funded by LID No. 08 -03. Project total

17, 500. 

03

04

P 1. 42 C

G
P

S
T

W

1 1 1 1 1 1 i 1 1 1
EA

Totals

Report Date: July 28, 2009 Page 1
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Washington State Department of Transportation

WA. 
enAggency: Fife

Co. No.: 27

City No.: 0450

Co. Name: Pierce Co. 

MPO /RTPO: PSRC

Six Year Transportation Improvement Program

From 2013 to 2018

Hearing Date: 8/ 14/ 2012 Adoption Date: 8/ 14/ 2012

Amend Date: Resolution No.: 1493

Functional Class Priority Number
Project Identification

A. PIN /Federal Aid No. B. Bridge No. 

C. Project Title

D. Street /Road Name or Number

E. Beginning MP or Road - Ending MP or Road
F. Describe Work to be Done

Improvement Type(
s) 

Status TotalLength
2^. 
71

Protect Costs In Thousands of Dollars

Expenditure Schedule

Local AgenC1) 

Federally Funded
Projects Only

ProjectPhase
Phase

Start

mm/dd/yyyy) 

Fund Source Information

Federal Funding

State
Fund

Code

State
Funds

Local

Funds

Total

Funds

Envir. 

Type

R/ W

Required

Date
MM /Yf 

Federal

Fund

Code

Federal

Cost by
Phase

1st 2nd 3rd

4th

Thru
6th

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21

5
54th Ave Corridor Study
54th Ave Corridor

from: No. Levee Rd to: 20th St E

54th Ave is currently closed at the UPRR tracks. Council directed staff to
prepare a corridor study using existing model and traffic counts. Project
total $ 25

P
PE 1/ 1/ 2013 25 25 25

Totals 25 25 25

00 6
Grade Separation /Pedestrian Railroad Crossing

Pedestrian Railroad Crossing
from: Radiance to: Brookfield Garden

Construct a pedestrian grade separation crossing at the Union Pacific
Railroad tracks from one side of 54th Avenue East to the other side. 54th

Avenue East is closed at the tracks. Project total 54, 800. 

32

08

P 00
ALL 1/ 1/ 2014 4800

48001
300 4500

EA

Totals 4800 4800 300 4500

17 7
Valley Ave E Reconstruction - 54th to B.G. 

Valley Ave E
from: 54th Ave E to: Brookville Gardens

Reconstruct and widen 3 lane roadway and construct two roundabout
intersections at 58th Ave E and 62nd Ave E. Project total $ 8,300. 

03

05

P 1. 2 C

G
S

T

W

PE

RW

CN

1/ 1/ 2014

8/ 1/ 2014

6/ 1/ 2015

500

800

7000

500

800

7000

500

800

7000

EA

Totals 8300 8300 1300 7000

16 8
20th Street East Reconstruction - 63rd to 70th

20th Street East

from: 63rd Avenue East to: 70th Avenue East

Reconstruct and widen 3 -lane roadway with curbs, gutters & sidewalks - 
Developer Funded. Project total $5000. 

03

05

P 0. 50
ALL 1/ 1/ 2013

EA

Totals

Report Date: July 28, 2009 Page 2
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1

Washington State Department of Transportation

Agency: Fife

Co. No.: 27

City No.: 0450

Co. Name: 

MPO /RTPO: 

Pierce Co. 

PSRC

Six Year Transportation Improvement Program

From 2013 to 2018

Hearing Date: 8/ 14/2012 Adoption Date: 8/ 14/2012

Amend Date: Resolution No.: 1493

Til

o
ro

U

Priority Number
Project Identification

A. PIN /Federal Aid No. B. Bridge No. 

C. Project Title

D. Street /Road Name or Number

E. Beginning MP or Road - Ending MP or Roadg g g

F. Describe Work to be Done

Improvement Type(
s) 

Status TotalLength UtilityCodes
Project Costs In Thousands of Dollars

Expenditure Schedule

Local Agency) 

Federally
Projects

Funded

Only

R,-yy

Required

Date
MIWYY) 

r
a

a

Phase
Start

mm/dd/yyyy) 

Fund Source Information

Federal Funding

State

Fund

Code

State
Funds

Local

Funds

Total

Funds

Envir. 

Type

Federal

Fund
Code

Federal

Cost byy
Phase

1st 2nd 3rd

4th

Thru
6th

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21

11 9
POT Road Interchange Modification - Phase 2

15 SB

from: Port of Tacoma Rd. to: 15 SB

Relocation of new exit ramp connecting 1 - 5 SB to POT ( Phase 2) Project
total $ 8800. 

01

08

03

P
ALL 1/ 1/ 2015 FMSIB 5000 3800 8800 8800

EA

Totals 5000 3800 8800 8800

10
POT Road Interchange Modification - Phase 3

15 NB Interchange

from: 15 Ramps 1o: POT Rd 20th St to 34th Ave

Reconstruct NB 15 exit and entrance ramp connectors with Port of Tacoma
Rd, 20th St E. and 34th Ave E and two signal installations. ( Phase 3) 

Project total 527, 500. 

01

08

P
ALL 1/ 1/ 2015

1
FMSIB 8200 19300 27500 27500

EA

EA

Totals 8200 19300

1
25000

27500

250001
27500

25000
14 11

70th Ave E RR Overpass

70th Ave E

from: South of UPRR to: North of UPRR

Construct an overpass structure above UPRR. Project total $ 25,000. 

03

08

P 0.1 C
G
P
s

W

ALL 1/ 1/ 2016

Totals 25000 25000 25000

00 12
Pavement Overlay Program
Location based on Pavement Condition Index

from: Various to: Various

Pavement Overlays on various streets Citywide. Year 1 = 54th Ave E to

Pacific Hwy E to N. City Limits

07 P varies
CN

ALL

1/ 1/ 2013

1/ 1/ 2013

STP( U) 750 645

13951
645

500

500

500

500
500

1500

1500 C E

Totals 750 645 1395 1145 1000 1000 3000

Report Date: July 28, 2009 Page 3
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Washington State Department of Transportation

Agency: Fife

Co. No.: 27

City No.: 0450

Co. Name: Pierce Co. 

MPO /RTPO: PSRC

Six Year Transportation Improvement Program

From 2013 to 2018

Hearing Date: 8/ 14/ 2012 Adoption Date: 8/ 14/2012

Amend Date: Resolution No.: 1493

Functional Class Priority Number
Project Identification

A. PIN /Federal Aid No. B. Bridge No. 

C. Project Title

D. Street /Road Name or Number

E. Beginning MP or Road - Ending MP or Roadg g g

F. Describe Work to be Done

Improvement Type(
s) 

Status TotalLength UtilityCodes
Project Costs In Thousands of Dollars

Expenditure Schedule

Local Agency) 

Federally Funded
Projects Only

ProjectPhase
Phase
Start

mm /dd/yyyy) 

Fund Source Information

Federal Funding

State

Fund

Code

State

Funds

Local

Funds
Total

Funds

Envir. 

TypeyP

R/ W

Required
Date

M

Federal

Fund

Code

Federal

Cost byy
Phase

1st 2nd 3rd

4th

Thru

6th

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21

14 13
70th Avenue East Reconstruction - South Segment

70th Avenue East

from: North Levee Road to: 43rd Street East
Reconstruct a 5 -lane section, from North Levee Rd. to43rd Street E. - 

mostly developer funded. Project total $ 3000. 

03 P 0. 35 P

T

W

C
G

S

ALL 1/ 1/ 2015
EA

Totals

16 14
20th Street East /Frank Albert Road Signalization

20th Street East/ Frank Albert Road

from: Intersection to: Intersection
Signalization of the intersection - developer funded. Project total 5450. 

12 P 00
ALL 1/ 1/ 2013 I EA

Totals

00 15
Sidewalk Extensions and Curb Return Reconstruction

Various

from: Various to: Various

Extend sidewalks to connect gaps between existing sidewalks and
reconstruct curb returns for trucks at various locations city wide. Project
total $ 300. 

32 P oo 1 1 1 1 i 1 1 I 1 1 1
CE

Totals

17 16
Reconstruction of N Levee Rd - Central Segment

N Levee Rd

from: 54th Ave E to: 70th Ave E

Reconstruction of N Levee Rd from 54th Ave E to 70th Ave E. to a 3 -lane

roadway section. Project total 510, 100. 

03

04

P 1. 3 C

T

PE

RW

CN

1/ 1/ 2015

8/ 1/ 2015

6/ 1/ 2016

600

1500

8000

600

1500

8000

600

1500

8000

EA

Totals 10100 10100 10100

Report Date: July 28, 2009 Page 4
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Washington State Department of Transportation

Agency: Fife

Co. No.: 27 Co. Name: Pierce Co. 

City No.: 0450 MPO /RTPO: PSRC

Six Year Transportation Improvement Program

From 2013 to 2018

Hearing Date: 8/ 14/2012 Adoption Date: 8/ 14/ 2012

Amend Date: Resolution No.: 1493

Functional Class Priority Number
Project Identification

A. PIN /Federal Aid No. B. Bridge No. 

C. Project Title

D. Street /Road Name or Number

E. Beginning MP or Road - Ending MP or Road
F. Describe Work to be Done

Improvement Type(
s) 

Status TotalLength
Project Costs In Thousands of Dollars

Expenditure Schedule

Local Agency) 

Federally Funded
Projects Only

ProjectPhase
Phase
Start

mm/ddlYYYY) 

Fund Source Information

Federal Funding

State

Fund
Code

State

Funds
Local

Funds
Total

Funds

Envir. 

Type

R/W

Required

Date
ML1/ YY) 

Federal

Fund
Code

Federal

Cost by
Phase

1st 2nd 3rd

4th

Thru
6th

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21

19 17
Extension of 59th Ave E North from Pac. Hwy. E. to 12th St. E. 
59th Avenue East - Phase 2

from: Pacific Highway East to: 12th Street East

Extension of 59th Avenue East North from Pacific Highway East to 12th
Street East. Funded by the Puyallup Tribe. Project total $3.000. 

01 P 0. 18 C
G
P

T

W

s

EA

Totals

14 18
19204 -H ( Pierce Co.) 

70th Avenue Bridge: New Bridge

70th Avenue East

from: River Road East (SR167) to: North Levee Road

Expedite construction of new bridge to cross the Puyallup River from River
Road East to North Levee Road at 70th Avenue East. Project total $ 20. 

08 p 0.06 C
G
P
S

T

W

1 I I EIS

Totals

16 19
North Levee Road Reconstruction - East Segment

North Levee Road

from: 70th Avenue East to: Freeman Road

Reconstruct roadway to a 3 -lane roadway section and signalize 2
Intersections. Project total $7500. 

03

04

12

P 0.80 C

P
S

T

W

PE

RW

CN

1/ 1/ 2016

1/ 1/ 2017

1/ 1/ 2017

500

1700

5300

500

1700

5300

500
EA

Totals 7500 7500 500

14 20
54th Ave E Interchange with 1 -5

54th Avenue East/I -5 Interchange

from: Pacific Hwy lo: 20th St E

Rebuild 1. 5 interchange and intersection between Pacific Hwy and 20th St E. 
Project total $ 53. 400. 

05

12

P 00
PE 1/ 1/ 2013 1

11
1

EA

Totals 1 1 1

Report Date: July 28, 2009 Page 5
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Washington State Department of Transportation

en

Agency: Fife

Co. No.: 27 Co. Name: Pierce Co. 

City No.: 0450 MPO /RTPO: PSRC

Six Year Transportation Improvement Program

From 2013 to 2018

Hearing Date: 8/ 14/ 2012 Adoption Date: 8/ 14/2012

Amend Date: Resolution No.: 1493

Functional Class Priority Number
Project Identification

A. PIN /Federal Aid No. B. Bridge No. 

C. Project Title

D. Street /Road Name or Number

E. Beginning MP or Road - Ending MP or Road
F. Describe Work to be Done

Improvement Type(
s) 

Status TotalLength UtilityCodes
Project Costs In Thousands of Dollars

Expenditure Schedule

Local Agency) 

Federally Funded
Projects Only

ProjectPhase
Start

mm /dd/yyyy) 

Fund Source Information

Federal Funding

State
Fund

Code

State
Funds

Local

Funds

Total

Funds

Envir. 

Type

R/ W

Required

Date
MM Yy) 

Federal

Fund

Code

Federal

Cost by
Phase

1st 2nd 3rd

4th

Thru

6th

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21

19 21
54th Avenue East: Grade Separation

54th Avenue East

from: Union Pacific Railroad to: Union Pacific Railroad

Construct a grade separation structure that would re -open the street. 
Project total $35, 800. 

08 P oo C

G

P

S
T

W

PE 1/ 1/ 2014 1 1 1

EA

Totals 1 1 1

19 22
52nd Avenue East: New Road

52nd Avenue East

from: 12th Street to: 15th St Ct E
Construct a new street from 12th Street to 15th St Ct E. Project total

52, 000. 

01 P 0. 15 C

G

P

S
T

W

PE

RW

CN

1/ 1/ 2014

1/ 1/ 2014

1/ 1/ 2015

250

150

1600

250

150

1600

250

150

1600

EA

Totals 2000 2000 400 1600

00 23
Pedestrian Trail between Brookville Gardens to Torre Property

Pedestrian Trail

from: Brookville Gardens to: Torre Property
Construct pedestrian trail connectiing Brookville Gardens to Torre property
through Wedge Park and Columbia JHS. Project total 51, 500. 

32 P
ALL 1/ 1/ 2014 1500

15001
1500

EA

Totals 1500 1500 1500

17 24
Frank Albert Rd Overcrossinp 1 -5

Frank Albert Rd E

from: 20th St E to: Pacific Hwy E
Extend Frank Albert Rd from 20th St E to Pacific Hwy E including new
bridge over 1 - 5. Project total $24,300. 

01

08

P 0.25

G
P

S
T

W

PE 1/ 1/ 2016 1

11
1

EIS

Totals 1 1 1

Report Date: July 28, 2009 Page 6
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VWashington State Department of Transportation

Aggency: Fife

Co. No.: 27

City No.: 0450

Co. Name: Pierce Co. 

MPO /RTPO: PSRC

Six Year Transportation Improvement Program

From 2013 to 2018

Hearing Date: 8/ 14/ 2012 Adoption Date: 8/ 14/ 2012

Amend Date: Resolution No.: 1493

Functional Class Priority Number
Project Identification

A. PIN /Federal Aid No. B. Bridge No. 

C. Project Title

D. Street /Road Name or Number

E. Beginning MP or Road - Ending MP or Road
F. Describe Work to be Done

Improvement Type(
s) 

Status TotalLength
m

Project Costs In Thousands of Dollars

Expenditure Schedule

Local Agency) 

Federally Funded
Projects Only

ProjectPhase
j

II

Phase
Start

mm /ddryyyy) 

Fund Source Information

Federal Funding

State

Fund

Code

State

Funds
Local

Funds
Total

Funds

Envir. 

Type

R/ W

Required

Date
M y) 

Federal

Fund

Code

Federal

Cost by
Phase

1st 2nd 3rd

4th

Thru
6th

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21

16 25
Freeman Road Reconstruction - South Segment

Freeman Road

from: North Levee Road to: Valley Avenue East
Reconstruct to 3 -lane roadway with curbs, gutters, sidewalks, bike lanes
and drainage improvements. 

03

04

P 0.875 c

G

P

T

T

W

PE 1/ 1/ 2013 1 1 1
EA

Totals 1 1 1

14 26
70th Avenue East Reconstruction - North Segment

70th Avenue East

from: 20th Street East to: Pacific Hwy E
Reconstruct 4 -lane roadway section including curbs, gutters & sidewalks. 
Widen roadway. Replace 1 - 5 Bridge - WSDOT Project. Project total

66, 900. 

04

09

02

P 0. 50 S
P

G

C' 

W

ALL 1/ 1/ 2015 WSDOT 66900

669001
66900

EA

Totals 66900 66900 66900

16 27
20th Street East Reconstruction - 34th St E to Industry

20th Street East

from: 34th Street East to: Industry Drive East
Reconstruct and widen 4 -lane roadway with new signal. 

03

05

P 0. 11

F
T

W

C

S

PE 1/ 1/ 2015 1

11
1

EA

Totals 1 1 1

16 28
20th Street East Reconstruction - 70th to Freeman

20th Street East

from: 70th Ave East to: Freeman Road

Reconstruct a 3 -lane section with curbs, gutters, sidewalks, and drainage. 

03 P 0.85 C
G

P

S

T

W

PE 1/ 1/ 2015 1 1 1
EA

Totals 1 1 1
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U

t1

oE
a` 2

Project Identification

A. PIN /Federal Aid No. B. Bridge No. 

C. Project Title

D. Street /Road Name or Number

E. Beginning MP or Road - Ending MP or Roadg g g

F. Describe Work to be Done

Improvement Type(
s) 

Status TotalLength UtilityCodes
I

Project Costs In Thousands of Dollars

Expenditure Schedule

Local Agency) 

Federally Funded
Projects Only

L
a

o
a

Phase

Start

mm /ddlyyyy) 

Fund Source Information

Federal Funding

State

Fund
Code

State
Funds

Local

Funds

Total

Funds

Envir. 

Type

R/\ N

Required

Date
MM/YY) 

Federal

Fund
Code

Federal

Cost byy
Phase

1st 2nd 3rd

4th

Thru

6th

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21

16 29
20th Street East Reconstruction - Industry to 54th
20th Street East

from: Industry Drive to: 54th Ave E

Reconstruct 3 -lane roadway to add bicycle lanes. 

03

05

P 0. 43 C
G
P

S

T

W

PE 1/ 1/ 2015 1 1 1

EA

Totals 1 1 1

19 30
52nd Ave E Improvement

52nd Avenue East

from: 15th St Ct E to: Pacific Highway East
Improve 52nd Avenue East North from 15th St Ct E to Pacific Highway
East. Project total $ 250. 

03 P 0. 1

G
P

S

T

W

PE 1/ 1/ 2014 250

2501
250

EA

Totals 250 250 250

17 31
12th Street East Reconstruction

12th Street East

from: 62nd Street East to: Alexander Avenue East

Reconstruct to a 3 -lane roadway with curbs, gutters, sidewalks, and
drainage from 62nd St. E. to Alexander Ave. E. Project total $ 10, 000. 

03 P 1. 25 C

S

G

P

T

W

PE 1/ 1/ 2016 1

1I
1

EA

Totals 1 1 1

17 32
62nd Avenue East Reconstruction - North Segment

62nd Avenue East

from: Pacific Hwy E to: 12th Street East

Reconstruct 3 -lane roadway with curbs, gutters, sidewalks and drainage. 

03 P 0. 23 C
G
P

S

T

W

PE 1/ 1/ 2015 1

1I
1

EA

Totals 1 1 1
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Priority
I
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D. Street /Road Name or Number

E. Beginning MP or Road - Ending MP or Road
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Improvement
I

Type(
s) n

u) 

TotalLength UtiNtyCodes
Project Costs In Thousands of Dollars

Expenditure Schedule

Local Agency) 

Federally Funded
Projects Only

ProjectPhase
Phase
Start

mm /dd/yyyy) 

Fund Source Information

Federal Funding

State
Fund

Code

State

Funds

Local

Funds

Total

Funds

Envir. 

Type

R/ W

Required
Date

MM yt) 

Federal

Fund

Code

Federal

Cost by
Phase

1st 2nd 3rd

4th

Thru
6th

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 B 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21

17 33
48th Street East Reconstruction

48th Street East

from: 70th Avenue East to: Freeman Road

Major roadway widening to a 3 -lane section and add signalization. Largely
developer funded. 

04 P 0. 75 C

G

P

S

T

W

ALL 1/ 1/ 2014
EA

Totals

17 34
45th Street E Extension /Reconstruction

45th St E

from: 70th Ave E to: Freeman Rd E

Reconstruct 3 -Lane Roadway. Largely developer funded. 

03 P 0. 75 C

G

P

S

T

W

ALL 1 / 1/ 2014

1 EA

Totals

16 35
New Connector Arterial - 40th St E/78th Ave E

40th St E/ 78th Ave E

from: 70th Ave E to: Freeman Rd E

Construction of a new 3 -Lane Roadway. Developer funded. 

01 P c

G

P

S

T

W

ALL 1/ 1/ 2015

I EA

Totals

00 36
Puyallup River Trail: New Trail

Puyallup River Trail
from: 54th Avenue East to: 66th Avenue East

Construction of a 1. 7 mile segment of the overall 10 -mile Puyallup River
Trail. 

32 P 1. 70
PE 1/ 1/ 2015 1 t

1
1

EA

Totals 1 1 1
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Priority
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rat- 
E
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Federally Funded
Projects Only

ProjectPhase
1

Phase

Start

mm/dd/yyyy) 

Fund Source Information

Federal Funding

State

Fund

Code

State

Funds
Local

Funds
Total

Funds

Envir. 

Type

R/ W

Required
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MM Yt 

Federal

Fund
Code

Federal

Cost by
Phase

1st 2nd 3rd

4th

Thru
6th

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 I 17 18 19 20 21

19 37
74th Avenue East: New Road

74th Avenue East

from: 45th Street East to: 48th Street East

Construct a new road with 3 lanes from 45th Street East to 48th Street East. 
Developer funded. 

01 P 0. 17 C
G
0

P

S

T

W

ALL 1/ 1/ 2015
EA

Totals

16 38
20th Street EasU58th Avenue East Sipnalization

20th Street. East/ 58th Avenue East

from: Intersection to: Intersection

Signalization of intersection. Project total $450. 

12 P 00
ALL 1/ 1/ 2015 450

4501
450

CE

Totals 450 450 450

19 39
62nd Avenue East Overpass and Reconstruction

62nd Avenue East

from: 20th Street East to: Pacific Hwy E
Extend 62nd Ave E from 20th St E to Pacific Hwy E Including 1 - 5 overpass
and reconstruct existing street sections Including signalizatlon. Project total
526,300. 

03

01

08

P 0.06 C

G

P

S

T

W

PE 1/ 1/ 2017

1

11

1

1

1

EA

EA

Totals

16 40
Connector Arterial: New Road

Connector Arterial (@32nd St. East) 

from: 54th Avenue East to: Frank Albert Road

Construction of a new 3 -lane roadway with curbs, gutters, sidewalks, and
utilities (Tribal funded). 

01 P 0.60 C

G

P

S

T

W

ALL 1/ 1/ 2016

Totals
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E
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c

a1- 
E

Status Total Length UtilityCodes
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Local Agency) 

Federally Funded
Projects Only

ProjectPhase
Phase
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mm /dd/yyyy) 
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Federal Funding

State

Fund

Code

State
Funds

Local

Funds

Total

Funds

Envir. 

Type

R/ W

Required

Date

mm/yY) 

Federal

Fund

Code

Federal

Cost byy
Phase

1st 2nd 3rd

4th

Thru

6th

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21

17 41
12th Street E- Extension

12th St. E. 

from: Alexander Ave. E. to: 34th Ave. E. 

Construct new 3 -lane roadway extension 0112th Street E from Alexander
Avenue to 34th Avenue E. Project total $ 9000. 

01 P 0.50 C

G
P

S
T

w

PE 1/ 1/ 2017 1 1 1

Totals 1 1 1

16 42
66th Avenue E

66th Avenue E

from: 20th St E to: 26th St E

Construct new road connecting 20th St E and 26th St E primarily developer
funded Project total $5, 500. 

01

05

12

P 0. 38 P

c

G

S

T

w

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
EA

Totals

Report Date: July 28, 2009

Grand Totals for Fife 4, 850 83, 100 105, 147 193, 097 8, 645 2527 8, 202 166, 408
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EXHIBIT C

Element 7

CAPITAL FACILITIES

7 - 0



I. Introduction

The City of Fife adopted its current Comprehensive Plan on May 28, 1996. It is updated annually, and in
2005 received a major update. This Plan contains elements (sections) on land use, housing, transportation, 
utilities, and capital facilities. 

Section 36.70A.070 of the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) sets forth the requirements of the capital
facilities element: 

a) An inventory of existing capital facilities owned by public entities, showing the locations and
capacities of the capitalfacilities; 

b) A forecast of the future needsfor such capital facilities; 

c) The proposed locations and capacities of expanded or new capital facilities; 

d) At least a six -year plan that willfinance such capitalfacilities within projectedfunding capacities
and clearly identifies sources ofpublic money for such purposes; and

e) A requirement to reassess the land use element ifprobable fundingfalls short ofmeeting existing
needs and to ensure that the land use element, capitalfacilities plan element, andfinancing plan
within the capitalfacilities element are coordinated and consistent. Park and recreationfacilities
shall be included in the capitalfacilities element. 

Title 36.70A of the RCW does not define capital facilities. However, it defines " public facilities" to

include streets, roads, highways, sidewalks, street and road lighting systems, traffic signals, domestic water
systems, storm and sanitary sewer systems, parks and recreation facilities, and schools. It defines "public
services" to include fire protection and suppression, law enforcement, public health, education, recreation, 
environmental protection, and other government services. Capital projects could include acquisition of

land for public purposes, construction of new facilities such as a school, water line, or street intersection

improvement, rehabilitation or major repair of an existing facility, or any planning, feasibility, engineering, 
or design studies related to a designated capital improvement program or project. 

The Plan' s Capital Facilities Element (CFE) has served as a basis for delineating planned capital projects
through its six year schedule of needed major capital expenditures to purchase, construct, replace, repair, 

rehabilitate, or study projects for public facilities. The CFE includes an inventory of the condition and
adequacy of existing public facilities, recommends proposed improvements, and establishes an
implementation schedule. The eight categories analyzed in this element are water, sewer, stormwater, 

transportation, fire protection, schools, community facilities, and essential public capital facilities. 

This Revised Capital Facilities Plan Element is a major update to the CFE of the Comprehensive Plan. It

represents the City' s renewed effort to provide a coordinated six year plan for achievable capital
improvements throughout the community' s Urban Growth Area from 2009 through 2014, and a more
general list of projects for 2015 -2027. It also sets level of service standards for major public facilities

within the framework of coordinated land use planning. The needs for this update include: 

1. Amendments to the Growth Management Act enacted after the adoption of the 1996 Plan. 

2. New laws and other changes, such as the Endangered Species Act listings, that affect local plans
and regulations. 

3. Availability of new data, ideas, and concepts. 
4. Other Comprehensive Plan studies updated and adopted by the City of Fife subsequent to the

adoption of the 1996 Plan. These are: 
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Water System Plan — adopted May 26, 2009 Resolution 1303
Sewer System Plan — November 24, 1998
Comprehensive Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan — January 22, 2008 Resolution 1163
Comprehensive Stormwater Management Plan — October 22, 2002
Transportation Plan — December 10, 2002

Facilities Needs Study and Assessment — November 24, 2009

This Revised Capital Facilities Plan Element does not duplicate all the technical data, inventories, and
findings contained in the above plans. It serves, rather, as a summary and coordinating document that
provides an integrated six year capital improvement program based primarily on the findings of those
plans. It again looks at all public facilities owned and operated by the City of Fife to carry out its functions
and to provide service to its citizens within the eight categories included in the Capital Facilities Element. 
Police, parks, recreation and open space, and municipal facilities are included under Community Facilities. 

The Revised Capital Facilities Plan Element includes all lands within the Fife Urban Growth Area
UGA). It also discusses facilities and services owned, operated, and provided by other agencies within

the UGA: the City ofTacoma, the City ofMilton, Pierce County, Pierce Transit, and the Washington State
Department of Transportation ( WSDOT). Finally, it sets forth policies regarding the siting of essential
public capital facilities within the Fife UGA. 
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II. Purposes and City Use of the Capital Facilities Plan Element

The Revised Capital Facilities Plan Element will be used by the City to: 

1. Integrate the construction, operation, and maintenance of capital facilities with the City' s
annual budget. 

2. Provide capital facilities for land development that is envisioned or authorized by the Land Use
Element of the Comprehensive Plan. 

3. Coordinate and provide consistency among City and other agency plans developed to identify
capital improvement needs. 

4. Ensure the timely provision of adequate facilities as required by the Washington Growth
Management Act. 

5. Acquire improved ratings on bond issues for capital facilities. 

6. Qualify for grants and loans from other agencies. 

RCW 36.70A. 120 requires the City to " make capital budget decisions in conformity with its
comprehensive plan". The Capital Facilities Plan Element provides the City with a means for planning
and implementing priority public facilities projects and services for the next six years. It integrates long
range comprehensive planning with capital improvements and annual budgeting. Through the

development and adoption of this Element, the City assures itself of having the necessary facilities and
services prior to or at the same time as new development. It assists the City in programming, budgeting, 
project tracking, and meeting concurrency requirements. 

1. Programming — The City schedules needed capital projects through a workable implementation
program, based on the goals, objectives, and policies of the Comprehensive Plan. 

2. Budgeting — Preparation of the Capital Facilities Plan Element under the GMA requires the

inclusion of a financial plan that identifies funding sources for all proposed capital projects during
the Element' s six year period. The City must be able to integrate its capital budget with its
operating budget, and must maintain an achievable Capital Facilities Plan to be eligible and
competitive for grants and loans. 

3. Project tracking — The Element provides the City with a means of monitoring the progress of the
listed projects. As a long range policy document, it provides the community decision makers and
staff with a guide for implementation and plan consistency. 

4. Concurrency and Level of Service Standards — Based upon the GMA, the City requires that public
facilities and services necessary to support new development and needed to maintain minimum
local level of service standards must be available concurrent with development. It defines

concurrent with development" as " improvements or strategies that are in place at the time of

development, or that show financial commitment is in place to complete the improvement or

strategies within six years ". Concurrency looks at the demand for and the capacity of capital
facilities and is a key to coordinated land use and capital facilities planning. This requires
development approval to be coordinated with the capital improvement projects listed in this

Element. 
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III. Community Goals

As part of its comprehensive planning process, the community of Fife has developed the following Vision
Statement: 

Fife will be a city where there is balance between residential, commercial, and
industrial growth and a city with a wholesome, restful, neighborhood -like atmosphere. 

The Introduction section of the Fife Comprehensive Plan lists eight " Framework Policies" for the Plan. 
These are: 

A. Provide a means for the City to reach its desired future. 
B. Manage growth in a logical, sustainable manner. 
C. Provide for citizen involvement. 

D. Conduct coordinated planning. 
E. Control urban sprawl through the designation of an urban growth area, use of concurrency

requirements, and other methods. 

F. Provide for the conservation of natural resource lands. 
G. Protect sensitive environmental areas. 

H. Provide for the coordinated sustainable economic health of the community. 

The Capital Facilities Element of the Plan can play a key role in promoting the type of environment
described in the Vision Statement and in implementing the Plan' s Framework Policies. 
The primary goal of the Capital Facilities Element is: 

To provide for the facilities and services required to support the quality oflife
and the growth and development concepts of the Plan' s Land Use Element. 

Objectives to achieve this goal include: 

1. Develop a timetable for development of a full range of community facilities and services in an
efficient manner to meet current and future needs. 

2. Provide the community with a guide for the timely construction of proposed capital facility
improvements to effectively accommodate new development that the City envisions in its
Comprehensive Plan. 

3. Provide the citizens of Fife with safe and well - maintained public facilities in logical and
convenient locations to facilitate the delivery of services to meet the needs of all areas of the
community. 

4. Utilize available revenue sources for funding capital facilities, especially sources that require a
Capital Facilities Plan in order to be eligible for grants or loans. 

5. Meet concurrency requirements that sufficient public facility capacity be available as development
takes place so that the level of service is maintained at the standards adopted by the City. 
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IV. Concurrency

Concurrency is a growth management concept that assures consistency between development and
availability of municipal facilities and services such as water, sewer, transportation, parks, and schools. 
Section 36.70A.020 of the RCW sets forth as a planning goal: 

Ensure that those publicfacilities and services necessary to support development shall be adequate to
serve the development at the time the development is available for occupancy and use without

decreasing current service levels below locally established minimum standards. 

To meet this goal, the City has developed a Concurrency Management System (CMS). This system sets
forth the City' s concurrency policies and is used to insure that development permits, approvals, and other
land use decisions will not result in the reduction of the level of service below the standards set out in the
Comprehensive Plan. The CMS is set forth as an Appendix to this Capital Facilities Plan Element. 

If a proposed development would lower any facility' s level of service below any adopted standard, the City
could only approve the project if the level of service is restored. The developer and the City have several
options in this regard. They include: 

1. Developer Provided Improvements — The project owner or developer may provide the necessary
improvements to maintain level of service standards. In such cases, the project application must

include appropriate plans for improvements, documentation that such improvements are designed

to provide the capacity necessary to achieve or maintain level of service standards, and recordable
instruments guaranteeing the construction of such facilities. 

2. Impact Fees — Impact fees are assessments levied against the developer to pay for developer - 
generated impacts on public facilities and services. State law permits impact fees to be levied for
roads, parks and recreation facilities, municipal fire services, and schools. 

3. Local Improvement Districts ( LID' s) — Local improvement districts can be created to assess

benefiting property owners for their fair share of the costs for needed public improvements. LID' s
are often used to pay for road, sewer, water, and stormwater projects. 

4. Project Alteration — The proposed project may be changed so that its impact on capital facilities
can be met by available capacity. 

5. Postponement of Development — The proposed project may be postponed to a specific year or until
the City can provide the necessary additional public facilities or services capacity. 

6. Land Use Amendment — If the City determines that it can no longer afford to maintain certain level
of service standards, it can revise the Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan and amend the

City' s standards accordingly. 

7. Project Denial — If the proposed project results in lowering any level of service standard and no
reasonable means can be found to increase the capacity of public facilities (including developer - 
provided improvements), the City may deny the project application. 
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V. Level of Service Standards

The Growth Management Act requires the establishment of level of service ( LOS) standards for those
capital facilities for which such standards can be quantified. The individual studies and plans listed in

Section I of this element establish some of the City' s LOS standards. However, some of those are
engineering standards and not included in this Capital Facilities Plan Element. Other standards have not
been established or should be updated. 

Level of service standards should: 

Assure that the City' s most important service needs are niet, but not be so restrictive that they
discourage growth. 

Assure appropriate quality of facilities and services as well as quantity. 

Be realistic and capable of being maintained. 

Be appropriate for the City, based on its characteristics, needs, and priorities. 

Be flexible. 

Inspire excellence rather than perpetuate minimal acceptable standards. 

Promote efficient, effective service delivery. 

Encourage ongoing monitoring and maintenance of standards once achieved. 

Lead to correction of deficiencies within developed areas as well as assuring that facilities are
provided in newly developed areas. 

Be understandable and valid, measuring what is intended to be measured

The City should not adopt more standards that it can manage or maintain. Based on the above criteria, the
following levels of service standards are hereby established for capital planning purposes. 

Water

Source capacity and reliability — The total source capacity in millions of gallons per day ( mgd) should
equal or exceed the design maximum demand rate plus the rate necessary to replace within 24 hours the
amount of stored water for fire protection. 

Water quality — In compliance Sections 246 -290 of the Washington Administrative Code (WAC). 

Minimum waterpressure: 30 pounds per square inch (psi) during peak hour demand, in accordance with
WAC. 

Residential use equivalent — 230 gallons per day
Flow rate — 1, 000 gallons per minute (gpm) fire flow for residential areas. 

1, 500 gpm fire flow for commercial/ industrial areas
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Sewer - Residential flow standard — 230 gallons per day. 

Stormwater - Minimum flow capacity — a 25 year storm. 

Transportation

Highway capacity Manual (HCM) Level of Service — D. ( For transportation, the level of service is the

traffic facility' s ability to carry traffic load within a transportation corridor, such as streets and
intersections. The various levels comprise levels A, B, C, D, or E, with C comprising "average delays." 
Level of service "D" borders on a range on which small increases in flow may cause substantial increases
in approach delay and, hence, decreases in arterial speed. Average travel speeds are about 40 percent of
free flow speed.) 

Pavement condition rating (Pavement Serviceability Rating or PSR): 4 (Good -Gives a first -class

ride and exhibit few, if any, visible signs of surface deterioration. Flexible pavements may be beginning to
show evidence of rutting and fine random cracks. Rigid pavements may be beginning
to show evidence of slight surface deterioration, such as minor cracks and spalling.) Rating established by
the American Association of State Highway Transportation Officials (AASHTO). 

Road coverage in storm event: A 10 foot lane on all arterial and collector streets free of standing water
during 100 year storm. 

Fire Protection - Per City of Tacoma Standards

Police /Courts - Maximum emergency response time — 5 minutes

Parks /Recreation /Open Space

Total acres for all public /private parks /recreation/ open space/facilities per 1, 000 population - 39.8

Total acresforall public andprivate parks /recreation/facilities without open space/ resource conservancy

1 per 1, 000 population = 8. 574

Schools

The Puyallup School District has adopted the following level of service standards: 

Elementary schools (K -6) — 94 square feet of permanent building per student

Junior highs (7 -9) — 123 sf per student

Senior highs ( 10 -12) — 134 sf per student

The Fife School District has adopted the following level of service standard: 

Maximum number ofstudents per class — 22
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VI. Funding and Financing Capital Improvements

RCW Section 36.70A.070 requires that the Capital Facilities Element of the Comprehensive Plan include

at least a six -year plan that will finance such capital facilities within projected funding capacities and

clearly identifies sources of public money for such purposes ". Fife' s six year plan includes specific capital
improvement projects, timing for implementation, and sources of funding. A limitation on funding
resources requires setting priorities for necessary facilities. In recent years, as federal and state assistance
has diminished, Fife has fmanced the majority of its public improvements with local dollars, particularly in
its water system. This has required the City to develop alternatives for capital improvements in case of
inadequate funding. One or more of the following actions may be necessary should shortfalls occur: 

1. Increase City revenues. 
2. Decrease level of service standards. 

3. Decrease facility costs. 
4. Decrease demand for public services and facilities. 

The following is a list of most of the available major funding sources that can be used for capital
improvements and the type of capital facilities that may be eligible for such funding or for which the
revenue is normally used. The list does not include normal City operating revenues, such as its general
mill levy, nor funds for which the City of Fife is not eligible. 

Grants

1. Community Development Block Grants — Funds local housing, public and community facilities, 
economic development, and planning projects that principally benefit low income households. 
Water, sewer, stormwater, transportation, parks) 

2. Community Development Revitalization Board — Provides grants to help finance public
infrastructure required by business and industry. Supports industrial development, job retention, 
and creation. ( Water, sewer, stormwater, transportation) 

3. Washington Department of Ecology — Offers wastewater grants, water quality financial assistance, 
and storm water pollution grants. ( Water, sewer, stormwater) 

4. State Office of Community Development — Offers grants for growth management updates (Water, 
sewer, stormwater, transportation) 

5. 2% Casino Impact Fees — The City is eligible for grants from the Puyallup Tribe for mitigating
impacts of the Emerald Queen Casino. (Any facility if impact is shown) 

Loans

1. Public Works Trust Fund — Provides low interest loans to local governments for repairing and
replacing deteriorating infrastructure. ( Water sewer, stormwater, transportation) 

2. Community Development Revitalization Board — Provides low interest loans to help finance public
infrastructure required by business and industry. Supports industrial development, job retention, 
and creation. GO bonds can be used to pay back these loans. ( Water, sewer, stormwater, 
transportation) 
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General Obligation bonds

1. Unlimited — These bonds can be sold if approved by 60% of the voters in a bond election. They
are backed by the full faith and credit of the City and can only be used for capital purposes. 
Property tax increases are used to pay off the bonds. (Water, sewer, stormwater, transportation, fire
protection, police, parks, schools) 

2. Councilmanic Bonds (Limited Tax General Obligation Bonds) - These may be issued by a
vote of the City Council. They are backed by General Fund revenues, and may be used for any city
purpose, not just capital expenditures. In Fife, Councilmanic bonds could raise as much as $ 6.5

million. ( Water, sewer stormwater, transportation, fire protection, police, parks, schools) 

Revenue Bonds — This is the most common source for funding major construction improvements. The
City issues these bonds and repays the principal and interest of the bonds from water sales and sewer
service to its customers. Interest on such bonds is generally higher than general obligation bonds. ( Water, 
sewer) 

Local Improvement Districts — These districts allow for special assessment on those properties that

directly benefit from the improvement. When a capital project is going to provide a benefit that primarily
or wholly benefits a portion of the City, a local improvement district (LID) can be formed as part of the
project. ( Water, sewer, stormwater, transportation, parks) 

Impact Fees — These are charges against new developing property that attempt to recover the cost incurred
by the City in providing the public facilities required to serve the new development. They are specifically
authorized by state law only for: ( 1) public streets and roads; ( 2) publicly owned parks, open space, and
recreation facilities; ( 3) school facilities; and (4) fire protection facilities in jurisdictions that are not part

of a fire district. ( Transportation, parks, schools) 

Mitigation Fees — The State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) grants the City wide - ranging authority to
impose conditions relating to a project' s environmental impacts. In order to use SEPA to impose impact
fees, the City must establish a proper foundation, rationally related to impacts identified in threshold
determination documents or environmental impact statements. Fees collected under SEPA may not
duplicate fees collected under other sources of authority. ( Water, sewer, stormwater, transportation) 

User rates — User rates for existing customers can be adjusted to offset costs related to increasing system
capacity or improving the existing level of service. (Water, sewer) 

Connection fees` The City can amend additional hook up and connection charges to offset the costs of , _ - ( Formatted: Font: Not Bold

extending services and increasing system capacity. Surcharges are frequently applied to properties
adjacent to City services where the owners petition for the extension of City services outside municipal
boundaries. (Water, sewer) 

yublic Safety Fund - The purpose of the Public Safety Fund is to segregate, budget, expend and account _ - 
for monies derived from the photo red light enforcement program, pursuant to Chapter 10.60 FMC. `; - Formatted: Font: Not Bold, Underline

Expenditures from the public safety fund may only be used for the purpose of paying for the costs of the ' ' ( Formatted: Underline

red light enforcement program, including the City' s administrative costs; provided, however, if there are Formatted: Font: Not Bold

surplus monies in the fund, then the surplus monies may only be expended for the following purposes: 

Formatted: Underline
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1. Purchase and installation of school zone signs and lights; 
2. Pedestrian overpass /underpass design and constrction; 

3. Sidewalk design and construction costs; 

4. Streetlight acquisition, operation and maintenance; 

5. Signalized pedestrian crosswalks; 

6. The purchase, design and construction of pedestrian trails that serve to redirect pedestrian traffic off of
street with high traffic volumes; 

7. The design and construction of similar pedestrian safety oriented improvements` - _ - { Formatted: Font: Not Bold, Underline i



Developer Financing — The City requires the developer to pay for capital facilities required as part of the
project. For example, the developer must provide adequate on -site detention and connections to the City
stormwater system. ( Water, sewer, stormwater, transportation) 

Taxes (not including those used solely for transportation purposes) 

1. City Utility Taxes — The City of Fife levies a four and one half percent tax on gross earnings from
its water and sewer utilities. 

2. Use Tax on Brokered Natural Gas — The tax rate allowed is equal to the City' s utility tax on
natural gas, which is four and one half percent. Cities must contract with the state to collect these

taxes, which are distributed to local governments on a monthly basis. 
3. Utility Business and Occupation Taxes — Utility taxes may be levied on the gross operating

revenues earned by private utilities from operations within the boundary of a city. Utilities
on which taxes may be levied include electric, water, sewer, stormwater, gas, telephone, cable TV, 
and steam. The City of Fife levies a three percent charge on electricity, and four and one half
percent on telephone and natural gas utilities. 

4. Business and Occupation Tax — This is one of the four major revenue options given to cities by the
Legislature. ( The other three are property tax, sales tax, and utility tax). The City of Fife does not
levy a business and occupation tax. 

5. Regulatory License Fees — These include business license fees and professional and occupational
licenses. 

6. Real Estate Excise Tax (REET) — The City currently levies a tax of one quarter of one percent on
each sale of real property within its corporate limits. State law would allow the City to levy an
additional one quarter of one percent. These funds must be spent " for any capital purpose
identified in a capital improvements plan and local capital improvements including streets, parks, 
sewer, water mains, swimming pools, and gymnasiums." ( The second one quarter percent of this
tax cannot be used for acquisition of land for parks.) The City can also participate in regional
capital projects using County REET funds

7. Retail Sales and Use Tax — This tax may be used for any general purpose by the City, including
capital improvements. 

8. Gambling Tax — Funds collected through this tax should be spent first on direct gambling
enforcement, then on other police functions (including capital improvements) and, if that does not
exhaust the money, on non- police expenditures. 

9. Leasehold Excise Tax — This is a tax on leased publicly owned property, in lieu of a property tax. 
The City does not levy this tax. 

10. Hotel -Motel Tax — This is a special excise tax. Funds may be used solely for tourism promotion
and for the acquisition and/ or operation of tourism - related facilities. The City ofFife' s rate for this
excise tax is 7 %. 

11. Special sales taxes for specific purposes — For example, Pierce County levies a . 1% " Zoo Trek" 

tax, from which the City receives approximately $ 32,000 per year for park land acquisition. 

Special Taxing Districts — Examples include by Pierce County Drainage Districts 21 and 23 for
maintaining and operating Stormwater facilities. Also, the state has just authorized the creation of an

assessment district for promotion of tourism. A charge of up to $ 2.00 per night of stay for a lodging
business is authorized under this new act ( SB 6026). 
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Stormwater Utility — The City could created a Stormwater utility and assess a tax to fund stormwater
capital improvements. 

State Shared Revenues

1. Motor Vehicle and Camper Excise Taxes — These revenues must be used for the purpose of police
and fire protection. 

2. Liquor Receipts — Primarily for policing costs. At least two percent of liquor taxes and profits
receipts must be devoted to an approved alcoholism or drug addiction program. 

Funding Sources for Transportation Only
1. State Transportation Improvement Board —Grant funds to local governments for projects that

potentially have regional or multi - jurisdictional magnitude. 
2. Surface Transportation Program — This is a regionally administered federal transportation

program. 

3. Statewide Competitive Allocation — A state administered program using federal funds for
transportation projects associated with economic development, public /private partnership, and

innovative projects. 

4. Transportation Benefit District — These are authorized for cities by RCW 35. 21. 225 to fund the
capital improvements of City streets within the district. 

5. Municipal Gas Tax Funds ( Motor Vehicle Fuel Excise Tax) — All municipalities collect funds

for street improvements. These funds are generated from the sale of gasoline and disbursed to

the cities by the state, primarily based on population. The amount received by Fife is currently
insufficient to use for capital purposes. 

6. Liquor Excise Taxes — These funds are distributed by the state using a formula that is largely
based on City population. 

7. Category C Funds — This source distributes funding for those projects that expand roadway
capacity for state facilities, such as SR 99 and SR 167. 

8. Miscellaneous Federal Grants — These include Freight Action Strategy grants ( FAST), Freight
Mobility Strategic Improvement Board grants, and Federal Demonstration grants. The City has
recently been successful in receiving funds from these three sources. 
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VII. Summary of Inventory of Existing Capital Facilities and Forecast of
Future Needs

This section summarizes and updates the facilities inventories found in the following plans: 

City of Fife Water System Plan ( 2009) Resolution 1303
City of Fife Sewer System Plan ( 1998) 
Comprehensive Stormwater Management Plan ( 2002) 

City Transportation Plan (2002) 
City of Tacoma Fire Protection Master Plan ( 2003 update, pending) 
Comprehensive Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan ( 2008) Resolution 1163
Fife School District Capital Facilities Plan ( 2011 -2017) 

Puyallup School District Long Range Capital Facilities Plan ( 2011 -2012) 
City of Fife Comprehensive Plan ( 1996) 
Facilities Needs Study and Assessment ( 2009) 

Forecasts of future needs are also found in those plans. Therefore, in this section, future needs forecasts

are limited to Police /Courts and City Hall/Public Works. 

Water

The boundary for Fife' s existing water system service area is shown on Figure 2. 1 of the City' s Water
System Plan. The total current service area totals 4, 100 acres. The service area outside the City is located
to the northeast between Interstate 5 and the Fife Heights area. 

The water distribution system is owned by the City, including piping and appurtenances, wells and well
pumps, a 100,000 gallon storage tank, and pressure reduction valves at the two connections to the City of
Tacoma. The water is distributed via a series of 6, 8, 12, and 14 inch pipelines. The total water
distribution system encompasses more than 26 miles of water mains. 47% of the distribution system is

composed of asbestos cement pipe, 36% cast and ductile iron pipe, and 17% PVC. The water supply is
currently obtained from two connections to the City of Tacoma and two wells operating by the City of Fife. 
The Water System Plan discusses the capacity of the system in detail. 

Sewer

The existing sanitary sewer system in Fife, owned and operated by the City, includes gravity lines, force
mains, and 10 pump ( lift) stations. A layout of the system, with pipe sizes, is shown in Figure 3 -1 of the
City' s Sewer System Plan. The system was originally built in 1968, primarily with asbestos pipe. The
pipes total more than 14 miles in length, range in size from eight to 18 inches in diameter, and are built at

depths of from four to 16 feet. The City' s pump stations have rated pumping capacities from 100 gpm to
1, 000 gpm. The system generally flows from east to west along two main routes, north and south of
Interstate 5 and within the Fife city limits. The two main corridors include Pacific Highway East on the
north and 20th Street East on the south. These two systems combine at the far west end of the City at Pump
Station No. 1. At this point, all of the contributing wastewater is conveyed to the City ofTacoma for final
treatment and processing. Tacoma' s Central Treatment Plant is located near the mouth of the Puyallup
River and discharges treated effluent into Commencement Bay. The capacity of Fife' s sewer system is
summarized in Table 3 -2 of the City' s Comprehensive Sewer Plan. 

7- 13



Pierce County currently services small areas within the eastern portion of the City and land in the City' s
Urban Growth area. Wastewater from these areas is directed north along 70th Avenue to County facilities
on the north side of Interstate 5, then transferred to the City of Tacoma' s sewer system. Using Tacoma' s
Taylor Way and Lincoln avenue trunk systems, the wastewater eventually arrives at Tacoma' s Central
Treatment Plant. In portions of the Urban Growth Area, sewage treatment is provided through septic
facilities. 

Stormwater

The City of Fife Public Works Department manages the City' s drainage facilities in cooperation with
Drainage Districts-IQ-I- and-#.23. The Districts are responsible for operating and maintaining pato Crcck, 

Fife and Erdahl Ditches, and the Fife Ditch Pump station. The City is responsible for maintaining the
tributary drainages, most of which lie within existing road rights of way. The City also operates the Erdahl
Pump Station and directs the design and construction of drainage facilities associated with new
development. 

The City' s drainage system is comprised of approximately 10 to 15 miles of pipes, ditches, and culverts, 
over 250 catch basins, one pump station and outfall, 4 to 5 miles of open streams and numerous wetlands
and riparian areas. The City' s stormwater facilities are complemented by numerous on -site detention and
water quality enhancements facilities constructed by private landowners, businesses, and developers. See
the 2002 City -wide Comprehensive Stormwater Management Plan for further discussion of capacities. 

The City has five primary drainage systems: 

Erdahl Ditch

Fife Ditch

Hylebos Creek

Wapato Creek

Mid Puyallup River

For Fife, the established level of service standards for this system is the 25 year storm. The most recent

survey suggests that most of the City' s drainage problems are conveyance related. Restrictions in the
system were noted at the following locations: 

Fife Ditch at 4th Street

East Fife Ditch at 54th Avenue East and 84th Street

East Fife Ditch at 58th Avenue East

East Fife Ditch at two locations along 58th Avenue East

Fife Ditch System at 62nd Avenue East and 20th Street East

All along 70th Avenue East

Two locations along 48th Street East
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Transportation

Fife' s transportation network consists of streets, highways, sidewalks, and railroad rights of way. The City
has no pedestrian facilities other than sidewalks and no bicycle facilities. The City' s 2002 Transportation
Plan has an extensive section on existing conditions of its transportation system. The current TIP is the
2012 -2017. 

Streets — All streets are classified according to their intended function. The five classifications Fife uses
are access street, collector arterial, minor arterial, and principal arterial as well as green street

classifications. Access streets refer to rights of way intended only to provide access to adjacent property. 
Nearly all access streets in Fife have two lanes with pavements widths ranging from 18 to 28 feet. 
Collector arterials serve to collect and distribute traffic from higher classification streets to access streets. 
Collector arterials also have

two lane configurations, but with paved widths of 24 to 30 feet. Minor arterials function to distribute
traffic from roads with higher classifications to lesser arterials. They typically consist of two to four lanes
with 22 to 44 feet of pavement. Principal arterials move large volumes of traffic to and from major traffic
generators and destinations, and also serve to collect and distribute traffic from free- 
ways to local arterials. These streets can range from two to six lanes with pavements widths of 22 to 72
feet. At present, the City has five designated principal arterials: Port of Tacoma Road, 54th Avenue East, 
70t Avenue East, Valley Avenue, and Pacific Highway East. 

Transit — Pierce Transit provides bus service in Fife and the rest of Pierce County. Two routes serve the

City, connecting Fife with downtown Tacoma and Federal Way. 

Fire Protection

The Tacoma Fire Department provides fire protection service in the City through a consolidated service
agreement with Pierce County Fire District 10. Fees for this service equaled $ 30,000 in 2003. Its local
Fire and Rescue Station is located at 2015 54th Avenue East, just south of Interstate 5. District 10' s nine
square mile service area includes the City ofFife and adjacent unincorporated parts ofPierce County. The
station' s maximum response time to emergencies is about four minutes. The local facility normally
includes an engine, truck, and advanced life support equipped Medic 1 rescue vehicle and a daily on -duty
staff of nine firefighters/emergency medical technicians. 

Police/Courts

Fife' s Police Department consists of 22 full time commissioned Patrol Officers, seven Corrections
Officers, three civilian employees ( Clerk, Evidence Technician and Confidential Secretary), 9

communications employees, and 15 reserve volunteers. The City' s new Criminal Justice Building was
occupied on December 16, 1997. The Police Department shares the structure with the Municipal Court. 

The building contains police offices, a 24 bed jail, emergency operations center, a courtroom, and court
offices. The one story building contains 18, 682 square feet. The complex also includes an evidence
building, courtroom annex, a 576 sf Wellness Building, an 888 sf 3 -sided parking structure, and a 200 sf
storage container. The current criminal justice campus needs additional space following a continual
increase of criminal cases from transient/daytime population in addition to the criminal and civil court

cases that will continue to grow with the population. Initial analysis shows an immediate need for an
addition to be added for the court work area, an expansion of the police bathroom and locker room

facilities, an expansion of the jail booking area, jail shower facility, and sallyport areas. 
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City Hall/Public Works

City Hall — The one story Fife City Hall was constructed in 1997. It contains 10,466 square feet and
houses a council chambers, public information center, and administrative offices. The recommended level

of service standard is 2,000 square feet per 1, 000 population. At the current population of 7,525, there

would need to be 15, 050 sf to meet this standard. Included on the campus are 3 storage facilities

tetellingtotaling 2, 852 sf and a facility commonly known as the Kinoshita Building. This building was
remodeled in 2008 to provide 9,494 sf of equipment warehouse space, and 1, 372 sf of office space that is

used by parks, building and public works personnel. 

Public Works Center — A new Public Works Maintenance building was else constructed in 1997. This
one story facility houses storage, vehicle repair, and crew area. It includes a mezzanine and a 720 sf add - 
on structure completed in 2007 for a total of 6,357 sf. 

The center also includes the 600 square foot old shop building (relocated to the site), a vehicle wash rack
and a 2, 160 sf pole building. The center should meet the City' s needs for the next six years. 

Parks/Recreation/ Open Space

The City of Fife, Fife School District, Pierce County, and other public and private agencies have
assembled over 169 acres of land for park, recreation, and open space uses with or adjacent to the Fife

Urban Growth Area. These lands include wildlife conservancies, picnic facilities, multipurpose trail

corridors, athletic field and playgrounds, community centers, and related park supporting administrative
and maintenance facilities. 

The City of Fife Comprehensive Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Plan has a detailed list and description
of all existing facilities on pages 16 -31. That Plan indicates the City' s primary deficiencies to be that the
present allocation is not balanced between different types of park, recreation, and open land requirements. 
The Plan recommends 3 small acquisitions that could provide another 15 acres for a total equal to a ratio of

29.3 acres of total parks and open space land per 1, 000 residents by the year 2024. 

The City also lacks in sufficient trails. However, according to the Plan, proposed property acquisitions, 
and some private land easements, should be sufficient to allow for the development of an effective

multipurpose trail system providing effective support to regional and local resident interests. 

Schools

The Fife School District serves a population of over 15, 000. It provides public school services for the City
of Fife, as well as for almost all of the City of Milton, part of the City of Edgewood, and some
unincorporated areas of Pierce and King Counties, including Trout Lake, Jovita, and Fife Heights. The
District' s schools are Discovery Primary School, Milton (preschool and Kindergarten through first grade), 
Hedden Elementary School, Edgewood (grades 2 -5), Endeavor Intermediate School, Milton (2 -5), Surprise
Lake Middle School, Milton (6 -7), and Columbia Junior High School (8 -9) and Fife High School ( 10 -12). 

Columbia Middle School, located on 54th Avenue East in Fife, is scheduled to open in the Fall of 2003. 

Facility enrollment capacities of those schools located within the Fife Urban Growth Area are: 

Columbia Middle School 600

Fife High School 705

In addition, the District operates a Transportation Center on 20th Avenue East in Fife and an Educational
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Services Center in a portion of the old Fife Elementary School. 

The Puyallup School District boundary, which cuts across southeastern Fife, includes over one fourth of
Fife' s land area. The District operates 22 elementary schools ( kindergarten through 6"' grade), 7 junior
high schools (7 -9), three " comprehensive" high schools ( 10 -12) and one alternative high school. There are

no Puyallup School District facilities located within the Urban Growth Area of Fife. 

That portion of Fife within this district is served by Northwood Elementary School in Edgewood, 
Edgemont Junior High School in Edgewood, and Puyallup High School. School facilities inventories, 
forecasts of future needs, and capital improvement and finance plans for these districts are set forth in each

of their capital facilities plans. 

Facilities Needs Study and Assessment

This Facilities study, prepared by Driftmier Architects, gives the City of Fife a good look into the future
municipal needs for its citizens. The study includes a current assessment, a future assessment, and a
facilities plan. It also includes build -out assumptions to the year 2040, which assumes that employment in

Fife will reach 25, 057 jobs and 14, 813 people. The City's municipal services are expected to grow with
these numbers as well. This study evaluates each department and reports where growth could occur and
where it is needed to occur. 
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VIII. Siting Essential Capital Facilities

The Washington Growth Management Act requires that local government comprehensive plans include a

process for identifying and siting of essential public facilities. Essential public facilities are typically those
difficult to site because of their local impacts. They include airports, facilities for state education, state or
regional transportation, state or local corrections, solid waste handling, and in- patient hospitals including
those for substance abuse, mental health, and group homes. 

No local comprehensive plan or development regulation may preclude the siting of essential public
facilities. As a result, the City of Fife has developed the following policies to allow for the appropriate
siting of essential public capital facilities of a statewide or countywide nature. 

Policy 1 The City shall identify essential public facilities based upon the Growth Management Act, 
the State Office of Financial Management list ofessential public facilities required or likely
to be built, Pierce County Countywide Planning Policies, and any city lists that may be
developed. 

Policy 2 Siting proposals shall provide a `justifiable need" for the public facility and proposals shall
be reviewed through a public process that allows " host" municipalities a reasonable

opportunity to participate in the site selection process. Siting proposals in the Fife Urban
Growth Area shall be made in accordance with the following: 

A. The state, regional, or local agency shall provide a justifiable need for the
public facility and for its location in the Fife Urban Growth Area or adjacent
areas based upon forecasted needs and a logical service area; 

B. The state, regional, or local agency shall establish a public process by which the
residents of the county and host municipalities have a reasonable opportunity to
participate in the site selection process. 

Policy 3 The City shall identify and map all publicly owned lands and quasi - public uses through the
Land Use Element of the Fife Comprehensive Plan. 

Policy 4 The City shall promote facility siting consistent with the elements of its Comprehensive
Plan and implementation ordinances. 

A. Through the zoning ordinance or other implementing ordinances, the City shall
prepare siting criteria for essential public facilities that are difficult to site. The
criteria shall use the following: 

1) Specific facility requirements; 
2) Impacts of the facility; 
3) Effects of urban growth area designations; 

4) Other standards and criteria as outlined in the Pierce County; 
Countywide Planning policies and other locally adopted plans and
ordinances. 

B. The criteria shall allow for a cooperative interjurisdictional approach for the

siting of essential public facilities in accordance with Pierce County' s
Countywide Planning Policies. Joint planning agreements shall be sought
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where appropriate. Through joint planning or interlocal agreements, the City
shall seek to mitigate disproportionate financial burdens due to the siting of
essential public facilities. 

C. A public review process shall be established for the siting of essential public
facilities. 

D. Siting criteria shall provide for amenities or incentive for neighborhoods in
which the facilities are located. Compensation for adverse impacts shall be
considered. 

E. Siting criteria for essential public facilities which are not difficult to site shall
provide for site design and buffering techniques to ensure compatibility with
surrounding uses and enable the facility to be permitted outright in appropriate
zoning classification wherever feasible. 
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IX. Schedule of Capital Improvements: 20130 -20196

An inventory and analysis of all capital facilities has identified those projects required to maintain the City
of Fife' s level of service standards. The following table, (Table 7 -1) is a schedule for all proposed capital
projects to be paid for at least in part by the City. Estimated costs and funding sources are shown. No
listing is made here for Fire Protection or Schools. Fire Protection is provided by the City of Tacoma on
behalf of Fire District #10, a separate taxing body. While the City of Fife does impose school impact fees
on behalf of the Fife School District and the Puyallup School District, those fees are collected and all
capital facilities projects are scheduled, managed, and paid for by those Districts. 

Total funds required from all sources for each department for 20120 -20l86 are as follows: 

Water

Sewer

Storm Water

Combination Utilities

Equipment

Transportation

Police /Courts

City Hall/Public Works

Parks and Recreation

Facilities
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Estimated Funding Totals by Year in Thousands

RANK DESCRIPTION 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
T OTAL

FUNDING SOURCES
COST

Wafer

12" Replacement 201113t
609 609 Grants, Impact Fees

C— 50te -63rel Revenue Bonds

New Well Phase 3 3750 Grants Impact Fees
Revenue Bonds

Comprehensive GIS

13'7
Grants Impact Fees

mapping & water system

inventory
Revenue Bonds

1
I

12 " Extension - 4' St E- 

231

2.31 Grants Impact Fees54' s Ave E to 57" Ave E Revenue Bonds

8" Extension - 15' Ave E - 

2 270 Grants, Impact Fees4" $ t E to Benthien Loop

Jtoad
Revenue Bonds

1
12" Replacement - 1 - 5

231 at Grants. Grants, Impact Feescrossing at 51" Ave E Bonds

I

12" Extension - 59" Ave E
147 147 Grants Impact Fees

15`" St E to 12" St E Revenue Bonds

8" Replacement - 34" Ave

108 108 Grants. Impact FeesE - Pacific Hwy E to 15 " St

E
Revenue Bonds

8" Extension - 571" Ave E - 

270 270 Grants Impact Fees4" St E to Benthien Loop

Road
Revenue Bonds
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8" Extension — Benthien

90 Grants, Impact FeesJoop Road — 55' Ave E to

Sr Ave E Revenue Bonds

12 " Replacement — Rainier
42 42 Grants Impact FeesCorp Park — 70'" Ave E

Revenue Bonds

8" Extension — 52n" Ave E- 
198 198 Grants, Impact FeesPacific Hwy E to 12' St E Revenue Bonds

12" Extension — 70" AveE 591 504 Grants, Impact Fees
Revenue Bonds

Comprehensive Water
150 5^ Grants. Impact FeesSystem Plan Update

Revenue Bonds

12" Extension— Pacific
371 Grants Impact Fees

Hwy E ( Miltont Revenue Bonds

8" Extension — Pacific Hwy

90
Grants, Impact FeesE — 62' Ave E to 6300

lock PHE Revenue Bonds

12" Replacement — Pacific

270 270 Grants Impact FeesHwy E — Willow Road to

52n° Ave E Revenue Bonds

8" Extension —54' Ave E — 
Grants. Impact Fees54" Stub to 54' 

Termination Revenue Bonds

12" Replacement— 12" St
315 315 Grants, Impact FeesE

Revenue Bonds

1 12" Replacement — 20 St
1050 QSQ Grants, Impact FeesE

Revenue Bonds
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Groundwater supply and
200 200 Water Utility

treatment

Plan Update and Study — 

Water Util itsComp Plan water system

update: cost of service

isudv

SEVER

East Fife Ditch — se Ave

326

326 Storm water utility andand 8"' St - Crossing developer financing
Upgrade

1

Pump Station 8
400 400

Revenue bonds. 

user rates, connection
Improvements — Planning

and Engineering
fetes

utility taxes

Pump Station 8
F00 18

Revenue bonds

user rates, connection
Jmprovements— 

Construction
fees, utility taxes

Capital Maintenance and
267 7.5,2 Utility Construction

Upgrades

Bobcat — used, with tracks 50 Sewer Utility

ST0f2M WATER

East Fife Ditch — 54" Ave

326

326 Storm water utility andand 8"' St developer financing
Upgrade

East Fife Ditch: 12' St and
196 5 Storm water utility and

5' St Crossing upgrades developer financing

fast Fife Ditch — 58" Ave
352 352

water utility and

Conveyance Upgrade developer financing

1

70" Ave Conveyance
468 468 Storm water utility and

Upgrade developer financing

Oth Street - Culvert
105 105 2012 -2015 Funding TBD

Upgrade
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48th Street - Conveyance
225 2012 -2015 Funding -1V, Upgrade

Erdahl Ditch - 1 - 5 crossing
111,9 1100 Drainage Utilityimprovement - new

culvert

Willows Neighborhood - 
300W Drainage Utilityimprovements

Firwood Condo

200 200 Drainage UtilityNeighborhood - 

improvements

Comp Plan Update 100 100 Drainage Utility

freeman Road Storm Pord
100 100 Gear; 

Permitting

CO1`31BINATION UTILITIES

11008 -01 - Final

150 100 LIDOS -C1Assessment, hearings and

close -out

11008 -02 - Final

200 11000 -02Assessment hearings and

close -out

EQLIPMENT

Public Works - tavton
80 80 Fleet

Box / Roller

Public Works - Utility
50 50 Fleet

Vehicle with top dresser

TR/ INSPORTATION

1

Port of Tacoma Road

13565 13565 Federal, state and local

Interchange Modification - 

Phase 1 Relocate 1 - 5 SB

exit temp to connect to

Pacific Highway At 34th funds

Avenue. Reconstruct 34th

Avenue and 12th Street to

a 3 land roadway. $ 16, 900
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I

2

20th Street East

21'0

6000

8500 L - -,' 

Reconstruction - 54th to

63rd. Reconstruct section

of 20th St to 3 -lane

roadway with curbs

gutters, sidewalks and

drainage improvements. 

Signal installation at 62nd

Ave. E. $ 8, 500

3

Reconstruction of Levee

1500 5000 Ei. CO l = a' 

Road - West Segment

Reconstruction of N Levee

Rd from Frank Albert Rd to

54th Ave - Phase I

widening $ 6, 500

Freeman Road

Reconstruction - North

Segment Reconstruct to

3 -lane roadway with curbs

gutters, sidewalks, bike
lanes and drainage

improvements. LID08 -03. 

17 500

54`" Ave Corridor Study — 

25

b Local
Council directed study

using existing model and

traffic counts. 525

Pedestrian Railroad Grade

4300

4800

Local

Separation Construct

across the UPRR tracks at

54th Ave $ 4, 800

I

7

Valley Ave from 54th to

1300 7000 8300 Local

Brookville Gardens - 

Reconstruct and widen 3- 

lane roadway; construct

two roundabout

intersections at 58th and

62nd Avenue 58.300
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8

20th St Reconstruction

C Private Developer

from 63rd to 70th - 

Reconstruct and widen 3- 

lane roadway with curbs. 

gutters. sidewalks - 

Developer funded. $ 5000

POT Road Interchange

8900 8800 State & Local

Modification Phase 21 -5

SB — Relocate new ramp

from 1 - 5 SB to Port of

Tacoma Rd, including new

structure. $8, 800

I

10

POT Road Interchange

27500 27500 State & I cca' 

Modification - Phase 31 -5

NB Interchange. 

Reconstruct NB 15 exit and

entrance ramp connectors

with POT Rd 20th ST E, and

34th Ave E and two signal

installtions. $37, 500

11

Oth Ave Railroad

25000 25000 LocalOverpass Construct an

overpass above UPRR. $ 25

12

pavement Overlay

3000

2M Federal, state and localProgram - various streets

citywide funds

13

70th Avenue East

0 0 Private Developer
Reconstruction - South

Segment- Reconstruct a 5- 

lane section, from North jMostIvi
Levee RD to 43rd Street E. 

3000

11

20th St / Frank Albert Rd

0 0 Developer Funded
Signalization Signalization

of the intersection. 

Developer Funded. $ 450
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15

Sidewalk Extensions and

5 Ici: 

Curb Return

Reconstruction- Various. 

Extend sidewalks to

connect gaps between

existing sidewalks and

reconstruct curb returns

for trucks at various

locations city wide. 

16

Reconstruct N Levee Rd

2100 8000 17100 I o a' 

Central Segment - From

54th Ave to 70th Ave to a

3 -lane roadway section. 

10. 100

17

Extension of 59th Ave E

Puyallup Tribal
North from Pac Hwy to

12th Street E. 59th Avenue

East- Phase 2 $ 3 000

18

70th Ave Bridge - Expedite

Local

construction of new bridge

to cross the Puyallup River

from Rover Road East to

North Levee Road at 70th

Avenue East. 520

19

Reconstruct North Levee

500 7000

7500 Lena' 

Rd East Segment - 

Reconstruct roadway to a

3 -lane roadway section

and signalize 2

intersections. $7, 500

20

54th Ave Interchange with

1

1 Iota' 

1 - 5. From Pacific Highway

to 20th Street East. 

Rebuild 1 - 5 interchange

and intersection between

Pacific Hwy and 20th 5t. E. 

53 400
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21

54th Ave: Grade

1

Separation Construct a

grade separation structure

that would re -open the

street. $ 35, 800

22

52nd Ave - New Road

400 1600 2300 Lc,' 
Construct a new street

from 12th St to 15th St Ct

E. $ 2, 000

23

Pedestrian Trail from

1500

1504 Local

Brookville Gardens to

Torre Property Construct

pedestrian trail through

Wedge Park and Columbia

IH 51, 500

24

Frank Albert Rd

1

1 . 

Overcrossing 1 - 5 - Extend

Frank Albert Rd from 20th

St E to Pacific Highway

including new bridgeover

1 - 5. 524, 300

25

Reconstruct Freeman Rd

1

1 L " a

South Segment - 

Reconstruct to 3 -lane

roadway with curbs

gutters. sidewalks, bike

lanes and drainage

26

Reconstruct 70th Ave

az

North Segment - 

Reconstruct 4 -lane

roadway section including
curbs gutters & sidewalks - 

widen roadway: replace 1 - 5

bridge $ 66 900

27

20th St Reconstruction - 

1 1 10c3! 

Port of Tacoma Rd to

IndusW Drive

Reconstruct & widen 4- 

lane roadway
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28

Reconstruct 20th St 70th

to Freeman - Reconstruct a

3 -lane section with curbs

putters sidewalks and

drainage

29

20th Street East

1 Local

Reconstruction- Industry

to 54th. Reconstruct 3 -lane

roadway to add bicycle

lanes. 

30

52nd Avenue East

2= 0

250 Lsca' 

Improvement- From 15th

St Ct East to Pacific

Highway East. Improve

52nd Avenue East North

from 15th St Ct E to Pacific

Highway. $ 250

11.- 

12th Street East

1 1 L- ra' 

Reconstruction. From

62nd Street East to

Alexander Avenue. 

Reconstruct to a 3 - lane

roadway with curbs

gutters, sidewalks and

drainage from 62nd St. F. 

to Alexanbder Avenue. 

30 000

32

62nd Avenue East

1 1 Local

Reconstruction- North

Segment from Pacific

Highway East to 12th

Street East. Reconstruct 3- 

lane roadway with curbs

gutters, sidewalks and

drainage. 
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33

48th Street East

0 Developer Funded

Reconstruction. From 70th

Avenue East to Freeman

Road. Major roadway
widening to a 3 -lane

section and add

ignalization. Largely

developer funded

34

45th Street East

0 0 Developer Funded

Extension / Reconstruction. 

45th St East from 70th

Avenue to Freeman Road. 

Reconstruct 3 -Lane

Roadway. Largely

peveloper funded. 

35

New Connector Arterial - 

p 0 Developer Funded

40th St E / 78th Ave E. 

Construction of a new 3- 

Lane Roadway. Developer
funded

36

Puyallup River Trail

1 Local
Construction of a 1. 7 mile

segment of the overall 10- 

mile Puyallup River Trail

37

74th Ave E New Road

0

0 Developer Funded
Construct a 3 - lane

roadway from 45th St to

48th St. Developer Funded. 

1

8

20th Street East / 58th

450 450 Local
Avenue East Signalization. 

Signalization of

intersection. $450
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U

62nd Avenue East

Overpass and

Reconstruction. From 20th

Street East to Pacific

Highway. Extend 62nd Ave

E from 20th St E tp Pacific
Highway including 1 - 5

overpass and reconstruct

existing street sections

including signalization. 

26, 300

40

Connector Arterial: New

0 0 Puyallup Tribal

toad - Connector Arterial

@32nd St. East) from 54th

Ave East to Frank Albert

goad. Construction of a

new 3 -lane roadway with

curbs.. gutters. sidewalks

and utilities. (Tribal

funded) 

41

12th Street East Extension. 

1 LC- al

12th Street East from

Alexander Avenue East to

34th Avenue East. 

Construct new 3 -lane

roadway extension of 12th

Street E from Alexander

Avenue to 34th Avenue 5, 

9000

42

66th Avenue East. From

0 0 Developer Funded

13th Street East to 26th

Street East. Construct new

road connecting 20th St E

and 26th St E primarily

developer funded Project. 

5500

PONCE / COURTS

L A
C...... -_ l r..., a

a -r° ° - Formatted: Strikethrough

petention Facility

J

25 25 REST
Formatted: Strikethrough

Reconfiguration
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Cali HALL / PUBLIC WORKS

City Hall - HVAC Split
45 Genera! System Heat Pumps

City Hall - Painting & 
24 24 General FundSealing of Exterior

PARKS & RECREATION

ngh

Brookville Gardens. 

8 1075
Park Impact Fees andCommunity Park Master

Plan, assessment and General Fund
development

Medium Dacca Park; Community
40

ID

10 Grants, Donations andPark Picnic tables, 
Low

park

trees benches General Fund

High

History Museum Complex

g.S
Growth Management

Complete Construction
Fund

High

NE Fife 154th & Pacific) 

900 Park Impact Fees, GrantNeighborhood Park

Acquisition; 2 -5 acres
and Donation

High

Five Acre Park; 

1 ED Park Impact Fees
Neighborhood Park

Pathway and trail
connections

Medium

Colburn Park. 

65 195 250 Grants, Donations and

Neighborhood Park

ADA parking and access

improvements, 
Low

renovate

play equipment, picnic
General Fund

shelter, outdoor

waterplav /sprav- ground

Medium

South Fife ( W of

1250 1250 Park Impact Fees
Radiance); Neighborhood

Park Acquisition; 2 - 5 Grants and Donations
acres

Medium

Southeast Fife ( S of 48th St

100

1-79 1750 100 Park Impact Fees
ET; Veig4berhee4 -Park

Access Improvements
Grants and Donations
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Medium

Wedge Park / Wapato

100+ 

120 t 100+ General Fun: 

Nature Areai
Neighborhood Park

tow Restroom building; Entry

gateway and signage. 

Ongoing site restoration

Low

Centennial Park

15

General Fund

Neighborhood Park

AD.A Parking and access

improvements

low

14D- Administration

Park Impact fees
Pleiglabedieed -Park Cxantsand Donations
Pl vyground- installatlen

lo" 

Hunt Club / Cappa- 

r,. 

4 40 General Fund
Neighborhood Park

Master plan and

assessment

ih s@8 i418 iBOA• e- / ^ PePCp ^' e - Siv

High

Medium

Hylebos; Natural

2L5 4-0 105 General Fu nd

Area /Open Space - Parking
area and ADA access. park

entry and signage

interpretive signage

ongoing site restoration

Medium

Triangle Property

2S 25 Park Impact Fees and
Greenspace; Natural

Area / Open Space - Rustic General Fund
path, benches and sign

Radiance -Oxbow

25 Park Impact 1- cc- 

6reene,epeel-Natiopal

rnr^°'°iton
fpaccn `

pace

path, benches and sign
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Low

Wapato Creek Restoration

100

100 General Fund

Proiect: Natural

Area /Open Space - Master

plan and habitat

restoration

Low

Fountain Memorial Park; 

5n 5L) General FundSpecial Facility - Gateway
entry signage

Medium

lrriecurltaa.Trail

5.0
Grants

e
D nati ns and

Low

Levee Road Trail - 1. 25

750 TBD 750 r Grants, Donations and
miles 54th to 70th; 2. 5

54th tomiles western city

limit: miles 70th to
General Fund

9

eastern city limit

Low

Wapato Creek Trail - .2

10.5 TBD Grants Donations andmiles Dacca/ OH to
General Fund

Brookville

Medium

Colburn Park- Play
2016 -17 Funding TBDequipment replacement[ 

upgrade

Medium

Wedge Park- Play

2021 -21 Funding TBDequipment replacement / 

upgrade

Medium

fSD Administration

2014 -15 Funding TBDProperty - Playground

installation ( in partnership( 

Medium

NE Fife ( east of 54th & 

2016 -17 Funding TBD
north of Pacific) - site

master planning

development

Medium

South Fife (west of

2018 -19 Funding TBDRadiance OS) - site master

planning & development
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Medium

East Fife ( near Valley & 

2022 -23 Funding TBD74th Ave) • site master

planning & development

Medium

Wapato Creek Trail - .9

2014 -15 Funding TBDmiles Dacca - Torre - 20th

St

Medium

Jivlebos Creek Trail - 

2016 -17 Funding TBDMilgard property
extension - loop

Community Center - 
2014 -15 Funding TBDBenovatelreplace

Low

Dacca Park - Play

2026 -27 Funding TBD
equipment replacement / 

upgrade, restroom

renovation

tow

Five Acre Park - Play

7026 -27 Funding TBD
equipment replacement/ 

upgrade skatepark feature

upgrade

Low

Open Space TBD - secu• a

2022 -23 Funding TBDopen space lands to

standard

Brookville Gardens
3500 3500 Multiple Funds

Community Park

Park System
75 75 Multiple FundsImprovements

ebes/ MrleardFipture
50 38 Mek+gle -Funds

Area- lmarevements

35 35 Multiple Funds
0g.rac  

FACILITIES

40
90 Multio4e-Faxiad4Piraluage-Systexci

30 30

South Campus

60
390

100

Gathering Place Sale
Improvements - demo of

Kinoshita buildings

installation of modular Proceeds

buildings

Community Center
125 125 Mu' p' e FundsImprovements - 
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X2-5 a4ytcr/ : er Cpthc•'•° Phasc 2 Planning work to
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45 45 Ccncral Fund
Meg

Police Dept men' s
2-5 2-5 General Fund
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14ANI4 DESCRIPTION 2040 3044 2032 3043 2034 2046 3046

TOTS

COST

FUN8046

SOURCES

iAFATER

12' Rcp:accmcnt
St E 54'" 

609 809

c, 

Revenue-Bends

20'" 

te43ret

eveIAl.... - ' sue 0450 4, 750

c, 
R_.._,.
e.,, Bends

Gempsebensive

648-mapping-8, 
water-system

inventesy 400 400

Cront R- p etFees, 

Revenue -Bends

d" St E 54'" -Ane

231 434

Grants, 

E to 57'"- Ave -E

Impact Fees, 

Revenue -Bends

2-70 270

6 antmn s; 

Revenue-Bends

55*- Ave -r4 °3t

E- te -B nthicn

keep -Read

ent

1 5 oozing at
53 °-We -E 2,1 244

6rants,-I mpact rtes, 

itenue -canes

89° Ave E 15° 

St E to 14* it -E 447

6rants,-Impac4Fees

Revenue -Bends

8" Replacement

34'" Ave E

188 188

6rantsrtmpac44-eesPaelk-kwy€ te
35° 344 Revenue -Bends

8" Extension

S3'" AvcE 4* 9

2-30 270

6rpnt, ImpactFees

keep•Read Revenue -bends

8" Extension

90 00

Grants

8enthien -Leep
Road 55"' Ave8

to 57'"-Ave -E

pact -Fees

Revenue-cane, 

Rainier -ferp
Park 70`" -Ave -F 42 42

Grants, Impact Fccs, 

398 488

6rantS4mpact -fees
Revenue Bends

Pael4c-Hwy-Ete

42'"3t-E

70'" -Ave -E SO4 504

Grants; lmpactfeer̀, 

Revenue -Bends

Garnpsel4ensive

Water- System

Plan - Update 430 430

Grants, Impact Fees, 

Revenue -Bends

I2'- Extension

378 348

Reeiiie-M++A' F

48484enj

Vie; 

Revenue -Beads
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20th Street

4& 5 085 2842- 20t3-funding TBDCulvert Upgrade

48th Street

2-75 275 2042- 21145- Funding-T430

Conveyance

Upgrade

erersing

imunavecnent- 

new- culvert 4420 4180 Drainage Utility

Willows

Neighbor-hood- 

impreverAents 300 380 8rainage-Utility

Finveed -Ceade

eighbochood- 

imprevement 280 280 8rainageUtilit- 

Update 480 000 Drainage Utility

Freeman -Read

Sferm

000 080 Grant

Pend

Permitting

14028-121.- - Fina4

402 000 11008 01

hearings and

close out

11008.02- 

200 200 11008 02

5waal

Elese-ew4

Q "'°M` a

iWWic Wackce- 

1aytoe Boy lftelter 80 80 Fleet

Public orks- 

1421eniele

4th top dreer 50 58 fleet

0

Pero- six. , 7^ W

Ave4Fen4-2.04) 4

te- Uauey- 
Beconstruct-4- 

Jane- 

40400 48,280

federal, state and local

funds

readway

SecHemwith

curbs, gutters, 

1 dew tics -arid

drainage

2

R tpniiruGF20t11

i2rd- 

7,000 7,000 State and 1 cal fandr

r , 

3 laveto

coadsvay-with

eu+135,- gtate,-, 

drainage
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3

r rnpat- 34 °-Jwe

3' V

4,220 4,700 State- and4eealfunds

reconstruct

Ave and 1?"' 3t4e

3- laws - roadways

4

Reconstructio- ei

West-Segment

Rec-ereArgetieree4

Al- Levee-Rd- Erern

Frank-AFberFR4

to S1th Ave

Pha: c v. idening 4400 6,000 7300 seal

6

Freeman-Road

Recons4roctien- 

No1414- Segment

Rcc nstruct to 3

437000

lane - roadway
with- eurbs, 

gutters, 

sidewalks, -bike

tones-and

drainage

improvement

6

54' Amc oR.idrar

euncil

diceet d tud, 

o _..._.. ng

Feedel-aed4raffe

counts 2

7

Redestrian

Raikeadtrrade

Separation

200

Genstreetacress

the- 44PRR4racks

at vc

6

Reconstruct

Valley-Aveirom
54Lhto

Rroelwille

Gardens - 

Recensctrusi -and

widen3 lane

roadway; 

eewe

roundabout

interseetiens-et

5644i-argi-64‘nd

Avenues

20Nr; t

4,300 7,900 8, 300 local

9

200

Reconstruction

from &3rd-to

Reconstruct and

wide. -3- Ade

roadway-wit

curbc,gutterr

srelegoalasrbdte

lancuse

improvements

48

Relocate-eitit

Ong
1 Pest

1-,306 6,800 4, 500 local

141 -te- - e' 

Tacema4Rd- 

Relecatenew

X58

Rd; looJud]ng -nc,', 

7- 40



7- 41

bucture

44

New Entrance

Ramp to- Connect
PHE to 1558 at

44th

4;490 4499 2, 208 total

Ave- 

Ael-diSen-ef--Flew

from Pacramp

Hwy-at- 34141- Ave
e4 -SCR

42

New-de -Ave

bridge _ 

plas- ramps- --new

5r+dge

S nt to

POT Rd, new 34" 

Ave448- halfef

eneway couplet 21000 3;000 24,000 23, 900 State

43

2041" Ave

Raikead

Construe! -an

257008 35400 state and local

overeat ab vc

UPRR

44

New Connecter

at- 66th- Ave-and

2655 St

3,450 6,009 8, 300 Local

Construct new

read -te- connect

Ave

Pavement

Overlay Riegsam

6,000

03, 1 00 Stmt

ode

45

Recenstraction

300 300 teem

Segment —44

Rec 5Rstruct a

medi€y-eo, 
signalized

intersectien -and

o%s'n c anther

42

204h-St-/- Rzank

A45O

450 450 Sena! 

R4

Signalizatlon

24444- i
48

450 449 heeal

62nd -Ave

signalizatien

43

Recenstract N

Levee -Rd- Central

Segment —From

2, 100 8,000 40, 100 analAve

20

Entensien- e£L9th

Avemann -f em

PaeHo.', to -2255

St 4,099 fine
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24

To cross the

Puyallup River
and connect to

R+veriead 7A 33 Local

24

Reconstruct

AlerthyLevee- Rd

Sast-gefioneot- 

Reconstruct

signakte-4

50 50 loco{ F" R^°^' 

23
Ave—Inter—section

geeenstwrt

50 50 Local

intersection and

astel- ter-o4eoes

24

f —Grade

Separation

Con: - sst-ay; adco
Separation

would rc open

the street 59 SO teeat

25

i2ndAve --New

St to 1Sth St Ct C 365 1, 635 0,000 teen{ 

26

Pedestrian -Trail

trem80eek0i11e

C5504ens- 5° 44500

Ply
Construct

peQt: ian t ai4

through Wt

Farkand

4; 500 4, 550 6oeol

27

Ftnend -Frank

Albert fldtrem

244h44- Pac

44,0?-00instodc

400 450 Local

4-40.54554518e° 45.0

1- 5

2.0440.544-140-et
2.8

459 450 6eE0

7acema

Sigaakzatien

29

Reconstruct

Freeman -Rd

South Sngotent- 

Rec nstruct to 3

59 59 teeal

withitb cur

gutters, 

sidewaRcs,-b+ke

lanes -and

skwitiage

Reconstruct 7006

Ave-North

Segment

4, 250 4-x,000 43300 46,450 State

Reconstruct 4

lacre-reactwey
cctip- iR4R4n4g

csrbs, gutters & 

Widen

reaclway.1- neplace

1- 545Adge
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42

Puyalk, p -River
Trail

Consteuelien-ef-a
1 .: 

nt

of-the- everal40

RiverTrdil 3 local

43

34th -Ave E Nc o

Rearl- C-enetree{ 

3-- laneroadway

4 4 local

a- 

from 15th St to

48th St

44

Pas-Hwlr / 62nd

AVo Intercectiee

iotcr cct orr& 

signalize Local

45 20th St / 581h

AveSigwalizatien 4 0003: 

46

Recien

E tendb2ndAve

frem4001SEto

mow, 
inelerling43

evergassawd

eEk

500V06 4 local

43

Connector

Artesian -Flew

Read - 

Eenstructi

cite

arrefa

34anc roadwoy
tith curb,, 

gutters, sidewalk

and otihties

48

Recenctrct Curb

Returns --ffer

teJelss-at-earews

locations city
wide 390 leeat

Freeman -Read

Receestructien-- 

widen; 

reconstruct and

related

imprevemerke 490 400 J> - Safety

aao- p

isle+valk

1Wideeed

side 20"- St

Crary 75 43 Public

Asphal&Tea&- 

29 °{librpr5 Walk 40 20 16u46e- Safetyt

Temp Sidewalk
AAlideeed

60 60side o' 70' 

Update

Transyertatien 390 200 REST
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resteratien

tow

Fountain

Memeria4-Park; 

specialFacilty- 

6a 50 General-P444

44 re

wit

55

dente

20+11 - 54 60 60

yrsa(r goon: and

General l and

Lew

1eoee- Read -Trap

io 7041; 2. 5

250 T08

TPD

259+ 

T60

yrafi14_genatiems-.and
General- R.44

mile; 

5 th to-.. c tern

eityltnnity49-441.es

20414e- eantera

eity -limit

Lew

6eneralFlsnd

Medium

CelburwAxk- 

Pi4Y-441414Pment

degrade 2016 17 funding TBD

Medina

Weelge-Par14- 

P4?-44144PP44. 4

upgrade 2024- 21--- Fundin T88

M mediu

560

Administratiew

Ame

201415 funding TRD

nd

astalkItief4-( in

parMerel4p, 

44ed444

fw

2016 17 Funding TBD

P itecifc) 

Ong
eleyelam^T"n4

Medwm

krath-Pife{ wct

ei- Radiance

2018 -19 FundingTBo

85)- 

per

1g-& 

develepmeat

Medium

wear

Valley-8, 74M
Ave)-- site

mestantrlamiog

grdevelepment 202223 Fonding-T-Be
Wapate -Greek

Trail . 9 mile

Medum Dacca Torre
2011411

Medium

HGeek

rd

6re9erny

Ct -- lee9 2016 -17-- Funding -T88
Community
Ceater- 

Rewevate# eflacc m
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APPENDIX A

CONCURRENCY MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

I. Establishment

The City of Fife hereby establishes a Concurrency Management System ( CMS) for all
City development approvals. This system is intended to insure that capital facilities and
services needed to maintain minimum level of service standards as set forth in the
Capital Facilities Element of the Fife Comprehensive Plan are available at the time or

within a reasonable time after development, occupancy, or use. 

I1. Level of Service Standards

The City has established level of service standards for which concurrency must be
maintained. The standards so established are those set forth in Section V of the Revised
Capital Facilities Plan Element of the Fife Comprehensive Plan. 

III. Applications

A. For purposes of this CMS, " development approval" shall mean approval by the
City of any Type II or Type III project permit types as set forth in Chapter 14. 02 of
the Fife Municipal Code. 

B. For development approval, each applicant, except those exempted from

concurrency, shall also apply for a Certificate of Concurrency. 

C. An applicant requesting development approval by the City shall provide all
information required by the City for a concurrency evaluation of the project. This
may include additional information determined to be needed by the Director of
Community Development in order to fully evaluate the project for concurrency. 

D. No development approvals shall be granted unless the applicant meets all

requirements for a Certificate of Concurrency. 

IV. Concurrency Test

In order to satisfy concurrency management requirements, each development proposal
must demonstrate that the adopted levels of service and concurrency standards for
public facilities and services will not be degraded by the impact of the development. The
following is a checklist of impacts that must be analyzed and quantified by the applicant
for any development proposal. 

Use of potable water

Amount of sanitary sewer flow generated
Increased traffic on surrounding streets asset forth in Section VI of this CMS
Changes in the amount, nature, or pattern of stormwater runoff
Creation of need for additional parks, recreation, or open space

Additional demand for public school classroom space
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If the City determines any of these impacts to be significant, the City shall then determine
the availability of adequate capacity of public facilities and services to
maintain the adopted level of service standards. 

V. Calculating Available Capacity /Policies

For purposes of land development regulations, the available capacity of public facilities
and services should be determined through the following means. 

A. Add together: 

1. The total service capacity of existing facilities operating at the required level
of service; and

2. The total capacity of new facilities, if any, that will become available on or
before the date of occupancy of the proposed development. The capacity
of new facilities may be counted only if one or more of the following are
shown: 

i. Construction of new facilities is underway at the time the
development permit is issued; 

ii. The new facilities are the subject of a binding contract for
construction of facilities or provision of services at the time of
issuance of the development permit; or

iii. An enforceable development agreement is in place that
guarantees the new facilities. Such facilities shall be consistent
with the Capital Facilities Element of the Comprehensive Plan. 

The agreement shall guarantee that the necessary facilities and
services will be in place when the impacts of the development
occur. 

B. Subtract from those capacities the sum of: 

1. The demand for the service or facility created by existing development
documented in the Comprehensive Plan; 

2. The demand for the service or facility created by the anticipated completion
of other approved developments, redevelopment, or other development
activity; and

3. The demand for the service or facility created by the anticipated completion
of the proposed development. 

In the case where a project demonstrates available capacity, a Certificate of Concurrency
shall be issued. Where available capacity cannot be shown, the applicant shall comply
with one of the options as set forth in Section VII to meet concurrency requirements and
maintain adopted level of service standards. If the applicant cannot comply with
concurrency though option A, C, D, or E, the City shall chose option B, F, or G. 

In addition to the requirements set forth in this section, the applicant must meet the traffic
concurrency requirements as set forth in Section VI of this CMS. 
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VI. Concurrency Threshold for Transportation Facilities

A. Threshold. Concurrency threshold is defined as when demand as measured by
the City for a transportation corridor or intersection reaches 90 percent of capacity. 
Capacity is defined as the maximum number of peak hour vehicle trips that a

transportation facility can accommodate at the level of service established by the
Capital Facilities Element of the Fife Comprehensive Plan. When this threshold is
reached, the concurrency test as set forth in this section shall apply to all
development proposals that have a probable impact
on the demand in such corridor. If a transportation corridor is below the
concurrency threshold and a proposed project will have an impact such that
the corridor will exceed the threshold, the concurrency procedures as set forth in
this section shall apply. 

B. Below Threshold. Prior to reaching concurrency threshold, the existing available
capacity shall be allocated on a " first come, first served" basis. 

C. Application. The Community Development Director shall determine if a proposed
development will have a probable impact on a transportation corridor that is close
to or exceeds its concurrency threshold. Unless exempted by the City in
accordance with this Concurrency Management System, all development permits
for a project that the City estimates will lead to a transportation volume in excess
of a transportation corridor's concurrency threshold, or will impact a transportation
corridor that already exceeds the threshold, shall include a concurrency test. The
concurrency test is part of the development permit process and shall be
conducted by the Community Development and Public Works Departments. 

D. Transportation Impact Analysis. For all development permits that are not exempt
under this CMS, a transportation impact analysis using the best available
methodology shall be submitted to and approved by the Community Development
Director. For all development permits that are not exempt and are subject to the
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), a registered professional engineer in the
State of Washington shall complete or supervise the transportation impact
analysis. The Community Development Director may cause the development of a
transportation impact analysis using the best available methodology and at the
applicant's expense in lieu of the applicant' s analysis or to verify the applicant' s
analysis. 

E. Waiver. Upon written request of an applicant, the director may waive the
requirement for a traffic impact analysis or limit the scope of the analysis and
required elements of a traffic impact analysis where the director determines that
the potential transportation impacts upon the affected transportation corridor(s) 
and /or intersections(s) have been adequately analyzed in prior research or reports
and /or are not projected to cause a reduction in the operating level of affected
transportation corridors and /or intersections. 

F. Test. The available and planned six year capacity shall be used in conducting the
concurrency test. Development permits that result in a reduction of a corridor's
level of service below the standard set forth in
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Section V of the Capital Facilities Element of the Comprehensive Plan cannot be
approved. 

1. After accounting for the project' s development impact, if the resulting
corridor capacity is above or equal to the capacity required to maintain the
established level of service standard, the concurrency test is passed. 

2. After accounting for the projected development impact, if the available
capacity of a transportation corridor is less than the capacity required to
maintain the established level of service standard, the concurrency test is
not passed. The applicant must then comply with one of the options set
forth in Section VII of this CMS. If the applicant cannot meet concurrency
through option A, C, D, or E, the City shall choose option B, F, or G. 

G. Preliminary Concurrency Test. An applicant may request a preliminary
concurrency test without an accompanying application for a development permit. 
A fee, as set forth on the approved fee schedule, shall be charged
for such preliminary test. Any available capacity cannot be reserved through this
preliminary process. The result of a preliminary concurrency test is considered an
administrative decision and cannot be appealed. 



VII. Options for Meeting Concurrency. 

A. Developer provided improvements. The project owner or developer may provide
the necessary improvements to maintain level of service standards. In such
cases, the project application must include appropriate plans for improvements, 

documentation that such improvements are designed to provide the capacity
necessary to achieve or maintain level of service standards, and recordable
instruments guaranteeing the construction of such facilities. 

B. Impact fees. Impact fees are assessments levied against the developer to pay for
developer generated impacts on certain public facilities and services. State law
permits impact fees to be levied by the City for roads, parks and recreation
facilities, and schools. 

C. Improvement Districts ( LID' s). Local improvement districts can be created to
assess benefiting property owners for their fair share of the costs for needed
public improvements. LID' s are often used to pay for road, sewer, water, and
stormwater projects. 

D. Project Alteration. The proposed project may be changed so that its impact on
capital facilities can be met by available capacity. 

E. Postponement of Development. The proposed project may be postponed to a
specific year or until the City can provide the necessary additional public facilities
or services capacity. 

G. Land Use Amendment. If the City determines that it can no longer afford to
maintain certain level of service standards, it can revise the Land Use Element of

the Comprehensive Plan and amend the City' s standards accordingly. 

H. Project Denial. If the proposed project results in lowering any level of service
standards and no reasonable means can be found to increase the capacity of
public faculties ( including developer - provided improvements), the City may deny
the project application. 



VIII. Certificate of Concurrency. 

A. Issuance. A Certificate of Concurrency, subject to the terms contained therein, 
shall be granted upon issuance of the final development permit. It may be issued
in accordance with the same terms and conditions of the underlying development
approval. If applicable, payment of a fee and /or

performance of any condition required by the City shall be a condition of
Certificate of Concurrency. Certificates of Concurrency shall be issued on a " first
come, first served" basis with respect to the order of final development permit
issuance. 

B. Transferability. A Certificate of Concurrency is not transferable to another
property, but may be transferred to new owners of the original property. 

C. Life span of Certificate. A Certificate of Concurrency shall expire when the
accompanying development permit expires or is revoked. A certificate may be
extended according to the same terms and conditions as the accompanying
development permit. If the development permit is granted an extension so shall
the Certificate of Concurrency. If the accompanying development permit does not
expire, the Certificate of Concurrency shall expire 5 years from the Certificate of
Concurrency issue date. 

D. Unused capacity. Any capacity that is not used because the developer decides not
to develop or the accompanying development permit expires shall be returned to
the available pool of capacity. 

IX. Exemptions

A. No impact. Permits for projects that create no measurable additional impacts are
exempt from the requirements of this chapter. Such permits include, but are is not
limited to, any Type I, II, IV, or V permit applications as set forth in Chapter 14. 02
of the Fife Municipal Code. 

B. Application filed prior to the effective date of this CMS. Complete development
permit applications that have been submitted before the effective date of this CMS
are exempt from its requirements. Development permits that were issued before

the effective date of this CMS shall be considered to have capacity as long as the
accompanying development permit is valid. 

X. Annual Capacity Statement

As part of its Concurrency Management System, the City shall prepare an Annual
Capacity Statement. The intent of the Annual Capacity Statement is to provide evidence
of the capacity and levels of service of public facilities for the purpose of

issuing development permits during the 12 months following the completion of the
Statement. The Statement shall therefore include the following: 

A. A summary of new developments that have been completed during the given time
period, including a list of certificates of occupancy indicating development
represented by types and square footage. 
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B. A summary of building permit activity, indicating: 
1. Those permits that expired without starting construction; 
2. Those permits that were active at the time of the report; 

3. The quantity of development represented by the outstanding building
permits. 

C. A summary of projects submitted for environmental review. 

D. An evaluation of each facility indicating: 
1. Capacity available for each at the start and end of the reporting period; 

2. The portion of available capacity held for projects in the development
process; 

3. A comparison of actual capacity to calculated capacity resulting from
approved building permits and other vested projects; 

4. A comparison of actual capacity and levels of service to adopted levels of
service from the Comprehensive Plan, and; 

5. A forecast of the capacity for each facility based upon the most recently
updated schedule of capital improvements in the capital facilities element. 

XI. Appeal

The City of Fife' s Community Development Director administers the Concurrency
Management System. The Directors' decisions may be appealed to the City' s Hearing
Examiner in accordance with Section 2. 50. 050 of the Fife Municipal Code. 
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s CITY OF FIFE

Six Year Transportation Improvement Program
From 2011 to 2016

08106/ 2010 DAS
A Projects

Pr io r ity_N Name

1 701h Ave E Reconstruction - 20th to Valley
2 201h St E Reconstruction - 54th to 63rd

3 New SB 1- 5 Exh ramp
4 Reconstruction of Levee Rd - West Segment

5 Freeman Rd Reconstruction - North Segment

6 59th Ave E North From Pac. Hwy. E to 12 St. E. 

7 Pedestrian Railroad Crossing

8 Valley Ave E Reconstruction - 54th to B. G. 
9 20th Street East Reconstruction - 63rd to 70th

10 Relocate Exh Ramp Connection 1 -5 SB To POT Rd. 

11 New ramp, Port of Tacoma Rd to southbound 1 - 5
12 New 34th AVE Bridge over 1 - 5

13 70th Ave E RR Overpass

14 New Connector - 66th Ave E to 26th St E. 

15 Pavement Overlay Program - Various Locations
16 70th Ave E. Reconstruction - South Segment

17 20th St E. and Frank Albert Rd Signalization

18 20th St E. and 62nd Ave Signalization

19 Reconstruction of N Levee Rd - Central Segment

20 54th Ave E Corridor study
21 70th Ave Bridge - New Bridge

22 North Levee Road Reconstruction - East Segment

23 Pacific Hwy. E and 54 Ave E - Inters ection
24 54th Ave E Grade Separation

25 52nd Ave E - New Road

26 Trail. Brookville Gardens to Torre Property
27 Extend Frank Albert Rd - 20th to Pac. Hwy. E
28 20th Street E. and POT • Road Signalization

29 Freeman Rd Reconstruction - South Segment

30 70th Ave E. Reconstruction - North Segment

31 20th Street E. Reconstruction - POT to Industry
32 New Entrance Ramp - 34th to 511509
33 20th St E. and Industry Dr Signalization
34 20th St. E. Reconstruction - 70th to Freeman Rd

35 20th St E Reconstruction - Industry to 54th

36 Improve 52nd Ave - Pac Hwy to 15th St. Ct. E. 
37 12th St E Reconstruction - 54th to Alexander

38 62nd Ave E Reconstruction - North Segment

39 48th St E. Reconstruction - 70th to Freeman

40 45th St E Extension and Reconstruction

41 New Connector Arterial - 40th to 78th Ave E

42 Puyallup River Trail • New Trail
43 74th Ave E - New Road

44 Pacific Hwy. E and 62nd Ave E - Signalization
45 20th St E. and 58th Ave E - Sign alizatlon

46 62nd Ave E Overpass and Reconstruction

47 32nd Connector Arterial • New Road

48 Curb Return Reconstruction - Various
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INTRODUCTION

This Six -Year Capital Facilities Plan is Fife School District' s planning document prepared in compliance with
the requirements of the Growth Management Act (GMA), King County and Pierce County, and cities of Fife, 
Milton, and Edgewood. It is designed to support the collection of school impact fees and consists of: 

a) An inventory of existing school facilities; 
b) An enrollment base and projection; 

c) A standard of service; 

c) A summary of school facility capacity and projected need for space; 
d) A forecast of future school facility needs, financing, and impact fee formula. 

Fife School District serves a population of over 15, 000, and is located off Interstate 5, east of Tacoma, north of

the Puyallup River, about ten square miles in area, and falling in both Pierce and King Counties. It includes the
cities of Fife, Milton, and Edgewood, unincorporated areas of Trout Lake, Jovita, Fife Heights, and a portion of

the Port of Tacoma. 

The Growth Management Act authorizes jurisdictions to collect impact fees to supplement funding of
additional public facilities needed to accommodate new development. To collect impact fees, a local

jurisdiction must have adopted a GMA school impact fee ordinance, and must approve the District' s Capital

Facilities Plan as a component of their comprehensive plan. The District will utilize the State Subdivision Act

and the State Environmental Protection Act (SEPA) to collect mitigation fees in those jurisdictions where there

is no GMA impact fee ordinance. 

Existing District Facilities

Discovery Primary School

Alice V. Hedden Elementary School ( grades 2 -5) 

grades K -1 and preschool) Built new and opened in 1992. 

Endeavour Intermediate School

Built new and opened in 2001. 

grades 2 -5) Originally constructed as Milton
Elementary School in 1951 with additions in 1953, 1955, 1958, 1962, and 1968. Modernized in 1975. Closed one
year for some demolition, total modernization and addition. Reopened in 1993 as Endeavour Intermediate

School. 

Surprise Lake Middle School ( grades 6 -7) Originally constructed in 1970. 
Extensive modernization and addition in 1992. Main offices and Counselors offices remodeled 1998. 

Columbia Junior High School ( grades 8 -9) Built new and opened in September

2003. Performing arts auditorium, sports and athletic complex completed in 2004. 

Fife High School ( grades 10 -12) Originally constructed in 1930 with
additional buildings and space added in 1949, 1956, 1958, 1960, 1961, 1970 and modernization in 1975. Some
demolition, extensive modernization and addition completed in 1995. Alternative High School modernized in
1997. 

Transportation Center Built new in 1996. 

Educational Services Center Located in a portion of the old Fife Elementary School. Modernized in 1997. 
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INVENTORY OF EXISTING SCHOOL FACILITIES

3

Facility Portable Portable Portable
School Capacity Site Size Size Number Capacity Size

est.acres) sq. ft) sq. ft) sq. ft) sq. ft.) 3/ 2012) sq. ft.) 
D -7) D -7) D -7) 

New Mod Total

Fife High School 705 28. 86 140, 193 5 110 4,480

IV Classroom 325 34,925 35,250

V Annex 8, 065 13, 843 21, 908

VI Gym 22,089 20,564 42,653

VII Cafeteria 1, 952 14, 045 15, 997

VIII Shop 104 9, 780 9, 884

IX Science 2, 882 4, 169 7, 051

Alternative School 7, 450 7, 450

140, 193

Columbia Jr. High School 600 34.4 92, 000 4 88 3, 544

Classroom /Office /Gym 92, 000 92,000

Surprise Lake Middle School 530 17.23 72, 176 4 88 3, 584

Classroom /Office 518 38, 599 39, 116

Classroom /Gym 14, 072 18, 988 33,060

72, 176

Endeavour Intermediate 530 7. 045 54,058 4 88 3, 584

Classroom 3, 020 3, 020

Classroom /Office 12, 444 6, 901 19, 345

Classroom /Gym 28,700 2, 993 31, 693

54, 058

Playshed 2, 800 2, 800

Alice V. Hedden Elementary 485 14. 89 51, 673 4 88 3, 564

Classroom /Office /Gym 51, 673 51, 673

Playshed 2, 160 2, 160

Discovery Primary 485 7. 045 57,047 57,047 6 132 5, 376

Playshed 2, 776 2, 776

TOTAL 3, 335 109.47 467, 147 27 594 24, 132

TOTAL CORE AND

PORTABLE CAPACITY 3, 929
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ENROLLMENT BASE AND PROJECTION

The District uses the enrollment projections provided by Washington State Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction
OSPI) as a base. The projections are based on the " Cohort Survival Method" which computes progressive ratios for each

grade level and averages those ratios over the past five years. The average ratio is then multiplied by the actual current year' s
enrollment using October headcount for each grade to project the enrollment in the next grade for the next year. The Cohort
Survival Method uses past enrollment indicators to predict future growth, however, it does not account for anticipated growth

due to new residential and commercial construction in the Fife/Milton area. For example, there are over 220 planned single

family housing starts and over 120 planned multifamily units within our school district' s boundary, expected to generate an
additional 93 new students. Despite a down -turn in the economy, and slight decrease in the last two year' s enrollment, we
are anticipating continued growth as evidenced by the table below. Actual enrollment growth over the past ten years averaged
approximately 1. 12% per year, and . 50% per year over the past five years. More importantly, for the next six years the
Cohort Survival Method predicts an increased average growth rate of 3. 25% as shown below. 

ENROLLMENT* 07 -08 08 -09 09 -10 10 -11 11 -12** 12 -13 13 -14 14 -15 15 -16 16 -17 17 -18

FHS

10 297 294 294 246 264 257 282 255 300 270 307

11 312 280 283 284 235 261 254 279 252 297 267

12 284 306 283 286 285 235 261 254 279 252 297

Total 893 880 860 816 784 753 797 788 831 819 871

COLUMBIA

8 290 250 268 270 279 252 297 268 304 330 343

9 311 300 262 269 264 290 262 308 278 316 343

Total 601 550 530 539 543 542 559 576 582 646 686

SLMS

6 246 261 288 251 289 261 296 321 334 303 369

7 261 250 257 281 246 290 262 297 322 335 304

Total 507 511 545 532 535 551 558 618 656 638 673

ENDEAVOUR

2 142 134 137 145 160 142 173 173 175 178 180

3 130 153 125 139 143 159 144 175 176 178 181

4 148 136 154 132 134 159 166 150 183 184 186

5 121 152 138 153 124 151 164 171 155 189 190

Total 541 575 554 569 561 611 647 669 689 729 737

HEDDEN

2 121 105 112 119 124 116 141 142 144 146 148

3 111 121 103 113 134 130 118 144 144 146 148

4 117 106 126 108 132 130 135 123 149 150 152

5 111 119 112 125 119 124 135 140 127 154 155

Total 460 451 453 465 509 500 529 549 564 596 603

DISCOVERY

PS sections 3 3 3 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5

K 233 277 265 236 289 290 294 299 303 307 312

1 219 253 271 269 249 303 304 308 313 317 322

Total K- 1 452 530 536 505 538 593 598 607 616 624 634

Total K-12 3454 3497 3478 3426 3470 3550 3688 3807 3938 4052 4204

FTE FTE 3310.27

Increase 4. 41% 1. 25% 54% 1. 50% 1. 28% 2. 31% 3. 89% 3. 23% 3. 44% 2. 90% 3. 75% 

Avg Growth/Year 0.98% 3. 25% 

Headcount ( rather than FTE) is used as a more appropriate indicator for enrollment and capacity needs Part-time
students ( less than 1 full FTE) require seating space and program resources as though full -time. Many kindergarten
students now attend full -time as well and thus require full -time seating space. 
Actual enrollment based on October student headcount through the 11 - 12 school year. 
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STANDARD OF SERVICE

Fife School District, as written in its mission statement, is committed to providing a safe and caring environment, 
which ensures that all students will learn. And, as a Standard Bearer District, Fife is a leader in school reform and

committed to providing our students highly engaging, meaningful, challenging, and satisfying work. The District
is committed to achieving a high standard of learning for our students, as detailed in each of the six school
building' s School Improvement Plans. Keeping class sizes at an optimal level is a critical component in reaching
these goals. Due to incredible community support, the District is able to set this standard at approximately 20 -22
students per class, with first priority at the primary grade levels ( K — 4). Students are provided traditional basic

education programs which include reading, writing, math, social studies, science, physical education, health, music
and art. In addition there are scheduled times in computer labs and a number of special programs such as special

education, English Language Learners (ELL), preschool, remediation and other programs designed to serve special

populations. These special programs significantly affect school capacity by the need for separate space, scheduling
accommodations, mandated program requirements, and population changes. Rooms designed for special use are

not counted as classrooms. 

CAPACITY AND SPACE NEEDS

Washington Administrative Code ( WAC) sets factors determining a school' s eligibility to receive state - matching
funds for school construction. One factor is " square feet per student" set at 90 in grades K -6, 117 in grades 7 and

8, and 130 in grades 9 -12. These space allocations are part of a funds allocation model and do not reflect the true

space needed to carry out the instructional program. Fife' s actual K —12 average square feet per student is 134.62. 

Fife School District has chosen to determine actual program capacity by surveying each school, reviewing with
each school principal how the teaching spaces are being used, and the number of teaching staff assigned. 
Projections of space needs are based on the assumption of adding a teacher and classroom space for approximately
each additional 19 to 23 students dependent upon grade level. This does not account for additional space needed

for special programs as discussed above, and support services such as library, gym, athletics, kitchen, bathrooms, 
storage, etc. To reflect current programming needs and actual use of facility spaces, the District has finalized
participation in a community -wide study and survey. The survey results are described on pages 12 and 13. 

Previous and current survey information used to determine current and future capacity for each school is
summarized on the following charts by buildings. The charts include: 

1. Enrollment by grade level headcount from the 2007 -08 school year through the 2017 -18 year. 
Preschool information is by sections rather than headcount. 

2. Planned capacity when the building was designed. 
3. Teachers currently assigned and projected to be assigned under the District' s standard of service. 
4. Permanent rooms, including special program areas. 
5. Portable classrooms ( including the number of additional classrooms needed). 

Because space needs are driven, in part, by the number of teachers available, future projections can be significantly
impacted by availability of state and local funds. A levy failure or other severe budget impact may temporarily
reduce the number of teachers, thus increasing class sizes and reducing the need for additional classrooms. When
funding levels are restored, teachers will be re -hired to return class sizes to District standards. However, in the

absence of budget set - backs, the number of teachers needed ( and the number of classrooms required) will increase

as District enrollment continues to grow. 
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Capacity and Snace Needs
FIFE HIGH SCHOOL based on District - adjusted 11/ 12 OSPI enrollment projec ions) 

Enrollment' 07 -08 08 -09 09 -10 10 -11 11 -12 12 -13 13 -14 14 -15 15 -16 16 -17 17 -18

10 297 294 294 246 264 257 282 255 300 270 307

11 312 280 283 284 235 261 254 279 252 297 267

12 284 306 283 286 285 235 261 254 279 252 297

total 10 -12 893 880 860 816 784 753 797 788 831 819 871

FTE 727.21

Plan Capacity. 5 705 ", 

Teachers 39 38 40 39 42 41 44

Rooms Avail Use Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj

IV Classrm

Up Clsrrn 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

Down Clsrm 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Sp. Ed. 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Home Ec. 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Lib. Comp Lab 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Basic Lab 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

V Annex

Up Clsrm 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Down Clsrm 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9

VI Gym

Clsrm 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Gym 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

WrestNVeight 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

VII Cafe

Music 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

VIII Shop

Art 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Wood 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Metal 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

IX Science /Ag 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

Alt H. S. 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

East) Classroom 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 4

total 39 39 38 39 39 39 39 39

Classrooms

Needed u - t .•,.. 

Portables 5 0 0 1 0 3 2 5

Future 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 44 39 38 40 39 42 41 44

note: 6 period day /1 teacher prep period

Storage Containers 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

Headcount
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Capacity and Space Needs
COLUMBIA JUNIOR HIGH

SCHOOL
based on District- adjusted 11/ 12 OSPI enrollment pro ections) 

Enrollment* 07 -08 08 -09 09 -10 10 -11 11 - 12 12 -13 13 -14 14-15 15 -16 16 -17 17 -18

8 290 250 268 270 279 252 297 268 304 330 343

9 311 300 262 269 264 290 262 308 278 316 343

Total 8- 9 601 550 530 539 543 542 559 576 582 646 686

FTE 542.83

040_CW4g.t. ,' X600 ` 

Teachers 28 28 29 29 29 32 34

Rooms Avail Use Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj

Special Ed 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

Science 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4

Chorus 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Band 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Drama 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Art 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Technology 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Auditorium 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Computer 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Library 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Classrooms 15 13 13 14 14 14 15 15

Gym 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Weight Room 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Total 30 28 28 29 29 29 30 30

Classrooms

Needed z._, 

Portables 4 0 0 0 0 0 2 4

Future 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 34 28 28 29 29 29 32 34

Note: 6 period day /1 teacher prep period

Storage Containers

Headcount

Even though the Plan Capacity of Columbia Junior High is listed at 600, the actual regular capacity of the facility is less than 600 due to the
programming needs at the school and the actual use of classroom spaces. As such, the District analyzes capacity needs at this school each year
during the six year planning period. 
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Capacity and Space Needs
SURPRISE LAKE

MIDDLE SCHOOL
based on District- adjusted 11/ 12 OSPI enrollment projections) 

Enrollment* 07 -08 08 -09 09 -10 10 -11 11 -12 12 -13 13 -14 14 -15 15 -16 16 -17 17 -18

6 246 261 288 251 289 261 296 321 334 303 369

7 261 250 257 281 246 290 262 297 322 335 304

Total 6-7 507 511 545 532 535 551 558 618 656 638 673

FTE 531. 03

PlansCapacity r 530{ 

Teachers 27 28 28 31 33 32 34

Rooms Avail Use Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj

ESL 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Science 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

Drama 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Shop 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Art 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Choir /Band 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Library lab 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Gym 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Wrestling 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Classrooms 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15

Sp. Ed. 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

LAP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

total 26 26 26 26 26 26 26 26

Classrooms . 
t 

Needed

ti t c 1 , 2 t 2

Portables 4 1 2 2 4 4 4 4

Future 0 0 0 1 3 2 4

Total 30 27 28 28 31 33 32 34

Note: 7 period day /1 teacher prep period

Storage Containers 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Headcount
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Capacity and Space Needs

ENDEAVOUR

INTERMEDIATE
based on District - adjusted 11/ 12 OSPI enrollment projections) 

Enrollment" 07 -08 08 -09 09 -10 10 -11 11 -12 12 -13 13 -14 14 -15 15 -16 16 -17 17 -18

2 142 134 137 145 160 142 173 173 175 178 180

3 130 153 125 139 143 159 144 175 176 178 181

4 148 136 154 132 134 159 166 150 183 184 186

5 121 152 138 153 124 151 164 171 155 189 190

Total 2- 5 541 575 554 569 561 611 647 669 689 729 737

FTE 559.00

Plan Capacity 530

Teachers 28 31 32 33' 34 36 36

Rooms It Avail Use Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj

Sp. Ed. 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Lab 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

ESL 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Title I / Lap 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Art 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Music 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Gym 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Classrooms 21 19 21 21 21 21 21 21

total 30 28 30 30 30 30 30 30

Ct
J J

assrooms r ẁ
a

T. 
9

rl r 1c

Ply] 

1 <' . 

Y ! f
r

W' t.. -_' c

a

z
azS';- h 

ia; 

1  

Needed

Portables* 4 0 1 2 3 4 4 4

Future 0 0 0 0 0 2 2

Total 34 28 31 32 33 34 36 36

Share Discovery Portables

Storage Containers 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Headcount



Capacity and Space Needs

ALICE V. REDDEN

ELEMENTARY
based on District- adjusted 11/ 12 OSPI enrollment projections) 

Enrollment* 07 -08 08 -09 09 -10 10 -11 11 -12 12 -13 13 -14 14 -15 15 -16 16 -17 17 -18

2 121 105 112 119 124 116 141 142 144 146 148

3 111 121 103 113 134 130 118 144 144 146 148

4 117 106 126 108 132 130 135 123 149 150 152

5 111 119 112 125 119 124 135 140 127 154 155

Total 2- 5 460 451 453 465 509 500 529 549 564 596 603

FTE 508.09

Plan Capacity`* f 485

Teachers 25 25 26 27 28 30 30

Rooms Avail Use Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj

Sp_ Ed. 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

ESL 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Lap 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Comp. Lab 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Music 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Art 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Gym 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Classrooms 18 17 17 18 18 18 18 18

total 26 25 25 26 26 26 26 26

Classrooms

Needed  

M

Y
r . 

rt
y

0
x

4- 

iO

R, 
2 x 4 4

Portables 4 0 0 0 1 2 4 4

Future 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 30 25 25 26 27 28 30 30

Storage Containers

Headcount

Even though the Plan Capacity of Alice V. Hedden Elementary is listed at 485, the actual regular capacity of the facility is
less than 485 due to the programming needs at the school and the actual use of classroom spaces. As such, the District analyzes
capacity needs at this school each year during the six year planning period



Capacity and Space Needs

DISCOVERY

PRIMARY
based on District- adjusted 11/ 12 OSPI enrollment projections) 

Enrollment* 07 -08 08 -09 09 -10 10 -11 11 -12 12 -13 13 -14 14 -15 15 -16 16 -17 17 -18

Pre - School Sections 3 3 3 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5

K 233 277 265 236 289 290 294 299 303 307 312

1 219 253 271 269 249 303 304 308 313 317 322

Total K -1 452 530 536 505 538 593 598 607 616 624 634

FTE 398.50

Plan; Capacity 485 7(Includes Presdiool)_",,, • 

Teachers

Teachers 27 30 30 30 31 31 32

Pre - School 4 5 5 5 5 5 5

total 31 35 35 35 36 36 37

Rooms Avail Use Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj Proj

Pre -Sch 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

Sp. Ed. 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Title I 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Music 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

ESL / LAP 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Gym 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

Classrooms 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19

total 29 29 29 29 29 29 29 29

j j

r
k

Z cis7,„ YV

I

t s
S

x7 x- 8Classro C. f
oms

uhfr ; „ x : »? 

Needed

yAf X" - 

r, r fa, } r

S+t ' 2-. 

vti' 

Portables"" 6 2 6 6 6 6 6 6

Future 0 0 0 1 1 2

Total 35 31 35 35 35 36 36 37

Share Endeavour Portables

Storage Containers 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Headcount
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SCHOOL FACILITIES SUMMARY AND FUTURE NEEDS / FINANCING

A survey and study was completed in July 1997, and revised April 2000. Based on those projections, the District

received voter authorization to build 2 new schools ( elementary and junior high schools) to meet projected
enrollment growth. The Alice V. Hedden Elementary School was built and occupied in September 2001, adding
capacity for 485 students. However, there were still approximately 350 secondary students occupying portables on
sites throughout the District. Existing core facilities and support space at the secondary grade levels ( bathrooms, 
cafeteria, gym, special programs, etc) remained over capacity as a result. The Columbia Junior High School was
opened in September 2003 as planned, adding additional capacity for 600 students. The balance of the project

entry road and parking lot) was completed during the fall of 2006. The grade configuration at the high school was
changed to grade levels 10 -12, eliminating the need to build a new high school. Primary grade levels remain as
grades K -5. The middle and junior high schools now serve grades 6 -9. As a result of these two new schools, the

District has been able to meet the current capacity needs, and enable the Fife School District to maintain a high
Standard of Service and commitment to our students and community. 

Both Pierce and King County showed a short-term birth rate decline which affected our 2009 -11 enrollments. 
County records indicated this decline ended in 2007, as evidenced by our enrollment increase in 2012. With birth

rates on the rise again, our student population is expected to increase by approximately 700 students within the
next six years. As core facilities become overcrowded, the District will continue to utilize portable classrooms to

accommodate student growth on a temporary basis until enrollment is sufficient to occupy a new school. The need
for space is based on the practical capacity of existing facilities and true space needed to carry out a full
instructional program. This differs from the space allocation used in the State' s funding formula to determine a
school district' s eligibility for state - matching funds. For example, at the elementary level, Fife School District
provides 101. 23 square feet per student compared to 90 in the state formula. The National average is 110. 

Study and Survey 2009 - To reflect current building conditions as well as capacity needs, the District finalized
participation in another community -wide study and survey. The results of the survey include addressing the
capacity needs at Fife High School due to projected enrollment growth at the secondary level. The proposal

recommends an addition to the high school to make room for 10 new classrooms. 

Future Classroom Needs

Although the projected enrollments shown on pages 6 - 11 indicate our schools are primarily over capacity at the

elementary levels by 2017 -18, the District will consider grade re- configuring and use ofportable classrooms at our
schools to help accommodate enrollment growth and to balance over -all enrollment among our six schools. 

District -wide projected classrooms needed, ( including those for preschool), are shown below. In addition to

classrooms, there is additional space needed for support services such as special programs, gym, cafeteria, storage, 

bathrooms, etc. These projections for future classrooms are based simply on past enrollment statistics through the
2011 -12 school year. Since this forecast is conservative, the plan will be revised as necessary to account for
anticipated enrollment growth and residential development. 

Addition to Sr High

12

07-08 08 -09 09 -10 10 -11 11 -12 12 -13 13 -14 14 -15 15-16 16 -17 17 -18

FHS 6 6 5 3 0 0 1 0 3 2 5

COLUMBIA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4

SLMS 0 0 1 1 1 2 2 5 7 6 8

ENDEAVOUR 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 3 4 6 6

HEDDEN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4 4

DISCOVERY 0 3 2 1 2 6 6 6 7 7 8

Classrooms Needed 6 9 8 5 3 9 11 15 23 27 35

Addition to Sr High

12



Current Building Conditions

Since modernization began in 1992, all District facilities have been completely moderrnized and/or built new. This includes
the new Columbia Junior High and Alice V. Hedden Elementary Schools, Discovery Primary, Fife Transportation Center as
well as remodels/ additions to Endeavour Intermediate, Surprise Lake Middle School, Fife High School, and the District
Administration Office. Recently added modular classrooms at Columbia Junior High and Alice V. Hedden, as well as the
proposed Fife Senior High addition are outlined below. 

School Construction Plans

1996 -1997 Survey and study
1998 -1999 Planned for schools

1999 -2000 Planned and requested bond issue for schools (approved February 2000) 
2000 -2001 Built/occupied Hedden Elementary (completed 2001) 
2001 -2003 Built/occupied Columbia Junior High (occupied 2003) 

2007 -2008 Added modular classrooms at Hedden and Columbia

2007 -2009 Survey and Study (Updated) 
2013 -2015 Plan for senior high school addition and request bond issue
2016 -2018 Build/occupy new addition

Cost

Alice V. Redden Elementary & Modular Classrooms - Alice V. Hedden Elementary School was constructed on a
14. 89 acre site located in Edgewood and opened in September 2001 with a capacity of 485 students. Final cost was

11, 100,000. Due to continued enrollment growth and special program needs, four new portable classrooms were added for

use during the 2007 -08 and 2011 -12 school years. Final cost was $ 671, 918 or about $ 167, 980 per classroom. 

Columbia Junior High & Modular Classrooms - Columbia Junior High School was constructed in Fife as part of a

joint cooperative effort with the City of Fife. The total site encompasses 34.4 acres, with the City of Fife providing 27. 1

acres and the District providing an additional 7. 3 acres. In return for receiving the 27. 1 acres valued at approximately $ 1. 85
million, the District built additional park and athletic facilities. Usage, operations, and maintenance expenses will be shared
according to interlocal agreements signed by the two agencies. The school has a capacity for 600 students and opened in
September 2003, with fmal project completion during the fall of 2006. Final construction costs were $25, 398,269. Due to
continued enrollment growth four new modular classrooms were added for use during the 2007 -08 school year. Final cost

was $638, 184, or about $ 159, 546 per classroom. 

Proposed Fife Senior High Addition - As a result of our study and survey completed in 2009, preliminary plans call for
a $ 25, 108,233 expansion/ remodel of the present high school within the next 6 years to accommodate growing secondary

enrollments. The existing five portable classrooms will be removed to make way for the new 320 student addition. 

Funding

Alice V. Hedden Elementary, Columbia Junior High, & Modular Classrooms - The District' s last bond issue for

35 million was approved by the voters on February 29, 2000 to construct the two new schools Alice V. Hedden Elementary, 
and Columbia Junior High. Impact fees were also collected and applied to these projects. The primary funding source for
the modular classrooms for these two schools added during the 2007 -08 and 2011 -12 school years, were school impact fees. 

Proposed Fife Senior High Addition - The primary funding source for the Fife Senior High School addition will need
Voted General Obligation Bonds, with impact fees providing an additional funding source. Due to inadequate state funding
levels, the discrepancy still exists between the " square feet per student" used in the state formula and the actual space needed
to provide a full instructional program with support services. Therefore, the District does not expect to qualify for matching
funds for the Fife Senior High addition. 
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Impact Fees

Impact fees are calculated on the basis of the facilities needed to house students from new residential development. 
Impact fees for Fife School District are shown on the following page. Student Generation Rates ( SGR) were

updated in 2012, and are based on an analysis of all single and multiple- family new residential development
projects constructed in the five years from 2007 — 2011 within Fife School District boundaries. The results were

updated with 2012 student address data. ( See Appendix Table 9.) Based on this most recent study, the single - 

family rate is calculated at $ 1, 163. The multiple - family rate is calculated at $ 0. Because the updated analysis

shows there were no high school students generated in the last five years from multi - family housing, the calculated
fee has dropped to zero. 

New Capacity Needs and Financing Summary

As demonstrated in the tables on pages 6 -11, the District currently has capacity to serve 1, 500 students at the
elementary ( preschool — 

5th

grade) level, 1, 130 students at the middle /junior high school level ( grades 6 -9), and

705 students at the high school ( grades 10 -12) level. Current enrollment at each grade level is identified in the

tables on pages 6 -11. The District is currently over capacity at the elementary level by 108 students, under
capacity at the middle /junior high school level by 52 students, and over capacity at the high school level by 79
students. 

To address existing and future capacity needs, the District' s six -year construction plan includes the following
capacity projects: 

Construction of new capacity and remodel of Fife High School. 

Based upon the District' s capacity and enrollment projections, the District determined that the majority of its
capacity improvements are necessary to serve students generated by new development, with the remaining
additional capacity required to address existing needs. 

Based on the District' s student generation rates, the District expects that .348 students will be generated from each

new single family home in the District and that . 119 students will be generated from each new multi- family
dwelling unit. 

The school impact fee formula ensures that new development only pays for the cost of the facilities necessitated by
new development. The fee calculations examine the costs of housing the students generated by each new single
family dwelling unit (or each new multi- family dwelling unit) and then reduces that amount by the anticipated state
match and future tax payments. The resulting impact fee is then discounted by 50 %. Thus, by applying the
student generation factor to the school project costs, the fee formula only calculates the costs of providing capacity
to serve each new dwelling unit. The formula does not require new development to contribute the costs of

providing capacity to address existing needs. 
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School Impact Fee Calculation

District: FIFE

School Site Acquisition Cost: ( I
AcresxCost per Acre) /Facility Capacity)xStudent Generation Factor

Student Student Calculated

Facility Cost/ Facility
Size

Factor

SFR

Factor

MFR

Cost/ 

SFR

Cost/ 

MFRA_ creage

9:00
0: 00
0.00

Acre

Elementary 485 0. 179 0.090

Jr. High 600 0. 108 0.029

Sr. High 320 0.061 0.000

TOTAL

School Construction Cost: I 0.348 0. 119

Facility Cost/Facility Capacity)xStudent Generation Factor)x(permanent/ Total Sq Ft) 
Student Student

Perm/ Facility Facility
Size

Factor

SFR

Factor

MFR

Cost/ 

SFR

Cost/ 

MFRTotal Sq. F Cost
Elementary 9.5`.09% ':$ Q 485 0. 179 0.090

Jr. High 95 09% ' $ 0

i 95:09°k$25-,108.23
600 0. 108 0.029

Sr. High 320 0.061 0.000

TOTAL

4, 551. 25

4,551. 25

Temporary Facility Cost: 
Facility Cost/Facility Capacity)xStudent Generation Factor)x(Temporary/Total Square Feet) 

Student Student Cost/ Cost/ 

Portable Facility Facility Factor Factor SFR MFR

Total Sq.Fl Cost Size SFR MFR

Elementary 4. 56% 0 44 0. 179 0.090

Jr. High 4.56% 0 88 0. 108 0.029

Sr. High 4A:6-4::. 0 tit 0. 061 0.000

TOTAL

State Matching Credit: 
Boeckh Index X SPI Square Footage X State Match % X Student Factor

Student Student

Boeckh SPI State Factor Factor Cost/ Cost/ 

Index Footage Match % SFR MFR SFR MFR

Elementary 188.55 3 90 "Q Q:00 °!0: 

1080 0 00% 
130;0 ' - 0 00°, 

0. 179 0.090

Jr. High 188.55
188.55

0. 108 0. 029

Sr. High 0.061 0. 000

TOTAL

Tax Payment Credit: SFR MFR

Average Assessed Value 234,627.00 143,423.00

Capital Bond Interest Rate 3.84% 3.84% 

Net Present Value of Average Dwelling

I— 
1, 918,283.77

10

1, 172,610.20

10Years Amortized

Property Tax Levy Rate 1. 16 1. 16

Present Value of Revenue Stream 2, 225.21 I 1, 360.23

Fee Sumary: Single - Multiple - 

Family Family
Site Acquistion Costs

Permanent Facility Cost 4,551. 25

Temporary Facility Cost
CreditState Match

Tax Payment Credit 2,225.21) 

2,326.04Sub -total 1
Local Share 1, 163.02

District Discount

FEE I I $ 1, 163 0 YEAR 2012
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Appendix Table 1

Fife School District

Current Facilities Inventory
The inventory of current Instructional Facilities includes the following: 

Name

Capacity* 
Number of Students) Location

FIFE

Elementary
Discovery Primary 485 1205 — 19th Avenue, 

Milton WA 98354

Hedden Elementary 485 11313 8th Street East, 

Edgewood WA 98372

Endeavour Intermediate 530 1304 — 17th Avenue, 

Milton WA 98354

Middle /Junior

Surprise Lake Middle

School

530 2001 Milton Way, 
Milton WA 98354

Columbia Jr. High School 600 2901 54th Avenue East, 

Tacoma, WA 98424

Senior

Fife High School 705 5616 - 20 Street East, 

Tacoma, WA 98424

TOTAL 3, 335

These capacity numbers exclude portable classroom facilities. 

A.1- 
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Appendix Table 2

Public School Facilities

Square Feet per Actual Student Headcount

District Name

FIFE

Elementary
Schools ( 1) 

Middle /Jr

Schools (2) 

Senior High

School

101. 23 152.30 178. 82

1) Includes Discovery @ 116.04, Hedden @ 101. 52 and Endeavour @ 96.36. 
2) Includes Surprise Lake Middle School @ 134.91 and Columbia @ 169.43. 

Appendix Table 3

Public School Facilities

Individual Capacity Projects

Name Capacity

Senior High Addition 320

Appendix Table 4

Public School Facilities

CFP Projects and Financing Plan
Sources and Uses of Funds

Sources/ Uses 2008 -2018

Sources of Funds: 

Existing Revenue: 288, 117

New Revenue: 

Bonds, Not approved 25, 000,000

Impact Fees 897,667

Total Sources: 26,185, 784

Use of Funds: 

Capacity Projects: 
Senior Hi Addition 25, 108, 233

Sub Total: 25,108,233

Non - Capacity Projects: 1, 077,551

Sub Total: 1, 077,551

Total Costs/ Use of Funds: 26,185,784

Balance: Surplus or (Deficit) 0

A.2- 
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Appendix Table 5

Public School Facilities

Capital Facility Reuuirements to 2017 -18

Time Period Student

Population/ 

Student Demand

Student

Capacity

Net Reserve

or

Deficiency

Dollar Cost @
per Student

2011 -12 Actual 3, 470 3, 335 135 6,465, 555* 

2011 -12 to 2017 -18

Growth

4,204 3, 655 549 26,293, 257* 

Calculated using cost per student (Table 6) avg. $47,893 X deficiency. 

Appendix Table 6

Public School Facilities

School District Cost per Student Headcount

District Name Elementary
School

Junior High

School

Senior High

School

Fife 22, 887 42,330 78,463

Elementary School: calculated using actual Hedden Elementary cost of $11, 100,000 _ 485 ( actual capacity). 
Jr. High School: calculated using actual Columbia Jr. High cost of $25,398, 269 - 600 ( actual capacity). 

Sr. High School: calculated using construction manager estimate of $25, 108,233 _ 320 (projected capacity). 

A.3- 
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Appendix Table 7

PROJECTS CAPACITY TO HOUSE STUDENTS

2011 -12 2012 -13 2013 -14 2014 -15 2015 -16 2016 -17 2017 -18

New Addition 320

Core Capacity 3335 3335 3335 3335 3335 3335 3655

Portable # Change 2* 0 0 0 0 0 - 5 ** 

Portable Capacity Change 44 0 0 0 0 0 - 110

Portable Capacity 594 594 594 594 594 594 484

Core + Portable Capacity 3929 3929 3929 3929 3929 3929 4139

Projected Enrollment (Headcount) 3470 3550 3688 3807 3938 4052 4204

Surplus Capacity with Portables 459 379 241 122 - 9 - 123 - 65

Surplus Capacity w/o Portables - 135 - 215 - 353 - 472 - 603 - 717 - 549

Addition of2 portable classrooms at Redden Elementary. 
Removal of 5 portable classrooms from Fife High School, replaced by permanent addition. 

Appendix Table 8

SIX YEAR FINANCE PLAN ($ in 1, 000' s) 

A.4- 
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Appendix Table 9

2012 Fife School District Student Generation Rates* 

Total

Pierce

and

King King Pierce

County County County
SGR SGR SGR

SINGLE FAMILY

Elementary -- K through 5 0. 179 0. 256 0. 170

Middle School -- 6 through 9 0. 108 0. 103 0. 110

High School — 10 through 12 0. 061 0. 026 0. 063

Total

MULTIPLE FAMILY

0. 348 . 385 0. 343

Elementary -- K through 5 0. 090 0. 000 0. 090

Middle School -- 6 through 9 0. 029 0. 000 0. 029

High School — 10 through 12 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000

Total 0. 119 0. 000 . 119

SF MF

Grade Combined Combined

K 8 1

1 12 1

2 9 1

3 18 1

4 10 2

5 9 0

6 15 0

7 9 1

8 6 0

9 10 1

10 5 0

11 7 0

12 10 0

Total 128 8

Total

Units 368 67

Note: These student generation rates are based on new residential development for the five year period 2007 through
2011. 

A.5- 
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Section I  Introduction

The purpose of this report is to establish a six year Capital Facilities Plan for the Puyallup School
District, in response to the provisions of the Growth Management Act (GMA). Specifically, this
document will inventory the District' s school and support facilities, as well as its

undeveloped/underdeveloped properties. In addition, this document will assess the District's student
enrollment growth prospects and identify the new construction, modernization and renovation work
needed to meet the long -term enrollment growth. The District' s planned construction projects are
presented over the next six years through 2017. 

Historically, residential development and the need for new school construction, replacement and
modernization for existing schools have not necessarily progressed in an orderly and coordinated
manner. However, the selection ofschool sites and the construction of schools generally preceded, 
or closely followed, the construction ofnew homes. The gap between available school space and the
current need for school space has increased over the years in many areas of the district as a result of
sustained periods ofhigh residential growth combined with a growing timeframe for permitting and
development for school construction. As a result, schools have commonly become overcrowded. 
With overcrowding, the use ofportable classrooms, without the benefit ofadequate support facilities, 
has also increased. 

Relief for overcrowded schools and the need to renovate older worn-out schools has primarily come
from local residents who have supported tax levies and bond issues. Voter approval ofschool levies
and bond issues is becoming more difficult as other interests vie for property tax dollars. In addition, 
many existing residents are questioning the equity ofhaving to pay for the educational facilities of
new residents and/ or school facilities that they believe have not been properly maintained over time. 
In an effort to overcome the perceived inequity of property tax supported levies and bond issues, 
school districts have sought conditions upon development activity to provide a share of the local
financial support needed for the construction of new school facilities. 

This plan is designed, in part, to support the use ofschool impact fees as provided for under the 1990
Growth Management Act. Therefore, the Plan consists of: (a) an inventory ofthe existing schools, 
support facilities and properties owned by the Puyallup School District; ( b) an enrollment history
and growth projection through a thirteen ( 13) year time period; (c) an identification ofthe District's
benchmark and current " levels of service" with respect to capital facilities; ( d) a forecast of the
District's need for new construction, renovation and modernization (e) a plan that will finance the
proposed construction projects, maintenance and property purchases within projected funding
capacities and clearly identified sources ofpublic money for such purposes. 

The Puyallup School District Capital Facilities Plan supports implementation ofschool impact fees
as have been authorized by Pierce County, the City ofPuyallup, the City ofEdgewood, and the City
ofFife, and should eventually be authorized by other municipalities that may have jurisdiction in the
future. In addition, this plan will also provide a basis for mitigation under the State Environmental
Protection Act (SEPA) or the State Subdivision Act. 
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The Growth Management Act, which was passed in 1990 and amended in 1991, includes two
elements addressing the impacts ofdevelopment on schools: 

1. RCW 58. 17. 110(2), a portion of the state subdivision act, was amended to require denial of
any plat "unless the city, town, or county legislative body makes written findings that: ( a) 

appropriate provisions are made for ... schools and school grounds.... Dedication of land to

any public body, provision ofpublic improvements to serve the subdivision, and/or impact
fees imposed under... this act may be required as a condition of subdivision approval..." 

RCW 58. 17.060 was also amended to require that the same determination be made with
regard to short plats. 

2. Impact fees for school facilities are authorized for jurisdictions planning under GMA (RCW
82.02.050 -.110) upon adoption of a capital facilities plan element and enabling ordinance. 
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Section II • School District Description

Introduction

The Puyallup School District is located within eastern Pierce County and incorporates
approximately 54 square miles within its boundaries. It is situated along the intersection of the
Highways 512 and 167. To the north, the District is bordered by the Fife School District and to
the east by the Sumner and Orting school districts. To the south, the District is bordered by the
Bethel School District and to the west by the Franklin Pierce and Tacoma school districts. 

Map 2
Surrounding School Districts
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School Facilities Inventory

As shown on Map 3, the Puyallup School District currently has twenty -one (21) elementary schools, 
seven ( 7) junior high schools, three ( 3) comprehensive senior high schools and one ( 1) alternative
high school. Two new elementary schools ( Edgerton and Carson) opened in the south end of the
district in 2007 to serve the growing student population in the South Hill area. Alternatively, 

Riverside Elementary (2007) and Hilltop Elementary ( 2009) in the north end of the District were
closed, in part, due to low and declining student enrollment patterns. 

One junior high school building opened in 2007 and two more buildings opened in 2008. The new
Kalles Junior High school building opened in 2007, replacing the old school facility built originally
in 1956. The new Aylen Junior High school building opened in 2008, replacing the old school
facility built originally in 1962 on the same 17. 67 -acre site. The new Glacier View Junior High also
opened in 2008 on approximately 21 -acres just east of Emerald Ridge High School, creating the
seventh junior high within the Puyallup School District. 

Grade Configuration

The District currently operates basic educational programs under the following general grade level
configurations: 

Kindergarten through sixth grade housed in elementary schools
Seventh through ninth grade housed in junior high schools

Tenth through twelfth grade housed in senior high schools

The Puyallup School District recently concluded its study of grade reconfiguration to support the
middle school grade configuration model in support of its Strategic Directions 2011 -2020, Direction
1, Goal 1. 2 — Study the strengths, challenges, and impacts ofstudent learning in a middle school
grade configuration model and report thefindingsfor consideration by the board. A 15- member

Grade Level Configuration Committee over several years studied a proposed district -wide grade
reconfiguration to: 

Kindergarten through fifth grade at the elementary level
Sixth through eighth grade following the middle school model
Ninth through twelfth grade at the high school level

On July 9, 2012, the school board unanimously agreed to maintain the current grade configuration in
a K -6, 7 -9, and 10 -12 format. Ultimately, the board decided that the challenges identified in the
committee' s research outweighed the advantages of moving a to a complete middle school model. 

Adding ninth graders on high school campuses, which already operate over capacity, would result in
more students in portable classrooms and increased issues of common area space such as cafeterias. 

Furthermore, the analysis revealed that numerous middle school concepts were possible under

current grade configuration, with some already under way. These concepts include providing a

smooth transition between elementary and junior high and from junior high to high school, 
expanding program offerings at the junior high level and assimilating the ninth grade class into the
high school curriculum to support post K -12 learning opportunities. 
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Site Size

Elementary school sites range in size from 2.6 acres at Meeker Elementary to 20.0 acres at
Northwood Elementary. The Karshner, Maplewood, Meeker, Ridgecrest, Spinning, Stewart and
Waller Road elementary school sites are all substantially smaller than the minimum site size
standard, resulting in a lack ofavailable parking, play fields and/or space to site portable classrooms. 
The District' s prototype elementary school design requires a well - configured site of not less than
10. 5 usable acres. Beginning in the 2009 -2010 school year, QUEST (Highly Capable Program at
elementary level) converted from one central location (next to Maplewood Elementary) to a regional
program, with locations at multiple host schools situated throughout the District. For the 2012 -2013

school year, Quest will continue to be located at the following elementary schools: Brouilett, Pope, 
Zeiger, Sunrise, Shaw Road, Stewart, Maplewood and Northwood. 

A breakdown of the District's elementary school site sizes is shown in Table 1. 
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Table 1

Inventory of Elementary Schools

School

Site Size

acres) 

Permanent

Square Footage

Number of

Portable

Classrooms

Portable Square

Footage

Brouillet 10. 29 46, 698 8 6, 960

Carson 15. 00 71, 734 5 4, 350

Edgerton 11. 98 71, 734 3 2, 610

Firgrove 10. 00 51, 492 12 10, 440

Fruitland 10. 97 47, 200 4 3, 480

Hunt 15. 00 46, 698 10 8, 700

Karshner 7. 15 31, 445 5 4,350

Maplewood 5. 50 43, 621 3 2, 610

Meeker 2. 59 39,415 0 0

Mountain View 10. 01 28, 862 3 2, 610

Northwood 20.00 29,214 6 5, 220

Pope 9. 67 42,228 10 8, 700

Ridgecrest 7. 27 42,228 3 2, 610

Shaw Road 14. 30 46,731 3 2,610

Spinning 4.78 37, 287 2 1, 740

Stewart 3. 99 43, 728 0 0

Sunrise 9. 39 46,432 3 2, 610

Waller Road 6. 80 31, 241 7 6, 090

Wildwood 10. 00 45, 565 7 6, 090

Woodland 10. 53 46,731 4 3, 480

Zeiger 12. 93 47,066 10 8, 700

Elementary #24 24.02 0 0 0

Elementary # 25 16. 84 0 0 0

Total 1 249. 011 937,350 I 108 1 93,960

1 A fourth portable is owned and occupied by the YMCA and not included in this count. 
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Junior high school sites range in size from 15. 5 acres at Kalles Junior High to 30.0 acres at Stahl
Junior High. Edgemont Junior High added 9. 1 acres with the closure of the adjacent former
Hilltop Elementary school in 2009. The District's prototype junior high school design requires a
well - configured site of not less than 20 acres. A breakdown of the District's junior high school
site sizes is shown in Table 2. 

Table 2

Inventory of Junior High Schools

School

Site Size

acres) 

Permanent

Square Footage

Number of

Portable

Classrooms

Portable Square

Footage

Aylen 17. 67 100, 597 0 0

Ballou 29.69 89, 094 11 9. 570

Edgemont 23. 78 78, 569 0 0

Ferrucci 20.00 88, 104 12 10, 440

Glacier View 21. 07 102, 299 5 4,350

Kalles 15. 49 100, 597 5 4, 350

Stahl 30.01 92, 522 13 11, 310

Total 157. 71 651, 782 1 46 40,020

1 Three of the portable classrooms are located on the Emerald Ridge Campus. 

The site sizes vary dramatically between Puyallup High School and the other two comprehensive
high schools, Rogers and Emerald Ridge. Puyallup HS is located on a 14 -acre site within the City of
Puyallup. Rogers HS is located on a 40 -acre site in unincorporated Pierce County. The Rogers site
acreage is close to what might be considered ideal for high schools with an 1800 student enrollment

capacity, the planned long -term capacity at each ofthe three comprehensive high schools. The site at
Emerald Ridge HS site is approximately 55 acres located within the Sunrise Master Planned
Community in the District' s southeastern corner (unincorporated Pierce County). A breakdown of

the District's high school site sizes is shown in Table 3. 

Table 3

Inventory of High Schools

School

Site Size

acres) 

Permanent

Square Footage

Number of

Portable

Classrooms

Portable Square

Footage

E.B. Walker 3. 38 8, 543 13 11, 310

Emerald Ridge 55. 00 203, 119 10 8, 700

Puyallup2

14. 00 233,531 13 11, 310

Rogers 40.00 206,505 16 13, 920

Total 112. 381 651,698 52 45,240

1 Portable Classroom count includes two double portables for Summit Program current y located at Sparks
Stadium. 

1 Puyallup High School site size does not include Sparks Stadium. 
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Facility Size

Puyallup elementary schools range in size from 28, 862 permanent square feet at Mountain View
Elementary to 71, 734 permanent square feet at Carson and Edgerton Elementary. The District has
two (2) elementary schools in the twenty to thirty thousand square foot range, four (4) elementary
schools in the thirty to forty thousand square foot range, twelve (12) elementary schools in the forty
to fifty thousand square foot range and three (3) elementary schools that are larger than fifty thousand
square feet. A breakdown of the square footage of the District's elementary schools is shown in
Table 1. 

Junior high schools range in size from 78,569 square feet at Edgemont Junior High to 102,299

square feet at the new Glacier View Junior High replacement building which opened in September
2008. A breakdown of the square footage of the District's junior high schools is shown in Table 2. 

Puyallup School District has three comprehensive high schools. Emerald Ridge has a total 203, 119
square feet, Puyallup High has a total of 233, 551 square feet and Rogers High has a total of206,505
square feet. A breakdown of the square footage of the District's high schools, including Walker High
School, is shown in Table 3. 

Number of Portables

An inventory ofthe portable classrooms currently in use for instructional purposes at the elementary
school level is shown in Table 1. One hundred and eight ( 108) portable classrooms are currently
utilized at the elementary level. The usage ranges from a high of twelve ( 12) portables at Firgrove
Elementary to no portables at several locations. 

An inventory of the portable classrooms currently in use for instructional purposes at thejunior high
school level is shown in Table 2. Forty-six (46) portable classrooms are currently being utilized at
the junior high level. The usage ranges from a high ofthirteen ( 13) portables at Stahl Junior High to

no portables at Edgemont Junior High. An inventory ofthe portable classrooms currently in use for
instructional purposes at the senior high school level is shown in Table 3. Fifty -two (52) portable
classrooms are currently being utilized at the high school level. 

Currently, there are a total of two- hundred and six (206) portable classrooms used for instructional
purposes in the Puyallup School District. 

Benchmark Level of Service Capacity
The Growth Management Act (GMA) requires that school districts provide " level of service" or
school capacity" data as a component of their Capital Facilities Plan. The GMA was developed, in

part, to help ensure that public services, including schools, necessary to support development shall be
adequate to serve said development at the time the development is available for occupancy and use, 
without decreasing current service levels below locally established minimum standards. In other
words, each public service needs to clearly define their service level so that the service level can be
maintained in the face of new development. In the paragraphs to follow, the " level of service" 
concept will be defined and related to school facilities. The Space Allocation Model (SAM) will be

explained and rationale provided for why that model was used to describe the Puyallup School
District's " level of service ". 
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Definition. In a generic sense, the " level of service" is an indicator of the extent or degree ofservice

provided by each type of capital facility. Level of service is a quantifiable and objective measure, 
such as gallons of water per customer or acres of park space per capita. 

With respect to public schools, the " level of service" is a measure of the school building space
provided for the purpose of supporting the instruction of students. Most often, this measure of

service is reported as the number of students a school is designed to accommodate (i.e. the Practical

Capacity). However, the number of square feet each student is afforded (i.e. a Space Allocation) is

also used as a measure of service. 

School facility and student capacity needs are dictated by the types and amounts ofspace required to
accommodate the District's adopted educational program. The educational program standards that

typically drive facility space needs include grade configuration, optimum facility size, class size, 
educational program offerings, classroom utilization and scheduling requirements, and the use of
portable classroom facilities. 

In addition to factors which affect the amount of space required, government mandates and

community expectations may affect how classroom space is used. Traditional educational programs
offered by school districts are often supplemented by nontraditional or special programs such as
special education, bilingual education, remediation, alcohol and drug education, preschool programs, 
computer labs, music programs, etc. These mandated special or nontraditional educational programs

can have a significant impact on the available student capacity of school facilities. 

Variations in student capacity between schools are often a result of special or nontraditional
programs offered at specific schools. These special programs require classroom space which can

reduce the permanent capacity ofsome of the buildings housing such programs. Some students, for
example, leave their regular classroom for a short period of time to receive instruction in these

special programs. Newer schools within the Puyallup School District have been designed to
accommodate many ofthese programs. However, older schools often require space modifications to
accommodate special programs, and in some circumstances, these modifications may reduce the
overall classroom capacities of the buildings. 

District educational program standards will undoubtedly change in the future as a result ofchanges in
the program year, special programs, class sizes, grade span configurations, use of new technology, 
and other physical aspects of the school facilities. The school space inventory will be reviewed
periodically and adjusted for any changes to the educational program standards. These changes will
also be reflected in future updates of this Capital Facilities Plan. 

The Space Allocation Model. The Puyallup School District's " level of service" has been defined in
terms of the amount of permanent and portable school space that is provided for the instruction of

each elementary, junior high and senior high school students. 

The Space Allocation Model ( SAM) was selected over the Practical Capacity Model (PCM) for
several reasons. Those reasons are as follows: 
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1. The SAM is a well - established and familiar model. WAC 392 - 343 -035 sets forth state

funding assistance in the construction of school facilities for K -12 based upon space
allocation per enrolled student. The current Student Space Allowance (SSA) is as follows: 

90 square feet per student in grades K -6, 117 square feet per student in grades 7 and 8, and

130 square feet per student in grades 9 -12. One hundred, forty-four square feet per student is
assigned to a specially designated self - contained classroom. 

As spoken to earlier, the space allocation figures set forth in WAC 392 - 343 -035 are only
used for the purpose of determining a school district's eligibility for state matching funds. 
Experience has shown, those space allowances do not reflect an accurate total of the true

space needed to carry out the instructional programs of any particular school district. 
However, the state's square footage figures are very familiar to anyone associated with new
school construction in the State ofWashington. 

2. The SAM is an easier model to calculate. Establishing the practical enrollment capacity of
an elementary school is not particularly troublesome. However, trying to accurately assess
the practical capacity of a junior or senior high school is extremely difficult. Teacher

planning periods, specialty areas like food laboratories, music rooms, shop classrooms, etc., 
the Fast Start Program, late arrival, early dismissal and zero periods; these are just a few
examples of the complexities of a secondary school' s instructional program. 

3. The SAM is also a much easier model to explain. The straight forward calculations of the

SAM are not difficult to understand, especially to someone who is not totally familiar with
the complexities of the instructional programs of schools. 

The Puyallup School District does not use square footage of its portable classrooms as part of their
level of service capacity" calculations, but continues to use portables in its " benchmark level of

service" calculations. The District does not consider portables as being adequate long -term
instructional space for students and/ or staffmembers. By design, portable classrooms separate their
occupants from the rest of a school' s student body and/or staffmembers. In addition, the increased
enrollment that portables afford a school serve to tax the " core" facilities of the permanent

building(s); such spaces as the gymnasium, the library, the restrooms, the main office and the food
service facilities. 

Starting in school year 1999 -2000, the Puyallup School District made a determination not to use the
portable classrooms as part of the " level of service capacity ". This is consistent with other school

districts in State ofWashington, and with the Office ofthe Superintendent ofPublic Instruction. The

Puyallup School District reserves the right to adjust the benchmark " level of service" as needed to
accommodate its instructional program within the district. 

Benchmark Calculations. When the Puyallup School District's Capital Facilities Plan was initially
adopted by the Puyallup School Board on September 12, 1994, the " level of service" calculations
were based on 1993 -1994 enrollment and facility size figures. As a result, the first "level ofservice" 
figures have established the Benchmark, against which subsequent " level of service" figures will be

compared. 
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Elementary Level. There is a wide diversity ofbuilding types and corresponding efficiencies ofeach
elementary site. The district's approach in calculating Elementary Level LOS has been modified
from the, more homogeneous, Junior High, and Senior High School methodology in recognition of
this diversity ofbuilding stock. Thus the Elementary LOS is calculated separately for each building
then a district -wide average LOS is established using the LOS' s of each of the twenty -one ( 21) 
elementary sites during the 1999 -2000 school year ( see Table 4). 

The benchmark " level of service" square footage allowance for the Puyallup School District's
elementary grades remains based on the 1999 -2000 " level of service" which was calculated as
follows: 

Step 1: The Square Footage of each Elementary School Building + The Square Footage of

Portables at each Elementary School Site = The Total Square Footage of that Elementary
School Site

Example: Brouillet Elementary School
45,975 sq. ft. + 5, 184 sq. ft. = 51, 159 sq. ft. 

Step 2: The total area of each Elementary School Building / the number of students = the site level

of service ( SLOS) ( expressed in square feet per student) for that elementary building site. 

Example: Brouillet Elementary School
51, 159 sq. ft. / 601 Students = 85 sq. ft. per student (Brouillet SLOS) See Table 4
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Table 4

Benchmark (1999 -2000) Elementary Site Level of Service
Elementary
School Site

Permanent Area

SQ. FT.) 

Portable Area

SQ. FT.) 
Total Elementary

Area

SQ. FT.) 

Number of

Students

OCT. 1999) 

Elementary Site
Level of Service

SLOS) 

Brouillet 45, 975 5, 184 51, 159 601 85

Firgrove 50,582 6, 912 57, 494 668 86

Fruitland 32, 496 8, 640 41, 136 564 73

Hilltop 30, 544 864 31, 408 304 103

Hunt 45, 975 6, 048 52, 023 676 77

Karshner 31, 670 4, 320 35, 990 414 87

Maplewood 43, 503 0 43, 503 302 144

Meeker 34, 263 1, 728 35, 991 395 91

Mountain View 27,080 2, 592 29,672 328 90

Northwood 28, 646 864 29, 510 230 128

Pope 42,364 6, 912 49,276 722 68

Ridgecrest 42, 364 3, 456 45, 820 487 94

Riverside 21, 293 4, 320 25, 613 240 107

Shaw Road 46, 041 6, 048 52, 089 669 78

Spinning 36, 398 2, 592 38, 990 441 88

Stewart2

13, 784 5, 184 18, 968 290 65

Sunrise 45, 717 1, 728 47,445 512 93

Waller Road 32, 373 0 32, 373 270 120

Wildwood Park 44,344 5, 184 49,528 583 85

Woodland 46,041 1, 728 47, 769 563 85

Zeiger 46, 510 864 47, 374 584 81

TOTAL SLOSI 1, 929

Note: The school data in this chart is a snapshot of the elementary facilities in existence during the 1999 -2000
school year, which is used to calculate the Elem Benchmark LOS

Step 3: The total of SLOS 's of all Elementary School Buildings /The Total number of all
Elementary Schools = the District Elementary Level of Service ( LOS) 

Therefore; 

The Calculated Elementary Level of Service is 1929/ 21 = 91. 86 sq. ft. per student. 

Step 4: It is important to note the above calculations include portable area. In 1999 the District had
94 portable buildings on the elementary level. Furthermore, one needs to realize that

portables do not provide any of the needed support space ( library, gymnasium, offices, 
restrooms, etc.). 

When the district builds new permanent facilities it includes all such support space for each
classroom. Typically, this results in a doubling of the square footage. In order to capture
some of this needed additional area the District is increasing the LOS to 94 square feet per
student. The basis for this number is derived from the OSPI's White Paper on School
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Construction (Feb. 11, 1992) Comparative Space Standards. In these standards, 94 square
feet per student was the average LOS of the 13 states surveyed. 

Therefore; 

The Adopted Elementary Level of Service is: 94 sq. ft. per student. 

Junior High Level. The benchmark " level of service" for the Puyallup School District's junior
high grades is still based on the 1993 -1994 " level of service" square footage allowance but no
longer breaks out portables as a percentage, and is as follows; 

Step 1: The Square Footage ofall Permanent Junior High School Buildings + The Square Footage ofall
Portable Junior High School Buildings = The Total Square Footage of all Junior High School
Buildings

Therefore; 

476,177 sq. ft. + 23, 904 sq. ft. = 500,081 sq. ft. 

Step 2: The Total Square Footage of all Junior High School Buildings / The Total Junior High School
Enrollment = The Per Pupil Square Footage Allowance for Junior High School Students

Therefore; 

500,081 sq. ft. / 4,065 students = 123. 02 sq. ft. per Junior High Student

Senior High Level. The updated 2011 -2016 benchmark "level of service" for the Puyallup School
District's senior high grades is still based on the 1993 -1994 " level of service" square footage
allowance but no longer breaks out portables as a percentage, and is as follows; 

Step 1: The Square Footage of all Permanent Senior High School Buildings + The Square Footage of
all Portable Senior High School Buildings = The Total Square Footage of all Senior High
School Buildings

Therefore; 

417,320 sq. ft. + 33, 672 sq. ft. = 450,992 sq. ft. 

Step 2: The Total Square Footage of all Senior High School Buildings/The Total Senior High School
Enrollment = The Per Pupil Square Footage Allowance for Senior High School Students

Therefore; 

450,992 sq. ft. / 3,364 students = 134. 06 sq. ft. per Senior High School Student

Current Level of Service Capacity

The Puyallup School District's " current level of service capacity" calculations are made on an annual
basis using enrollment and building space data that are available early each fall, usually in the month
ofOctober. First, the enrollment data comes from a count ofelementary, junior high and senior high
school students on the first school day in October. These enrollment numbers are recorded on the
P223 Form, which is the District's official enrollment count. Second, the inventory ofthe District's
permanent school space (square feet), and numbers ofportables are also updated each October. The
current year's " permanent square footage" figures are displayed in Table 1, Table 2 and Table 3 of

this plan and based primarily on the data within the District' s most recent State Study and Survey
report. 
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The Present Enrollment figures have been obtained from the October 2011 P223 Form, which is the

District' s official enrollment count. The Benchmark Capacity figures are derived by dividing each
school' s total permanent space by the Benchmark Level of Service ( LOS) figure for each grade
configuration ( i.e., elementary, junior high and senior high). If the Present Enrollment figure is

larger than the Benchmark Capacity figure, then the school is viewed as being over capacity and the
difference is reported as a positive number. However, ifthe Present Enrollment figure is smaller than

the Benchmark Capacity figure, then the school is viewed as being under capacity and the difference
is reported as a negative number. 
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Elementary Level. The Current Level of Service Capacity data for the elementary level are found in
Table 5. The District' s total elementary school enrollment is over capacity by 513 students. 

Table 5

Current Level of Service Capacity
Elementary Level

Elementary School
Site

Present Enrollment

of students) 

Benchmark LOS Capacity
of Students) 

Current Capacity
of students) 

Brouillet 673 497 176

Carson 896 763 133

Edgerton 701 763 62

Firgrove 512 548 36

Fruitland 511 502 9

Hunt 662 497 165

Karshner 328 335 7

Maplewood 334 464 130

Meeker 371 419 48

Mountain View 292 307 15

Northwood 380 311 69

Pope 605 449 156

Ridgecrest 457 449 8

Shaw Road 544 497 47

Spinning 315 397 82

Stewart 373 465 92

Sunrise 502 494 8

Waller Road 289 332 43

Wildwood 486 485 1

Woodland 572 497 75

Zeiger 682 501 181

Total 1 10,485 1 9, 972 1 + 513

Note: Present Enrollment numbers are from the Ocotber P223 Headcount and do not include Pre - School, Homebound, SP ED /Med

Fragile PSS Program or Chief Leschi students. Positive numbers in the Current Capacity field indicate students over benchmark
capacity. 
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Junior High Level. The Current Level of Service Capacity data for the junior high level are found
in Table 6. The District' s total junior high enrollment is under our space capacity by -277 students. 

Table 6

Current Level of Service Capacity
Junior High Level

Junior High School

Site

Present Enrollment

of students) 

Benchmark LOS

Capacity
of Students) 

Current Capacity
of students) 

Aylen 733 818 85

Ballou 743 724 19

Edgemont 405 639 234

Ferrucci 759 716 43

Glacier View 836 832 4

Kalles 720 818 98

Stahl 825 752 73

Total 5, 021 5, 298 277

Note: Present Enrollment numbers

PSS Program or Chief Leschi

capacity. 

are from the Ocotber P223 Headcount and do not include Homebound, SP ED /Med Fragile
students. Positive numbers in the Current Capacity field indicate students over benchmark

Senior High Level. The Current Level of Service Capacity data from the senior high level is found in
Table 7. The District' s total senior high school enrollment is over our space capacity by +10 students. 

Table 7

Current Level of Service Capacity
Senior High Level

Senior High School

Site

Present Enrollment

of students) 

Benchmark LOS

Capacity
of Students) 

Current Capacity
of students) 

E. B. Walker 122 64 58

Emerald Ridge 1503 1515 12

Puyallup 1525 1742 217

Rogers 1721 1540 181

Total 4, 871 I 4, 861 10

Note: Present Enrollment numbers are from the Ocotber P223 Headcount and do not include Homebound, SP ED/Med Fragile PSS
Program or Chief Leschi students. Positive numbers in the Current Capacity field indicate students over benchmark capacity. 
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Student Generation Numbers

The Puyallup School District has established its Student Generation Numbers by examining a
sampling of the District' s newer single - family and multi - family developments. Periodically, the
number of single - family homes and the number of multi - family living units are counted in those
developments identified in the samples. Subsequently, using the District' s Geographic Information
System (GIS), the number ofelementary, junior high and senior high students residing in the sample
developments is established. The Student Generation Numbers are calculated by dividing the
number of students currently living in the homes and living units by the number ofhomes and living
units. 

Student Generation Numbers are used to help predict the impact a new development will have on the
District. For example, when a new single - family or multi - family development comes on line, the
District' s Student Generation Numbers can be used to estimate the number of elementary, junior
high, and senior high students that will come from said development. Accuracy in determining these
rates is critical to long range planning by the District. 

An estimate of the new students coming from a new development is one of the early measures of
how that particular development will impact the school system. Once the impact is determined, then

steps can be taken to help mitigate such impact. 

The 2012 -2017 Capital Facilities Plan update uses the rates shown in Table 8 for single family and
Table 9 for multi - family residential developments. The tables use October 2011 student records and
planned development information from Pierce County and the cities in Puyallup School District. Site
visits have also been conducted to those developments in Tables 8 and 9 that are not fully built out, 
to update the District' s records of occupied units. The developments are located throughout the

District and represent a variety ofbuilding types within the specific category. To reflect the students
generated by recent housing growth, Tables 8 and 9 primarily include recently completed
developments, and in some cases, developments that are still under construction. 

The single family data counted over 1, 600 residences. Where developments were still in

construction as of October 2011, estimates of the numbers of units occupied were used. The

estimates were based on data from Pierce County Assessors website in addition to field observations
and discussions with builders and realtors involved with the construction and sale of the houses. 

More than 2,200 multi - family units were included in the analysis. They include a mixture ofone, two
and three bedroom units. The number of bedrooms was verified through the Pierce County
Assessor' s website, when available, along with communication with property managers of the
developments. Variations in the rates are indicative ofthe number ofbedrooms. Three bedroom units

typically generate significantly higher numbers of students than one bedroom units. 
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Puyallup School District - Student Generation Rates
Table 8 - Single Family

Description Elementary # of # of # of # of Total K -6 JH HS Total

Attendance Units K -6 JH HS Students SGR SGR SGR SGR

Area

Ashley Meadows' Karshner 30 5 2 6 13 0. 17 0. 07 0. 20 0.43

Avalon Estates Mt. View 15 5 1 0 6 0.33 0. 07 0.00 0.40

Blackstone! Fruitland 44 21 15 7 43 0.48 0. 34 0. 16 0. 98

Brookfield ( SilverCreek Ph.3) 1 Carson 238 151 65 35 251 0.63 0.27 0. 15 1. 05

Brookfield Farms Ph. 1 Firgrove 108 38 19 33 90 0.35 0. 18 0.31 0. 83

Crossroads' Hunt 32 10 7 7 24 0. 31 0.22 0.22 0. 75

LaGrande Station' Meeker 80 22 10 4 36 0.28 0. 13 0.05 0.45

Lancastle Estates' Zeiger 35 9 5 3 17 0.26 0. 14 0.09 0.49

Lancastle II Div. 111 Zeiger 29 6 6 3 15 0.21 0.21 0. 10 0. 52

Lipoma Firs North Edgerton 214 91 33 32 156 0.43 0. 15 0. 15 0.73

Meridian Greens' Firgrove 30 12 3 4 19 0.40 0. 10 0. 13 0. 63

Morning View Estates 1& 21 Edgerton 21 7 4 2 13 0. 33 0. 19 0. 10 0. 62

Navarro' Brouillet 64 35 12 10 57 0. 55 0. 19 0. 16 0. 89

Poplar Farms' Karshner 24 4 6 4 14 0. 17 0. 25 0. 17 0. 58

Puyallup Highlands' Shaw Rd 40 8 4 5 17 0.20 0. 10 0. 13 0. 43

Rebecca Ridge Edgerton 73 49 20 18 87 0.67 0.27 0.25 1. 19

Ridge View Edgerton 37 16 7 12 35 0.43 0. 19 0.32 0. 95

South Ridge (SilverCreek Ph 18) 1 Carson 141 62 20 19 101 0.44 0. 14 0. 13 0. 72

Southwood Estates 1 & 
Ill

Edgerton 269 155 68 49 272 0.58 0. 25 0. 18 1. 01

Valley Haven' Northwood 42 7 4 3 14 0. 17 0. 10 0.07 0. 33

Villages at South Hill' Sunrise 71 18 6 2 26 0.25 0. 08 0.03 0. 37

Woodland View Woodland 19 14 3 6 23 0. 74 0. 16 0.32 1. 21

Totals
1 = 

residential development is partially built -out
SGR - Student Generation Rate = Students per Residence

1656 745 320 264 1329 0.450 0. 193 0. 159 0. 803

Puyallup School District - Student Generation Rates
Table 9 - Apartments/Multifamily

Description Unit Type Address Avg # of # of # of # of Total K -6 JH HS

Bdrm Units K -6 JH HS Students SGR SGR SGR

er unit, 

Alicia Meadows Townhome 10300 -10500 140th St Ct 1 3. 0 91 31 11 5 47 0. 34 0. 12 0. 05

Ballou Estates Townhome 13600 -13800 97th Ave Ct E 45 10 8 7 25 0. 22 0. 18 0. 16

Blueberry Circle Townhome 822 10th St SE 3.0 14 3 1 1 5 0. 21 0. 07 0. 07

Glenbrooke Apartment 701 43rd Ave SE 1. 9 225 72 22 13 107 0. 32 0. 10 0.06

The Hamptons Apartment 2519 South Meridian 1. 8 230 24 8 14 46 0. 10 0. 03 0.06

Addison Greens Apartment 1715 East Main 1. 7 225 15 5 6 26 0. 07 0. 02 0.03

River Trail Apartment 1617 East Main 1. 7 225 13 5 6 24 0. 06 0. 02 0. 03

Sierra Crest Condo 12415 172nd St E 2. 4 100 8 9 11 28 0. 08 0. 09 0. 11

Sierra Sun Apartment 12415 172nd St E 2. 2 149 25 16 19 60 0. 17 0. 11 0. 13

Tarmigan Apartment 3350 70th Ave E 2. 0 152 12 8 2 22 0. 08 0. 05 0. 01

The Heights Apartment 102 23rd Ave SE 1. 7 106 7 3 4 14 0. 07 0. 03 0. 04

Riverside Park Ph. III Apartment 2905 5th Ave NE 2. 2 75 19 4 4 27 0. 25 0. 05 0. 05

Orion Townhomes ( E. Main) Apartment 2309 E Main 3. 0 76 22 9 8 39 0. 29 0. 12 0. 11

Sterling Ridge ( Silver Creek) Townhome 9900 187th St E 3.4 126 53 25 16 94 0. 42 0. 20 0. 13

Trio Condos Condo 13200 -13600 97th Ave E 1. 8 216 14 6 9 29 0. 06 0. 03 0. 04

Waterford Crossing Condo 10100 -10200 186th St E 144 21 8 5 34 0. 15 0. 06 0. 03

Wisteria Condominiums Townhome 6500 127th St Ct E 2. 3 32 5 1 1 7 0. 16 0. 03 0. 03

Totals
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Section III  Forecast of Future Needs

Introduction

Enrollment in the Puyallup School District has been growing steadily for over two decades until
recently. The District' s enrollment increased from 15, 582 students in October 1991 to 20,885
students in October 2007. This trend has been interrupted with minor enrollment declines over the
past four years resulting in 20,377 students in October 2011. This recent decline can primarily be
contributed to the result of fewer new construction home sales together with a decline in turnover of

existing housing stock within the District and throughout the region. In 2012, however, school

impact fee collections from residential new construction permits have increased significantly district - 
wide and may indicate a housing market recovery has already begun. 

Looking over the next six -year period, K -12 student enrollment within the district is expected to
increase. The birth cohorts of recent years have been larger, and forecasts suggest that they will
continue to increase over time as the number of females in their child- bearing years continues to
increase. In addition, most forecasts for Puyallup and the region predict continued growth in the
population over the next decade. A student population increase, primarily within the elementary
grade- level, is expected to lead to district -wide growth over the next six years and beyond. 

In this section, the plan will examine (a) the District's student enrollment history over the past six (6) 
school years, (b) the District's 2011 -2012 enrollment figures, and (c) most importantly, the District's
enrollment projections through the 2016 -2017 school year. Chief Leschi enrollment figures have
been excluded from the enrollment figures presented in this document. A series ofgraphs have been
employed to more effectively display Puyallup' s enrollment data over this time period. 

Based on the Benchmark Level of Service ( LOS) capacity calculations, we' ll also explore the
District' s need for additional space. In other words, using our ten ( 10) year enrollment projections, 
how much more square footage will need to be provided at the elementary, junior high, and senior
high levels to maintain the District' s current level of service standards? 
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Student Enrollment Trends

Six Year Enrollment History

Over the past six (6) school years, the District's elementary school enrollment shown steady until
reaching the 2009 -2010 school year. Between the 2005 -2006 school year and the 2011 -2012 school
year, the elementary school enrollment changed from 10,408 students to 10,485 students. This

growth of 77 elementary students represents a shy 1% increase. 

On average, the elementary school enrollment has grown approximately 13 new students each year. 
Graph 1 sets forth the elementary school enrollment data over the past six ( 6) school years. 
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The junior high school enrollment has experienced an overall decline between 2005 -2006 school
year and the 2011 -2012 school year. During that time period, the junior high school enrollment
changed from 5, 122 students to 5, 022 students. This loss of 100 junior high students represents a 2% 
decrease. 

On average, the junior high school enrollment has lost approximately 17 students each year. Graph 2
sets forth the junior high school enrollment data over the past six (6) school years. 

Graph 2
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The senior high school enrollment has also shown a decline over the past six ( 6) school years. 
Between the 2005 -2006 school year and the 2011 -2012 school year the senior high school enrollment
changed from 4,956 students to 4, 870 students. This loss of 86 senior high students represents a
1. 8% decrease. 

On average, the senior high school enrollment has declined approximately 14 students each year. 

Graph 3 sets forth the senior high school enrollment data over the past six ( 6) school years. 
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Current Enrollment

Based upon October 2011 data, the Puyallup School District's 2011 -2012 elementary school enrollment, 
excluding those elementary students enrolled at Chief Leschi School, totaled 10,485 students. The largest
grade level continues to be sixth grade, while the lowest enrollment continues within Kindergarten. The

average enrollment of the seven elementary grades (K -6) is 1, 498 per grade. Graph 4 sets forth the 2011- 
2012 elementary school enrollment data. 
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Also based upon October 2011 data, the District's 2011 -2012 junior high school enrollment, excluding
those students enrolled at Chief Leschi School, totaled 5, 022 students. The largest grade level is found in

eighth grade with 1, 700 students. The average enrollment of the three junior high grades ( 7 -9) is 1, 674

per grade. Graph 5 sets forth the 2011 -2012 junior high school enrollment data. 

Graph 5

Current Junior High Enrollment
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Utilizing October 2011 data, the District's 2011 -2012 senior high school enrollment, excluding those
students enrolled at Chief Leschi School, totaled 4, 870 students. The largest grade enrollment this
year is in the eleventh grade with 1, 649 students. The average enrollment of the three senior high grades

10 -12) is 1, 623 per grade. Graph 6 sets forth the 2011 -2012 senior high school enrollment data. 

Graph 6

Current Senior High Enrollment

Six Year Enrollment Projection

The accuracy ofstudent enrollment projections obviously diminishes year -by -year from the time the
projections are first made. Therefore, some degree of care needs to be taken in interpreting any
enrollment forecasting data. 

There are two (2) primary factors used to project enrollments for the Puyallup School District. First, 
Kindergarten enrollments and the county birth statistics were correlated to be able to project
Kindergarten enrollments into the future. Second, historical enrollment statistics from the District
were employed. Specifically, the most current year's enrollments were studied, along with the
enrollment progression from grade -to -grade for the last five ( 5) school years. Therefore, the

enrollment projections through the 2017 -2018 school year are computerized calculations, which
estimate each successive year's enrollment by incorporating prior year' s data, projected Kindergarten
enrollment and cohort survival factors. 

To best preserve the accuracy of the enrollment projections, each of the primary factors need to be
checked annually to determine ifany significant changes have occurred to the demographic profile of
the District. As a result, the enrollment projections set forth in this Capital Facilities Plan have been
updated using the District's October 2011 enrollment data. 

The Puyallup School District, through its Educational Support departments, maintain student
enrollment data, both in terms of the number of individual students (head count) and the number of
Full -Time Equivalent students ( FTE). However, their student enrollment projections are always

done in terms of Full -Time Equivalent students ( FTE) because that is the basis by which the State
drives revenues to the District. 
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Even though the District' s enrollment projections are based on Full -Time Equivalent students, for

the purposes of this document they will be reported as the number ofindividual students, as was used
in presenting the Six -Year Enrollment History data. 

Over the next six (6) school years the District's elementary school enrollment is expected to increase
from the current enrollment of 10,485 students to 11, 390 students in the 2017 -2018 school year. The

projected increase of 905 elementary students represents an 8. 6% increase. 

The elementary school enrollment is projected to continue to steadily increase after the 2011 -2012
school year. On average, the elementary school enrollment is expected to increase approximately
151 elementary students each year through the 2017 -2018 school year. Graph 7 sets forth the

projected elementary school enrollment data over the next six (6) school years. 

Graph 7
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Over the next six (6) school years, the District's junior high school enrollment is projected to increase

slightly from the current enrollment of 5, 022 students to 5, 034 students in the 2017 -2018 school year. 
The projected growth of 12 junior high students represents less than a 1 percent increase. 
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On average, the junior high school enrollment is expected to gain approximately 2 junior high students
each year through the 2017 -2018 school year. Graph 8 sets forth the projected junior high school
enrollment data over the next six ( 6) school years. 
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Over the next six ( 6) school years, the District's senior high school enrollment is expected to grow from
4, 870 students to 4, 907 students in the 2017 -2018 school year. The projected increase of 37 senior high
students represents less than a 1 percent gain. 

On average, the senior high school enrollment is expected to increase approximately 6 students each year
through the 2017 -2018 school year. Graph 9 sets forth the projected senior high school enrollment data
over the next six ( 6) school years. 
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Graph 10 sets forth the District' s total enrollment data from the 2005 -2006 school year to the 2017 -2018
school year. District -wide enrollment is projected to increase from 20, 377 K- 12students in the 2011 -2012
school year to 21, 331 K -12 students in the 2017 -2018 school year. This represents a projected increase of
954K -12 enrollment gain, and a 4. 7% increase, over the coming six -year period. 
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Future Capital Facility Needs

School Space Needs

In the paragraphs to follow, we' ll explore how the District' s projected student enrollments over the next
six ( 6) school years compared with the District' s available permanent and portable space to house this
projected number of students in the absence of any new construction. Specifically, based on the
Benchmark Level of Service (LOS) capacity calculations for each grade configuration (i.e., elementary, 
junior high, senior high), what space surplus or deficit is the District expecting to experience over the next
six (6) school years, based on our enrollment projections over that same period of time. The District' s
Benchmark LOS capacity for the Elementary Level is 94 square feet per student, the Junior High Level is
123 square feet per student and the Senior High Level is 134 square feet per student. 

Elementary Level. The District' s future school space needs for the Elementary Level are shown in
Table 10. The elementary enrollment projections show growth through the 2017 -2018 school year and
beyond. Based on the Benchmark LOS capacity calculations for elementary students, as shown in Table
5, the District presently has permanent capacity for 9, 972 elementary students. 

Over the next six (6) school years, the District' s projected elementary school enrollment capacity begins
with +536 students over capacity in the 2012 -2013 school year and grows steadily to + 1, 418 students over
capacity in the 2017 -2018 school year. Concurrently, the District will be under built at the Elementary
Level by 50,402 square feet in the 2012 -2013 school year with an increased gap of 133, 310 square feet in
the 2017 -2018 school year. 

Table 10

Future School Space Needs

Elementary Level

School Year

Future Enrollment

Projections

of students) 

Benchmark

LOS Capacity
of students) 

Projected

Capacity
of students) 

Project Space

Surplus /Deficit

square feet) 

2012/2013 10,508 9,972 536 50,402

2013/ 2014 10,584 9, 972 612 57,546

2014/2015 10, 823 9,972 851 80,012

2015/ 2016 10, 877 9, 972 905 85,088

2016/2017 11, 094 9,972 1, 122 105,486

2017/ 2018 11, 390 9, 972 1, 418 133, 310

2018/2019 11, 615 9, 972 1, 643 154,460

2019/2020 11, 736 9, 972 1, 764 165, 834

2020/2021 11, 838 9,972 1, 866 175, 422

2021/ 2022 11, 921 9, 972 1, 949 183, 224

ostive numbers in the Projected Capacity column indicate projected students over capacity. Postive numbers in the
roject Space Surplus/Deficit column indicate a projected deficit. 
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Junior High Level. The District' s future school space needs for the Junior High Level are shown in
Table 11. The junior high enrollment projections show a slight overall decline through the 2017 -2018
school year. Based on the Benchmark LOS capacity calculations for junior high students, as shown in
Table 6, the District presently has permanent space capacity for 5, 298 junior high students. 

Over the next six (6) school years, the District' s projected junior high school enrollment capacity begins
with 239 students under capacity in the 2012 -2013 school year and ends with 264 students under capacity
in the 2017 -2018 school year. Concurrently, the District will have a surplus at the Junior High Level of
29,424 square feet in the 2012 -2013 school year. By the 2017 -2018 school year, the building surplus at
the junior high level is projected at 32,499 square feet. However, it should be noted that Table 11 also
shows student growth at the junior high level and a district -wide deficit beginning in the 2019 -2020
school year and beyond. 
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Table 11

Future School Space Needs

Junior High Level

School Year

Future Enrollment

Projections

of students) 

Benchmark

LOS Capacity
of students) 

Projected

Capacity
of students) 

Project Space

Surplus/Deficit

square feet) 

2012/ 2013 5, 059 5, 298 239 29,424

2013/ 2014 5, 080 5, 298 218 26,840

2014/2015 4,972 5, 298 326 40, 127

2015/ 2016 4, 953 5, 298 345 42, 464

2016/ 2017 4, 947 5, 298 351 43, 202

2017/ 2018 5, 034 5, 298 264 32,499

2018/ 2019 5, 060 5, 298 238 29, 301

2019/ 2020 5, 180 5, 298 118 14, 538

2020/ 2021 5, 402 5, 298 104 12, 772

2021/ 2022 5, 602 5, 298 304 37, 376

Postive numbers in

Project Space Surplus

the Projected Capacity column indicate projected students over capacity. Postive numbers in the
Deficit column indicate a projected deficit. 
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Senior High Level. The District' s future school space needs for the Senior High Level are shown in
Table 12. The senior high enrollment projections show an increase through the 2017 -2018 school year. 
Based on the Benchmark LOS capacity calculations for senior high students, as shown in Table 7, the
District presently has permanent capacity for 4,861 senior high students. 

Over the next six ( 6) school years, the District projected senior high school enrollment begins with 30
students under capacity in the 2012 -2013 school year and adjusts to + 46 students over capacity in the
2017 -2018 school year. Concurrently, the District will have a district -wide surplus at the Senior High
Level by 4,054 square feet in the 2012 -2013 school year and is projected to be under built by 6, 134
square feet by the 2017 -2018 school year. 
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Table 12

Future School Space Needs

Senior High Level

School Year

Future Enrollment

Projections

of students) 

Benchmark

LOS Capacity
of students) 

Projected

Capacity
of students) 

Project Space

Surplus/Deficit

square feet) 

2012/ 2013 4, 831 4, 861 30 4,054

2013/ 2014 4, 808 4, 861 53 7, 138

2014/ 2015 4, 791 4, 861 70 9,417

2015/ 2016 4, 843 4,861 18 2,445

2016/2017 4, 929 4, 861 68 9, 084

2017/2018 4,907 4, 861 46 6, 134

2018/ 2019 4,966 4, 861 105 14,044

2019/ 2020 4,987 4, 861 126 16, 859

2020/ 2021 5, 069 4, 861 208 27, 852

2021/ 2022 5, 098 4, 861 237 31, 740

Postive numbers in the Projected Capacity column indicate projected students over capacity. Postive numbers in the
Project Space Surplus/Deficit column indicate a projected deficit. 
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Support Space Needs

Support Services Consolidation. At the present time, the District' s support services are fragmented in
numerous locations throughout the district. Long range plans for support services envision a
consolidation of support services to the South Hill Support Center site located near the NE corner of 17th

St SW and 39th Ave SW in Puyallup. Such a consolidation would provide a more cohesive and efficient
support environment for all District schools. New /remodeled facilities would also enable the District to
replace aging support facilities that, in many cases, were not designed to house its current use and struggle
at time to meet the current needs of the District. 

While the needs to consolidate exist today, it is recognized that such a consolidation will likely happen in
a phased approach, stretching potentially over a decade or more to complete. Thus, it is important to
ensure that district support facilities are serviceable over the next six -years identified in this plan and
beyond. 

Transportation. As of the 2010 -11 school year, the District has a fleet of 121 large school buses and 67

special need buses. Combined with two (2) training buses, the district maintains a bus fleet of 190 buses
total. The downtown transportation location in Puyallup, at 323 12th Street Northwest, provides parking
for 113 buses. In 2007, a second transportation location was improved with a paved parking lot at the
South Hill facility at 1501 39th Avenue Southwest, Puyallup. Currently, 76 buses are being parked at the
South Hill facility, with a total capacity of 82 bus parking stalls. 

While the new transportation facility on 39th Ave SW has provided additional bus parking space and a
secondary operation hub servicing primarily the South Hill region of the district, bus and staffparking at
the downtown site remains to be at a premium. The lack of parking is the result of limited site acreage
upon which the downtown transportation center is located, combined with the reality that this site houses
the only bus shop facility. This requires all district -owned vehicles, including buses parked at the
warehouse site, to be stationed at the downtown transportation yard for a period of time. The lack of

onsite staff parking has also resulted in many staffvehicles parking offsite along the adjacent street right - 
of -way, which does impact the surrounding residential community. 

Outside of a major reduction in transportation operations, the insufficiencies at the downtown

transportation site may persist void ofsite expansion/ improvements until a consolidation at the South Hill
site may be accomplished. To mitigate these conditions, the District purchased in 2010 approximately a
half -acre residential property adjacent to current district property at 319 12th St NW. As part of the City
ofPuyallup' s 2011 Comprehensive Plan amendment process, the property was effectively rezoned from
Residential to Public Facilities. In fall 2012, a project is planned to relocate the existing Facilities
portable further south and provide more parking and a secondary driveway access to the bus yard offof
12th St NW. 

Warehouse Space. The central warehouse site at 1501 39th Ave SW in Puyallup was constructed in
1987. In 2007, the site welcomed the new Information Technology Center (ITC) building along with the
South Hill Transportation bus yard improvements. However, there has been no recent expansion or

improvements to the warehouse storage capacity for the past 25 years. The District relies heavily on the
Firwood warehouse site located in the City of Fife in addition to the central warehouse facility to meet
current warehouse needs. Long range plans include an expansion/ consolidation ofwarehouse space on
South Hill to replace storage space now at Firwood and expand space for increased District needs. 

Although the current plans for the Hwy 167 extension corridor no longer call for the acquisition of the
District' s Firwood site, consolidating the warehouse space into one, central location would increase
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efficiency, saving maintenance, transportation and security costs associated with the Firwood warehouse
site. Funding for the central warehouse expansion could potentially be partially funded by the proceeds
received from the surplus and sale of the Firwood property. 

In 2012, the student records trailer building was relocated onsite to be next to the ITC facility to improve
efficiency and oversight of student records. However, the warehouse expansion plans include space for
the science resource center, print shop, curriculum center, and student records. 

Central Office Functions. While many central office functions were consolidated at the Educational
Service Center (ESC) in 1998, a number ofother central services remain at remote sites. As the District
has grown in size and with the advent ofthe full implementation ofWashington State educational reform, 
as well as the federal " No Child Left Behind" legislation, the need for staff in- service and training has

grown significantly. There exists a great need for conference and training facilities in the District. 
A 12, 000 square foot training facility is included within long -range plans to consolidate the central
administrative office onto the South Hill Support Center site. Funding for the central administrative
office could potentially be partially funded by the proceeds received from the surplus and sale of the
ESC, 109, and Special Services buildings. 

Print Shop. Presently, the District' s Print Shop is located in leased facilities located at 211 10th Street
Southeast, Puyallup. Annual lease costs total approximately $20,000. See the "Warehouse Space" section
above for long range consolidation plans, which includes the print shop. 

Sparks Stadium. Sparks Stadium is located in downtown Puyallup at 601 7th Ave SW and serves the
District as the primary venue for many of the outdoor athletic practice and game events for schools
throughout the District, including the three comprehensive high schools. A significant renovation to

Sparks Stadium was completed over the summer of2008 with the replacement of the track and field turf
surfaces. The renovation also included the replacement of the sound system and scoreboard. Although

the Emerald Ridge High School field improvements will provide a secondary lighted, artificial field turf
athletic facility in the district, high- attendance events such as varsity football will remain at Sparks
Stadium. 

The conditional use permit issued by the City of Puyallup for the major remodel of Sparks Stadium in
1998 requires the district to provide additional parking above what exists currently onsite. To meet the
additional parking requirement, the District has entered into and maintained a parking agreement with the
Western Washington Fairgrounds over the past decade that provides for additional event parking at the
Fair' s Red lot, just south of the stadium, to augment the 158 onsite parking spaces within the Sparks
Stadium property. 

The possibility of future expansion of the Sparks Stadium facility, with its dual primary functions of
serving as support for Puyallup High School physical education along with its role as the primary high
school sports venue, will be further researched by district staff over the next year. 

Property Needs. 

An annual Demographic Study was prepared for the Puyallup School District by Dr. Les Kendrick and
presented to the school board December 2011. The largest percentage ofgrowth continues in the southern
portion ofthe district, which includes the continual buildout ofthree large Master Planned Communities

of Sunrise, Silver Creek, and Gem Heights. Based on existing sub - divisions and the availability of sub - 
dividable land, Dr. Kendrick projects that growth in the District will continue through the 2025 -2026
school year when a student population of 23, 659 is projected. This represents a total increase of 3, 282

students over the next 14 year period. 
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Elementary Level. The District presently owns a 20+ acre site for Elementary # 24, north of the
Emerald Ridge High School campus in the Sunrise development. In 2006, the District also acquired a
16. 84 -acre property for Elementary #25 near the 80`

h
block along 144th Street East in the southwest area

ofthe District. The past unsuccessful capital bond programs in 2007 and 2009 included the construction

ofa 750- student elementary building at this site. These two elementary sites are each located in the South
Hill area of the District, which is where most of the District' s growth is anticipated. 

The six year plan does not anticipate the need for additional elementary sites; although, current plans do
call for replacement buildings on existing sites. Replacement building projects for Sunrise and Firgrove
are included in the proposed 2013 Bond Program proposal. These planned school replacement buildings

will be relocated onsite away from major roads that have grown in terms ofboth size and capacity since
the original construction of these sites. 

At 3. 99 acres, the Stewart Elementary campus is second only to Meeker Elementary, in terms of the
smallest school site in the District. There are private properties adjacent to the school site located south
and west of the school which may provide opportunities to expand the site in the future. The District

will continue its standing policy of purchasing surrounding residential property when made available
around Stewart Elementary until the whole city block is part of the school campus. 

The overall growth of the District has not been consistent throughout its boundaries. On July 13, 2009, 
the Puyallup School District Board of Directors approved Resolution # 176 2009 -10 to close of Hilltop
Elementary. This decision was made after an analysis report for the potential school closure was prepared
and presented by District staff. The report noted that since 1995 ( the year the City of Edgewood
incorporated) student enrollment at Hilltop had declined steadily by 33 %, from 313 students to 211

students in 2008. Due to this decade -long trend, Hilltop had the lowest enrollment of the 22 elementary
schools in the District with 211 students in the 2008 -2009 school year. In fact, three of the four

elementary schools in the 2008 -2009 school year with a student enrollment of less than 300 were located
in the North Hill area of the District (Hilltop, Northwood, Mt. View). The Hilltop Elementary closure
was approved despite the fact that district -wide student enrollment exceeds the district -wide Benchmark

LOS capacity of elementary facilities. This decision highlights the inequity of regional growth patterns
throughout the district. It also identified the need to maintain a minimum level of enrollment at each

school to facilitate a breadth of educational programs, extra - curricular offerings, and professional
development opportunities for staff. 

Beginning in the 2009 -2010 school year, elementary students within the former Hilltop Elementary
attendance area were assigned to either Northwood Elementary or Mt. View Elementary. The existing
facilities at Northwood and Mt. View had additional capacity to house the Hilltop students in the short - 
term. Long -range plans in the North Hill area include the Northwood Master Plan that was adopted by
the School Board in 2006. Phase I of the Northwood Plan, which included the construction of a new

playfield area at Northwood, has been completed. Phase II of the Master Plan calls for the replacement of

the existing Northwood building on the same 20 -acre campus. The new building would be constructed to
house 550 or 750 students, per the adopted district -wide elementary education specifications, depending
upon how much long -term growth may occur as a result from potential residential density increases and
the new sewer system being installed along the Meridian corridor within the City of Edgewood. 

The same procedure for school closure was followed by the School Board when it approved the closure of
Riverside Elementary, effective beginning in the 2007 -2008 school year. Riverside' s closure was based
upon a declining student population, in addition to a number of significant environmental factors. 

The school board approved Resolution #115 2010- 11 at their July 25, 2011 meeting to authorize a short
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term lease ( up to 3 years) of a large portion of the Riverside building to the Puget Sound Educational
Service District to house their ReLife program. The district may look for opportunities to sell the
property again once the terms of this lease have been completed. 

Junior High Level. The District opened Junior High #7 ( Glacier View Junior High) in South Hill in the
Sunrise development at the beginning of the 2008 -2009 school year. Currently, the Junior High level is
the only grade level program that has enough building capacity to meet projected enrollment through the
2016 -2017 school year (see Table 11). However, an increase in enrollment at the junior high level of
more than 800 students is projected by the 2025 -26 school. This projected growth at the junior high
level will most likely require additional facilities, including a site for a possible Junior High #8. 
District staffhas identified a site on South Hill, east ofMeridian (a high - growth area of the District), 
of20+ acres as a possible future secondary site. District staffwill continue to work with the property
owners over the next year and update the board on the property availability and terms. 

In the north region of the District, the Edgemont Junior High campus incorporated the adjacent 9- 

acre site as part of its campus upon the closure of Hilltop Elementary and classroom building
demolition. This site consolidation into the Edgemont Junior High campus will provide enough on- 
site area to relocate the current track and field facility north of

24th

Street East. The relocation will
improve site security and student safety by eliminating the need for students to cross

24th

Street East. 

The closer location will also add minutes each day to the instructional time for physical education. 
Once the new Edgemont track and field has been relocated, the District could potentially surplus the
5 -acre parcel on the south side of

24th

Street East. Ifsurplused, the remaining Edgemont site would
remain at approximately 20 acres meeting the district site specifications for junior high schools. 

High School Level. District educational specifications plan for an 1800 maximum student
population at each of the three comprehensive high schools. Long -range student growth in the high
school population will be absorbed primarily with additions to the District' s high schools on their existing
sites. 

Emerald Ridge and Rogers High Schools are both located on 55 acres and 40 acres respectively ( see
Table 3). These large campuses provide enough existing space to accommodate future additions. 
However, the Puyallup High School campus is the smallest in the District by a large margin at only 14
acres, Sparks Stadium not included. Within the past two years, the District purchased the last residential

property within the current PHS Master Plan area, known as the Wrennall property at 522 2nd Ave NW. 

District staff recognizes that Puyallup High School would benefit from additional land acquisition to
augment the limited physical education/athletic field space used by Puyallup HS students and will
continue to monitor land availability, primarily those properties west ofSparks Stadium, to present to the
board for possible future acquisition. 

The District will also continue to pursue its partnership with Washington State University Puyallup
Research and Extension Center. The District has within its boundaries one of the most prolific and
important areas of environmental focus; the Clark' s Creek Watershed. This unique and natural
environmental experience has been the scene of past learning experiences for Puyallup students. 
However, a need for a sustained and system -wide method to deliver effective Science, Technology, 
Engineering and Mathematics (STEM) activities to a wider K -12 audience exists and is the focus of state
and national STEM efforts. 

Currently, STEM courses exist at each ofthe high school sites. The District is currently working together
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with WSU Puyallup administration on an agreement that would provide the framework to allow a District
double portable classroom building that would house high school STEM courses within the WSU
Puyallup campus beginning in 2013 -14. 

Support Services. As explained in the preceding Support Space Needs section, a consolidation of
support services in the District is planned at the South Hill Support Center site. In order to provide

sufficient acreage to accommodate such a consolidation, additional property will need to be acquired
by the District. The District will look for opportunities to purchase additional property adjacent to
this site as they become available, pending board approval. 
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Section IV  Capital Improvement Plan

Introduction

The Puyallup School District has been constructing three ( 3) types of new school facilities. The
elementary schools are built to house students in Kindergarten through Grade 6. The junior high
schools are built to house students in Grade 7 through Grade 9 and senior high schools are built to

house students in Grade 10 through Grade 12. " District Standard" educational specification for all

K -12 programs will be utilized as a blueprint for creating " Site Level" educational specifications for
all the District' s buildings. This will establish a District -wide program standard to be articulated at

each site taking into account the constraints of the specific site. 

In the paragraphs to follow, we' ll explore the District' s plans to meet its facility needs for the next
six years. Specifically, the District will set forth a six -year plan for the new construction, 
replacement construction and modernization of school facilities and support facilities. In other

words, this report will examine what new school and support facilities will be built, when they will
be ready for occupancy, and where they will be located. An analysis will be made of how the new
school construction will help mitigate the need for additional building capacity, as defined by our
future enrollment projections. 

It is important to note that existing funds are not adequate to provide space for anticipated growth. 
Collection of impact fees, any state matching funds and any funding sources other than additional
bond funds will not provide the level of funding that meet the level of service established by the
District. This plan is predicated on the passage of a future bond package. 

The Puyallup School District' s Strategic Directions

The Strategic Directions 2011 -2020 were approved by the Puyallup School Board on September 12, 
2011. Strategic Direction #2 states: " We will support equity and equal opportunity, and high
performance for staff and students." Initiative 4. 1 further states: " Provide students a safe and

appropriate physical learning environment... ". This plan supports these strategic directions. 

The 2004 Bond Program

The 2004 Bond Program consisted of the following projects: 
1. New Elementary School #22 Edgerton ( Southeast area of District — Pope/Hunt relief) 

2. New Elementary School # 23 Carson ( Silver Creek area — Brouillet relief) 

3. Fruitland Elementary School classroom addition
4. Meeker Elementary Remodel
5. Northwood Elementary Electrical and Field Improvements
6. New Junior High School # 7 Glacier View

7. Aylen Junior High School Renovation

8. Kalles Junior High School Renovation

9. Ferrucci Junior High School Roof, Carpets, & Window Replacements

10. Puyallup High School East Campus Phase I renovation
11. Special Education Classroom Modifications

12. District -wide Infrastructure Systems update and/or replacements

13. District -wide Student and Staff Computer Technology replacements
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The Bond Oversight Committee

The PSD Bond Oversight Committee (BOC) was commissioned by the Board on February 23, 
2004. This nine citizen member committee' s charter focused on the committee advising the
Board regarding the 2004 Bond Program with focus given to the following areas: 

Project sequence

Project time line

Project budgets

Site selection

Building design
Technology Steering Committee plans

Under the guidance and oversight of the BOC, the District substantially completed the 2004 Bond
Projects listed in the section above. A final report of the PSD 2004 BOC was heard at the school

board meeting on January 24, 2011. In that report, the BOC made a fmal recommendation to move
forward with a 2. 5 million dollar project to provide field improvements at Emerald Ridge High

School with remaining 2004 bond funds. The school board approved the project at their following
board meeting on February 14, 2011 meeting. 

The project has been substantially completed and includes the addition of field turf, lighting, sound
system and scoreboard, a small out - building, doubling of the bleacher seating capacity, and
resurfacing the track. 

It is expected that the Bond Oversight Committee will be recommissioned by the Superintendent
subsequent to the passage of a future bond program. 

The Citizens Facilities Advisory Committee
The Citizens Facilities Advisory Committee (the " CFAC ") was once again commissioned by the Puyallup
School Board ofDirectors at the May 9, 2011 school board meeting. The former CFAC was initiated in
the fall of 2005 and completed their report to the Superintendent in 2006. This report was completed

prior to either of the Puyallup school bond campaigns in 2007 and the following bond and levy campaign
in 2009, all of which failed to meet voter approval. 

The 2011 committee consisted of twenty-four advisory members including citizen representatives from
schools throughout the district and facilitated by the Chief Operations Officer and supporting to
accomplish the following: 

Purpose: 

To identify the most pressing Capital Construction, Property Management, and Technology needs ofthe
Puyallup School District with a twelve -year outlook beginning in year 2012. 

Tasks: 

1. Based on projected student enrollment growth, to identify and recommend what new school and
support facilities will need to be constructed in the Puyallup School District. 

2. Based on Condition and Suitability data, to identify and recommend what school and support facilities
will need to be modernized and/or replaced in the Puyallup School District. 
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3. Based on projected student enrollment growth and current inventory data, to identify and recommend
what properties will need to be surplused or purchased in the Puyallup School District. 

A final CFAC report was presented to the board at a study session meeting on January 12, 2012. At the
time of the final report, the District was still operating under consideration of a grade -level
reconfiguration, led by the multi -year effort of the Grade Level Configuration Committee (GLCC). This

analysis led the CFAC to prepare recommendations under two grade level scenarios: 

A. Existing grade configuration ofK -6 ( elementary), 7 -9 ( junior high), 10 -12 ( high school); and
B. Proposed grade configuration of K -5 ( elementary), 6 -8 ( middle school), 9 -12 ( high school) 

Ultimately, the school board unanimously agreed at their July 9, 2012 board meeting to maintain the
schools in their existing grade configuration and discontinue further study. In the end, the challenges
identified in the GLCC' s research outweighed the advantages of moving to a complete middle school
model. One of the most significant challenges highlighted would be to find space to add ninth graders on

high school campuses. The District has begun and will continue, however, to implement key findings
from its middle school study into practice within in its existing grade configuration. Such efforts include, 
providing a smooth transition for students moving from elementary to junior high, as well as between
junior high and high school. 

The Bond Advisory Committee

A 17- member 2012 Bond Advisory Committee was commissioned on March 26, 2012, to submit a
recommendation to the Superintendent regarding a bond scope and attendant financing plan for
capital facilities and technology along with a recommendation for the timing of a possible bond
election date. 

The BAC relied heavily upon the work done by the 2011 Citizens Facilities Advisory Committee
CFAC) as a starting point, particularly the highest priority projects recommended by the CFAC be

completed within the next four year period (Plan Period 1). Once the BAC completed its initial list of

capital projects recommended for a potential future bond, it solicited public involvement and review

through a series of 12 public forums held at various school buildings throughout the district. The

project list was then further refined prior to the BAC' s presentation to the school board at the June 21, 

2012 board study session. 

The 2009 Capital Bond and Levy Proposal

The March 10, 2009 proposed $257 million bond and $ 57 million capital levy failed to pass. The
bond required a statutory 60% supermajority " yes" vote, while the capital levy required a simple
majority 50% " yes" vote. The official election results show that the bond proposal received a
48. 07% approval while the capital levy received a 47.82% yes vote. These most recent bond election

results were significantly lower compared with the $259. 5 million bond election on May 15t, 2007

that narrowly failed passage with a 59.05% approval vote. 

The 2013 Capital Bond Proposal

With the last school bond program approved by voters in 2004, a minimum ofnine years will pass
since the last successful capital bond or levy campaign. This period marks the longest stretch oftime
between successful capital bond/ levy votes in the District' s past 30 year history. A successful bond

and/or capital levy program that will fund improvements in both facilities and technology is critical
to meet the growing needs of the District. 
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On August 27, 2012, the Puyallup School Board of Directors approved Resolution # 148 2011 -2012, 

authorizing a $ 279.6 million dollar capital bond program be moved forward for consideration by public
election in February 2013. The 2013 Capital Bond Program is substantially based upon the final BAC
recommendation that was developed after preliminary review and feedback by the school board. The 2013
Bond Program provides the framework for the list of improvements planned over the next six -year period. 

2013 Capital Bond Program

Year of

Completion

Puyallup High School Phase II: build
2nd & 3rd

floor classroom addition 2015

Puyallup High School Half Field Upgrades 2016

Emerald Ridge High School Master Plan Phase I: build 400 student classroom addition 2015

Rogers High School Phase I: classroom wing additions & new gym 2016

Firgrove Elementary: replace 2015

Northwood Elementary Remediation Project 2014

Waller Road Elementary Remediation Project 2014

Spinning Elementary Remediation Project 2014

New Elementary School ( Southwest Area): build new school 2017

Sunrise Elementary School: replace 2016

Pope Elementary Remodel and Expansion 2017

Relocate Edgemont Track and Field 2014

District -wide Life Cycle Projects: including earthquake improvements 2013 -2017

District -wide Classroom Technology Improvements 2013 -2017

Student Computer Replacement 2014

District -wide Special Education Renovations 2013 -2017

Implement Remote Computing for Students to Access District Applications and Storage 2014

Improve Wireless Network Capacity to Support Staff and students 2014

Rogers High School Field Improvements 2014

Ballou Junior High Track and Field Relocation 2016

Project Description
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New Construction

A Six -Year Plan. 

In the paragraphs to follow, the District' s six -year plan for new school construction will be presented. 

School Facilities. 

The Puyallup School District is planning to add permanent school space as part of seven (7) construction
projects over the next six ( 6) school years. 

Elementary Level. Presently, the District is providing 937, 350 square feet ofpermanent school space
and 93, 960 square feet ofportable classroom space at 21 separate elementary school locations to support
the instruction of 10, 485 elementary students ( see Table 5). The Benchmark level of service calculation

for elementary school students in the Puyallup School District is 94 square feet per student. Once these
projects are completed, the District will have added 158, 380 square feet to the elementary level, 
increasing its capacity by 1, 685 students. 

Table 13

Existing and New Permanent Square Footage
at the

Elementary Level

School Year
Existing Permanent

Square Footage

New Permanent

Square Footage

Total Permanent

Square Footage
School

2011/ 2012 937,350 0 937, 350

2012/ 2013 937,350 0 937,350

2013/ 2014 937,350 0 937, 350

2014/ 2015 937,350 0 937, 350

2015/ 2016 937,350 23, 141 960,491 Firgrove Elementary Replacement

2016/2017 960,491 28, 201 988, 692 Sunrise Elementary Replacement

2017/2018 988,692 107,038 1, 095, 730

Pope Elementary Remodel / 

New Elementary in SW Area of District

Note: New Sq. Ft. information based upon the February 2013 Bond Program. Replacement Projects include only net new sq. ft. 
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Portable classroom space will continue to adjust at the elementary level in order to provide temporary
classroom facilities in concert with site specific enrollment increases and program changes. On the
other hand, the construction ofpermanent elementary facilities, as shown in Table 13, will enable the
removal ofexisting portable classrooms. Table 14 shows the known portable classroom space moves

over the next six years. The origin of added portable classrooms at a particular site may be from
another district facility and does not signify that the portable building itself is " new" to the district. 

Table 14

Existing and New Portable Square Footage
at the

Elementary Level

Table 15

Existing and New Permanent Square Footage
at the

Junior High Level

School Year
Existing Portable
Square Footage

New Portable

Square Footage

Total Portable

Square Footage
Number of Portables

2011/ 2012 93, 960 0 93, 960

0

0

2012/ 2013 93, 960 0 93, 960 0

2013/ 2014 93, 960 0 93, 960

651, 782

0

2014/2015 93, 960 0 93, 960 0

2015/ 2016 93, 960 10,440 83, 520

2015/ 2016

12

2016/2017 83, 520 2, 610 80,910 3

2017/ 2018 80,910 8, 700 72, 210

651, 782

10

Note: Postive numbers indicate portable classroom additions, negative numbers indicate portable classroom removal

Junior High Level. Presently, the District is providing 651, 782 square feet of permanent school
space and 40,020 square feet of portable classroom space at seven ( 7) separate junior high school
locations to support the instruction of 5, 021 junior high students ( see Table 6). As Table 15

demonstrates, no new permanent square footage is proposed at the Junior High level over the next
six years. 
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Table 15

Existing and New Permanent Square Footage
at the

Junior High Level

School

Year

Existing Permanent
Square Footage

New Permanent

Square Footage

Total

Permanent

Square

Footage

School

2011/ 2012 651, 782 0 651, 782

2012/ 2013 651, 782 0 651, 782

2013/ 2014 651, 782 0 651, 782

2014/2015 651, 782 0 651, 782

2015/ 2016 651, 782 0 651, 782

2016/ 2017 651, 782 0 651, 782

2017/ 2018 651, 782 0 651, 782

Note: New Sq. Ft. information based upon the February 2013 Bond Program. Replacement Projects include only net new
sq. ft. 
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Table 16 shows there are no current plans to relocate portables at the junior high level. 

Table 16

Existing and New Portable Square Footage
at the

Junior High Level

School Year

School

Year

Existing Portable
Square Footage

New Portable

Square Footage

Total Portable

Square Footage
Number of Portables

2011/ 2012 40,020

651, 698

0

2012/ 2013

40,020

0

0

2012/2013 40,020

651, 698

0

651, 698

40,020

2014/ 2015

0

2013/ 2014 40,020 0

651, 698

40,020

735, 755

0

2014/2015 40,020

64, 470

0

Rogers High School Master Plan Phase 1 _ 

40,020

800, 225

0

2015/ 2016 40,020

Note: New Sq. Ft. information based upon the February 2013 Bond Program. Replacement Projects include only net new sq. ft. 

0 40,020 0

2016/2017 40,020 0 40,020 0

2017/2018 40,020 0 40,020 0

Note: Postive numbers indicate portable classroom additions, negative numbers indicate portable classroom removal

Senior High Level Presently, the District is providing 651, 698 square feet of permanent school
space and 45, 240 square feet ofportable classroom space at four (4) separate high school locations to

support the instruction of4, 871 senior high students (see Table 7). The Benchmark level of service

calculation for senior high students in the Puyallup School District is 134 square feet per student. 
Once these projects listed in Table 17 are complete, the District will have added approximately
148, 527 square feet to the high school level, increasing its permanent capacity by 1, 108 students. 

Table 17

Existing and New Permanent Square Footage
at the

Senior High Level

School Year

Existing
Permanent

Square Footage

New

Permanent

Square

Footage

Total

Permanent

Square Footage

School

2011/ 2012 651, 698 0 651, 698

2012/ 2013 651, 698 0 651, 698

2013/ 2014 651, 698 0 651, 698

2014/ 2015 651, 698 0 651, 698

2015/ 2016 651, 698 84, 057 735, 755

Puyallup High School Master Plan Phase 2
Emerald Ridge High School Master Plan Phase 1

2016/2017 735, 755 64, 470 800,225 Rogers High School Master Plan Phase 1 _ 

2017/2018 800, 225 0 800, 225

Note: New Sq. Ft. information based upon the February 2013 Bond Program. Replacement Projects include only net new sq. ft. 
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Table 18

Existing and New Portable Square Footage
at the

Senior High Level

School Year Existing Portable
Square Footage

New Portable

Square Footage

Total Portable

Square Footage
Number of Portables

2011/ 2012 45, 240 0 45, 240 0

2012/ 2013 45, 240 0 45, 240 0

2013/ 2014 45, 240 0 45, 240 0

2014/ 2015 45,240 0 45, 240 0

2015/ 2016 45,240 20, 010 25, 230 23

2016/ 2017 25, 230 13, 920 11, 310 16

2017/ 2018 11, 310 0 11, 310 0

Note: Postive numbers indicate portable classroom additions, negative numbers indicate portable classroom removal

Map 6 shows all new construction projects, including facilities built from 2004 to present, and proposed
new construction projects over the next six year plan period. 
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Support Facilities. In the paragraphs to follow, the District' s Six -Year Plan for new construction of
support facilities will be presented. 

A 10, 000+ square foot addition was constructed at the South Hill Transportation and Warehouse site in
2007, also known as the Information Technology Center ( ITC). The relocation of ITC was necessary
after passage of the 2004 bond that included a replacement of Kalles Junior High, on which campus the
former ITC facility was formerly located. 

An increasing student population has also led to the need for additional buses. With no potential for

added capacity at the downtown transportation facility, approximately 82 paved bus parking stalls were
added to the warehouse site in 2007, now known as the South Hill Transportation lot. 

A need to increase efficiency and provide appropriate space for central administrative services will also
encourage district staff to look for future opportunities to consolidate multiple locations into one central
administrative facility. Funding for additional support facility projects, such as a future central
administration building, will likely come from future state matching dollars and/ or revenue from the
surplus ofexisting property. Review and approval for any future project will be processed and approved
through the board of directors. 

Table 19

Existing and New Permanent Square Footage
at the

Support Facilities

School Year

Existing
Permanent

Square Footage

New

Permanent

Square

Footage

Total

Permanent

Square Footage
Facility

2011/ 2012 99,775 0 99,775

2012/ 2013 99,775 0 99,775

2013/ 2014 99,775 0 99, 775

2014/2015 99,775 0 99, 775

2015/ 2016 99,775 0 99, 775

2016/ 2017 99,775 0 99,775

2017/ 2018 99,775 0 99,775
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Table 20

Existing and New Portable Square Footage
at the

Support Facilities

School Year

Existing
Portable

Square Footage

New

Portable

Square

Footage

Total

Portable

Square Footage

Facility

2011/ 2012 5, 220 0 5, 220

2012/ 2013 5, 220 0 5, 220

2013/ 2014 5, 220 0 5, 220

2014/ 2015 5, 220 0 5, 220

2015/ 2016 5, 220 0 5, 220

2016/ 2017 5, 220 0 5, 220

2017/ 2018 5, 220 0 5, 220

51



Sunrise Elem - nta

Modernization and
Replacement Projects

Proposed Projects

2004 - Present

E YD E

d Ridge High S

DE
27TH STE 1__. _.. . 

20DTF1 ST E

Map 7
Modernization or Replacement Projects

52



Remodel or Replacement Construction

A Six -Year Plan

In the paragraphs to follow, the District' s Six -Year Plan for remodel or replacement construction will be

presented. Map 7 displays the proposed modernization and replacement projects, including those
projects built from 2004 to present, in addition to remodel /replacement projects proposed over the

next six year plan period. 

School Facilities. 

The Puyallup School District is planning two (2) major replacement projects over the next six (6) school
years, both at the elementary level. Remodel work will also occur at the elementary and high school
levels. 

Elementary Level. The two ( 2) major replacement projects at the elementary level, Firgrove
Elementary and Sunrise Elementary, are shown in Table 21 below. In addition, major remodel work will
be done at Pope Elementary as part ofthe project to expand the existing facilities to 750- student capacity. 

Table 21

Remodel or Replacement Projects

at the

Elementary Level

School Year
Remodeled or Replaced

Square Footage
School

2011/ 2012

2012/ 2013

2013/ 2014

2014/ 2015

2015/ 2016 51, 492 Firgrove Elementary Replacement
2016/ 2017 46,432 Sunrise Elementary Replacement
2017/ 2018 15, 000 Pope Elementary Remodel

Note: Information based upon the February 2013 Bond Program. Replacement Projects include existing square footage only. 

Junior High Level. There is no future remodel /replacement projects at the junior high level currently
planned within the next six years. 

Table 22

Remodel or Replacement Projects

at the

Junior High Level

School Year
Remodeled or Replaced

Square Footage
School

2011/ 2012

2012/ 2013

2013/ 2014

2014/2015

2015/ 2016

2016/2017

2017/2018
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Senior High School Level. Each of the major high school projects proposed in the 2013 Bond Program

will have a relatively small amount ofremodel work included within existing facilities, as shown below in
Table 23. 

Table 23

Remodel or Replacement Projects

at the

Senior High Level

School Year
Remodeled or Replaced

Square Footage
School

2011/ 2012

2012/ 2013

2013/ 2014

2014/2015

2015/ 2016 11. 100

Puyallup High School Master Plan Phase 2
Emerald Ridge High School Master Plan Phase 1

2016/2017 Rogers High School Master Plan Phase 1

2017/ 2018

Note: Information based upon the February 2013 Bond Program. Replacement Projects include existing square footage only. 
Rogers HS Master Plan Phase 1 is expected to have a small amount of remodel square footage, but amount is uncertain at this
time. 

Annual Small Capital Projects

The District evaluates facilities needs throughout the District on an annual basis to determine what

systems repairs or program changes necessitate a facilities response. Over the past eight years, the
volume of these small capital projects has been approximately $500K- $1, 000K per year. This plan

anticipates continuing with the annual implementations of such projects over the next six years. 

Support Facilities

No major remodel or replacement projects are currently planned for support facilities. 

Summary
The projects outlined in this six -year plan are responsive to the growth needs of the District while

providing for maintenance ofthe existing building stock. With the 2004 Bond Program substantially
complete, the Puyallup School District has provided additional space for new student housing to
accommodate the increasing student population. However, as of the 2011 -2012 school year, the

District currently does not meet LOS square footage standards at the elementary level, as shown in
Graph 11. 

The failure of the 2007 and 2009 Bond and Capital Levy Program proposals has undoubtedly
resulted in a delay of meeting the identified student housing needs. In order to " close the gap" in
terms of meeting the LOS standard, in light of an increasing student population, a new Bond
Program to finance the construction of additional square footage is essential. 

The future bond projects listed on page 40 are included in Table 13 for the Elementary School Level, 
Table 15 for the Junior High School Level and Table 17 for the Senior High School level. The

following Graphs show how these additions respond to the need to provide student housing over the
next six years and to what degree the District is meeting the Level of Service (LOS) need in terms of
square footage. 
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Elementary Level of Service Summary
The District has come closer in recent years to catching up to the LOS need via the 2004 Bond
Program. The additions of Edgerton (Elementary #22) and Carson (Elementary #23) in the 2007- 
2008 school year helped alleviate the growing student population in the southern end ofthe District. 
Furthermore, in 2006, property was purchased in the southwest region of the district to house future
Elementary # 25. Graph 11 shows the disparity between square feet needed vs. provided until
elementary projects from the proposed 2013 Bond Program (Firgrove Elem Replacement, Sunrise
Elem Replacement, Pope Elem Remodel, and the new South Hill Elementary #25) are complete. As
Graph 11 demonstrates, the elementary square foot need exceeds the elementary square foot provided
until the 2017 -18 school year, which represents the completion of the final major elementary project
in the proposed 2013 Bond Program — Pope Elementary remodel. 

School closures in recent years have contributed to the lack of permanent space at the elementary
level. This irony gives light to the fact that students do not reside equitably throughout the district. 
It also points out that there are multiple factors to be considered when planning school facilities. 

Riverside Elementary was closed in 2007 and Hilltop Elementary was closed in 2009. These

closures combine for a net loss of approximately 47,500 sq. ft., widening the gap between the
elementary LOS need vs. LOS provided. However, in each case it was determined that these

closures would provide for better long -term educational opportunities, including a breadth of
programs available that cannot be provided to schools with low and declining enrollment. And as
state funding continues to be cut to local school districts, the ability to financially support small
schools, which by nature have a much higher cost per student ratio that the current prototypical
model, will become increasingly difficult. 

The LOS for individual schools, as shown in Table 4, illustrates a wide variation between older

smaller buildings, mostly in the north end of the district, and newer buildings in the south end. This
can be largely attributed to underutilization and inefficiencies at the older schools. The District is
reviewing this LOS disparity but has not made definite plans to address it. 
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Junior High School Level of Service Summary
As can be noted in Graph 12, the District has met the LOS square foot need via the 2004 Bond

Program over the next six -year period. The standard was fmally met in 2008 -2009 with the major
increase in area coming from the opening of Glacier View Junior High and the Aylen Junior High
Replacement projects. The district -wide junior high school student population is projected to remain

relatively flat over the next six years and remain within the LOS capacities currently provided. 

It is important to note, however, that a district -wide analysis can mask regional imbalances ofstudent

population and capacity. A clear example of this imbalance exists at thejunior high level. While the
district -wide junior high square foot need is met by the square foot provided; in reality, Glacier View
Junior High is operating over permanent capacity in the 2011 -12 school year and may need
additional temporary classroom portable buildings in the near future as it serves a projected high - 
growth area of the district (South Hill East). On the other hand, Edgemont Junior High in the north

end of the district is operating well below its permanent capacity (see Table 6). While a district -wide

view provides rational level of analysis for this plan, it is important to recognize the regional

circumstances may demand some capital project needs for those schools that experience enrollment
increases and are currently operating at or over capacity. 

As the larger birth cohorts begin to enter the Kindergarten grade level beginning in 2012 -13, larger
grade classes can be expected at the junior high level within the next 10 years. As a result, the

Citizens Facilities Advisory Committee, in their final report to the Superintendent, recommended the
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acquisition of land to house a future Junior High #8 additional land for a new junior high site may be
needed within the next six years. The Citizens Facility Advisory Committee will evaluate this trend
in more detail this fall and prioritize this need in coordination with other district facility needs as part
of their report to the Superintendent. 
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Senior High School Level of Service Summary
As can be noted in Graph 13, the LOS square foot needed is relatively in line with the LOS square
footage provided at the senior high school level through the 2014 -2015 school year. The major

increase in the LOS square footage provided beginning in the 2015 -2016 school year is a result ofthe
completion of the next major Master Plan phases at each of the three comprehensive high schools. 

While it appears that the proposed 2013 Bond Program may overbuild at the high school level over
the provided six -year outlook of this plan, long -range enrollment projections provided by the
District' s demographer consultant, Dr. Les Kendrick, show that this increase in LOS square footage

provided will be met by an increase in high school level enrollment (the LOS square foot needed) by
school year 2025 -26. Graph 13 also indicates that the Level ofService standard used in this plan for

the high school level may be inadequate, as the high school buildings currently occupy a combined
52 classroom portable buildings in support of instruction at within the existing permanent facilities. 
Future plans will look to update the Level of Service used, with an eye towards calculating program
capacity at each school facility. 

Lastly, that the demolition of the existing Library/Science buildings at Puyallup High School is not
planned in Phase II, and not reflected in this six -year plan, and not accounted for in Graph 13 below. 

In other words, there will be a square foot surplus at Puyallup High School until Phase III is
complete. 
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Section V  Finance Plan

Introduction

The Puyallup School District clearly recognizes the value of long -range capital facilities planning. 
The development ofthe New Construction program identified earlier in this document addresses the
District' s need for additional permanent and portable space to accommodate the additional students
anticipated to enroll over the next six (6) school years. In addition, Replacement and Modernization

programs have also been identified to address needed code improvements, energy enhancements and
educational upgrades to a number of the District's existing facilities. 

In conjunction with this Capital Improvement Plan, the District needs a means of financing the new
construction, replacement construction, and modernization. In the paragraphs to follow, the costs

associated with the construction projects identified in the Capital Improvement Plan will be

presented. In addition, the fund sources available to implement said construction projects will also
be identified. 

Construction Costs

A number of factors influence the total cost and, specifically, the local share of any school
construction project. Even within the same school district, two (2) identical schools constructed at

the same time will likely not be constructed for the same cost. The major factors that impact the cost
of school construction are as follows: 

1. The per acre cost of school sites will vary considerably from district to district. In
general, the more urban a district tends to be, the more costly the school sites. 

2. The acreage of available property will not always match the preferred school site sizes. 
For example, the Puyallup School District has one ( 1) prototype elementary on a 10.29
acre site, another on a 10.53 acre site, another on a 14.30 acre site and yet another on a
15. 00 acre site; see Table 1. 

3. The proximity of needed utilities (i.e. water, sewer, electricity, etc.) and roadways to a

school site are often times significant cost variables. 

4. As mentioned earlier, the nature of the instructional programs housed in school facilities

drastically impact the cost of those facilities. The square foot cost of senior high

schools is almost always higher than elementary and junior high schools. The square
footage costs of junior high schools are usually higher than elementary schools. 
Specialized facilities for Vocational and Special Education programs can also increase
construction costs. 

5. The posture of the local governmental planning agencies ( City or County) will affect
such items as off -site street improvements, landscaping, street signaling and signage. 

6. The "bidding climate" at the time a school construction project comes on line is terribly
important. Normally, the less construction work available the more competitive the
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general contractors become and visa - versa. 

7. The experiences and competence of the lowest bidding general contractor and their
major subcontractors can also impact the final cost ofany school construction project. 

8. The State's " matching percentage ", as determined in accordance with the formula set

forth in RCW 28A.525. 166, establishes the relationship between the local and state
funding of any school construction project. 

9. The enrollment projection provisions of the State' s " space allocations" as outlined in

WAC 392 - 343 -045 determine just how much area ofa school facilitywill be eligible for
state matching funds. Building a new school ( i.e. elementary, junior high, senior high) 
without full "unhoused" eligibility increases the amount of local funds that have to be
spent on a project. 

10. The State's " construction cost allocation" also impacts the level of state financial

assistance, as spoken to in WAC 392 - 343 -060. 

11. Increases over time of the basic costs of construction, labor, materials and equipment. 

Over short periods these costs can be volatile. In particular, recent dramatic escalations

in material costs have greatly impacted project costs. 

School Facilities

New Construction. New construction spaces part of the 2004 Bond program were substantially
completed and occupied by the 2009 -2010 school year. Table 24 shows these 2004 Bond Program
projects in addition to the projects planned over the next six ( 6) school years. Financing the
construction of these future projects will depend primarily upon funds made available with the
passage of a future bond. The cost estimates include total project costs, both construction and soft

costs such as: taxes, furniture & equipment, architect & engineering fees, etc. 
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Table 24

Construction Costs

Project

New

Construction

Costs

x $1, 000) 

Remodel or

Renovation Costs

x $ 1, 000) 

Total Project

Cost

x $ 1, 000) 

Edgerton Elementary ( #22) 22, 749 22, 749

Carson Elementary ( #23) 21, 315 21, 315

Fruitland Elementary School Classroom Addition 4, 507 4,507

Meeker Elementary School Remodel 907 7, 729 8, 636

Glacier View Junior High ( #7) 36,224 36,224

Aylen Junior High Replacement 8, 796 27, 646 36,442

Kalles Junior High Replacement 6, 715 26, 153 32, 868

Ferrucci Junior High Remediation 901 901

ITC Relocation 9, 291 9, 291

Life Cycle Replacement Projects 13, 681 13, 681

Ferrucci Junior High Field Improvement 126 126

Junior High Science Upgrades 4,520 4, 520

Sparks Stadium Field Improvements 1, 095 1, 095

District -Wide Special Education Renovations 1, 889 1, 889

Puyallup High School Master Plan - Phase 1 S 7, 551 8, 699 16, 250

Northwood Elementary Electrial and Field 1, 441 1, 441

Portables S 3, 904 3, 904

Puyallup High School East Campus - Phase 2 25, 448 3, 152 28, 600

Puyallup High School Half Field Improvements 1, 600 1, 600

Northwood Elementary Remediation Project 1, 300 1, 300

Spinning Elementary Remediation Project 2, 700 2, 700

Waller Road Elementary Remediation Project S 2, 000 2, 000

Emerald Ridge High School - Phase 1 15, 302 2, 198 17, 500

Rogers High School Master Plan - Phase 1 29,300 29, 300

Rogers High School Field Improvements S 3, 000 3, 000

New Elementary #25 33, 000 33, 000

Firgrove Elementary Replacement 10, 697 23, 803 34, 500

Sunrise Elementary Replacement 13, 792 22, 708 36, 500

Pope Elementary Renovation 17, 089 7, 911 25, 000

Ballou Junior High Track & Field Relocation 3, 500 3, 500

Edgemont Junior High Track & Field Relocation 3, 000 3, 000

District -Wide Special Education Renovations 1, 300 1, 300

Life Cycle Replacement Projects 9, 800 9, 800

Portables S 800 800

Totals: $ 257,297 $ 173, 542 $ 430,839

Note: Future Construction Costs in this table are primarily based upon the February 2013 Bond Program and
represent total costs over six -year plan. Capital Technology projects are excluded. 

Property Acquisition. As part of the 2004 Bond program, the District purchased the property for
Elementary #25 for a total site cost of $5, 810,000. In addition, the District has acquired several
residential properties in the downtown area of Puyallup within the past few years. Several parcels
were purchased near Puyallup High School to complete ownership ofthe property identified within
the Puyallup High School Master Plan area. All parcels within the Master Plan area zoned Public
Facilities, as identified by the City of Puyallup zoning code. 
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Support Facilities

While long -range plans include a support services consolidation at the District' s South Hill Support
Center site, no bond funding is identified within this six -year plan. It is anticipated, rather, that
funding said consolidation will primarily be financed through the sale of existing properties that
currently house support services, such as the Special Services building, Firwood warehouse, the ESC
building and 109 buildings in downtown Puyallup. No certain timeline has been established for the
support services consolidation. 

Funding Sources
School districts utilize budgets consisting of a number ofdiscrete funds. However, for the most part, 
the capital needs of any school system are addressed with the Capital Projects Fund and the Debt
Service Fund. 

The Capital Projects Fund is used for purposes such as: ( a) to finance the purchase and development

ofschool sites; (b) the construction ofnew and replaced facilities and the modernization ofexisting
facilities; and (c) the purchase of initial equipment, library books and textbooks for new, replaced
and remodeled facilities. Revenues accruing to the Capital Project Fund come primarily from bond
sale proceeds, capital levy collections and state matching funds. However, revenues from the General
Fund, the sale or lease ofproperty and contributions can also be accrued to the Capital Projects Fund. 
Under the authority of the Growth Management Act (GMA), impact fees are accrued to the Capital
Projects Fund. Mitigation funds that accrue under the authority of SEPA or the State Subdivision
Act are also deposited in the District's Capital Projects Fund. 

The Debt Service Fund is used as a mechanism to pay for bonds. When a Bond Issue passes, a

school district sells bonds that have a face value and an interest rate. Local property taxes are
adjusted to provide the funds necessary to meet the approved periodic payments on sold bonds. The
proceeds from the taxes collected for this purpose are deposited in the Debt Service Fund and drawn

out for payments at the appropriate times. 

As noted earlier, school districts receive funds for capital construction program purposes from a

variety of sources. 

Sources of Public Money

Bonds. These are financial instruments having a face value and an interest rate that is determined at
the time and by the conditions of their sale. Bonds are backed by the " full faith and credit" of the
issuing school district and may be paid from proceeds derived from a specific increase in the
property taxes for that purpose. The increase in taxes results in an "excess levy" oftaxes beyond the
constitutional limit, so the bonds must be approved by a vote of the people in the jurisdiction issuing
them. The total of outstanding bonds issued by the jurisdiction may not exceed five (5) percent of
the assessed value of the property within that jurisdiction at the time of issuance. 

Bonds are multi -year financial instruments, generally issued for 10 to 20 years. Because of their
long lasting impact, they require both an extraordinary plurality of votes and a specific minimum
number of voters for validation. The positive votes must equal or exceed 60 percent of the total

votes cast on the issue and the total number ofvoters must equal or exceed 40 percent of the total
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number of voters in the school district who cast ballots in their last general election. 

Proceeds from bond sales are limited by bond covenants and must be used for the purpose(s) for
which the bonds are issued. They cannot be converted to a non - capital or operating purpose. The
life of the improvement resulting from the bonds must meet or exceed the term of the bonds
themselves. 

Capital Levies. These differ from bonds in that they do not result in the issuance of a financial
instrument and, therefore, do not affect the "bonded indebtedness" of a school district. This method

of financing is a straight increase in property tax rates to produce a voter - approved dollar amount. 
The amount generated from the capital levy is then available to a district in the approved year. The
actual levy rate itself is determined by dividing the number of dollars approved by the assessed
valuation of the total school district at the time the taxes are set by the County Council. 

While a typical period for capital levies is one ( 1) or two (2) years, they can be approved for up to a
six ( 6) year period at one election. The amounts to be collected are identified for each year

separately and the tax rates set for each individual year. Like bond issues, capital levies must be used
for the specified capital purpose( s) for which they were passed. They cannot be converted to a non- 
capital or operating purpose. 

State Matching Funds. The State ofWashington has a Common School Construction Fund. The
State Board of Education is responsible for administration of the funds and the establishment of

matching ratios on an annual basis. The Office of the Superintendent ofPublic Instruction (OSPI), 
on behalf ofthe State Board ofEducation, has determined that Puyallup School District's matching
ratio for fiscal year 2011 is 61. 56 percent, for those expenses that are defined as matchable. 

The base to which the percent is applied is the cost of construction, as determined by the
Construction Cost Allocation. The Construction Cost Allocation is an index of construction costs

that is used by the state to help define or limit their level of support. This particular construction cost
index rarely matches the actual cost of school construction in districts across Washington State. 
Nevertheless, the Construction Cost Allocation for school construction costs for fiscal year 2011 is

183. 78 per square foot. 

The formula for determining the amount of state matching support can be expressed as A x B x C = 
D, where: 

A = eligible area ( determined by OSPI's student square foot allowances) 
B = the Construction Cost Allowance (in dollars per square foot) 

C = a school district's applicable matching rate
D = the amount of state fiscal assistance to which a district will be entitled

Qualification for state matching funds involves an application process. Districts may submit
information for consideration by the State Board of Education that meets once every two months
during the calendar year. Once approved, a district qualifies for matching funds in a sequence that
recognizes the existing approvals ofprevious submittals. Failure ofa school district to proceed with
a project in a timely manner can result in the loss of a district's " place in line." 

Funds for the state match come from the Common School Construction Fund using revenues
accruing predominantly from the sale of renewable resources, primarily timber, from state school
lands set aside by the Enabling Act of 1889. If these sources are insufficient to meet current needs, 
the legislature can appropriate additional funds or the State Board of Education can establish a
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moratorium on certain projects (Chapter 392, Sections 341 -347 of the Washington Administrative

Code). 

Market demand for timber and wood products has been declining over the past decade resulting in a
substantial decrease in state matching revenues. Efforts in the State Legislature to supplement

timber - generated revenues with general fund moneys have been only partially successful. As noted
in WAC 392 - 343 -057, in the event that state matching monies are not available to fund a specific
school project, then school districts may proceed at their own financial risk. At such time state

monies do become available, reimbursement will be made to the district for the state's share of said

school project. 

Mitigation/Impact Fees. According to RCW 82. 02.090, the definition of an impact fee is "... a

payment ofmoney imposed upon development as a condition ofdevelopment approval to payforpublic
facilities needed to serve new growth and development, and that is reasonably related to the new
development that creates additional demand and needforpublicfacilities, that is aproportionate share

of the cost of the public facilities, and that is used for facilities that reasonably benefit the new
development. ' Impactfee' does not include a reasonable permit or application fee." 

Mitigation or impact fees can be calculated on the basis of "unhoused student need" or " the maintenance

ofa district's level of service" as related to new residential development. A mitigation/impact fee may be
imposed based upon a determination of insufficient existing permanent and/or portable school space or to
pay for permanent and/ or portable school space previously constructed as a result ofgrowth in the district. 
The amounts to be charged are then calculated based on the costs for providing the space and the
projected number of students in each residential unit. A district's School Board must first approve the

application of the mitigation or impact fees and, in turn, approval must then be granted by the other
general government jurisdictions having responsibility within the district, counties, cities and towns. In
the Puyallup School District those general government jurisdictions include the City ofPuyallup, the City
of Edgewood, the City of Fife and the County of Pierce. 

Furthermore, developers may contribute properties that will have value to a district. In such cases, the
developer is entitled to a credit for the actual cost of the provided property. This credit can reduce or
eliminate the mitigation or impact fee that would have been chargeable under the mitigation/ impact fee

calculation. Following is the mitigation fee calculation for this year (see Table 26). 

At the present rate of fee collection with the existing fee structure, the District anticipates receipt of
approximately $4,320,000 over the next six years. This assumes an average monthly rate of $600,000. 
This year' s estimate is a $ 10K/month increase from the past several years' estimates of $50K/month, 

based upon the growth of increase of impact fee collections during the 2011 -12 school year. It should be
noted that this depends considerably on actual housing starts, i.e. economic conditions which may vary
considerably over the next six years. 

Table 25 is a summary of the impact fee calculation factors with brief comments related to their origin. 
The factors are used in the calculation to determine the fee. 

Table 26 represents Puyallup School District' s Unfunded Need calculation for 2012. The Unfunded Need
calculation represents the average financial impact, per new residential unit, to the District to pay for the
necessary public facilities to serve new student growth. Ultimately, in the case of the Puyallup School
District, the municipalities ofPuyallup, Fife, Edgewood, and Pierce County determine the rate of impact
fee collection as adopted in their respective impact fee ordinances. At the request of Pierce County, a
note has been added at the bottom ofTable 26 that calculates the Fee Obligation, per Pierce County code
4A.30.030

64



Table 25

Im • act Fee Calculation Factors

apt < 

Student Generation Factor - 

Single Family Residence
Elementary 0.450 Students /Resid

Comments

See Table 8, Section 2

Jr. High 0. 193 Students /Resid

Sr. High 0. 159 Students /Resid

Student Generation Factor - Multi

Family Residence
Elementary 0. 159 Students /Resid See Table 9, Section 2

Jr. High 0.067 Students /Resid

Sr. High 0.059 Students /Resid

Facility Acreage Elementary 15 Acres Compliant with WAC 392 - 342 -020

Jr. High 20 Acres

Sr. High 40 Acres

Cost per Acre All 88,652 Cost/Acre Based on 2010 appraisal of 14. 1 - ac. 

Masters site ( undev. residential) 

Facility Size - New Construction Elementary 750 Students /School Based on Carson and Edgerton

Elementary Functional Capacity
Jr. High 800 Students /School Based on Glacier View J. H. ( # 7) 

Functional Capacity
Sr. High 1800 Students /School Per current district -wide High School

Education Specifications

Facility Size - Temp Construction Elementary 25 Students /CR Based on Single Classroom Portable

Jr. High 30 Students /CR

Sr. High 30 Students /CR

Permanent Sq. Footage(Total) Elementary 937,350 Square Feet See Table 1

Jr. High 651, 782 Square Feet See Table 2

Sr. High 651, 698 Square Feet See Table 3

Portable Sq. Footage( Total) Elementary 93,960 Square Feet See Table 1

Jr. High 40,020 Square Feet See Table 2

Sr. High 45,240 Square Feet See Table 3

Facility Cost - New Construction Elementary 25, 931, 740 Cost/School Based on Carson Elementary actual
costs with 4% annual inflation

Jr. High 42,472,885 Cost/School Based on Glacier View JH actual costs

with 4% inflation

Sr. High 122, 760,000 Cost /School Based on estimated 1800 - student high

school costs using 2012 dollars

Facility Cost - Temp Construction Elementary 100, 000 Cost/Portable Based on Standard Portable including
Site Costs

Jr. High 100, 000 Cost/Portable

Sr. High 100, 000 Cost/ Portable

Construction Cost Allocation All 188. 55 Cost/Sq Foot Per State OSPI for FY 2011
OSPI Space Allocation /Student Elementary 90. 0 Sq Foot /Student Per State Funding Allocation

Jr. High 121. 3 Sq Foot /Student
Sr. High 130.0 Sq Foot /Student

State Funding Assistance All 62. 37% Percent Per State OSPI for FY 2011

Average Assessed Value - Single

Family

All 202, 289 Cost/Unit Per Pierce County Assessor - Treasurer
2011 Residential Revaluation Report

Average Assessed Value - Multi. 

Family

All 122, 286 Cost/Unit Per Pierce County Assessor - Treasurer
2011 Residential Revaluation Report

Capital Bond Interest Rate All 4.93% Percent Per NW Securities

Years Amortized All 20 Years

Property Tax Levy Rate - Capital
Construction Portion

All 1. 51 Cost/ 1000 of

Assessed Value

Per Pierce County Assessor - Treasurer
Assessed Values, Levy Rates & Taxes

for tax year 2011
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Table 26

Impact Fee Calculation

School Site

AcresxCost

Acquisition Cost: 

per Acre) /Facility Capacity)xStudent Generation Factor
Student Student Calcu ated

Facility Cost/ Facility Factor Cost/ Cost/ 

Acreage Acre Size SFR MFR SFR MFR

Elementary 15. 00 88,652 750 0.450 0. 159 797.65 281. 33

Jr. High 20.00 88,652 800 0. 193 0.067 428.27 148.02

Sr. High 40.00 88,652 1800 0. 159 0.059 314.07 115.68

TOTAL 1, 539.99 545.03

School Construction

Facility Cost/Facility

Cost: 

Capacity)xStudent Generation Factor

0. 803

x( permanent/ Total

Student

0.284

Sq Ft) 
Student

Perm/ Facility Facility Factor Factor Cost/ Cost/ 

Total Sq. Ft. Cost Size SFR MFR SFR MFR

Elementary 100.00% 25,931, 740 750 0.450 0. 159 15,554.87 5,486.23
Jr. High 100.00% 42,472, 885 800 0. 193 0.067 10,259. 15 3,545.75

Sr. High 100.00% 122, 760, 000 1800 0. 159 0.059 10,872.46 4,004. 57

TOTAL 36,686.48 13, 036. 56

Temporary Facility

Facility Cost/ Facility
Cost: 

Capacity)xStudent Generation Factor)x( Temporary/ Total
Student

Square Feet) 

Student Cost/ Cost/ 

Temp/ Facility Facility Factor Factor SFR MFR

Total Sq. Ft. Cost Size SFR MFR

Elementary 100. 00% 100,000 25 0.450 0. 159 1, 799.52 634.69

Jr. High 100.00% 100,000 30 0. 193 0.067 644. 12 222.62

Sr. High 100.00% 100,000 30 0. 159 0.059 531. 40 195. 73

TOTAL 2, 975. 04 1, 053. 04

State Matching
Area Cost Allowance

Credit: 

X SPI Square Footage X State Match X Student Factor

Student Student

Area Cost SPI State Factor Factor Cost/ Cost/ 

Allowance Footage Match % SFR MFR SFR MFR

Elementary 188.55 90.0 62. 37% 0.450 0. 159 4,761. 47 1, 679.38

Jr. High 188.55 121. 3 62. 37% 0. 193 0.067 2,756.47 952. 69

Sr. High 188. 55 130.0 62. 37% 0. 159 0.059 2, 437. 19 897.67

TOTAL 9, 955. 12 3, 529.74

Tax Payment Credit: 

Average Assessed Value

SFR

202,289

MFR

122, 286

Capital Bond Interest Rate 4.93% 4.93% 

Net Present Value of Average Dwelling 2, 535,998 1, 533,040

Years Amortized 20 20

Property Tax Levy Rate 1. 51 1. 51

Present Value of Revenue Stream 3, 829. 36 2, 314.89

Fee Sumary: 

Site Acquisition Costs

Single - Multiple - 

Family Family

1, 539.99 545.03

Permanent Facility Cost 36, 686.48 13, 036.56

Temporary Facility Cost
State Match Credit

2, 975.04

9,955. 12) 

1, 053.04

3,529.74) 

Tax Payment Credit 3, 829. 36) 2, 314. 89) 

Unfunded Need 27,417. 03 8, 790.00 YEAR 2012

Note: Pierce County code 4A. 30 calculates the
Unfunded Need x 50% = the Fee Obligation ( The

Fee Obligation is the lesser of the Fee Calculations

or the Maximum Fee Obligation as defined in Pierce

County code 4A.30.030 School Impact Fee
Schedule) 13, 708. 52 4, 395. 00
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Funding for School Facilities

The ability to move forward on school construction projects in the Puyallup School District hinges
primarily on two (2) factors. First, the District needs to have local funding available to help pay for the
cost ofany school construction project. Normally, school districts secure the majority oftheir local funds
through the sale of general obligation bonds, as approved by the qualified voters of their districts. The
authority to issue and sell such bonds rests in the Constitution and laws of the State of Washington, 
including RCW 28A.530.010 and RCW 84.52. 056. 

Second, and ofparticular importance to the Puyallup School District, is its eligibility for State Matching
Funds. Such state financial assistance is used along with local funds to pay for the cost of school
construction projects. However, state monies cannot be used to purchase school sites, to make off -site

improvements and/or fund those specific items spoken to in WAC 392 - 343 -120. The formula for

determining the exact amount of State Matching Funds a district can receive is set forth in WAC 392 -343- 
020. 

Table 27 shows how the District plans to fund the projects enumerated in this report. The allocation of

State Matching Funds and Mitigation Impact fees for those projects planned over the next six (6) school
years will be determined at the time secured funds have been obtained by the passage of a future bond
program. 
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Table 27

Funding for Construction Projects

Project

2004 Bond

Funds

x $ 1, 000) 

Proposed

2013 Bond

Funds

x $ 1, 000) 

State

Matching
Funds

Potential

Note :1) 

x $ 1, 000) 

Mitigation

Impact Fees

Estimated

Revenue

x $ 1, 000) 

Total Project

Cost

x $ 1 ' 000 ) 

G. W. Edgerton Elementary 13, 113 7, 636 2, 000 22,749

Emma L. Carson Elementary 11, 684 7, 631 2,000 21, 315

Fruitland Elementary School Classroom Addition 3, 358 1, 149 4,507

Meeker Elementary School Remodel 5, 435 3, 201 8, 636

Elementary #25 Property Acquisition 2,810 3, 000 5, 810

Northwood Elementary Electrical and Field Improvements 1, 441 1, 441

Glacier View Junior High School 22, 122 11, 102 3, 000 36,224

Aylen Junior High School Renovation 24,666 11, 776 36,442

Kalles Junior High School Renovation 21, 936 10,932 32,868

Ferrucci Junior High School Roof, Carpets, & Windows 901 901

Life Cycle Replacement Projects 13, 681 13, 681

Puyallup High School East Campus Phase I Renovation 13, 261 2,989 16, 250

Special Education Classroom Modifications 4,603 4,603

Portables 1, 200 1, 200

Puyallup High School East Campus - Phase 2 28, 600 1, 000 S 28. 600

Puyallup High School Half Field Improvements 1, 600 1, 600

Northwood Elementary Remediation Project 1, 300 1, 300

Spinning Elementary Remediation Project 2, 700 2, 700

Waller Road Elementary Remediation Project 2, 000 1, 000 2, 000

Emerald Ridge High School - Phase 1 17, 500 17, 500

Rogers High School Master Plan - Phase 1 29, 300 1, 000 29,300

Rogers High School Field Improvements 3, 000 3, 000

New 750- student Elementary #25 32, 480 520 33, 000

Firgrove Elementary Replacement 34,500 34,500

Sunrise Elementary Replacement 36,500 36,500

Pope Elementary Renovation 25, 000 25, 000

Ballou Junior High Track & Field Relocation 3, 500 3, 500

Edgemont Junior High Track & Field Relocation 3, 000 3, 000

District -Wide Special Education Renovations 1, 300 1, 300

Life Cycle Replacement Projects 9, 800 9, 800

Portables 800 800

Note: All 2004 Bond Program Projects were front funded by the bond issue, except PHS and infrastructure projects. When state
matching funds were received, 2004 bond funds were released and reallocated at the Board' s discretion resulting in additional projects. 

Note: Proposed 2013 Bond Projects ( identified with light gray shading)- State Matching Funds and Mitigation Impact fees allocation will
be determined once secured funds for these projects has been obtained by the passage of a future bond program. 
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Section VI  School Descriptions

This Capital Facilities Plan provides a briefdescription of each school facility. The descriptions include
such items as the date of construction and/or modernization, names of the architect and contractors and
the identification of funding sources. The descriptions can also include a short explanation of how the

school was named. In addition, the descriptions identify what kind of permanent instructional spaces
exist, the school's Condition and Suitability Score and a perspective of when the facility will be eligible
for State Matching Funds for modernization. 

BROUILLET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K -6) 

17207 94th Avenue East

Puyallup, WA 98375
Brouillet Elementary School was opened in 1990 and is located in the Gem Heights
Development on South Hill, west of Meridian Street South. The project architect was Burr

Lawrence Rising + Bates of Tacoma, Washington and the general contractor was C & T

Construction, also of Tacoma, Washington. Brouillet Elementary was a state matched project
with the local funds coming from the 1988 Bond Issue. 

The school was named after Dr. Frank " Buster" Brouillet. Dr. Brouillet was a graduate of

Puyallup High School where he also served as a teacher and counselor. He also served as a State
Legislator and finished his professional career as the Superintendent of Public Instruction and

President of Pierce College. 

The permanent building has a total of 18 general -use classrooms, two (2) kindergarten rooms, 
three (3) special education classrooms and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. In
addition, the school has one ( 1) of the District's prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building
received a Building Assessment Score of 70. The school building became eligible for state
matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu ofmodernization in the year 2010. 
However, redevelopment of the Brouillet elementary site is limited by Pierce County zoning
regulations related to Thun Field. In general terms, these regulations restrict building improvements
to the existing footprint. 

CARSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K -6) ( Elementary 23) 
8615184th Street East

Puyallup, WA 98375
Carson Elementary School opened in September 2007 and was dedicated a month later in
October 2007. The school is located on approximately 15 acres inside the Silver Creek Master
Plan Development on South Hill, west of Meridian Street South, south of 176th Street East, 

having frontage along the west side of Gem Heights Drive. 

The school was named after Emma L. Carson, who was the first teacher in the Puyallup School
District in 1854. Classes were held in the Blockhouse along the Puyallup River, and there were
four students in her class. A stone marker stands today at the site of the Blockhouse, and a
chestnut tree that the Carson' s planted is still living. Carson was one of 150 people honored
during the Puyallup School District's 150th Anniversary celebration. 

Carson Elementary was a state - matched project with the local funds coming from the 2004 Bond
69



Issue. The project architect was BLRB Architects from Tacoma, Washington and the general

contractor was Commercial Structures, Inc. from Burien, Washington. 

The new school is designed to house a 750 student population. The school includes twenty -four
24) general classrooms, twelve ( 12) Small Group project rooms, three ( 3) kindergarten

classrooms, two (2) music classrooms, three ( 3) specialty classrooms together with a library, 
technology lab, stage and gymnasium program areas. 

In 2012, the school building received a Building Assessment Score of90, which is the maximum
score allowed for buildings older than one year. It will become eligible for state matching funds
for modernization or new construction in lieu of modernization in the year 2037. 

EDGERTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K -6) ( Elementary 22) 
16528127` Avenue Court East

Puyallup, WA 98374
Edgerton Elementary School opened in September 2007 and was dedicated a month later in
October. The school is located on approximately 12 acres inside the Sunrise Master Plan
Development on South Hill, east ofMeridian Street South on the south side of 164 h̀ Street East. 

The school was named after George W. Edgerton, a founding father ofPuyallup, who served as a
civic and business leader in the community. He was one of the 71 people who signed a petition
to incorporate Puyallup in 1890 and was the last survivor of the group. His list of civic
contributions are lengthy, including founder and director of Citizen's State Bank for 46 years, a
founder and director of the Western Washington Fair, and a member of the Puyallup School
Board for 24 years. 

Edgerton Elementary was a state - matched project with the local funds coming from the 2004
Bond Issue. The project architect was BLRB Architects from Tacoma, Washington and the

general contractor was Neeley Construction from Puyallup, Washington. 

The new school is designed to house a 750 student population. The school includes twenty -four
24) general classrooms, twelve ( 12) mall group project rooms, three ( 3) kindergarten

classrooms, two (2) music classrooms, three ( 3) specialty classrooms together with a library, 
technology lab, stage and gymnasium program areas. 

In 2012, the school building received a Building Assessment Score of 89, compared to a district - 
wide rating average of76.4. It will become eligible for state matching funds for modernization
or new construction in lieu of modernization in the year 2037. 

FIRGROVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K -6) 

13918 Meridian South

Puyallup, WA 98373
Firgrove Elementary School opened in 1930 as part of a separate Firgrove School District. The
school is located on South Hill, west ofMeridian Street South and south of 136th Street East. In

1946, the Firgrove School District consolidated with the Puyallup School District. In 1951, a
single classroom and a workroom were added to the original structure. 
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What is now known as the Main Classroom Building was constructed and opened in 1961. A six
6) classroom addition was made on the north side of the building in 1977. A play shed was

constructed in 1980. In 1986, the school was completely modernized. This remodel was a state
matched project with local funding coming from the 1984 Bond Issue. 

The permanent buildings have a total of 19 general -use classrooms, two (2) kindergarten rooms, 

four (4) special education classrooms and a number ofsmaller specialty instructional spaces. In
2012, the main building received a Building Assessment Score of67, compared to a district -wide
rating average of76.4. Firgrove is currently eligible for state matching funds for modernization
or new construction in lieu of modernization. 

FRUITLAND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ( K -6) 

1515 South Fruitland

Puyallup, WA 98371
Fruitland Elementary School opened in 1965 and is located in southwest Puyallup, south ofWest
Pioneer Avenue and just east ofFruitland Avenue. The project architect was Seifert, Forbes and

Berry of Tacoma, Washington and the general contractor was KAM Construction, also of
Tacoma, Washington. 

The school was named Fruitland Elementary because it was located in an area that had become
known as Fruitland. The Ross family, early pioneers to that area, had extensive fruit orchards, 
hence, the name Fruitland. 

In 1991, the building was completely modernized and a small addition was made to the library. 
This remodel/addition was a state matched project with the local funds coming from the 1988
Bond Issue. 

In 2006, an eight classroom, 12, 700 SF addition was completed as part of the 2004 Bond

Program. 

The permanent building has a total of 19 general -use classrooms, one ( 1) kindergarten room, two
2) special education classrooms and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. In

addition, the school has one ( 1) of the District's prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building
received a Building Assessment Score of 68, compared to a district -wide rating average of76.4. 
The school building became eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new
construction in lieu of modernization in 2011. 

FORMER) HILLTOP ELEMENTARYSCHOOL (K -6) 

2110 110th Avenue East

Edgewood, WA 98372

Hilltop Elementary School was opened in 1957 as part of a separate Edgemont School District. 
The site is located on North Hill, east of Meridian Avenue North and north of 24th Street East. 

The Edgemont School District consolidated with the Puyallup School District in 1967. 

The Puyallup School Board ofDirectors approved the closure ofHilltop Elementary prior to the
2009 -2010 school year. The site has been incorporated as part ofthe adjacent Edgemont Junior

High campus. The school building was razed prior to the 2010 -2011 school year and the site has
been restored as a non - irrigated grass field to match the existing field areas that surround the gym
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building, playshed, and playground equipment. In late 2010, the school board of directors

approved by a unanimous vote to officially name the field space " Edgemont/Hilltop Community
Field. 

Plans to relocate the Edgemont track and field facilities (currently located south of
24th

Street) to

this site by the 2015 -2016 school year are tentative on financing. The Hilltop gym building will
remain in the interim and currently houses the Textbook & Media Center. In March 2004, the
multi - purpose building had a Condition and Suitability Score of 63. 27. The building was
originally constructed in 1977. 

HUNTELEMENTARYSCHOOL (K -6) 

12801 144th Street East

Puyallup, WA 98374
Hunt Elementary School was opened in 1990 and is located on South Hill, east of Meridian
Street South and just north of 144th Street East. The project architect was Burr Lawrence Rising

Bates of Tacoma, Washington and the general contractor was C & T Construction, also of

Tacoma, Washington. Hunt Elementary was a state matched project with the local funds coming
from the 1988 Bond Issue. 

The school was named after Mr. Warren D. Hunt. Mr. Hunt is a graduate of Puyallup High
School and the University of Puget Sound. Warren has been a local businessman and civic

leader for many years. For 16 years he served as a member of the Puyallup School District's
Board of Directors. 

The permanent building has a total of 18 general -use classrooms, two (2) kindergarten rooms, 
three (3) special education classrooms and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. In
addition, the school has one ( 1) of the District's prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building
received a Building Assessment Score of76, compared to a district -wide rating average of76.4. 
The school building became eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new
construction in lieu of modernization in 2010. 

KARSHNER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K -6) 

1328 8th Avenue Northwest

Puyallup, WA 98371
Karshner Elementary School was opened in 1953 and is located in west Puyallup, west of
Meridian Avenue and north ofStewart Avenue. A major addition to the school was completed in

1962. The entire school was modernized in 1989. This remodel was a state matched project

with local funds coming from the 1984 Bond Issue. 

The school was named after Dr. Warner Karshner, who was a well -known doctor in Puyallup. 
Before becoming a doctor, he taught at Spinning School for a few years. Dr. Karshner was also a
member of the state legislature for 12 years. He was always a supporter of the value of

education. 

Warner and his wife traveled extensively throughout the world bringing many interesting
souvenirs back to Puyallup. With those souvenirs, they founded the Karshner Museum in
memory of their deceased son. The Museum is located in the old Stewart School Building, 
located in east Puyallup, east of Meridian Avenue and north of Main Avenue East. 
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The permanent building has a total of 12 general -use classrooms, one ( 1) pre -first classroom, one
1) kindergarten classroom and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. In addition, 

the school has one ( 1) of the District's prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building received a
Building Assessment Score of68, compared to a district -wide rating average of76.4. It became
eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu ofmodernization
in 2009. 

MAPLEWOOD ELEMENTARYSCHOOL (K -6) 

1110 West Pioneer

Puyallup, WA 98371
The first Maplewood School was constructed in 1891 and consisted of four (4) classrooms. The

school is located in west Puyallup, west of Meridian Avenue and just south of West Pioneer
Avenue. Maplewood School was named in recognition of all the maple trees that existed in the

vicinity. 

The original structure was razed and the current building was constructed and opened in 1934. In
1948, a gym/stage and a seven (7) classroom addition were built. In 1952, an additional two (2) 

classrooms were built on the east wing. 

In 1998, Maplewood Elementary School was completely modernized. The project also included
construction of a gymnasium/ stage facility. The project architect was Burr Lawrence Rising + 
Bates of Tacoma, Washington. The general contractor was Neeley Construction of Puyallup, 
Washington. The modemization/addition was a state matched project with local funding coming
from redirected 1991 Bond Issue revenues. 

The permanent building has a total of 13 general -use classrooms, one ( 1) kindergarten classroom, 
two (2) special education classrooms and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. In
addition, the building has one ( 1) of the District' s prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building
received a Building Assessment Score of 83, compared to a district -wide rating average of76. 4. 
It will be eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu of
modernization in the year 2029. 

MEEKER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K -6) 

409 5th Street Southwest

Puyallup, WA 98371
Meeker Elementary School was built in 1923 and is located in southwest Puyallup, west of
Meridian Avenue and south of West Pioneer Avenue. In 1936, the school was remodeled and

expanded. In 1948, another new addition was constructed. 

In 1979, an arson fire damaged most of Meeker Elementary School, doing $500,000 worth of
damage. Double shifting at Maplewood Elementary School and the use of rooms at the
Presbyterian Church enabled students to attend school while Meeker was being rebuilt. 

It is assumed that Meeker Elementary School was named for Puyallup Valley pioneer, Ezra
Meeker. Others have disputed that claim and think possibly another member of the Meeker
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family was the intended honoree. However, sometime in the 1960' s the Puyallup School Board
put the question to rest by officially designating the school as Ezra Meeker Elementary. 

A major remodel and expansion ofMeeker was completed in the summer of2006. The work

included a multi - purpose addition of about 4,000 SF and conversion of the existing gym into
two classrooms. 

The permanent building has a total of 14 general -use classrooms, one ( 1) kindergarten room, 
two (2) special education classrooms and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. 
In addition, the building has one ( 1) of the District's prototype play sheds. In 2012, the
building received a Building Assessment Score of 81, compared to a district -wide rating
average of 76.4. 

MOUNTAIN VIEWELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K -6) 
3411 119th Avenue Court East

Edgewood, WA 98372

Mountain View Elementary School was opened in 1966 as part of a separate Edgemont School
District. In 1967, the Edgemont School District and the Puyallup School District consolidated. 
Mountain View Elementary School is located on North Hill, east ofMeridian Avenue North and
south of 32nd Street East. 

In 1979, the kindergarten and music addition was constructed. In 1991, the school was

remodeled and several of the buildings were connected. This remodel/addition was a state

matched project with local funds coming from the 1988 Bond Issue. 

The permanent buildings have a total 11 general -use classrooms, one ( 1) kindergarten room, one
1) special education classroom and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. In

addition, the building has one ( 1) of the District's prototype play sheds. In 2012, the main

building received a Building Assessment Score of 68, compared to a district -wide rating average
of 76.4. It became eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in
lieu of modernization in 2011. 

NORTHWOOD ELEMENTARYSCHOOL (K -6) 

9805 24th Street East

Edgewood, WA 98371

Northwood Elementary School opened in 1974 and is located on North Hill, west of Meridian
Avenue North and just north of 24th Street East. This school was one of seven ( 7) school

projects constructed in Washington under the Washington School Building Systems Program
WSBSP), Program One. In this program, bidders were invited to design structural, roofing, 

mechanical, space division, ceiling lighting, carpet, casework and fire protection systems. The
design ofeach ofthe seven (7) schools was finalized in the local districts using the same low bid
components for each project. Non - system items such as site work, utilities, foundations, slabs, 

exterior walls, finish hardware, specialties and plumbing required to complete each project were
added and bid on an individual basis. 

The project architect for Northwood Elementary School was Brudevold & Putnam Architects of
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Puyallup, Washington and the general contractor was William. B. Johnson of Sumner, 
Washington. In 1977, an addition was made at Northwood that added more classroom spaces. 

The permanent building has a total of 10 general -use classrooms, one ( 1) kindergarten room, two
2) special education preschool classrooms and a number of smaller specialty instructional

spaces. In addition, the school has one ( 1) of the District's prototype play sheds. In 2012, the
building received a Building Assessment Score of59, compared to a district -wide rating average
of 76.4. It is currently eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new construction
in lieu of modernization. 

POPE ELEMENTARYSCHOOL (K -6) 

15102 122nd Avenue East

Puyallup, WA 98374
Pope Elementary School was opened in 1981 and is located on South Hill, east of Meridian
Street South and just north of 152nd Street East. The project architect was Seifert, Forbes and

Berry ofTacoma, Washington and the general contractor was Pilcher Construction ofPuyallup, 
Washington. Pope Elementary School was a state matched project with the local funds coming
from the 1978 Bond Issue. 

The school was named after Ms. Florence Pope. Ms. Pope was born on June 17, 1909, in

Mabton, Washington and was a graduate of Central Washington University and Columbia
University. Florence began teaching in Prosser, Washington in 1929, and later taught at
Spinning Elementary in the Puyallup School District. She served as the Director ofElementary
Schools in Puyallup from 1945 until her retirement in 1974. Florence Pope passed away on
March 1, 1992. 

The permanent building has a total of 18 general -use classrooms, two (2) kindergarten rooms, 
three (3) special education classrooms and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. In
addition, the school has one ( 1) of the District's prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building
received a Building Assessment Score of 80, compared to a district -wide rating average of76.4. 
It is currently eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu of
modernization. 

RIDGECREST ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K -6) 

12616 Shaw Road East

Puyallup, WA 98374
Ridgecrest Elementary School was opened in 1981 and is located on South Hill, east ofMeridian
Street South and north of 128th Street East. The project architect was Seifert, Forbes and Berry
of Tacoma, Washington and the general contractor was Pilcher Construction Company of
Puyallup, Washington. Ridgecrest Elementary School was a state match project with the local
funds coming from the 1978 Bond Issue. 

The school was named in recognition for its proximity to the western edge ofthe Sumner -Orting
Valley. 

The permanent building has a total of 18 general -use classrooms, two (2) kindergarten rooms, 
three (3) special education classrooms and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. In
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addition, the school has one ( 1) of the District' s prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building
received a Building Assessment Score of 69, compared to a district -wide rating average of 76.4. 
It is currently eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu of
modernization. 

RIVERSIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

5515 44th Street East

Puyallup, WA 98371
Riverside Elementary School opened in 1956 as part ofa separate Riverside School District. The
school was named in recognition for its proximity to the southern edge of the Puyallup River. 
The site is located west of the City ofPuyallup, south ofRiver Road and just north of44th Street
East. In 1962, the Riverside School District consolidated with the Puyallup School District. 

In 1959, a two (2) classroom addition was made and the library was added in 1977. In 1990, the
school was completely modernized. This remodel was a state matched project with local funds
coming from the 1988 Bond Issue. 

Prior to the 2007 -2008 school, the Puyallup School Board ofDirectors approved the closure of
Riverside Elementary. The school' s closure was based upon a number of significant factors. 
The school building is located in a floodplain that has a number of code requirements and
restrictions including a restriction that disallows sewer connections. The school building has
inadequate fire flow for a fire suppression system and is located in a lahar zone. For these

reasons, Pierce County Emergency Management recommends against expansion of the school. 

Riverside Elementary had also experienced steady enrollment declines partly as a result ofzoning
restrictions in the attendance area. The school had declined by about 140 students over 2001- 
2002 to 2006 -2007 school years to a total of 89 students with no increase in student enrollment in

the foreseeable future. The low enrollment levels created difficulty in balancing classroom sizes
and efficiently operating the facility. Students at the school were reassigned to Waller Road
Elementary and Karshner Elementary in the 2007 -2008 school year, and Riverside was closed as
an elementary school. 

The District still maintains its Child Find program in the eastern end of the building. Beginning
in the summer of2011, the district began to lease the remaining portion of the building to Puget
Sound ESD. The District has and will consider the sale this surplus property in the future. 

SHAW ROAD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K -6) 

1106 Shaw Road

Puyallup, WA 98372

Shaw Road Elementary School was opened in 1992 and is located in east Puyallup, south ofEast
Pioneer Avenue and just west of Shaw Road. The project architect was Burr Lawrence Rising + 
Bates ofTacoma, Washington and the general contractor was Absher Construction Company of
Puyallup, Washington. Shaw Road Elementary was a state matched project with the local funds
coming from the 1988 Bond Issue. 

The school was named in recognition its location. The north -south roadway that borders this
school site and connects East Pioneer Avenue with Old Military Road was named Shaw Road
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after the Shaw family who moved to this area in 1901. 

The permanent building has a total of 18 general -use classrooms, two (2) kindergarten rooms, 
three (3) special education classrooms and a number ofsmaller specialty instructional spaces. In
addition, the school has one ( 1) of the District's prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building
received a Building Assessment Score of 81, compared to a district -wide rating average of76.4. 
It will become eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu of
modernization in 2012. 

SPINNING ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K-6) 

1306 East Pioneer

Puyallup, WA 98372
Spinning Elementary School began as a four ( 4) room school house in 1891. Spinning
Elementary School is located in east Puyallup, east of Meridian Avenue and just south of East
Pioneer Avenue. 

The school was named after Frank R. Spinning. Mr. Spinning was born in Olympia, Washington
on August 6, 1860. Frank received his early education in an Indian school on the Puyallup
reservation, later attending the public schools of Puyallup and Sumner, and completing his
studies in the schools of Portland, Oregon. 

In 1882, Mr. Spinning engaged in farming at a location in the Stuck Valley, three (3) miles north
of Sumner. For many years Mr. Spinning took an active part in public affairs and served in a
number of important official positions. For example, from 1883 to 1887 he was a member ofthe

Board of County Commissioners and was a member of the Sumner School Board for 18 years. 

A two (2) room addition was made to Spinning Elementary School in 1923 and a four (4) room
addition was added in 1926. The V- shaped building was remodeled in 1935 and the play court, 
which was an outside play court, was made into an enclosed play court with a stage. 

The East and West classroom wings were added to the V- building in 1961. In 1977, the special
education wing was added. In 1985, the entire building was modernized with the exception of
the special education wing. This remodel was a state matched project with local funds coming
from the 1984 Bond Issue. 

The permanent building has a total of 12 general -use classrooms, one ( 1) kindergarten room, 
three (3) special education classrooms and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. In
addition, the school has one ( 1) of the District' s prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building
received a Building Assessment Score of 59, compared to a district -wide rating average of76.4. 
It is currently eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu of
modernization. 

STEWART ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K -6) 

426 4th Avenue Northeast

Puyallup, WA 98372
The present Stewart Elementary School was constructed under the 1997 Bond Program as a
replacement for the 1962 building and opened in 2002. During the 2001 -02 school year, the
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school was temporarily relocated to the old Edgemont Junior High building to allow for
construction of the new building. It is located on the same site as the old Stewart Elementary
School, which is now known as the Karshner Museum building. The site also housed Puyallup's
Central School. Stewart Elementary School is located in east Puyallup, east ofMeridian Avenue
and north of Main Avenue East. 

The school was named after James P. Stewart. Mr. Stewart was born near Croten, New York, 

now known as Treadway, New York, on September 20, 1833. Stewart came to the Puyallup
Valley in 1859 and was the first permanent settler to file a claim in the valley following the
Indian War of 1855 -56. 

In 1860, Stewart began teaching school near Spanaway Lake. That same year, he was elected as
probate judge ofPierce County. About that same time, the Puyallup School District was revived
and directors voted to place a school on his land, near the location ofPuyallup' s Meridian Street
Bridge. In 1861, J.P. Stewart was appointed as a school director. 

Later in 1862, Stewart became the postmaster, a position he held for 11 years. By 1870, Mr. 
Stewart had gone into the hop farming business, while also continuing in the mercantile business. 
James P. Stewart died on January 13, 1895 at the age of 61. 

An effort was made in the design to exploit the relationship with the Karshner Museum, thus the
school serves as an extended gallery for the museum. Furthermore, the school has one ( 1) of the
District' s prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building received a Building Assessment Score of
90, which is the maximum score for a building over one year old. It will be eligible for state
matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu of modernization in 2032. 

SUNRISE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K -6) 

2323 39th Avenue Southeast

Puyallup, WA 98374
Sunrise Elementary School was opened in 1973 and is located on South Hill, east of Meridian
Street South and just north of39th Avenue Southeast. In 1977, a separate building addition was
made, including the construction of a play shed. The permanent buildings have a total of 18
general -use classrooms, two (2) kindergarten rooms, two (2) special education classrooms and a

number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. 

In 2012, the building received a Building Assessment Score of 63, compared to a district -wide
rating average of76.4. It is currently eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new
construction in lieu of modernization. 

WALLER ROAD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K -6) 

6312 Waller Road

Tacoma, WA 98443

Waller Road Elementary School first began in 1913 as a one -room school house named
Woodrow School, in honor of our twenty- eighth president of the United States, Woodrow
Wilson. The name was later changed to Waller Road Elementary School to fit the location ofthe
school. 
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In the early 1920's, this small school building was moved to the rear of the school' s current site. 
In 1936, a new three ( 3) classroom building was constructed on the same site. Waller Road

Elementary School is located west ofPuyallup, north of64th Street East and just west ofWaller
Road. 

In 1950, the Waller Road School District consolidated with the Puyallup School District and in
1953 the equivalent of three (3) more classrooms were added to the original 1936 structure. In

1960, three (3) classrooms and a play court were added on the north end of the building and six
6) classrooms, kindergarten, office area and multi - purpose rooms were added on the south side

of the building. 

The original Woodrow School remains a community center at its present location, about one
quarter mile west and south of the Waller Road Elementary School site. Renovated as part of a
1976 bicentennial project by the Waller Road Grange, the little school house earns its keep
mainly as a museum and center for community historical materials. 

In 1985, the school was completely modernized. This remodel was a state matched project with
local funds coming from the 1984 Bond Issue. 

The permanent building has a total of 12 general -use classrooms, one ( 1) kindergarten room, two
2) special education classrooms and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. In

addition, the school has one ( 1) of the District' s prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building
received a Building Assessment Score of 66, compared to a district -wide rating average of76. 4. 
It is currently eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu of
modernization. 

WILD WOOD PARK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (K-6) 

1601 26th Avenue Southeast

Puyallup, WA 98374
Wildwood Park Elementary School opened in 1965 and is located in southeast Puyallup, east of
Meridian Street South and south of 23rd Avenue Southeast. The project architect was Seifort, 

Forbes and Berry of Tacoma, Washington and the general contractor was Absher Construction
Company of Puyallup, Washington. 

The school was named in recognition for its proximity to Wildwood Park, a city park located east
of Meridian Street South and just north of 23rd Avenue East. 

In 1976, a six (6) classroom addition was made on the east end of the building and a play shed
was added in 1979. In 1991, the building was completely modernized and a small addition was
made to the library. This remodel/ addition was a state matched project with the local funds

coming from the 1988 Bond Issue. 

The permanent building has a total of 18 general -use classrooms, two (2) kindergarten rooms, 
five (5) special education classrooms and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. In
2012, the building received a Building Assessment Score of 67, compared to a district -wide
rating average of 76.4. It became eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new
construction in lieu of modernization in 2011. 
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WOODLAND ELEMENTARYSCHOOL (K -6) 

7707 112th Street East

Puyallup, WA 98373
Woodland Elementary School began as a one -room school house in 1884 in a separate Woodland
School District. The original school was located at its present South Hill site, west ofMeridian
Street South and just north of 112th Street East. Between 1884 and 1907 two other replacement
school buildings were constructed on this same site. 

In 1937, the fourth replacement building was built at the corner of 112th Street East and
Fruitland Avenue. Additions were made on the east and north sides of the school in 1943, 1952

and again in 1955. In 1956, the Woodland School District consolidated with the Puyallup School
District. In 1962, on the east side of the Main Classroom Building, a covered play court was
added. 

A new Woodland Elementary School building was opened on the east side of the site in 1993
and, at the same time, the structures located on the corner of 112th Street East and Fruitland
Avenue was razed. The project architect on the new building was Burr Lawrence Rising + Bates

of Tacoma, Washington and the general contractor was L P & H Construction Company of
Longview, Washington. This new Woodland Elementary School was a state matched project
with the local funding coming from the 1991 Bond Issue. 

The permanent building has a total of 18 general -use classrooms, two (2) kindergarten rooms, 
three (3) special education classrooms and a number of smaller specialty instructional spaces. In
addition, the school has one ( 1) of the District' s prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building
received a Building Assessment Score of 82, compared to a district -wide rating average of76.4. 
The building will be eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in
lieu of modernization in the year 2023. 

ZEIGER ELEMENTARYSCHOOL (K -6) 

13008 94th Avenue East

Puyallup, WA 98373
Zeiger Elementary School was opened in 1996 and is located on South Hill, west of Meridian
Street South and south of 128th Street East. The project architect was Burr Lawrence Rising + 
Bates ofTacoma, Washington and the general contractor was Neeley Construction ofPuyallup, 
Washington. Zeiger Elementary School was a state matched project with the local funding
coming from the 1991 Bond Issue. 

The school was named in honor of Mr. C. Edward Zeiger. Mr. Zeiger began his career in

education as a 5th and 6th grade teacher at Maplewood Elementary School in 1952. In 1958, Ed
moved to Firgrove Elementary School where he served as the principal and taught in grades 5/ 6. 
Mr. Zeiger opened three new Puyallup School District schools as their principal. Ed retired in
1994 after 43 years of service to the District. 

The permanent building has a total of 18 general -use classrooms, two (2) kindergarten rooms, 
three (3) special education classrooms and a number ofsmaller specialty instructional spaces. In
addition, the school has one ( 1) of the District' s prototype play sheds. In 2012, the building
received a Building Assessment Score of 86, compared to a district -wide rating average of76.4. 
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Zeiger Elementary will be eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new
construction in lieu of modernization in the year 2026. 

AYLEN JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ( 7 -9) 
10115th Street Southwest

Puyallup, WA 98371

The present Aylen Junior High School building opened in 2008 and was constructed under the
2004 Bond Program as a replacement project for the old Aylen Junior High building. The new
Aylen Junior High remains on the same 17. 67 -acre site located just north of West Pioneer
Avenue in downtown Puyallup, on the east side of

15th

Street SW. The project architect was

Northwest Architectural Company from Seattle and Spokane, Washington. The general

contractor was Jody Miller Construction from Tacoma, Washington. The new 100,000 square
foot school building houses thirty -nine (39) total teaching stations. This includes 21 classroom
areas, 9 laboratory classrooms, and program space for band, chorus, drama, art, library, and
gymnasium and weight/fitness room. It is designed to house an 800 student population. 

Aylen Junior High School was first opened as West Junior High School in 1962, modernization

addition projects constructed in 1979 and 1986. In 1970, the school's name was changed from

West Junior High School to Aylen Junior High School. Dr. Charles H. Aylen graduated from the

University of Manitoba Medical School in Winnipeg, Canada in 1915. He served as a general
practitioner in Puyallup until he retired in 1950. Dr. Aylen also served on the Puyallup School
Board for 12 years. Charles Aylen passed away on April 18, 1981. 

In 2012, the building received a Building Assessment Score of90, which is the maximum rating
possible for a building of one year or more. It will be eligible for state matching funds for
modernization or new construction in lieu of modernization in the year 2038. 

BALLOU JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ( 7 -9) 

9916 136th Street East

Puyallup, WA 98373
The newly remodeled and expanded Ballou Junior High School was completed in 2001 as part of
the 1997 Bond Program. It is located on South Hill, west ofMeridian Street South and just south

of 136th Street East. The project architect was Burr Lawrence Rising + Bates of Tacoma. 

Ballou Junior High was a state matched project with the local funds coming from the 1997 Bond
Issue. 

The school was originally built in 1970 and named in honor ofMr. Frank H. Ballou. Mr. Ballou
was born in Sanborn, Iowa and moved to the Firgrove Community in 1943. Frank was very
interested in youth and the activities of youth. In an effort to provide better education for

Firgrove children, he spearheaded the consolidation of the Firgrove Elementary School District
with the Puyallup School District in 1950. 

The permanent buildings have a total of 30 classroom spaces, one ( 1) enlarged gymnasium, one

1) multi - purpose space, two ( 2) special education rooms and several smaller specialty
instructional spaces. In 2012, the building received a Building Assessment Score of 81, 
compared to a district -wide rating average of76.4. Ballou JH will be eligible for state matching
funds for modernization or new construction in lieu of modernization in the year 2031. 
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EDGEMONT JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ( 7 -9) 

2300 110th Avenue East

Edgewood, WA 98372

The new Edgemont Junior High School, one of the 1997 Bond Program projects, opened in the
fall of 2001 and replaced the original school at the same site. 

The Edgewood, Jovita and Mountain View school districts consolidated in 1936 creating the new
Edgemont School District. Named for this "new" school district, the original Edgemont School

was opened in 1938 on North Hill, east ofMeridian Avenue North and just north of24th Street

East. In the beginning, the old school only had eight ( 8) classrooms and housed students in
Grade 1 through Grade 8. Edgemont School changed to a junior high school in 1957 with the

opening of Hilltop Elementary. 

The permanent building has a total of 20 classroom spaces, one ( 1) gymnasium, one ( 1) practice
gym, and several smaller specialty instructional spaces. In 2012, the building received a Building
Assessment Score of 89, compared to a district -wide rating average of 76.4. It will be eligible
for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu of modemization in the
year 2031. 

FERRUCCI JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ( 7 -9) 

3213 Wildwood Park Drive

Puyallup, WA 98374
Ferrucci Junior High School was opened in 1982 and is located on South Hill, east ofMeridian

Avenue South and south of 23rd Avenue Southeast. The project architect was Bun and

Associates of Tacoma, Washington and the general contractor was Neeley Construction of
Puyallup, Washington. 

The school was named in honor ofDr. Vitt Ferrucci, a long -time area resident, veterinarian, and
businessman. In addition, Dr. Ferrucci has served the community as a School Board Member for
over 38 years, from 1957 to 1995. Dr. Ferrucci was also a Board of Regents member for

Washington State University. Vitt Ferrucci has been involved in numerous civic programs and
continues to reside in Puyallup. 

The 2004 Bond program funded a project to replace the roof along with the windows and
flooring. 

The permanent building has a total of 30 classroom spaces, one ( 1) gymnasium, one ( 1) multi- 
purpose space, three ( 3) special education rooms and several smaller specialty instructional
spaces. In 2012, the building received a Building Assessment Score of 67, compared to a
district -wide rating average of 76.4. Ferrucci is currently eligible for state matching funds for
modernization or new construction in lieu of modernization. 
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GLACIER VIEWJUNIOR HIGHSCHOOL ( 7 -9) 
12807 184th Street East

Puyallup, WA 98374
Glacier View Junior High School was opened in 2008 is located on South Hill, east of Meridian
within the Sunrise Master Planned Community. The school building sits just east of Emerald
Ridge High School on the shared 100 -acre campus. It was constructed under the 2004 Bond

Program to serve a growing population in the southeast area of the District. 

The project architect was Northwest Architectural Company from Seattle and Spokane, 
Washington. The general contractor was Commercial Structures, Inc. from Burien, Washington. 

The new 102, 299 square foot school building houses thirty -nine (39) total teaching stations. This
includes 21 classroom areas, 9 laboratory classrooms, and program space forband, chorus, drama, 
art, library, and gymnasium and weight/fitness room. It is designed to house an 800 student
population. 

Glacier View Junior High was named after the Glacier View Wilderness area that borders the west

boundary ofMt. Rainier National Park. It can be seen from the GVJH site when looking southeast
towards Mt. Rainier. Glacier View Wilderness area was officially designated by Congress in 1984
to protect and preserve the scenic, alpine environments and to compliment the adjacent Mount

Rainer National Park. Glacier View Junior High is a complimentary name to its neighbor, Emerald
Ridge High School, while maintaining its own separate identity. 

The site for Glacier View Junior High was purchased in December of 1992 from Rainier Ventures

Limited Partnership for a sum of $640,000.00. The parcel was originally purchased as a location
for a future elementary school ( Elementary 24) to accommodate anticipated enrollment growth
from the Sunrise Development. Master planning for the 100 -acre district -owned campus
subsequently identified it as the appropriate location for the junior high. 

In 2012, the building received a Building Assessment Score of 90, which is the maximum rating
allowed for a building of at least one year of age. It will be eligible for state matching funds for
modernization or new construction in lieu of modernization in the year 2038. 

KALLES JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ( 7 -9) 

501 7th Avenue Southeast

Puyallup, WA 98372
The present Kalles Junior High School opened in 2007 and was constructed under the 2004 Bond

Program as a replacement project for the old Kalles Junior High buildings. Although the address

did change (previously 515 3rd St SE), the new Kalles Junior High remains on the same 15. 49 acre
site located east of Meridian Avenue South and on the north side of 7d' Avenue Southeast in

downtown Puyallup. The project architect was Northwest Architectural Company from Seattle and
Spokane, Washington. The general contractor was Absher Construction from Puyallup, 
Washington. The new 100,000 square foot school building houses thirty-nine (39) total teaching
stations. This includes 21 classroom areas, 9 laboratory classrooms, and program space for band, 
chorus, drama, art, library, and gymnasium and weight/ fitness room. It is designed to house an 800
student population. 
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Kalles Junior High School was first opened as East Junior High School in 1956. In 1970, the

name was changed to Eileen B. Kalles Junior High School. Mrs. Eileen B. Kalles, a long -time
Puyallup resident and a leading citizen in education and community affairs, was a member ofthe
Puyallup School Board for fifteen years, from 1952 through 1966. She was well known in State
education programs and served on the Washington State Board ofEducation from October 1962
until January 1981. In addition to her heavy school responsibilities, Mrs. Kalles was active in
numerous civic organizations in the city and county. 

On March 10, 1981, the Main Classroom Building at the old Kalles Junior High building
suffered a dramatic arson fire. The Main Classroom Building was rebuilt in 1982, along with a
modest modernization of the Gymnasium, Multi- purpose and Shop buildings. 

In 2012, the building received a Building Assessment Score of90, which is the maximum rating
allowed for a building of at least one year of age.The new Kalles Junior High building will be
eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu ofmodernization
in the year 2037. 

STAHL JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ( 7 -9) 

9610168th Street East

Puyallup, WA 98375
Stahl Junior High School was opened in 1993 and is located on South Hill, west of Meridian

Street South and just south of 168th Street East. The project architect was Erickson McGovern
Peterson Storaasli ofTacoma, Washington and the general contractor was L P & H Construction

Company ofLongview, Washington. Stahl Junior High School was a state matched project with
the local funding coming from the 1991 Bond Issue. 

The school was named in honor ofMrs. Doris M. Stahl. Doris began her teaching career in 1939
in the Montesano School District. She moved to the Puyallup School District in 1942 and taught
junior high spelling and penmanship. 

After spending six ( 6) years in Arizona, Mrs. Stahl returned to the Puyallup School District in
1953 and taught English at Puyallup High School. At the time ofher retirement, in 1981, Doris
had taught for 33 years in the Puyallup School District, 31 at the junior high level. 
The school was named in recognition of a teacher who represented excellence in the teaching
profession and in the Puyallup School District. She was the consummate junior high teacher and
was loved, respected, and appreciated by all that knew her. Doris Stahl passed away on January
20, 1983. 

The permanent building has a total of 30 classroom spaces, two (2) gymnasiums, four (4) special
education rooms and several smaller specialty instructional spaces. In 2012, the building received
a Building Assessment Score of70, compared to a district -wide rating average of76.4. It will be
eligible for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu ofmodernization
in the year 2023. 
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EMERALD RIDGE HIGH SCHOOL (10 -12) 

12405 184th Street East

Puyallup, Washington 98374
Emerald Ridge High School opened in 2000 as the District's third comprehensive high school. 

Emerald Ridge High School was the premier project of the 1997 Bond Program. The architect

was Northwest Architectural Company from Seattle and Spokane, Washington. The general
contractor was Lydig Construction from Spokane, Washington. 

The building is based on the house concept which clusters classrooms into smaller areas which
contain a common project area. The school is located on the 100 -acre Sunrise campus on South

Hill. The school is named after Emerald Ridge on Mount Rainier which it faces. The building
has one ( 1) gymnasium, and one ( 1) practice gymnasium, a student commons which serves as a
lunch room, and a theatre which seats 450. 

The site opened without a swimming pool, unlike the existing two comprehensive high school
facilities. The space for a future pool facility has been set aside in the grassy area to the front of
the gymnasium. A 400 - student addition is also planned to connect to the classroom wing near
the southeast end of the building. The mechanical and electrical systems have been sized for this
addition. 

In 2012, the building received a Building Assessment Score of90, which is the maximum rating
possible for a building at lease one -year old. It will be eligible for state matching funds for
modernization or new construction in lieu of modernization in the year 2030. 

PUYALLUP HIGH SCHOOL (10 -12) 

105 7th Street Southwest

Puyallup, WA 98371
The District' s first high school classes were held at Central School, the present site of the

Karshner Museum building. In 1910, a newly constructed two -story brick building was built at
105 7th Street Southwest and named Puyallup High School for its geographical location. 
Puyallup High School is located in the Puyallup Valley, west ofMeridian Avenue and just north
of West Pioneer Way. 

In 1919, a gymnasium and auditorium were added to the original structure. However, a

disastrous fire occurred in 1927, which virtually destroyed all the existing buildings. 

Following the fire, a three -story building was rebuilt along with the addition ofa south wing and
an entry foyer. In 1935, a large auditorium was added to the building and two east wings were
added to the buildings in 1938. 

The Gym Building was built in 1958 and a Swimming Pool was constructed in 1962. The

Library- Science Building was also constructed in 1962. It consists ofa single -story library wing
with a two -story classroom building serving the science program needs. In addition, a metal

shop addition to the original Agriculture Shop Building was completed in 1962. In 1969, a 7,079
square foot Auto Shop Building was constructed on the southeast corner ofthe existing campus. 
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In 1987, the Pool Building was torn down due to massive rot in the structural members. In 1989, 
a new Pool Building was constructed, which was attached to the Gym Building. 

Several portions of the Puyallup High School campus had been modernized since the early
1970' s. The Main Classroom Building was remodeled in 1971. In 1986, the Library- Science
Building was modernized and in 1984 the Gym Building was remodeled. 

The Main Classroom Building was again completely modernized in 1995. The project architect
was Burr Lawrence Rising + Bates of Tacoma, Washington and the general contractor was

Absher Construction Company of Puyallup, Washington. This remodel was a state matched

project with local funding coming from the 1991 Bond Issue. 

A one -story building addition known as Phase I of the Puyallup High School Master Plan was
completed prior to the 2009 -2010 school year. The PHS Phase I construction is the last major

project part of the 2004 Bond Program to be completed. It included relocating the Career and
Technical Education classrooms and tennis courts along with the new softball field. 

The permanent buildings have a total of 68 classroom spaces, and one ( 1) gymnasium, one ( 1) 

swimming pool, nine (9) special education classrooms and several smaller specialty instructional
spaces. In 2012, the buildings had Building Assessment Scores as follows: 71 for the Main

Classroom Building, 65 for the Gymnasium & Pool Building, 67 for the Library- Science
Building, and 90 for the Career and Technical Education building. 

Eligibility for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu of
modernization will occur as follows: 2025 for the Main Classroom Building, 2009 for the
Gymnasium & Pool Building, 2006 for the Library- Science Building and 2039 for the Career and
Tech Buildling. 

ROGERS HIGH SCHOOL (10 -12) 

1280186th Avenue East

Puyallup, WA 98373
The original Rogers High School was opened in 1968 and is located on South Hill, west of

Meridian Street South and just south of 128th Street East. The project architect was Seifort, 

Forbes and Berry of Tacoma, Washington and the general contractor was KAM Construction
Company, also of Tacoma, Washington. 

Rogers High School was named in honor of Governor John R. Rogers. Governor Rogers was a

former school teacher, businessman and author, who moved to the Puyallup area in 1890. Elected
to the House of Representatives in 1894, he introduced the Barefoot Schoolboy Law which

provided state tax money ($ 6.00 per child) to subsidize county schools. He was elected as

Governor in 1896 and re- elected in 1900. Governor Rogers is buried in the Puyallup cemetery. 

A separate Auto Shop Building was constructed in 1971 and a shop addition was built in 1977. A
two ( 2) classroom addition to the Administration Building, a three ( 3) classroom science

addition on the southwest side ofthe Main Classroom Building, Performing Arts Center were all
added in 1983. The Rogers Swimming Pool facility was constructed in 1987. 
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All but the Performing Arts Center and the Pool facility were completely remodeled as part ofthe
1997 Bond Program and a student commons area was added to connect the cafeteria and

gymnasium with the classroom building. 

The permanent buildings have a total of 53 classroom spaces, one ( 1) gymnasium, one ( 1) 

swimming pool, one ( 1) special education classrooms and several smaller specialty instructional
spaces. In 2012, the buildings had Building Assessment Scores as follows: 82 for the Main
Building, 59 for the Pool Building, 84 for the Administrative Building,74 for the Technology
Building, 66 for the Art Studio Building. 

Eligibility for state matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu of
modernization for the buildings not remodeled in 2000 will occur as follows; 2003 for the

Performing Arts Building, weight room and other 1983 classroom additions and 2007 for the
Swimming Pool Building. Those buildings remodeled in 2000 will be eligible in 2030. 

Major mechanical system improvements and roof replacement were completed in 2005 for the

Rogers Pool. 

WALKER HIGH SCHOOL (8 -12) 

5715 Milwaukee Avenue East

Puyallup, WA 98372
In 1975, at the time of its origin, E. B. Walker High School was known as the Puyallup
Continuation School ( PCS) and was located in the gym portion of the old North Puyallup
Elementary School. A separate North Puyallup School District consolidated with the Puyallup
School District in 1958, however, only the gym portion of the original building remained. The
school is located in North Puyallup, east of Meridian Avenue and south of Valley Avenue
Northeast. 

In 1986, a new PCS building was constructed on the south side of the present site and the old
North Puyallup gym was burned down. The project architect was Erickson McGovern Architects
ofTacoma, Washington and the general contractor was Robert Smith Builders, also ofTacoma, 

Washington. This was a state matched project with the local funding coming from the 1984
Bond Issue. Also, when the new school opened it was renamed the Puyallup Alternative School
PAS). 

In 1994, the PAS was again renamed E.B. Walker High School in honor of Mr. Edmund B. 

Walker. Mr. Walker was born in New Albany, Indiana in 1861 and that was where he began his
career in public education. After moving west, Edmund Walker became Principal of Spinning
School in Puyallup, then Superintendent of the Auburn School District and then Superintendent
of the Puyallup School District. During Walker' s twelve ( 12) year tenure as Puyallup' s
Superintendent, he was very active in civic affairs. He was known for his progressive and

helpful spirit toward all educational policies. E.B. Walker passed away in 1921. 

The permanent building has a total of five (5) classroom spaces, as well as a multi- purpose room. 
In 2012, the building had a Building Assessment Score of 80. It is currently eligible for state
matching funds for modernization or new construction in lieu of modernization. 
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Section VII  Support Facilities Inventory
As shown on Map 4, the Puyallup School District currently has 11 support facilities. 

Support Facility Descriptions
This plan provides a briefdescription of each support facility. The description includes such items
as the use of the facility, the square footage of the buildings, the site size, the purchase date and
price, from whom it was purchased and other related information. 

BUSINESS SERVICES BUILDING

109 East Pioneer

Puyallup, WA 98372

This office building presently houses support staff from Accounting and Purchasing Services. 
The facility is located in east Puyallup, east of Meridian Avenue and just north ofEast Pioneer
Avenue, see location. The building has a total of 6,284 square feet on two (2) levels and an
adjacent parking lot with nine (9) regular parking stalls and one ( 1) handicap parking stall. The
building was previously referred to as the Learning Resource Center. 

The building was constructed in 1928. The District leased it from Puget Sound Power & Light

Company in 1963 and relocated their central administrative staff from a location by Puyallup
High School. The District purchased the building in 1966. 

The McVittie Building was located adjacent to 109 ( east side) at the corner of East Pioneer
Avenue and 2nd Street Southeast. The District purchased that property in 1981 and razed the
building and constructed the parking lot in 1988. In 2012, the building received a remodeled
facade, including new windows providing better energy efficiency and comfort for staffworking
in the front offices. 

CENTRAL KITCHEN

150139th Avenue Southwest

Puyallup, WA 98373
This facility provides all the elementary school lunches, as well as supplying food products to
support all of the District' s secondary kitchens. The Central Kitchen is located on South Hill, 
west ofMeridian Avenue and north of39th Avenue Southwest. The building is connected to the
west side of the Warehouse building. 

The Central Kitchen was constructed in 1997, with funding coming from the 1991 Bond Issue. 
The project architect was Burr Lawrence Rising + Bates Architects ofTacoma, Washington and

the general contractor was Jody Miller Construction Company, also of Tacoma, Washington. 

The kitchen facility has a total of 16,900 square feet, including office and conference room
spaces, and an adjacent parking lot with 39 regular parking stalls and two (2) handicap parking
stalls. 
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EDUCATION SERVICE CENTER (ESC) 

302 2nd Street Southeast

Puyallup, WA 98372
The Educational Service Center (ESC) is located at the southeast comer ofMeridian and Pioneer

Avenue in downtown Puyallup, Washington. The building has an area of22,262 square feet and
serves to house many of the District's central office functions. The District moved its offices to

this leased location in 1998 and subsequently purchased the building. While this consolidation
was a considerable improvement over the previously spread out offices, it still fails to
consolidate, business services, special services and facilities. These functions are still located in

other downtown locations. 

FACILITIES/TRANSPORTATION

323 12th Street Northwest

Puyallup, WA 98371
These buildings house a portion of each of the District's Facilities and Transportation

departments. The site houses two (2) permanent structures and one ( 1) portable. It is the home

of the District' s sole bus mechanic shop and 15, 000 square foot Maintenance facilities. It also
provides bus parking for 113 bus vehicles, not including staff parking areas. 

A portion of the main bus driveway located on the north side ofthe 2 -story office building is not
owned by the District, rather the land is leased by the District to provide ingress /egress from 12th
Street NW to the bus yard. In 2010, the District purchased an additional .5 acre site on the south

side of the office building to, in part, provide an alternative means of access in the future. 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CENTER (at South Hill Support Center) 

150139`" Avenue Southwest

Puyallup, WA 98373
In the spring of 1981, an arson fire destroyed the Main Classroom Building at Kalles Junior High
School. With the subsequent reconstruction of the Kalles Main Classroom Building, the District
decided to also construct a separate building on the south edge of the Kalles campus. That new
building has 5, 000 square feet. 

This particular building was constructed to house the District' s Audio Visual program, which
was relocated from its prior location at Puyallup High School. This facility was originally known
as the District' s Instructional Media Center (IMC). In recent years, the IMC facility was renamed
the Technology Support Center (TSC) and then the Information Technology Center (ITC). 

In the summer of2007, the ITC offices were permanently relocated to the Warehouse site into a
new 10,000 square foot addition with associated parking. The old building at the Kalles Junior
High site was demolished to make room for athletic fields, while the portable was moved to the

warehouse site to house transportation services. 
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KARSHNER MUSEUM

309 4th Street Northeast

Puyallup, WA 98372
The Paul H. Karshner Museum is a curriculum based teaching museum that is owned and
operated by the Puyallup School District. Kindergarten through 5th grade classes receives an
annual grade level presentation, which includes a Hands -On approach to learning. The collection
of over 10,000 items is viewed by the students in ever - changing exhibits. Sixty -two ( 62) 
Discovery Kits are available to teachers for in- classroom enrichment. 

The museum is unique, being one of the few school district- operated teaching museums in the
United States. The Paul H. Karshner Memorial Museum was founded by Dr. and Mrs. Warner
M. Karshner as a lasting memorial for their only son, Paul, who died in 1924 from polio. The
Karshner' s idea for the memorial grew and took form after a visit to the British Museum in

London. They saw the English students thoroughly enjoying their visit to the museum. It was
their wish that Puyallup children might have these experiences too. 

When the museum was founded in 1930 it was located in Puyallup High School. The museum
was moved in 1965 to its present location in the old Stewart School building. The museum is
located in east Puyallup, east of Meridian Avenue and north of Main Avenue East, see Map 4. 
The museum has 5, 643 square feet that is divided into display, storage and office /work space. 
The building sits on the 3. 99 acre Stewart Elementary School property. 

The Friends of the Museum is a support organization that has been founded to extend the

Museum' s cultural and educational services to the general public and fund raise on the

Museum' s behalf. They host a Family Day for parents and children on the first Saturday ofeach
month during the school year. Through their endeavors, hundreds of families have had the
opportunity to discover the Karshner Museum. 

SCIENCE RESOURCE CENTER (at South Hill Support Center) 

1509 39th Avenue Southwest

Puyallup, WA 98373
This facility is used to support the elementary science kit program. The Science Resource Center
is located on South Hill, west of Meridian Avenue and just north of 39th Avenue Southwest. 

The house was built in 1954 by Donald and Edith Kessler. The District purchased the house and
the property, approximately 14. 6 acres, in 1986 for the sum of $320,000.00. 

The Science Resource Center house was remodeled in 1997 and the program was relocated from

its Blair Building location at 201 South Meridian, Puyallup, Washington. The Science Resource
Center facility has a total of 1, 923 square feet and an adjacent parking lot with 12 regular parking
stalls and 2 handicap parking stalls. 
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SPARKS STADIUM

601 7th Avenue Southwest

Puyallup, WA 98371

Before the opening of Rogers High School in 1968, the sports facility, now known as Sparks
Stadium, was called Viking Field. The field was grass, with a wooden covered grandstand on the
south side of the field and open metal bleachers on the north side of the field. The cinder track

ran in front of the grandstands, but behind the bleachers, due to the small size of the overall site. 

In 1969, Viking Field was renamed Sparks Stadium in recognition of Mr. Carl Sparks. Mr. 

Sparks moved to Puyallup in 1939. He served as head basketball and head football coach at

Puyallup High School. Carl was also Puyallup School District' s first Athletic Director. 

In 1987, the Sparks Stadium facilities were completely remodeled and expanded. A total of

fifteen ( 15) separate properties were purchased on the south side of the site, along 7th Avenue
SW. One ( 1) property was purchased on the west side of the site, along 7th Street SW. 

Covered grandstands were constructed on both the home side and visitor side of the field. An
artificial turf was installed on the field and the track has a rubberized all- weather surface. A

parking lot was constructed just south of the home grandstand

The stadium is located west of Meridian Avenue and south of West Pioneer Avenue. In the

summer of2008, Sparks Stadium was renovated to include a new field turfand track to go along
with a new scoreboard and sound system. 

The District and the Western Washington Fair have maintained an agreement to provide

overflow parking at the Fair' s Red Lot, located to the south across the street from Sparks
Stadium, over the past decade. 

SPECIAL SERVICES BUILDING

214 West Main

Puyallup, WA 98371
This office building houses the administration and support staff for the District' s Special
Services and Programs. The facility is located in west Puyallup, west ofMeridian Avenue and
north of West Pioneer Avenue. The building has a total of approximately 9,000 square feet
combined on two ( 2) levels and an adjacent parking lot with 22 regular parking stalls and 1
handicap parking stall. 

The building had been operated as the Black Kettle Restaurant prior to its purchase by the
District in 1985. The purchase price was $ 120,000.00. The building was then remodeled and the
District relocated the administrative and support staff for the Special Services and Programs

Department from a house located across the street (west side) from Puyallup High School. 
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SUMMIT AT SPARKS

615 7111 Avenue Southwest

Puyallup, WA 98371
This property was purchased from John and Joanne Hopper in 1986 for $67,500.00. It' s located
west ofMeridian Avenue and south ofWest Pioneer Avenue, just west and adjacent to the home

grandstand parking lot at Sparks Stadium. At the time of the purchase, the property consisted of
a single - family home sited on a city lot. The property was purchased to accommodate future
expansion of the facilities at Sparks Stadium. 

Soon after its purchase, the house was remodeled to house the STARS, Assessment Center and

Options programs. In the fall of 1995, the house suffered an arson fire and was subsequently
demolished. A modular building was then purchased to replace the burned out facilities. This
new unit has 1, 792 square feet. The site now houses the District' s SUMMIT programs. 

WAREHOUSE /CENTRAL KITCHEN (at South Hill Support Center) 

1501 39th Avenue Southwest

Puyallup, WA 98373
This building houses an inventory of food products and general school supplies for the Puyallup
School District. The facility is located on South Hill, west ofMeridian Avenue and north of39th
Avenue Southwest. The Warehouse was constructed in 1987, with funding coming from the
1984 Bond Issue. The building has a total of 12, 873 square feet, including some office spaces. 

In 2007, a remote 1, 728 - square foot portable transportation facility was completed to go
along with the paved parking improvements adding an additional 82 school bus parking
capacity within the District. In addition, the 10,000- square foot Information Technology
Center (ITC) was completed, allowing the District' s Information Technology department to
relocate from Kalles Junior High. 

Section VIII  Properties Inventory
As shown on Map 8, the Puyallup School District currently has 6 properties that can be considered
either undeveloped or underdeveloped. 

Property Descriptions
This Capital Facilities Plan provides a briefdescription of each property. The descriptions include
such items as the site size, the purchase date and price, from whom it was purchased, the current

zoning and other related information. 

Ballou Site

When Ballou Junior High School was first constructed in 1970, it was built on leased land owned by
the Washington State Department of Natural Resources. On May 28, 1992, the District purchased
the Ballou site for a sum of $1, 675, 000.00. The Ballou site has approximately 29.69 acres and is L- 
shaped with street frontage on Meridian Avenue (SR 161) and 136th Street E. 

This property is located in an unincorporated area of Pierce County. The entire site has a zoning
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designation ofCommunity Center. One can locate the site by traveling south on Meridian (SR 161), 
turning right and heading west on 136th Street E. The site is immediately on your left. 

The work of the Citizens Facilities Advisory Committee submitted to the Board in 2006 indicated a
need to replace Firgrove Elementary to the west of its present location and to the south of Ballou
Junior High School This project may not occur for five to ten plus years, but it is necessary. 
Relocating Firgrove Elementary School in this manner will allow the potential sale of school
property along Meridian Ave S. 

Consideration ofselling any of this property would best be deferred until such time that the Firgrove
relocation project becomes a reality and the site design has been completed. This approach allows
the District the needed flexibility in site design and the conditional use process. 

Elementary #24 Site (Sunrise property) 
This property was purchased in October of 1993 from Rainier Ventures Limited Partnership for a
sum of $1, 100,000.00. This site is contiguous with Emerald Ridge High School and Glacier View

Junior High school. The site was originally purchased as a location for what is now Glacier View
Junior High. Master planning for the 100 -acre district -owned property, subsequently identified the
site as the appropriate location for the elementary school. 

This site has approximately 24 total acres, although it is estimated at this time that the net usable
acreage is approximately 17 acres, based upon the presence of some steep slope and wetland areas. 
It is mostly rectangular in shape with future street frontage along 180th Street E. This site is covered
with a stand of second growth trees. The site topography is mostly flat or slightly sloping with the
exception of the steep slope that borders the southern boundary of the parcel. 

This property is located inside the Sunrise Master Plan Development, an unincorporated area of
Pierce County. The Sunrise Development is subject to the Pierce County 2001 zoning regulations
and the Sunrise Master Plan currently designates the site as " School" space. The Sunrise developers
are contractually obligated to provide the basic infrastructure to this future school site, including the
main street systems and utility trunk lines. 

One can locate the site by traveling south on Meridian (SR 161), turning left (going east) on Sunrise
Blvd., turning right onto 122nd Avenue E. and then turn left (going east) on 180th Street E. (not yet
developed). This site is located on the south side of the future 180th Street E. at approximately the
130XX block. 

Elementary #25 Site (Crimson Ridge property) 
This 16. 84 acre property was purchased in January of 2007 for a total sum of $5, 810,000

approximately $345, 000 per acre) excluding District consultant costs. The site was purchased as a
location for a future elementary school to relieve overcrowding and accommodate anticipated
enrollment growth in the southwest area of the District. 

The property is located on
144th

Street East, just west of
80th

Avenue Court East. It is an " L" shaped

property with a relatively uniform slope from east to west. There are no wetlands or other critical
areas on the property, although there are potential open space requirements. The open space
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requirements would not preclude building a school on the site. This site is covered with a stand of
second growth trees. It can be accessed from a public road and utilities are readily available in the
right -of -way. 

The site had been approved by the County for a planned development referred to as Crimson Ridge
prior to the District offer to purchase. The development proposed building 88 " open air" 

condominiums. 

Firwood Site

In 1960, the Firwood School District #99 consolidated with the Puyallup School District #3. At the
time ofconsolidation, the Firwood School District had only one ( 1) school site located on Freeman
Road, which is in the northwest portion ofthe Puyallup School District. Firwood Elementary School
consisted of a Classroom Building and a separate Gymnasium Building located on approximately a
6.66 acre site. Those two (2) buildings plus a small outbuilding were all located on the northern end
of the site. 

In 1963, the Puyallup School District deeded a very small portion (approximately 4, 100 square feet) 
ofthe southernmost portion ofthe Firwood site to the Pierce County Fire District No. 10. They used
the site to construct a fire hall. In 1980, an additional portion (approximately 14, 500 square feet) of
the Firwood site was leased to the Pierce County Fire Protection District No. 10. This leased property
is located just north and adjacent to the property that had earlier been deeded to the Department. The
Fire Department needed the additional property so they could move a temporary building or mobile
trailer onto the site as resident living quarters for Fire District employees or volunteers. 

In 1992, the Puyallup School District razed the Firwood Classroom Building and made several
improvements to the Gym Building. Presently, the Gym Building and small outbuilding on the north
property line are used for storage. A fenced area behind (west side) the Gym Building, and what use
to be the location of the Classroom Building, is used as outdoor "bone yard" storage. 

The center portion ofthe Firwood site is triangular in shape and consists ofapproximately 3. 0 acres. 
This portion of the Firwood site is vacant except for blackberry bushes located along the west
property line. The property appears to be flat. 

The Washington State Department ofTransportation' s previous plans to acquire this property for the
planned Hwy 167 Extension project have changed. The highway corridor is now planned to runjust
north of the Firwood site and WSDOT no longer has interest in the site. Ultimately, the District
would like to surplus this site and replace the storage space at the Central Warehouse facility located
at the South Hill Support Center. The site currently has an industrial land use designation and zoned
public use /open space within the City of Fife. 
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LDS Site (including Heritage Recreation Center) 
This property was purchased in July of 1985 from the Church ofJesus Christ ofLatter -day Saints for
a sum of $468,000.00 (approximately $10, 100.00 per acre). Initially, the site was purchased with no
particular purpose in mind other than it was a large piece of available property at a good price. It

obviously had some potential for being developed by the District. 

At the time the LDS site was purchased, it had approximately 46.45 acres and was rectangular in
shape with street frontage on 128th Street E. and 94th Avenue E. After construction of Zeiger

Elementary School, approximately 32.04 acres of the LDS site remained undeveloped. In September
2002, a fifty year inter -local agreement with Pierce County to develop a large portion of the site for
use as athletic complex (Heritage Recreation Center) was approved by District and Pierce County
leadership. An approximate 8. 80 acre portion now remains available for other District uses. Several
of those acres along the south property line are wetlands. Furthermore, a Bonneville Power line
easement, a storm drainage easement and a sewer line easement all exist close to the south property
line, making part ofthe area non - buildable. At this time we would estimate that approximately four
acres of this remaining parcel remain as potential residential building or a park site. 

One can locate the site by traveling south on Meridian (SR 161), turning right on 128th Street E. and
going west, turning left on 94th Avenue E. and going south. The site is located on the west side of
94th Avenue E. and the south side of 128th Street E. 

Lidford Site

This property was purchased in July of 1971 from Helmer and Pearl Wold for a sum of $5, 000.00. 
The site was purchased as the location for a second elementary school on the West Hill (Waller
Road) portion of the District. The vision was to use the Lidford site in conjunction with a ten ( 10) 

acre County Park (i.e., Lidford Playfield) that is located directly to the north, across 60th Street E. 

The Lidford site has approximately 1. 1 acres and is rectangular in shape with street frontage on 60th
Street E. and 44th Avenue E. This site is covered with a stand of second growth trees. The property

slopes rather gently from the east property line downward towards the west property line. 

This property is located in an unincorporated area of Pierce County and presently has a zoning
designation ofRural Separator. One can locate the site by traveling west, out ofthe valley floor, on
72nd Street E., turning right on 44th Avenue E. and going north until you reach 60th Street E. The
property lies on the south side of 60th Street E. and the left (west) side of 44th Avenue E. 

Utilities are readily available to the site. In 1985, a power line easement was granted to the City of
Tacoma, for and on behalfof its Department ofPublic Utilities. However, the District reserved the

right to revoke the easement and have the power lines removed at no cost to the District, if the

property were to be sold. 

This property has been declared surplus to District needs by the School Board. It is planned to be
sold. 
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Masters Site

This property was purchased in March of 1980 from Joseph and Barbara Masters for a sum of
125, 606.00 (approximately $8, 800.00 per acre). Given the growth that was taking place on South

Hill, this site was purchased as the location for a future elementary school. 

The Masters site has approximately 14.29 acres and is L- shaped with street frontage on 110th
Avenue E. and 170th Street E. The site is covered with brush and what appears to be a stand of

second growth trees. The property is level and rolling, sloping ever so gently from the east property
line towards the west property line. 

This property is located in an unincorporated area ofPierce County and due to 2003 zoning changes
cannot be used as an elementary school at present. The site has a zoning designation ofHigh Density
Residential under the County' s recently adopted (2003) Comprehensive Land Use Plan. The site is
also located in the Thun Field Safety Zone 6 which limits the placement ofa new elementary school
within its boundaries. One can locate the site by traveling south on Meridian (SR 161), turning left

on 152nd Street E. and going east until you reach 110th Avenue E., then turning right and heading
south. The west property line of the Masters site is located approximately 480 feet north of the
intersection of 110th Avenue E. and 170th Street E. on the left (east) side of 110th Avenue E. 

A soils report prepared by the United States Department ofAgriculture' s Soil Conservation Services
for Pierce County issued in 1979 indicated that the Masters site has Indianola Loamy Sand on the
largest portion of the site. This soil can support an on -site sewage system. Utilities are readily

available, with public sewer being approximately two (2) blocks to the south. Other than the " Zone
6 Safety Zone" designation, this is an excellent building site. 

Warehouse Site

This property was originally purchased in April of 1986 from Donald and Edith Kessler for the sum
of $320,000. Given the overall growth ofthe Puyallup School District, there was a need to establish
greater central warehousing capacity. As a result, this site was purchased because it was centrally
located within the Puyallup School District and because of its close proximity to Highway 512. In
2006, the District purchased two adjoining residential properties for expansion of the facilities. 

The Warehouse site has approximately 19. 2 acres with street frontage on
39th

Avenue SW and
17t1i

Street SW in City ofPuyallup. At the time ofpurchases there were a number of residential buildings
on the properties. All but one of those buildings has been razed. The remaining house is now being
utilized by the District' s Science Resource staff to prepare science kits. 

In 1987, the District constructed a Warehouse facility on the northem -most five (5) acres of the site. 
In addition, the District constructed and opened the District Central Kitchen facility in 1998 on the
west side and adjacent to the Warehouse. 

The southern portion of the Warehouse site is rectangular in shape and consists ofapproximately 9. 6
acres. This portion of the Warehouse site contains a fenced enclosure for bus parking, the existing
Science Resource house and an adjacent carport/patio. The property is reasonably flat. 
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Worm Farm" Site

This property was purchased in May of 1970 from Bennie and Eva Berg for a sum of $15, 000.00. 
Given the growth that was beginning on South Hill, this site was purchased as the location for a
future elementary school. 

The "Worm Farm" site has approximately 9. 59 acres and is square in shape, with street frontage on
17th Street SW. The site is vacant except for scattered trees, mostly cedar, along the west property
line and some blackberries near the south property line. At one time in the past, there were some
outbuildings located along the north property line that the District rented to a gentleman who was
commercially raising angle worms, hence, the property became affectionately known as the " Worm
Farm" site. The property slopes gently downward from the south property line towards the north
property line. 

On January 1, 2009, the Worm Farm site property was annexed into the City of Puyallup as part of
the " West Hills Annexation ". The site is currently zoned as Public Facilities by the City ofPuyallup. 
The northeast corner of the " Worm Farm" site is located approximately 375 feet south of the
intersection of 23rd Avenue SW and 17th Street SW, on the west side of 17th Street SW. 
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