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FIFE CITY COUNCIL Date: February 9, 2010
AGENDA Ord. #1707, 1708, 1709, 1710

Res. #1327, 1341, 1342, 1343

EXECUTIVE SESSION
For the purpose of Labor Negotiations RCW 42.30.140 for approximately 20 minutes.

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL
Godwin Johnson Hull Brooks Cerqui de Booy Alveshere

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
CHANGES, ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS TO AGENDA
CITIZENS COMMENTS ( Items not on the agenda )

CONSENT AGENDA
a. Approval of Minutes: Date:  January 19, 2010 Study Session
January 26, 2010 Council Meeting

b. Approval of Vouchers:
Payroll: #46456 — 46501  $564,400.15
Claims: #78425 — 78554  $456,434.37

c. Set a Special Meeting for February 16, 2010 Study Session

SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS
a. Proclamation — Pierce County READS (Worthington)
b. Pierce County Library District Update (Worthington)

COUNCIL DELEGATE REPORT

PUBLIC HEARING
a. School Impact Fee (Durham)
b. Vacating a Portion of Alexander Avenue East (Blount)

ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS

ORDINANCES:

a. #1708 CMU Zone Allowing Auto Dealerships (Durham)

b. #1709 Create Position of Police Specialist (Blackburn)

¢. #1710 Vacating a Portion of Alexander Avenue East (Blount)
Adopt:

d. #1707 Water Rates (Blount)

RESOLUTIONS:

e. #1327 Kelsy Lane Final Plat (Durham)

f. #1341 Dacca Barn Construction Program

g. #1342 Approve the Budgeted Amount of $90,000 for Purchase of a Loader Backhoe (Blount)

10:27:53 AM 2/4/2010
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9:55
10:05
10:15

10:25

10.

11.

13.

h. #1343 Authorize Segregation of LID 98-02 (DeGroot)
CITY MANAGER REPORT

COUNCILMEMBER COMMENTS

CITIZEN COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT



FIFE CITY COUNCIL 5 A

SPECIAL MEETING
STUDY SESSION
MINUTES
Fife City Hall Date: January 19,2010
Council Chambers Time: 7:00 p.m.
EXECUTIVE Mayor Pro Tem Brooks convened an executive session at 6:00 p.m. for the
SESSION purpose of Labor Negotiations RCW 42.30.140 for approximately 72
minutes.
ADJOURNMENT Mayor Pro Tem Brooks Johnson adjourned the executive session at 7:12
p.m.
CALL TO ORDER Mayor Pro Tem Brooks called the special meeting study session of the Fife City
AND ROLL CALL Council to order at 7:16 p.m. with the following Councilmembers present:

Richard Godwin, Glenn Hull, Butch Brooks, Barry Johnson, Rob Cerqui,
Nancy de Booy, and Donald Alveshere.

Staff present: City Manager Steve Worthington, Assistant City Attorney Gregg
Amann, Assistant City Manager Steve Marcotte, Police Chief Brad Blackburn,
Public Works Director Russ Blount, Parks, Recreation & Community Services
Director Kurt Reuter, Acting Community Services Director Carl Durham,
Planner Chris Pasinetti, Administrative Assistant Andrea Richards, Acting
Finance Director Dave DeGroot, Assistant City Engineer Ken Gill, and
Recording Secretary Valerie Gow.

PLEDGE OF Councilmember Godwin led the pledge of allegiance.
ALLEGIANCE

CHANGES, There were no changes to the agenda.
ADDITIONS OR

DELETIONS TO

AGENDA

STUDY SESSION

Water Rate Study Director Blount introduced Nihat Dogan, Project Manager, FCS Group, and
Geoffrey Dillard, Southwest Regional Manager, RH2.

Mr. Dogan reported in 2008, staff and the consultants studied the City’s water
rate and general facility charge (GFC) as part of the City’s comprehensive
water update and to consider City water options. At that time, the consultants
and staff reviewed financial impacts. There are two different financial
components. The first is the rate increase necessary to finance the City’s
ongoing needs. The second element involved the update of the City’s GFC rate.

The consultants began with a review of fiscal policies, capital improvement
projects, operating costs, and reserve level. Based on that information, a capital
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funding plan was developed. Capital projects can be financed by GFC revenues
or through fund reserves and, in some cases, direct payments from the rates or
through debt financing. Debt financing, debt service repayments, and direct
rate bonding directly impact the total revenues needed. Combined with
operating costs, the annual needs were determined. Key assumptions of the rate
study include having the Holt Well on line by 2012. Once the well is on line,
water purchases from Tacoma would be at the 2004 level. Another key
assumption is no additional water purchases from Tacoma would occur. Until
the well is on line in 2012, the City will be using the existing water allotment
from Tacoma. There will be two operating cost impacts of the Holt Well. The
first is the addition of a .5 FTE at an annual salary and benefits of $46,600
based on 2010 prices. Another operating impact is the cost of power and
chemical for treatment, which equates to $115,000 annually at 2009 prices.

Mr. Dogan displayed two summary rate alternatives. Alternative 1 includes a
projected rate increase in 2010 of 32% with two 14% rate increases in 2011 and
2012 followed by inflationary increases in future years. He noted the water
utility has been operating in a deficit and has been using its reserve. To reach a
break-even point, the utility needs a 14% rate increase without any additional
capital projects. Under the Alternative 1 scenario, two bond issues are
projected, with the first in 2010 of $3.8 million and a second bond in 2012 of $6
million. None of the bond issues are assumed to finance multiple year capital
projects. There will be debt service impacts. The utility will need a 32% rate
increase. The average monthly water bill would increase from $25.12 a month
to $33.15 in 2010.

Under the second alternative, the goal is to implement a level rate increase
during the first three years. The first three years would reflect a 20% increase.
To achieve the lower rate increase, one key assumption is that the sewer fund
would lend $250,000 in 2010 to mitigate the impact of capital projects in 2010.
With short-term financing, the water utility will be able to delay the first bond
issue by one year. The first bond would be issued in 2011.

The second component of the work was the update of the GFC. The
methodology was used similar to the sewer charge in place. It takes the total
cost of existing facilities currently paid by ratepayers and adding the total cost
of future capital projects that will serve existing and future customers, which is
then divided by the total system capacity at the end of the study period (2029)
to arrive at a total GFC. The GFC was calculated under two alternatives. The
first is based on the equivalent residential unit (ERU), which is 430 gallons a
day of water consumption. The City’s current capital assets total approximately
$26.7 million. The current GFC is $4,318. The maximum GFC that can be
charged is $5,266.

Councilmember Godwin questioned whether the City would increase the rate if
the rate of inflation is negative. Mr. Dogan explained that if the City
maintained the existing rate and applied the rate of inflation, the rate would
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remain the same. However, that rate was calculated in 1999,

Director Blount explained that the ordinance was originally adopted in 1999,
which includes a statutory rate of inflation adjustment. If the Council did not
act on the GFC, the rate would decrease because of the inflation factor.
However, the rate study reveals that existing capital assets in the City are much
larger than when the rate was first calculated. In accordance with state law, the
Council could raise the GFC, which would raise money for well construction
and other capital costs. That increase would ensure that future development
pays a greater share of the costs and potentially offsets the need for existing
ratepayers to pay that cost. The Council could raise rates.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks asked whether the upcoming public hearing includes a
potential increase for the GFC. Director Blount replied that at this point, the
public hearing is to consider a rate increase for water only and not the GFC.
City Manager Worthington said that while the Council is receiving a briefing on
both water rates and the GFC, staff wanted to enable the Council more time to
discuss the GFC.

Mr. Dogan said the second alternative for the GFC is based on per meter
equivalent based on size. Instead of considering the numbers of ERUs, the City
considers the number of meters by size. The consultants calculated the total
customer base to be 7,343. Meters generally determine the maximum capacity
of usage. The approach considers the total demand each customer places on the
system assets. Instead of water usage, the maximum demand any customer can
place on the system is determined. Water system infrastructure is generally
designed and built to serve the maximum capacity. However, the City’s
immediate need is based on source of supply.

A proposed third alternative is a GFC hybrid based on projected water usage.
The hybrid approach implements the GFC based on meter equivalency factors
of smaller meters of up to two inches. For meters larger than 2 inches, the
Director would have the discretion of considering two alternative
methodologies and charge the appropriate GFC. The hybrid approach provides
the City with flexibility to fit its GFC approach to the expected impact of
specific larger customers.

Mr. Dogan presented additional information on typical residential water usage
bills from different cities in the region and information on the two rate
alternatives representing a 32% rate increase and the second alternative of a
20% rate increase. He noted that each city’s utility system is designated
differently with different needs for each utility.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks asked about the City’s long-term commitments in terms
of water purchase from the City of Tacoma. Director Blount advised that
currently, Tacoma’s wholesale rate is a higher rate than what Fife charges its
customers. The City’s commitment is that the City will pay for the water it
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uses. There is no take or pay clause. Tacoma has adopted rate increases over
the last several years and likely will have further rate increases. The model is
based on Fife continuing to pay those rates for the next two years. The Holt
Well will not produce 100% of the City’s water needs and will require the City
to continue purchasing some water from Tacoma, but at a lower capacity. The
City anticipates producing water at $.60 per cubic foot while Tacoma charges
$1.60 per cubic foot. He acknowledged that the cost of constructing the well
and associated infrastructure will cost millions of dollars, but in the long term
the City will save on water.

Councilmember Godwin commented that in the late 1990s the GFC was
approximately $3,000. The proposed rate doesn’t appear fair. He
acknowledged that some increase is necessary, but noted the cost of
construction is down while the City continues to escalate costs. The additions
to the system have typically occurred by new development adding to the
system. Director Blount noted that the City of Tacoma also charges the City a
GFC of approximately $1,700. The remaining charge is for infrastructure.
Many of infrastructure improvements to the existing system occurred
concurrently during roadway projects. One example is the road project near
City Hall when 54" Avenue was rebuilt. The old asbestos cement pipe was
replaced with pipe tripling the capacity. When Pacific Highway East was
rebuilt on the other side of I-5, the water utility paid for major improvements in
the pipe infrastructure out of accumulated GFC. The City has invested upwards
of $6 million in capital improvements in the water system.  Developers do
build much of the infrastructure, however.

Councilmember Hull asked about the time of an aquifer recharging after well
withdrawals. Director Blount advised that the time varies. The Holt Well has
been tested and the City is confident that it can draw 1,000 gallons of water a
minute indefinitely. However, the long-term production of a well is always an
unknown. The City of Tacoma receives most of its water from the Green River.
Tacoma has some backup wells, but the majority of water is from the surface.

Councilmember Hull asked whether Tacoma is obligated to provide water to the
City if for unforeseen reasons, its source of water is threatened. Director Blount
advised that the City is a preferred customer of Tacoma. Tacoma now has two
major pipelines and it’s very unlikely that supply would be jeopardized. There
could be usage restrictions employed during drought situations. However,
those instances would be rare and would be unlikely to occur.

Councilmember Hull said he assumes the City is paying an industrial rate to the
City of Tacoma. He asked whether the City of Tacoma has considered
lowering costs for municipal users. Director Blount said not at this time.

Councilmember Hull commented on the impacts to citizens and the desire to
cause the least amount of impact. Director Blount described how today’s
investment in infrastructure will eventually save costs and provide long-term
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benefits in providing the City with its own source of water. The proposal is not
to charge exorbitant rates for water. There is a finite level of future growth
along with finite needs for water. Putting several wells on line and paying them
off are more reasonable over the long-term.

Councilmember Hull expressed reservations with the unknowns associated with
future production and the risks associated with the costs of producing water.
Director Blount acknowledged the concerns and explained the Council’s
previous direction when Tacoma rates were steady. Things have changed since
then with Tacoma implementing a series of rate increases.

Councilmember Alveshere asked about the capacity the Holt Well is expected
to produce for the City. Director Blount said the well is anticipated to supply
the City with approximately one-third of its water need.

Director Blount provided additional information on how the charges could be
determined for large users of water.

City Manager Worthington explained why rates and the GFC discussions were
separated. For the GFC, the Council will need to discuss more policies as well
as issues associated with economic impacts associated with the GFC.

Mayor Johnson asked whether it will be necessary to transfer well rights to the
Holt Well. Director Blount said the City will apply to the Department of
Ecology for both a transfer and for new rights on a parallel track. If the City
can obtain a new right, the other rights can be transferred for another well. It is
likely that some of the existing rights will transfer to the Holt Well.

Councilmember Godwin asked whether another well drawing from the aquifer
could produce similar results as the Holt Well in terms of providing the City
with another third of its water capacity. Director Blount indicated that it’s
possible. There is a condition of the Tacoma rate that the City must maintain a
certain percentage of its yearly purchase relative to summer peak usage. The
first third that is pumped would provide 100% in savings. The agreement with
Tacoma is to purchase water consistently throughout the year. The second well
is not a component of the current proposal and is a “what-if* scenario. It
depends on the City’s overall water demand.

Councilmember Hull said he would feel more comfortable knowing who else
draws from the aquifer. Mayor Pro Tem Brooks pointed out that the study staff
is seeking the Council to authorize will address those types of questions. The
request is for additional study to address the Council’s concerns. Director
Blount said the City must also demonstrate that the Holt Well would have no
negative impact on wells currently drawing from the aquifer. The City is aware
of other users. It’s likely that the City would not have any impact on other
household wells. The specifics of the study for transferring water rights are the
intent.
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Citizen Comment

Business Economic
Impact Study

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks asked staff to be prepared to discuss long-term capital
needs beyond the well. Director Blount acknowledged the request.

City Manager Worthington commented on the importance associated with the
cost of water and how it contributes to the City’s economic base. He invited
Mike Jordon, Vice President, Praxair, to comment on several aspects of the
ongoing discussion between City staff and the company over the last several
months concerning the cost of water.

Mike Jordon, Praxair, Fife, said he would like the Council to know that the
company recently added a new tower and during the course of the expansion,
the company has come to realize that the GFC that would be accrued for the
facility based on 230 gallons of water a day would be well over a million
dollars. Currently, the company is struggling with the investment as well as the
economy. The company is considering what it should be doing in terms of its
facility. There have been a number of investments occurring within the
industry including a new facility at Moses Lake. The company is working to
ensure its competitive standing in the industry and continued growth. The
company approached City staff to help the City understand the dynamics and
how the company is trying to achieve a balance. He expressed potential regret
if the facility is forced not to operate the facility because of the high GFC.
There is no new infrastructure planned for the facility other than the company is
adding some piping for fire protection. The City has been very helpful and
understanding. He asked the Council to consider some of the flexibility as
reviewed by Director Blount. The company’s competitive standing is at stake.
He asked the Council to consider the information so that the company can
continue to grow its business in the Northwest.

Councilmember Godwin commented that the average citizen is also
experiencing difficulty as well. To ask the City to forgive a major portion of
the GFC is unconscionable. If the City were to consider that approach, citizens
will need to pay.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks commented that the situation is a good example of what
can occur when the City wants to draw industry that is a heavy water user. It
does put the City at a disadvantage when trying to attract industries.

City Manager Worthington reported the study is a compilation of data obtained
in 2008 and 2009, from public sources and surveys of local businesses to
determine tax collection amounts for certain types of businesses.

City Manager Worthington introduced Dorian Waller, who assisted the City in
the study. Planner Pasinetti assisted in developing the report.

Planner Pasinetti highlighted the general conclusions of the study.
Manufacturing uses generate substantially more tax revenue in total to the City
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SEPA Thresholds

of Fife than any other traditional industrial use. Commercial/retail uses
generates, by far, more tax revenue than any other use in the City of Fife.

City utility taxes generate a large of amount of general fund revenue.
Manufacturing uses in the Industrial zone generates the most City of Fife utility
tax.

When older residential single family homes are compared to new single family
density, there is a significant contrast in Fife tax revenue per acre.

Councilmember Godwin asked about the purpose of the study. City Manager
Worthington reported the study sets the stage for several issues. The report
cites the total of all taxes based on acre. There are many reasons for making
land use decisions. The report provides information for policy-making and for
decision-making on how specific land uses generate tax revenue.

Councilmember Cerqui noted the call for services should be factored as well, as
it may offset any revenue gains. Call for service includes roads, police, schools,
water, sewer, etc.

Mayor Johnson noted that the Port’s planning for development has retained
heavy industrial and manufacturing users within the Port while warehousing
facilities have been pushed toward the City of Fife. It’s clear from the study
why that is occurring.

Councilmember Alveshere said the report is a component of what the Council
considers in terms of land use. However, it’s important for the Council to
consider the entire picture in terms of the type of City desired. Many times,
there is discussion for more industrial and commercial uses because residential
doesn’t contribute to the revenue base as significantly as other uses. It’s
interesting to note that industrial and manufacturing users are only marginally
more productive than some of the new housing developments. Additionally,
police action occurs more within the commercial district involving hotels and
other businesses that needs to be factored as well. He cautioned about the
importance of fully capturing the full burden of costs in some of the categories.

Councilmember de Booy asked about the disparity in cost between new and
older homes. Planner Pasinetti advised that it pertains to residential density.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks echoed similar comments as Councilmember
Alveshere. The report is a useful tool in moving forward.

Acting Community Director Durham reviewed thresholds allowed without
triggering a SEPA checklist. Exempted construction projects include:

1. Residential structures of four dwelling units.
2. Barn, loafing shed, farm equipment storage building or similar structure
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of 10,000 square feet or less.

3. Office, school, or commercial storage or service building of 4,000
square feet or less, with parking for 20 cars or less.

4. Parking lots for 20 cars or less.

5. Lifetime fill or excavation of 100 cubic yards or less.

All projects, however, must be built to code and meet all code requirements.

Councilmember Godwin said there are a number of existing homes built prior
to the last development phase that sit below the elevation of some warehouses.
Many of those homes suffer from flooding and excessive water. Many of the
warehouses sit three feet higher than many homes. Sheffield place is a good
example. He said he’s not advocating for allowing people to add fill to their
yards, but that the current exemption of 100 cubic yards of fill can be exceeded
quickly in large area. He questioned whether 500 yards is even acceptable. He
cited his own landscaping where he added 140 cubic yards of dirt, which didn’t
cover his entire yard. Neighbors with water problems could solve the issue if
fill was added to yards. However, the current exemption of 100 cubic yards is
not sufficient to solve many of the water problems. He suggested increasing the
amount so that residents can resolve drainage issues.

Acting Director Durham responded to questions about permit requirements
versus SEPA requirements. A City permit is required for any amount of fill
while a SEPA checklist is required for any amount of 100 cubic yards or more.
A load of topsoil requires a City permit.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks said although he works within the industry, he has
misunderstood the code as it appears the code requires permits for cut or fill.

Director Blount explained that two-thirds of the City is located within a
floodplain, which involves a no net increase in fill within the floodplain. The
City’s threshold is five yards or one small truckload of topsoil.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks asked whether the City’s code is consistent with Pierce
County or other local municipalities. Acting Director Durham said the City’s
codes are similar. Mayor Pro Tem Brooks asked staff to provide a comparison
of SEPA and code requirements with other jurisdictions.

Councilmember Godwin referred to some actions by a homeowner who helped
improve drainage. The City should be providing the opportunity for
landowners to solve issues.

Councilmember Alveshere said most people don’t understand that a permit is
needed for any amount of fill. It’s important to ensure citizens are aware of the
code.

Councilmember Godwin said his issue is that the City has allowed major
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Granicus Software

Fife Historical Society
Funding of Dacca Barn
Renovation

developments in the City that are higher in elevation. Many residences are now
paying the price of that development.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks acknowledged that staff will provide additional
information on local thresholds for both permitting and SEPA for a future
Council discussion.

Assistant City Manager Marcotte reported on changes to the City Clerk function
and public access to the City’s meeting information. The Granicus software
package is designed for city clerks and is loaded on the City’s website so
citizens can access a single point within the meeting agenda. The software
links the agenda topic to the web stream so citizens can review the Council
discussion without having to search or listen to hours of meeting recording.
The City’s goal is increasing public access to meeting minutes in a searchable
format.  Minutes can be completed during the meeting and immediately
uploaded to the City’s website.

Assistant City Manager Marcotte demonstrated the program online. Staff is
currently training on the software and trial runs will be conducted at the
Planning Commission and Parks Board meetings. Transitioning to the software
program is expected to occur by the City’s first meeting in February.

Assistant City Manager Marcotte addressed questions from the Council and
described how written action-oriented minutes will be produced. The City’s
Clerk Office will provide minutes. The website will include an archive of past
meeting minutes.

Councilmember Alveshere recommended including information on the new
software within the Fife Flyer.

City Manager Worthington reported that in his role to understand the initial
intent of the City Council, it’s clear that he didn’t accurately understand the
intent of the Council’s direction in August 2008 concerning how the funds to
the Fife Historical Society would be allocated and for what purpose.
Subsequently, the issue has become clearer. The City is preparing a check for
the amount currently authorized in 2008 for 2009 funds, which is $55,000.
Approximately $9,000 is due to the Society for 2009.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks said during the last several weeks, there have been
discussions on resolving the discrepancies up to this point in funding. It’s the
intent of the City to continue the good work of the members in terms of
restoring the Dacca barn. As part of the earlier motion to fund the project, there
were some implied stipulations. He acknowledged that he did not accurately
clarify his amendment and that in moving forward, the Council needs to
determine some means of knowing the scope of the improvements and the cost.
Outside of the scope of this discussion, the future operation of the Dacca barn
also needs to be considered.
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Public Comment

Councilmember Godwin requested clarification on some of the funding
amounts.  City Manager Worthington clarified that the society received
payment of $27,924 for 2008 site improvements. Councilmember Godwin said
that work was complete at the time the motion was made. The motion for
another $130,000 didn’t include the $27,924 worth of work completed.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks said it appears that the Council wants to complete the
barn. The cash flow issue of the Society appears to be solved on a short-term
basis. It appears the Council should receive information on what remains to be
completed on the barn and the cost. It’s important to clean up loose ends and
complete the project.

Councilmember Hull referred to the motion and expressed approval of
providing up to $75,000.

Councilmember Godwin said when the amended motion was made it was for
$130,000 with the Society withdrawing $55,000 leaving a balance of $75,000.
He said he doesn’t have a problem with the Society providing an estimated
scope of work. The Council should proceed with an open mind because of the
way it’s being handled. Mayor Pro Tem Brooks didn’t disagree but suggested
developing a reasonable budget. Just because the Council authorizes some
funds for the project, it doesn’t mean that those funds must be expended.

Councilmember de Booy recommended the Council should agree to provide the
Fife Historical Society their due of approximately $75,000 with the caveat that
the amount will be used for completing the Dacca barn.

Councilmember Cerqui agreed. The intent of allocating $130,000 was to
complete the barn. Some of the breakdown in communication occurred because
a budget amendment should have occurred rolling over to the next year. The
amount of $75,000 appears to the original intent.

Mayor Johnson added that the City does need some accountability of the
amount of funds to be spent. He supports completion of the barn. The
operation of the barn also needs to be discussed between the Council and the
Historical Society.

Mike Kelley, 3120 Freeman Road East, said prior to his joining the Board of
the Historical Society, the roof was already installed on the barn. From that
point forward in the fall of 2008, $130,000 was allocated to the Board to work
on completing the barn to the extent possible. To date, the Board has spent
$55,000, which includes time and material donations. The Board estimates the
effort, to this point, has received upwards of $165,000 in donations. Had the
Board only spent the $130,000, it’s likely the end product would be a workable
barn, but not as nice of a barn as it is today. The Board has done a terrific job
in soliciting donations of time and materials from the community. Mr. Kelley
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said he added fill and completed site drainage. Wood was donated from the
community along with the sheetrock. He said to his knowledge there were no
billings in 2008 for the barn because there were no charges to pay. He said he’s
not sure what the $27,924 is for. Perhaps it is for the sewer. In 2008, there
were no checks written to cover any costs.

Mr. Kelley said the Board plans on having a completed barn to include staining
and sealing the concrete floors and having an audio and overhead projector with
a screen. The only thing not fully included is a commercial kitchen. There
might not be sufficient funds to outfit a commercial kitchen. By the end of the
week, the railroad tracks should be nailed to the ties and the engine should be
delivered within the next several weeks. The next big expense is the heating
system. A rough estimate can be provided for the remaining items.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks commented on the importance of the City receiving
some estimate of the costs. Perception is reality and everyone has a great desire
to finish the project. The goal of the Council is to provide the Board with the
tools to do so. He asked the Council to consider releasing a small works roster
to complete curb and gutter improvements. The Council agreed. He asked
about the timing for a budget amendment to provide time for the Board to
provide an estimate. City Manager Worthington suggested the Council should
adopt a resolution, which will be drafted by staff, and to direct staff to prepare a
budget amendment during the regular budget amendment cycle scheduled in
April. It would potentially identify the amount and could include an agreement
on the use of the barn and how the scope of the work will be determined. He
noted Assistant City Manager Marcotte has some ideas on how to clarify billing
procedures.

Councilmember Godwin stressed the importance of having the resolution
specify the amount of $75,000 to avoid any future conflicts.

Councilmember Alveshere said much of this occurred prior to his seating on the
Council. He acknowledged the budget tension associated with the creation of
the lodging tax budget and that whatever amount is approved fits within the
context of the approved budget. Mayor Johnson clarified that the issue is not
about reallocating lodging tax.

Councilmember Hull said any funds appropriated by the Council expire
December 31. He said he’s comfortable allocating up to $75,000.

Mr. Kelley said he doesn’t believe the number will go above $75,000. He said
he will prepare an estimate on the costs. Mayor Pro Tem said he’s not
comfortable setting the amount until he receives an estimate of costs to address
one time. He agreed to expedite the issue beyond the normal procedures
because of the previous issues. City Manager Worthington acknowledged the
Council’s intention and said the resolution could stipulate the expenditure of
funds as soon as it’s approved.
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Citizen Comment

City Manager Report

REVIEW OF
UPCOMING
COUNCIL AGENDAS

COUNCILMEMBER
COMMENTS

City Manager Worthington acknowledged that staff will present a resolution for
the Council’s consideration at its first meeting in February.

Mike Seeger referred to his work on the locomotive project and expressed
concerns about continued funding to complete the project. City Manager
Worthington confirmed the funds for the locomotive are carried forward for the
completion of the project.

The Council discussed options for developing an operational policy for the
barn. Councilmember de Booy said she would like to receive input from both
the Parks Board and the Historical Society on the operational policy for the
Dacca barn before moving forward on a decision. Councilmember Godwin
agreed but noted that he would favor the Fife Historical Society because of the
time and effort members have contributed on the barn. It might be possible for
the Society to offset some of its costs if the operation of the barn was handled
by that group.

Councilmember Hull commented on the possibility of the Society presenting its
case to the Parks Board.

Mike Kelley said the Society was established for the community. The Council
and the Society can work on the details pertaining to the operation of the barn
later.

Discussion followed on the amount of funds spent to date on the locomotive.
Approximately $61,000 is remaining for the locomotive project.

City Manager Worthington advised the Council that he will provide a report
within the next 60 days on potential operational policies for the barn.

City Manager Worthington reminded the Council of the upcoming goal setting
retreat on Friday, January 22, 2010, at 4:00 p.m. and Saturday, January 23,
2010, at 9:00 a.m. Staff is working on dates for budget retreats. Established
dates include March 20. The remaining tentative dates are in early June and in
September. There are several conflicts and there is no date where there isn’t a
conflict. He suggested if two Councilmembers can’t meet, the date will be
rescheduled. The calendar has been broadened to include potential weekends
as well as adding a Friday or Sunday as a possibility. He asked the Council to
submit their preferred dates.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks referred the Council to copies of future meeting
agendas for their information.

Mayor Johnson commented on reading some editorials on several city websites
and inquired about the status of including information on the City Manager’s
role on the City’s website. City Manager Worthington confirmed the
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information will be posted by next week. Mayor Johnson suggested including
information on emergency flood preparations and emergency management on
the City’s website.

Councilmember de Booy confirmed her attendance to an event showcasing
student talent at Columbia Junior High school as the City’s representative.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks commented on the Council’s previous discussion of
scheduling a joint Council/Police Officer event and the need to follow up. City
Manager Worthington recommended discussing it during an executive session.

Mayor Pro Tem Brooks commented on progress occurring on the Valley
Avenue project and the Council’s concerns to ensure the City publicizes
closures appropriately and that it’s important to ensure the City does a good job
in announcing the closures.

Councilmember Cerqui commented on the need to replace batteries on detour
signs. It also appears the timing loop for the light is off. Director Blount
advised that the lights are on a timer. More work on the project must occur
before the loops are restored.

City Manager Worthington reported the Emerald Queen Casino is having a
ribbon cutting on February 25, 2010, for its new space from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m.
Tribal members will be attendance if the City Council attends the event.

With there being no further business, Mayor Pro Tem Brooks adjourned the
meeting at 9:57 p.m.

Butch Brooks, Mayor Pro Tem

David DeGroot, Acting Finance Director

Prepared by Valerie L. Gow, Recording Secretary/President
Puget Sound Meeting Services



FIFE CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING
MINUTES

Fife City Hall Date: January 26, 2010
Council Chambers Time: 7:00 p.m.

EXECUTIVE SESSION Mayor Johnson convened an executive session at 6:00 p.m. for the purpose of
Real Estate RCW 42.30.140 for approximately 46 minutes.

ADJOURNMENT Mayor Johnson adjourned the executive session at 6:46 p.m.
CALL TO ORDER Mayor Johnson called the regular meeting of the Fife City Council to order at
AND ROLL CALL 7:02 p.m. with the following Councilmembers present: Richard Godwin, Glenn

Hull, Butch Brooks, Barry Johnson, Robert Cerqui, and Nancy de Booy.
Excused absence: Donald Alveshere.

Staff present: City Manager Steve Worthington, Assistant City Manager Steve
Marcotte, Assistant City Attorney Gregg Amann, Public Works Director Russ
Blount, Police Chief Brad Blackburn, Acting Community Director Carl Durham,
Acting Finance Director Dave DeGroot, Parks and Recreation and Community
Services Director Kurt Reuter, Planner 1 Chris Pasinetti, Assistant City Engineer
Ken Gill, Administrative Services Assistant Andre Richards, and Recording
Secretary Valerie Gow.

PLEDGE OF Councilmember de Booy let the pledge of allegiance.

ALLEGIANCE

CHANGES, There were no changes or additions to the agenda.

ADDITIONS OR

DELETIONS TO

AGENDA:

MOMENT OF A moment of silence was observed for three-month old Jayden Thomas Wayman,
SILENCE who was killed in a car accident.

CITIZENS John Bohren, 2501 David Court East, reported his home was built in 1951 and
COMMENTS he is upgrading his electrical panel. The City of Fife looked at the panel and

authorized the installation. Now he is being told that the City has an overhead
ordinance banning overhead power lines. He is unable to hook up his service.
His home is the only house that is undergrounded. To connect overhead lines the
cost will be approximately $675 whereas undergrounding will be approximately
$2,200. Additionally, it’s likely David Court would need to be dug up for
installation of conduit. The solution is to seek a waiver to the overhead
ordinance.

Mayor Johnson noted that he has spoken to Mr. Bohren about the issue and has
requested staff submit an exception to the policy, which will take several more
months to complete.
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Eric Crittendon, 3910 Freeman Road, said he is representing his parents. He
questioned the status of the Freeman Local Improvement District (LID). The last
time the Council discussed the issue the Council went into an executive session,
which was disconcerting because the action affects his parents a great deal.
Additionally, information on the public hearings scheduled by the Council later in
the meeting is not readily available to the public. He said he waited the entire
time for an email of the Council’s agenda and that the only way of finding out
information on the public hearings was accessing previous agendas to find the
information. He expressed concerns about the City’s lack of publicizing public
hearings on water rates. The information is not on the City’s website.

Mayor Johnson affirmed that the Council will work with staff to ensure the
information is posted on the City’s website.

City Manager Worthington reported staff is still examining the Freeman LID. No
further action has occurred to date. Staffis working on identifying whether the
costs and benefits are sufficient to move the project forward.

City Manager Worthington advised that the City mailed a notice on the public
hearing for water rates to all City utility customers as well as publicizing the
notification in the local newspaper. It apparently was not posted on the website
because of staff vacation. Mr. Crittendon said his concern is trying to stay on top
of City business.

Doug Mueller, 2513 David Court Place East, said his concern is not receiving a
letter regarding amending the Community Mixed Use (CNU) zoning district to
allow auto dealerships. The City has too many dealerships. In today’s economy
many dealerships are going out of business. He said he hates to see it happen as
the residential area is a quiet community impacted by surrounding warehouses
and auto dealerships. He also doesn’t receive the Fife Free Press ona regular
basis.

City Manager Worthington asked citizens who may be interested in receiving the
Fife Free Press to sign up on the sign in sheet so that the City can ensure citizens
receive a copy.

Carole Sue Braaten, 2410 Berry Lane East, commented on the lack of public
notification and insufficient notification methods. There are specific laws
governing the requirements for public notification. She said she was one of a few
residents who received notification about the public hearing on the zoning
amendment. There have been times when citizens do not receive the F. ife Free
Press. The Fife Flyer is no longer distributed separately. She said she will take
the issue before the Pierce County attorney if necessary. Citizens do not believe
the Council is enacting appropriate land uses.

a. Approval of Minutes: Date: January 12, 2010 Council Meeting
b. Approval of Vouchers:



Fife City Council Regular Meeting

Minutes of Meeting

January 26, 2010 Page 3 of 19

Motion

SPECIAL
PRESENTATIONS

Proclamation National
Mentoring Month

Spotlight on Employees

COUNCIL
DELEGATE REPORT

PUBLIC HEARING

Water Rate Study

Payroll: #46422 — 46455 $505,680.85
Claim: #782932 — 78424 $1,096,244.93

Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to
approve the consent agenda as presented. Motion carried unanimously.

Mayor Johnson read and presented a proclamation declaring January as National
Mentoring Month to Doug Baxter, Chair, Pierce County Mentoring Partnership.
Mr. Baxter described the benefits of the mentoring program for children.

Director Reuter introduced Recreation Coordinator II Shelby Borden, who
recently joined the City. Ms. Borden graduated in 2007 with a Recreation degree
from Western Washington University. The Council welcomed Ms. Borden to the
City.

Councilmembers individually reported on their attendance to the Council retreat
on January 22 and 23, 2010.

Councilmember Hull reported on his attendance to the Pierce County Regional
Council (PCRC) meeting as an alternate.

Councilmember Brooks reported he attended the PCRC meeting, which included
a presentation from the Growth Management Committee and a presentation from
the Puget Sound Regional Council on the Transportation 2040 plan. A number of
appointments occurred with Director Blount elected as the Vice Chair of the
Transportation Coordinating Committee for the Regional Project Evaluation
Committee. Director Blount has represented the City for a number of years on
the committee. A number of members did not vote for the Zoo Trek Advisory
position. The next PCRC meeting is a general assembly scheduled on February
18, 2010 at Bates beginning at 6 p.m.

Councilmember de Booy attended a technology and science fair at Columbia
Junior High School. The fair included contributions from students from all Fife
schools.

Mayor Johnson reported on the Mayor’s Forum held earlier in the month and a
Mayors’ Exchange in Olympia. He attended the Puyallup River Executive Task
Force meeting. The discussion focused on cost sharing to fund the local match
for the General Investigation Study of the Puyallup watershed. Members also
received a presentation from FEMA officials.

Director Blount reported the hearing in on a proposed water rate increase that the
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City advertised, which included mailings to all water clients in the City,
publication of a notice in The Tacoma News Tribune, and a link off the City’s
website. Staff is confident the City met the legal requirements for publishing the
notice of the public hearing.

Director Blount introduced Nihat Dogan, Project Manager, FCS Group, and
Geoffrey Dillard, Southwest Regional Manager, RH2. He displayed a graph of
City of Tacoma’s wholesale water rates, which remained substantially stable over
the last decade. However, Tacoma is steadily increasing its rates with the City
beginning to pay more for water than what it charges its citizens. The second
chart is a monthly water bill comparison of neighboring jurisdictions. Several of
the jurisdictions are completing rate studies with the potential of several
jurisdictions also increasing water rates.

Mr. Dogan reported in 2008, staff and the consultants studied the City’s water
rate and general facility charge (GFC) as part of the City’s comprehensive water
update and to consider City water options. At that time, the consultants and staff
reviewed financial impacts. There are two different financial components. The
first is the rate increase necessary to finance the City’s ongoing needs. The
second element involved the update of the City’s GFC rate. The discussion will
only focus on the water rate component and not the GFC.

The consultants began with a review of fiscal policies, capital improvement
projects, operating costs, and reserve level. Based on that information, a capital
funding plan was developed. Capital projects can be financed by GFC revenues
or through fund reserves and, in some cases, direct payments from the rates or
through debt financing. Debt financing, debt service repayments, and direct rate
bonding directly impact the total revenues needed. Combined with operating
costs, the annual needs were determined. Key assumptions of the rate study
include having the Holt Well on line by 2012. Once the well is on line, water
purchases from Tacoma would be at the 2004 level. Another key assumption is
that no additional water purchases from Tacoma would occur. Until the well is
on line in 2012, the City will be using the existing water allotment from Tacoma.
There will be two operating cost impacts of the Holt Well. The first is the
addition of a .5 FTE at an annual salary and benefits of $46,600 based on 2010
prices. Another operating impact is the cost of power and chemical for treatment,
which equates to $115,000 annually at 2009 prices.

Mayor Johnson inquired about the benefit to the City if the Holt Well comes on
line and is permitted to full capacity. Director Blount reported staff believes the
Holt Well would produce water at $.65 per cubic feet of water versus what the
City pays Tacoma, which is currently $1.65 per cubic feet.

Mr. Dogan displayed two summary rate alternatives. Alternative 1 includes a
projected rate increase in 2010 of 32% with two 14% rate increases in 2011 and
2012, followed by inflationary increases in future years. The water utility has
been operating in a deficit and has been using its reserve. To reach a break-even
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point, the utility needs a 14% rate increase without any additional capital projects.
Under the Alternative 1 scenario, two bond issues are projected, with the first in
2010 of $2.8 million and a second bond in 2012 of $6 million. None of the bond
issues are assumed to finance multiple year capital projects.

Under the second alternative, the goal is to implement a level rate increase during
the next three years. The first three years would reflect a 20% increase. To
achieve the lower rate increase, one key assumption is that the sewer fund would
lend $250,000 in short-term financing in 2010 to mitigate the impact of capital
projects in 2010. With short-term financing, the water utility will be able to delay
the first bond issue by one year. The first bond would be issued in 2011. After
the bond proceeds are received, short-term financing will be repaid. The second
bond issue will be in 2012. Because of the rate increase, the second bond issue
will be slightly higher.

Mr. Dogan referred to several appendices on the capital spending program and a
table of water rate comparisons of local jurisdictions. Several of the jurisdictions
are engaged in studying rates and it’s likely the rates will be different.
Additionally, each utility needs are different and an apples to apples comparison
is difficult.

Director Blount said the City’s current water rates are below the rates charged by
Tacoma Public Utilities. The rate study meets the costs based on a rate that goes
into effect on March 1, 2010. The first rate increase would appear in customer
bills in May for the March-May period. Because February is a short month, there
is insufficient time for the Council to adopt the increase at its second regular
meeting in February and achieve a March 1, 2010 effective date. Staffis
requesting the Council adopt the proposed increase at first reading.

Mayor Johnson opened the public hearing at 7:49 pm.

Carole Sue Braaten, 2410 Berry Lane East, said the briefing did not address
current wells or their respective water rights. It did not include any development
or any development that occurred between 2004 and the present day that caused
substantial impacts to the City of Fife. It also did not include water aquifers. The
City of Fife sits on a main aquifer. Her well had to be deepened approximately
12 years ago because it was compromised by two warehouses. She is concerned
the Holt Well will pull from surrounding wells within the area. She questioned
who the City will be providing for, either the citizens or large industry and
suggested there are many issues not considered. The City of Fife should have
addressed the issue in 2000. She said her concern is for citizens who have wells
and the potential impacts to them.

Jeff Rhyner, 2022 63" Avenue E, said that as a citizen he looks forward to
seeing all City Council meetings on TV and finds it to be good venue for citizens
and businesses. He agreed Fife should have the ability to provide water to
citizens at an affordable rate. He said he would like to see wells and the ability to
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offset costs. As a former City of Tukwila employee where all water was
purchased through the City of Kent, he understands how the rates and the source
can be impacted by other purveyors. It would be beneficial for the City to have
its own service. Citizens currently suffering economic hardships should not have
to absorb all the costs and commercial properties should absorb most of the costs.
He asked the Council to consider homeowners who will benefit or lose from the
options. Assigning the costs to commercial users who utilize most of the water
would benefit homeowners. He said he could support wells, but if citizens need
to absorb the costs over the years before realizing the benefits, he would prefer to
maintain the current course and work to bring wells on line in smaller increments
at a lower cost. Many people will be affected by layoffs and the economy.

Chuck Miller, 2016 63rd Avenue East, said it appears the Council wants to
raise the rates by 20%. He asked about the cost of the analysis. Director Blount
advised that there are multiple layers involved in the study from providing the
viability of the Holt Well to the analysis of the rate structure. The minimum was
approximately $15,000. However, the overall engineering work and other work
associated with the Holt Well work and the preparation of the analysis was over
$100,000. Mr. Miller acknowledged the costs are being generated by the City of
Tacoma. However, homeowners are being pushed out of the City by industrial
users. The City is once again “sticking” it to citizens. He questioned why the
City can’t forgo additional analysis and save some money. The City is spending
too much money. There is too much government. He questioned the total cost to
the City and doesn’t understand why the City can’t complete the analysis instead
of hiring consultants to complete the work.

John Randolph, 2104 63" Avenue East, said he’s mad. The City took his well
six years ago and forced him to connect to City water. He had water and when
developers began building his well went dry. He lives on a fixed income and is
retired and can’t afford higher rates.

Doug Mueller, 2513 David Court Place East, said he agrees with the comments
and that the rates are outrageous. The Council is inconsiderate. People can’t
afford an increase at this time.

Pat Hulsey, 4703 15™ Street East, said that based on his work with a competing
drilling and well company, he probably has a better understanding than most
residents. He said he understands the costs associated with the Holt Well. Those
costs will have to be paid. The increases that are forecasted through the next
several years are too high for average citizens to absorb. He suggested the City
should figure out a way to avoid a big financial impact at the onset. He agreed
with a previous speaker that many residents have wells. Another option to
consider is what happens when earthquakes occurs. There is no guarantee that
the well will continue producing in the future. He cited costs in the future for
maintenance and operations. He acknowledged the issue with capital investments
and asked the Council to reconsider the high increase in rates.
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Amend Community
Mixed Use (CMU) Zone
Allowing Auto
Dealerships

Public Comments

Jeff Rhyner, 2022 63" Avenue East, said he and many of his neighbors were
forced to connect to City water. Three neighbors lost their well because of
development causing the wells to collapse. He said his well is still operational.
When the City forced connection, residents did not have to pay additional
connection fees. At that time, it was conveyed that residents could still use their
wells. However, the City during inspections, forced several neighbors to cap and
abandon their wells. There appears to be a direct contradiction of what the
Council conveyed to residents and what was conveyed by City staff. Mr. Rhyner
said he can still hook up to his well and can irrigate his garden with his well.
There appears to be a double standard and it appears to boil down to who
inspected the work completed at the time. He asked the Council to ensure that all
direction is consistent for all citizens and they should avoid double standards.

Mayor Johnson closed the public hearing at 8:06 p.m.

Acting Director Durham reported late last year, the proposal was addressed. Staff
considered and presented options to the Planning Commission for considering the
allowance of auto dealerships within areas of the CMU zoning district. Prior to
the public hearing, staff published the notice as required by law and sent
notifications to property owners located within 300 feet of CMU zoning. Staff is
not recommending a position. The best areas for compliance with the intent of
the CMU zone are those parcels that directly front I-5 north of 20™, which would
also be beneficial to dealerships. The zoning could work in that area while still
complying with the requirements of the CMU zone. The only thing that would
change with the amendment is allowing auto dealerships in that area. Auto
dealerships would still be required to meet maximum setback, walkability,
landscaping, front lot coverage, and other requirements. The only standard
change would entail allowance of auto dealerships.

Acting Director Durham described the intent of CMU zoning, which promotes
pedestrian density and community.

Mayor Johnson opened the public hearing at 8:11 p.m.

Chuck Miller, 2016 63" Avenue, commented on existing auto dealerships in the
area. He asked why they are allowed under CMU zoning. Acting Director
Durham advised that when the area was rezoned CMU several years ago, existing
car dealerships were grandfathered. Mr. Miller said the proposal is a bad idea.
He asked if City planners live within the City and suggested City planners should
live within the City. He spoke for several of his neighbors and indicated his
neighbors are constantly exposed to loud intercoms from auto dealerships during
the course of the day. There are no sidewalks on 20™ Street for children. He
asked if the Council has witnessed children walking along the road on 20" from
Fife High School with 35 miles per hour cars driving by. The City should at least
install an asphalt sidewalk to provide some safety to children. The proposal
involves adding more dealerships, increasing noise and impacts, loud intercom
systems, and trucks unloading cars down the middle of the roadway. Mr. Miller
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asked about the identity of the proponent for the amendment. Acting Director
Durham advised that it was originated by the Council late last year. Mayor
Johnson advised that the Council originally debated the use when the CMU
zoning was first adopted and there was a split decision with some
Councilmembers wanting to revisit the issue. Mr. Miller commented on the
Council’s goal for a City center along 20® Street and suggested it makes more
sense for the center to be on 54", He questioned whether the amendment will add
high paying jobs. He asked the Council to visit the neighborhood prior to voting
to listen to traffic and noise generated from existing auto dealerships.

Carole Sue Braaten, 2410 Berry Lane East, commented that the corridor is the
main escape route for the south part of Fife from the valley and the river. In
1996, her father testified before the Council on several similar matters. She
suggested there was incompetency for rezoning the area because it consists of
valley soil and existing residential areas. It was never approved or agreed to by
the citizens. Citizens testified at meetings but were voted against. She also has
the privilege of smelling the stench from industry located across from the
residential neighborhood. She suggested the Council is a contributor to the
problem by approving the amendment. There is no reason to allow another car
dealership. The City is only looking for ways to increase revenue. She asked the
Council to consider rezoning the area to agriculture to maintain some existing
uses and not allow any of those uses along the corridor.

Doug Mueller, 2513 David Court Place East, said it’s unnecessary to have
another dealership. The City used to have several fruit stands, now the City has
none. It also doesn’t have a grocery store. The Council is not listening to its
citizens. Citizens are tired of dealership intercom systems. The Council needs to
stop adding warehouses and industrial uses. Fife used to be a farming
community, now it’s industrial with waste and contamination being dumped into
the creek. The amendment is unnecessary and the Council needs to listen to its
citizens.

John Randolph, 2104 63™ Avenue East, said that most of people that are
making all the suggestions for beautifying 20™ and improving the pedestrian-
friendliness of the corridor do not live there. They want to improve the corridor
to take over existing neighborhoods. Most of the planners who are making the
plans do not live in Fife. He asked the Council to consider citizens who live in
Fife to work toward beautifying the corridor. The Council should ask people who
live along the corridor what they would like as it’s likely that if the proposal is
approved it will result in residents paying more tax.

Jeff Rhyner, 2022 63" Avenue East, said there were some issues addressed
several years ago concerning properties bordering the neighborhood along 63™
East. Some of the solutions worked with restrictions on the properties. Citizens
did as much as possible to limit impacts to their homes. However, since then
things have been broadening beyond that. He said he would love to have
sidewalks on the south side of 20™ and be able to walk his dog and walk to the
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trail without being hit by a car. He understands an area is not improved until a
developer expresses an interest in developing and then the City forces the
developer to pay for those infrastructure improvements. Unfortunately, because
of the economy, those large properties with proposed warehouses or
developments are not under construction. There are many parcels with large
construction equipment sitting on the land over the last several years because of
the economy. The residential area is still suffering from the development that did
occur and from drainage problems caused by the development. He commented on
the development and an area he described as “Lake Fife” with geese and other
birds occupying the area. He suggested perhaps declaring some of the areas as
wetlands. If anything is to occur on the properties, the City needs to realize that
neighbors south of 20™ will suffer from the consequences. If rezoning is to
occur, it should only occur in the area along I-5.

Andrew Primis, Tacoma, requested clarification of the proposed area for
rezoning. Staff outlined the area of the proposal, which is land fronting the south
side of I-5 to 20™ Street East. City Manager Worthington explained that the
amendment would also allow existing uses to expand. Currently, auto
dealerships have limited expansion opportunities. The change would allow
through a conditional use process the ability for car dealerships to expand. Mr.
Primis said he represents the owner of Hinshaw Acura, Hooman Bodaghi, who
believes the 2007 zoning diminished the value of the parcel that he bought under
earlier zoning. Mr. Bodaghi supports the change so that the vacant land he owns
west of Hinshaw’s could be used as a car dealership. He reminded residents
complaining about the lack of sidewalks that the City added sidewalks along 20"
in the CMU zone. Mr. Bodaghi feels the zoning is unfair and doesn’t allow him
to fully utilize his land in the manner of which it was originally purchased. He
has been approached to sell the parcel. The Tribe has also approached him about
installing a large billboard and some retailers have approached him for possible
commercial businesses, which he has resisted. Mr. Bodaghi pays taxes to the
City of Fife and contributes greatly to the tax base. If Mr. Bodaghi cannot
develop the land, he is offering the property to the City and would like the City to
inform him on the next course of action if the amendment is not approved.

Carole Sue Braaten, 2410 Berry Lane East, addressed several concerns about
the property that was previously used as farmland. Staff clarified that the parcels
in question were in a different location.

Chuck Miller said he has no issue with the expansion of Hinshaw Acura but
doesn’t understand why the entire area needs to be rezoned. He questioned the
location of the proposed zoning.

Jeff Rhyner said he and his neighbors do not have a problem with one or two
properties changing zoning. The issue is a major area that would be rezoned,

which citizens oppose.

Mayor Johnson closed the public hearing at 8:39 p.m.
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ORDINANCES AND
RESOLUTIONS

ORDINANCES
#1707 Water Rates

Motion

Withdrawal of Motion

Motion

Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to
approve Ordinance #1707; Water Rates as written for a 32% increase in
2010.

Acting Finance Director DeGroot read the title of Ordinance #1707:

An ordinance of the City Council of the City of Fife, Pierce County, Washington,
regarding water rates and amending Fife Municipal Code Section 13.04.2404.

Director Blount acknowledged the 32% increase will be substantial but will help
to stabilize rates over the long-term.

The makers of motion withdrew the motion.

Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to
approve Ordinance #1707; Water Rates as written for a 20% rate increase in
2010.

Director Blount displayed the rates that would fund construction of the Holt Well
and improvements and pay the City of Tacoma for water without incurring losses
in the utility. In order for the rates to be effective by March 1, 2010, staff
recommends approval of the ordinance at first reading.

Councilmember Brooks requested clarification regarding the rate study and
whether it was to include a rate study in conjunction with the Holt Well. Director
Blount replied that the Council adopted the comprehensive water plan, which
included the Holt Well. The rate study implemented the plan and the operation of
the utility, which includes the well.

Councilmember Brooks asked whether the study examined a rate increase
without implementation of the Holt Well but including other capital
improvements. He asked where the nexus is between constructing the well or
continuing to pay for water from Tacoma. Director Blount explained that there
are many “what-ifs” associated with the study. The debt service includes
approximately two-thirds associated with the well and related improvements.
Over half of the total capital expense is attributed to the well. Over $400,000 of
debt service costs are associated with the well. Well production will be one-third
of the City’s capacity. If the City elected not to pursue the Holt Well, debt
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service would be reduced by $400,000 while water purchase would increase by
$700,000.

Geoffrey Dillard reported that Tacoma plans substantial water rate increases in
2014 and 2015. Director Blount said Tacoma’s planning is long-term and it has
warned customers of increased costs in the near term.

Councilmember Brooks asked about the term for repayment of the bond. Nihat
Dogan reported the assumption of the municipal bond is 20 years at a 5% interest
rate with a 1% issuance cost and 1.25% coverage, which is a special requirement
by bond owners requiring government agencies to generate sufficient revenue in
addition to operating costs and bond repayment costs to ensure sufficient revenue
cushion in case of unexpected events.

Councilmember Brooks acknowledged the enormity of the decision and asked
staff to prepare information demonstrating revenue requirements without the Holt
Well to assist him in his decision-making process.

Councilmember Godwin questioned the number of wells in the City for City
water. Director Blount reported the City owns six wells with none in production
at this time. The reason is because of stringent standards for arsenic. Standards
were increased on arsenic. Another well experienced serious decline in
production. Councilmember Godwin questioned the likelihood of the Holt Well
impacting other local wells that are 80 to 100 feet deep. Director Blount advised
that the probability is low. Councilmember Godwin said he heard concerns from
citizens that large users should be paying. Director Blount referred to the
proposed rate table and indicated large users pay for meters. All users pay equally
for water.

Councilmember Hull asked about the advantage of calculating all infrastructure
costs within the rate with so many unknown variables. Director Blount replied
that the advantage is obtaining some degree of predictability for citizens and
some degree of recognition that the Holt Well has initial costs that will generate a
need for a bond. If the City did nothing other than continuing to purchase water
from Tacoma, citizens will pay more in 2015. Over time, the investment will
pay for itself. He acknowledged that there are some risks associated with a well
as wells that have produced for decades can cease production.

Councilmember Hull asked staff if it’s possible to include University Place
within the study. Director Blount said Tacoma provides service to University
Place citizens. Councilmember Hull acknowledged the many unknowns
associated with developing a well and spending funds on well infrastructure.
Director Blount stressed that the City will continue to lose money if no action
occurs. He recommended the Council adopt the multi-year program to ensure the
rates are place to help in securing bond debt. Currently, the City is losing 14%
annually in the purchase of water. Tacoma’s rate increase will be substantial next
year as well. A rate increase of 20% will include a cushion of approximately 6%
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to break even.

Councilmember Hull said his concern is the unknowns associated with the long-
term and that he likely will vote against the motion.

Councilmember Cerqui expressed appreciation for citizens attending and
testifying. He acknowledged the rate increase is substantial and that the City has
been exploring a well. It’s important to stabilize the rates. Over the course of the
next several years, if the rates are stabilized, it will be a good decision. Hr
referred to the potential intertie with Puyallup. Director Blount explained that an
intertie with Puyallup is a good option because it will provide additional system
reliability.

Councilmember de Booy asked if staff can assure the Council that existing wells
are not possible for utilization. Director Blount advised that arsenic could be
treated at substantial expense to the City. However, the City’s wells are shallow
and less productive. There are economies of scale to factor and treatment costs
would be high based on production output. The Holt Well, in terms of system
reliability and production, is a better option. Councilmember de Booy said she’s
not happy with the direction the City is pursuing as well as the unknowns
associated with the Holt Well. Director Blount encouraged Councilmembers who
are unsure of their decision to adopt the entire series of rate increases to assure
bondholders. He described how the City establishes and tracks the fund and that
funds are only for the exclusive use of the utility. There are many checks and
balances inherent in the fund. Councilmember de Booy expressed interest in
receiving information on costs projected from Tacoma over the long-term as well.

Councilmember Godwin advised that he’ll support the increase and
acknowledged his interest over the years of how water is distributed throughout
the country. He cited several examples of water issues throughout the country.
Tacoma is dependent upon the river for its source of water. The City must think
for the future and provide for its own supply.

Councilmember Brooks reminded the Council the action is for first reading with
the opportunity for more time to prefect the proposal. The fund is bankrupt and is
losing money. By the next meeting, staff will provide information on what water
will cost the City if the City fails to move forward with the Holt Well.
Unfortunately, this is likely the best case scenario for citizens moving forward.
He encouraged the Council to approve the action and to receive additional
information from staff at the next meeting.

Mayor Johnson asked whether Tacoma’s rate projections include any decisions
on water treatment. Director Blount said the information reflects the City’s
option for treatment. There will be a full cost analysis provided to the Council
prior to the second reading. Anticipated Tacoma increases are included in the
information presented to the Council. Mayor Johnson acknowledged that a major
factor driving price increases by Tacoma is the treatment process. Director
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Public Comment

Motion
RESOLUTIONS
#1335 Authorize
Purchase of
Replacement Police

Vehicles

Motion

Blount affirmed that is the case. Mayor Johnson acknowledged the difficulty
associated with the request and noted the City really doesn’t have a choice. A
20% increase will generate some additional revenues for capital infrastructure.
He expressed support for first reading of the ordinance. The increase is
unavoidable.

Councilmember Hull thanked the Council for clarifying many of his issues. He
said he could support the proposal with a caveat that it doesn’t entail a blank
check and would like language added to offer some protections for the City.

Councilmember de Booy said she can’t support the action.

Carole Sue Braaten, 2410 Berry Lane East, acknowledged the need for a City
well and alleged that part of the cost is being driven by Tacoma because of
problems it’s having with arsenic associated with Arsco and its contamination of
the Tacoma area. She suggested teaming with Tacoma to approach Arsco for
funds to study the contamination issue. She asked about the possibility of the
City digging existing wells deeper to increase production. She said she doesn’t
like the rate increase, but understands the situation. She suggested curtailing
development in the City. Mayor Johnson noted the presence of arsenic in water
is not associated with contamination from previous Arsco operations

Discussion followed on the cost for drilling a well. Mr. Dillard reminded the
Council that the Holt Well is already drilled and that the City has been extremely
successful in finding water from the Holt Well. The City has come a long ways
to get to this point. The cost to complete the Holt Well is approximately $100,000
to $150,000. Drilling another 1,000 foot deep well could cost the City
approximately $400,000.

Motion carried. Councilmember de Booy opposed.

Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, approve
Resolution #1335; Authorize Purchase of 3 Replacement Police Vehicles.

Acting Finance Director DeGroot read the title of Resolution #1335:

A resolution of the City Council of the City of Fife, Pierce County, Washington,
authorizing the City Manager to purchase three police vehicles through

Washington State’s State-wide bid process, for an amount not to exceed
$90,000.00
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Motion

#1337; Zoo Trek
Member Vote

Motion

Motion

#1336; Established
Various Easements on
Parcel 042017405
(Formally Jo Property)

Motion

Motion

#1331; Approve
Additional Services by
RH2 for Holt Well

Director Blount reported the budget includes replacement of four replacement
vehicles. One vehicle was replaced through insurance. The request is replacing
three vehicles at the budget amount of $30,000 each.

Motion carried unanimously.

Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to
recommend Don Alveshere for Position Two on the Zoo Trek Authority
Board.

Acting Finance Director DeGroot read the title of Resolution #1337

A resolution of the City Council of the City of Fife, Pierce County, Washington,
casting its ballot for Position Two of the Zoo/Trek Authority Board.

Motion carried unanimously.

Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to
approve Resolution #1336; Established Various Easements on Parcel
042017405 (Formally Jo Property).

Acting Finance Director DeGroot read the title of Resolution #1336:

A resolution of the City Council of Fife, Pierce County, Washington, authorizing
the conversion of a portion of Parcel No. 0420174035 to right of way and
granting utility easements.

Director Blount described the location of the parcel. The City acquired the
property because Mr. & Mrs. Jo accepted the City’s offer to buy the entire site.
That offer was required by federal guidelines due to the high impact of the City’s
originally anticipated purchase of only a portion of the property. Staff
recommends approval of the resolution.

Motion carried unanimously.
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Motion

Motion
#1338; Shoreline
Master Program

Contract

Motion

Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to

approve Resolution #1331; Approve Additional Services by RH2 for Holt
Well.

Acting Finance Director DeGroot read the title of Resolution #1331:

A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Fife, Pierce County, Washington,
authorizing the City Manager to sign Contract Amendment No. 4 with REH2

Engineering, Inc. for hydrogeologic analysis and water rights application for the
Holt Well.

Director Blount reported this is the next step of the well development process.
The City has been successful in each step of the process and is confident that
water rights can be obtained for the well, which will involve a detailed
application submitted to the Department of Ecology (DOE) including
demonstration to DOE that the well will not impact surrounding wells. Staff
recommends approval of the resolution.

Councilmember Brooks said a citizen testified earlier about avoiding consultant
studies. However, the study is necessary to ensure the City safeguards other
wells in the area.

Councilmember Godwin asked whether the City will transfer any existing water
rights to the Holt Well. Director Blount said a parallel process will also occur for
securing new rights as well as transferring existing rights. DOE will review both
applications. The rights to be transferred include the rights to the municipal
wells. He commented that he doesn’t anticipate any irrigation well rights as part
of the transaction. Councilmember Godwin said he’s not supportive of
transferring any irrigation water rights to the Holt Well as that water can be used
to irrigate City parks. Director Blount said staff anticipates the Council will
conduct a study session prior to staff submitting the application to DOE to clarify
how the application is structured.

Motion carried unanimously.

Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to
approve Resolution #1338; Shoreline Master Program Contract.

Acting Finance Director DeGroot read the title of Resolution #1338:

A resolution of the City Council of the City of Fife, Pierce County, Washington,
authorizing the City Manager to execute a Shoreline Master Program Grant
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Agreement with the Department of Ecology.

Acting Director Durham reported the City began an update of the City’s Master
Shoreline Program but was never successful in obtaining approval because of
City staff changes and changes at DOE. Because of a funding opportunity, DOE
is offering a $50,000 grant. The work will be completed by staff with some
assistance by consultants for characterization and analysis of wetlands. Staff
recommends approval of the resolution.

Motion Motion carried unanimously.

#1339; 2010 PSAP

Agreement

Motion Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to

approve Resolution #1339; 2010 PSAP Agreement.
Acting Finance Director DeGroot read the title of Resolution #1339:

A resolution of the City Council of the City of Fife, Pierce County, Washington,
authorizing the City Manager to enter into an agreement with Pierce County

Department of Emergency Management regarding the 911 Dispatch Center
(PSAP) funding.

Police Chief Blackburn reported the annual contract has expired. There is a slight
increase of approximately 1.5%.

Motion Motion carried unanimously.
NEW BUSINESS

Appointment of
Planning
Commissioners

Motion Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to
reappoint Jim Cull, Richard Garchow, and Jeffrey Brown to the Planning
Commission and appoint Spencer Braden to the vacant position.

Councilmember Brooks reported he and Councilmember de Booy comprised the
subcommittee for considering applicants for the Planning Commission. The
committee reviewed two qualified applicants. The subcommittee recommends
appointment of Spencer Braden.

Motion Motion carried unanimously.

Planning Commission Planner Pasinetti reviewed some of the state requirements for revising
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2010 Work Plan

Motion

Motion

Appointment of PRSC
Board Member

Motion

Motion

PRCS Board 2010
Work Plan

Motion

comprehensive plans to meet the requirements of the Growth Management Act
(GMA). The Department of Commerce provided a checklist for staff to review
what’s required during a comprehensive plan update. Staff recommends approval
of the Planning Commission Work Plan for 2010. The state has previously
provided funding for updating comprehensive plans, which the state is not longer
providing. There are also rumors that the Legislature may extend the required
GMA comprehensive plan update.

Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to
approve the Planning Commission 2010 Work Plan.

Councilmember Brooks referred to discussions during the PCRC meeting about
the state delaying the update because of funding issues. The PCRC also
discussed the delay of the update because of state funding issues and that most
Jurisdictions are unable to do the work because of the lack of funding. The most
likely scenario involves delaying the update until after the 2010 census is
completed. However, most of work by staff is necessary and will not be wasted.

Councilmember Cerqui asked about the amount of funds the state provides to the
City. City Manager Worthington said it’s been several years since the City’s
received any funds. The last year of funding was in 1999/2000.

City Manager Worthington commented that no citizen generated amendments
were submitted this year.

Motion carried unanimously.

Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to
appoint Patrick Coddington to the Parks, Creation and Community Services
Citizen Advisory Board for a three-year term expiring 12/31/2012.

Director Reuter reported Mr. Coddington has served on the PRCS Board since
2007. He has expressed interest in serving another term. He is a valued member

of the PRCS Board and his participation and attendance have been excellent.

Motion carried unanimously.

Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to
approve the PRCS Board 2010 Work Plan.

Director Reuter described the work plan and requested approval. Director Reuter
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Motion

CITY MANAGER
REPORT

Motion

COUNCILMEMBER
COMMENTS

said the Board will participate in a joint meeting of parks boards with the cities of
Milton and Edgewood. The work plan covers:

e Provide support and organization of the 2010 Parks Appreciation Day and
Arbor Day events.

e Continue to perform a lead role in the planning and administration of the
parade organization for the 2010 Fife Harvest Festival.

¢ Formulate a Subcommittee to assist staff and the City Council with the
planning and selection of a site to be developed as a part of the City’s trail
system.

e Participated in an annual joint Park Board meeting with Edgewood and
Milton.

Motion carried unanimously.
City Manager Worthington reported on the following:

e Some trees will be moved from nursery stock to a variety of permanent
locations to replace old or damaged trees in parks.

e Director Blount displayed an engraved piece of glass from the American
Council of Engineering Companies. The firm the City hired for Wapato
Creek relocation and restoration is very proud of its work on the creek.
Puget Sound Regional Council nominated the company to an organization
of its peers. The American Council of Engineering Companies selected
the company for its work on Wapato Creek. Several other projects were
presented with awards as well. Each entity presented good projects
during the same year.

e City Manager Worthington recognized and thanked Recording Secretary
Valerie Gow with Puget Sound Meeting Services for her service to the
Council during the last six years.

Councilmember Brooks moved, seconded by Councilmember Hull, to extend
the meeting to complete the Council’s agenda. Motion carried unanimously.

Councilmember Godwin encouraged citizens to vote on February 9, 2010.

Councilmember Hull commented on upcoming events occurring in Tacoma.
John Goodman is offering a class on entrepreneurialism. Another event will
focus on transfer of development rights. He commented on the death of the
three-month child and the family’s devastation of their loss. A picture of the
child was displayed.

Councilmember Brooks asked staff to send a thank you letter to the citizen
applying for the Planning Commission position. He thanked citizens for attending
and testifying. He is looking forward to traveling to Washington, D.C. with
Councilmember Cerqui to meet with the City’s congressional delegation.
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Payroll Vouchers #46456 - 46501
For January 31, 2010 Payroll and Benetits

(Detail registers and labor distribution reports are available in Finance Department)

Payroll authorized by Current Budget Ordinance.

Grand total amount: $564,400.15

Steve Marcotte
Clerk/Treasurer

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember

City Manager’s approval of facsimile signature on Warrants

M:\Treasurer reporting\Payroll Checks\2010\numbers for council.doc



02/03/1015:56 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

We the undersigned councilpersons of the City of Fife, County of Pierce, State of Washington, do
hereby certify that the services herejn specified have been received and that warrant numbers
724245 through /NS5 ‘/ inthe amountof $_ /<¢» ¢3Y, 277 are approved for
payment on L = 200 ' .

Councilperson

Councilperson

Councilperson

Councilperson

City Clerk/Treasurer
NN

City Manager's approval of facsimile signature on Warrants

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010



01/22/104:18 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Cash & Carry 2705 78425
Pancake Mix, Chiner, Ladle, Tourism/Promotion/VCB, , Office & Operating Supplies

To

Tea, Bacon, Eggs, Cloroz, PanTourism/Promotion/VCB, , Office & Operating Supplies

Gloves, Coffee, Syrup,
Spoons,

Tourism/Promotion/VCB, , Office & Operating Supplies

Apron, Towels, Bleach, Salr, S Tourism/Promotion/VCB, , Office & Operating Supplies
Credit Syrup, Relish, Grill Br  Tourism/Promotion/VCB, , Office & Operating Supplies

Claimant Total:

Petty Cash - Kristen LaFrance 12046 78426

Car Wash Tokens, Tape Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Park Maintenance, Office & Operating
Supplie

Strap Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Recreation Division, Office & Operating
Supp

Postage Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Recreation Division, Telephone/Postage

Bridge Toll Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Recreation Division, Travel, Conf,

Schooling

Ring Hanger, Bolts, Nuts, Tri- Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Swim Center Division, Office & Operating
Sup

Screws Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Recreation Division, Office & Operating

Supp
Claimant Total:

12002
Municipal Court, Municipal Court, Miscellaneous

Petty Cash-Tony Peterson-Court
Robe Cleaning

78427

3ridge Toll Municipal Court, Municipal Court, Travel, Conf, Schooling

Donuts Municipal Court, Municipal Court, Jury Supplies
WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 01/22/2010

AMOUNT

$151.87

$122.34

$1,414.96

$209.54

$-95.63

$1,803.08

$11.33

$1.85

$1.50

$4.00

$5.10

$1.28

$25.06

$12.50

$8.00

$34.50
Page 1
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CLAIMANT
Check Register

Roof, Vivian
Refund - Country Mill & Farm
T

Round Butte Products
Pool Salt

WA ST Dept of Licensing
Vehicle Title Transfer

Worthington, Steve
Meetings - Meals

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Municipal Court, Municipal Court, Office & Operating Supplies

Claimant Total:

13958 78428
., Senior Trips

Claimant Total:

13975 78429
Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Swim Center Division, Supplies -
Chemicals

Claimant Total:

15780 78430
Fleet Program, , Miscellaneous

Claimant Total:

19535 78431
Executive, Executive, Travel, Conf, Schooling

Claimant Total:

Grand Total:

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 01/22/2010

AMOUNT
$15.32

$70.32

$15.00

$15.00

$411.00

$411.00

$95.50

$95.50

$179.29

$179.29

$2,599.25

Page 2



01/28/100:38

© CLAIMANT

Scarsella Brothers
70th Ave E & Valley Ave E
Road

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
14647 78432
70th/Valley - Phase |, , Construction

Claimant Total:

Grand Total:

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 01/28/2010

AMOUNT

$83,437.37

$83,437.37

$83,437.37

Page 1



01/29/104:51 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
City Treasurer 3200 78433
Utilities Water Utility, , Public Utilities

Claimant Total:

Cummins Northwest Inc 3925 78434
Generator Repair Pump #5 -  Sewer Utility, , Repairs & Maintenance
Bal

Claimant Total:

DirectTV 4398 78435
Satelite Service Police, Emergency Management Division, Teiephone

Claimant Total:
Grainger 7125 78436
Screwdriver Set, Stripper/Cutt Maintenance Division, , Street Lighting
Claimant Total:
Guardian Security Group Inc 7140 78437
Gate Repair General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Repairs &
Maintenance
Claimant Total:
Gutsch, Steve 7272 78438
Refund - Swim Class ., Swim Lessons & Programs
Claimant Total:
Matthew Bender & Co 1409 78439
WA Criminal Practices 2009 Municipal Court, Municipal Court, Office & Operating Supplies
Claimant Total:
Montgomery, Stephen 9807 78440
Training - Lodging, Meals, Mil Community Development, Planning Division, Travel, Conf, Schooling
Claimant Total:

ProBuild 8980 78441
Steel Rake Sewer Utility, , Small Tools, Equip

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 01/29/2010

AMOUNT

$356.96

$356.96

$348.15

$348.15

$149.98

$149.98

$166.14

$166.14

$645.85

$645.85

$80.00

$80.00

$92.60

$92.60

$343.08

$343.08

$30.58

Page 1



01/29/104:51

CLAIMANT
Epoxy Kit, Screws, Links, Lag

Paint, Stencils

QWest

Phones

Phones

Phones

Phones

Phones

Phones

Phones

Phones

Phones

Phones

Phones

State of Washington
Leasehold Excise Tax

" Tacoma Screw Products
Earplugs

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Office & Operating
Supp

Fleet Program, , Office & Operating Supplies
Claimant Total:
17650 78442
Police, Communications/Dispatch, Telephone
Police, Communications/Dispatch, Telephone
Police, Communications/Dispatch, Telephone
Police, Communications/Dispatch, Telephone
Police, Communications/Dispatch, Telephone
Police, Communications/Dispatch, Telephone
Police, Communications/Dispatch, Telephone
Police, Communications/Dispatch, Telephone
Police, Communications/Dispatch, Telephone
General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Telephone
General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Telephone
Claimant Total:
TT0669 78443
Non-Rev/Non-Exp, , Leasehold Taxes
Claimant Total:

16850 78444
Operations Division, , Office & Operating Supplies

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 01/29/2010

AMOUNT
$40.17

$23.14

$93.89

$60.23

$292.54

$280.81

$344.80

$41.44

$130.68

$56.33

$146.05

$489.16

$651.05

$651.05

$3,144.14

$4,110.60

$4,110.60

$20.82

Page 2



01/29/104:51

CLAIMANT
Earplugs

Pipe Wrench, Paint Markers

Earplugs

Gloves

Screws, Clamps

Screwdriver

United Parcel Service

Delivery Costs

Delivery Costs

United Pipe & Supply

Meter

Meter Register

Plate Liner, Plate Gasks

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Sewer Ultility, , Office & Operating Supplies

Water Utility, , Small Tools, Equipment

Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies
Operations Division, , Office & Operating Supplies
Fleet Program, , Office & Operating Supplies

Engineering, Engineering, Small Tools, Eeuip

Claimant Total:

17897 78445
Police, Operations Division, Postage

Police, Operations Division, Postage

Claimant Total:

17900 78446
Water Utility, , Small Tools, Equipment

Water Utility, , Small Tools, Equipment

Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies

Claimant Total:

Grand Total:

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 01/29/2010

AMOUNT
$20.83

$125.37

$20.83

$13.13

$6.84

$12.81

$220.63

$10.16

$54.63

$64.79

$801.39

$692.85

$16.51

$1,510.75

$11,327.56

Page 3



02/02/100:32 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

- CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER AMOUNT
Office of State Treasurer TRO004 78447
2009 Dec Bldg Fees Non-Rev/Non-Exp, , Stage Bldg Code Fees $31.50
2009 Dec Drug Forfeiture Non-Rev/Non-Exp, , Evidence Confiscation $763.59
Fees
2009 Dec Court Fees Non-Rev/Non-Exp, , State Court Remittance $41,720.86
Claimant Total: $42,524.95
Pierce County Budget & Finance TR0OO05 78448
2009 Dec Crime Victims Non-Rev/Non-Exp, , County Court Remittance $804.23
2009 Dec Law Library Non-Rev/Non-Exp, , County Court Remittance $6.99
Claimant Total: $811.22
Grand Total: $43,336.17

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/02/2010 Page 1



02/03/102:08 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
AHBL inc 419 78449
Freeman Road ReconstructionSewer Construction, , LID 2008-3

LI

Claimant Total:

Am Red Cross-Mt Rainier Chapte 799 78450
Admin Fees Parks, Rec. & Community Srvs, Swim Center Division, Travel, Conf,
Schooling

Claimant Total:

Auto Additions 1125 78451
Siren Controller, Speaker, Lig Fleet Program, , Machinery & Equipment

Console, Floor Plate, Docking Fleet Program, , Machinery & Equipment

LED Lights Fleet Program, , Machinery & Equipment
Claimant Total:
Berger / Abam Engineers Inc 1426 78452
Port of Tacoma Rd 34th/12th Improvements, , Engineering
Interchange
Claimant Total:
City of Puyallup 13550 78453
Jail Services Detention Services, , Jail Costs
Claimant Total:
Cornerstone Electric 3779 78454
Alarm System - Hot Tub Parks, Rec. & Community Srvs, Swim Center Division, Professional
Services
Water Return Covers Parks, Rec. & Community Srvs, Swim Center Division, Professional
Services

Circuits - Internet, Receptacl Parks, Rec. & Community Srvs, Swim Center Division, Professional
Services

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT

$5,452.00

$5,452.00

$21.00

$21.00

$3,102.93

$1,248.96

$420.24

$4,772.13

$40,903.99

$40,903.99

$1,100.00

$1,100.00

$1,037.32

$1,336.80

$602.24

Page 1



02/03/102:08

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Claimant Total:
Humane Society-Tacoma / P.C. 16650 78455

Animal Control

KPG
48th Street East Water,
Sewer,

Pierce County

Jail - 20 Days, 8 Bookings

Recording Fees

Recording Fees

™ Recording Fees

4th Qtr 2009 Wide Area
Network

RH2 Engineering Inc
Groundwater Supply
Development

Sound Electronics

Police, Operations Division, Animal Control

Claimant Total:

8202 78456
Sewer Construction, , LID - 2008-2

Claimant Total:

12200 78457

Detention Services, , Jail Costs

Sewer Utility, , Miscellaneous

Water Utility, , Miscellaneous

20th Ave - 54th to 63rd, , Right-of-Way

Community Development, Planning Division, Intergovernmental Services

Claimant Total:

7295 78458
Water Utility, , Professional Services

Claimant Total:

15273 78459

Door Repair Parks, Rec. & Community Srvs, Swim Center Division, Repairs &
Maintenance
Claimant Total:
WA St Dept of Transportation 19280 78460

70th & Valley Corridor Demo  70th/Valley - Phase |, , Engineering

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$2,976.36

$225.00

$225.00

$32,469.19

$32,469.19

$3,040.00

$67.00

$136.00

$67.00

$292.80

$3,602.80

$3,150.08

$3,150.08

$652.59

$652.59

$3,178.44

Page 2



02/03/102:08 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

- CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Claimant Total:
Wapato Police Dept 18143 78461
Jail Services Detention Services, , Jail Costs

Claimant Total:

Water Mgmt Laboratories Inc 19000 78462
Water Testing Water Utility, , Miscellaneous
Water Testing Water Utility, , Miscellaneous
Water Testing Water Utility, , Miscellaneous
Water Testing Water Utility, , Miscellaneous

Claimant Total:

Grand Total:

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$3,178.44

$1,500.00

$1,500.00

$140.00

$160.00

$22.00

$1,564.00

$1,886.00

$101,889.58

Page 3



02/03/102:28 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

~ CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
ADS Equipment Inc 50 78463
Bubbler Compressor - Pump Sewer Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies
St

Claimant Total:

Air Systems Engineering 426 78464
HVAC Maintenance Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Swim Center Division, Professional
Services

Claimant Total:

Alpine Products Inc 600 78465
HIP Sheeting Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies

Claimant Total:

Am Red Cross-Mt Rainier Chapte 799 78466
Admin Fees Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Swim Center Division, Travel, Conf,
Schoolin

Claimant Total:

Aqualine 889 78467
Spa Filter Replacement Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Swim Center Division, Repairs &
Maintenance

Claimant Total:

Aramark Uniform Services 944 78468

Mat Service General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Professional
Services

Mat Service General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Professional
Services

Mat Service Water Utility, , Repairs & Maintenance

Mat Service Operations Division, , Repairs & Maintenance

Uniforma Services Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Park Maintenance, Professional Services

Mat Service Sewer Utility, , Repairs & Maintenance

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT

$508.87

$508.87

$2,830.59

$2,830.59

$93.08

$93.08

$35.00

$35.00

$2,218.79

$2,218.79

$8.20

$8.20

$11.06

$11.05

$20.33

$11.06
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02/03/102:28 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

- CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Shop Towels Fleet Program, , Miscellaneous

Claimant Total:

Arteaga Consulting & Training 941 78469
Cultural Awareness Training Police, Operations Division, Travel, Conf, Schooling

Claimant Total:

Auto Additions 1125 78470
LED Light Bar Fleet Program, , Machinery & Equipment

Claimant Total:

Automatic Entries Inc 1126 78471
Door Transmitter Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Swim Center Division, Office & Operating
Sup
Claimant Total:
B & R Auto Wrecking 1366 _ 78472

Axle Assembly Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

Claimant Total:

Baade, Arminda J 1368 78473
Interpreter Services 1/7, 1/14 Municipa!l Court, Municipal Court, Professional Services

Claimant Total:

Baxter Auto Parts 1376 78474
Blades, Brake Rotor, Disc Fleet Program, , Repair Parts
Pads

Taper Bearing Sets - Veh Fleet Program, , Repair Parts
#216

Master Disconnect Set, SocketFleet Program, , Repair Parts

Claimant Total:

Best Parking Lot Cleaning 1431 78475
Street Cleaning Maintenance Division, , Street Cleaning

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$20.77

$99.67

$844.00

$844.00

$2,997.79

$2,997.79

$90.72

$90.72

$218.60

$218.60

$593.89

$593.89

$362.12

$88.60

$67.26

$517.98

$442.67
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02/03/102:28

CLAIMANT

Blue Sky Landscape Service

Grounds Maintenance

Grounds Maintenance

Grounds Maintenance

Grounds Maintenance

Cerium Networks
Phone Support

Chang, Jenny
Interpreter Services 1/29

City Treasurer
Utilities

Utilities

Utilities

City Treasurer

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Claimant Total:

1567 78476
General Government, Grounds Division, Professional Services
Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Park Maintenance, Professional Services
General Government, Grounds Division, Professional Services
General Government, Grounds Division, Professional Services
Claimant Total:
2871 78477
Executive, Information Technology/IT, Professional Services
Claimant Total:
2902 78478
Municipal Court, Municipal Court, Professional Services
Claimant Total:
3200 78479
General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Public Utility Svcs
Maintenance Division, , Street Lighting

Water Utility, , Water Purchased for Resale

Claimant Total:

3201 78480

Relay & Switch Replacements Sewer Ultility, , Repairs & Maintenance

Coastwide Laboratories

Claimant Total:

3251 78481

Tissue, Towels, Liners, Soap Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Swim Center Division, Office & Operating

Sup

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$442.67

$87.44

$224.07

$87.44

$87.44

$486.39

$969.37

$969.37

$100.00

$100.00

$90.10

$2,043.36

$67,189.83

$69,323.29

$228.46

$228.46

$326.35
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02/03/102:28

CLAIMANT

Coates Heater Company
Contactor Coil

Coleman Technologies
Air Cards Service

Copy Wrights

Copies

Letterhead

Letterhead

Business Cards - R Cerqui

Letterhead

Letterhead

Copies - Record Request

Impound Forms

Letterhead

Letterhead

Letterhead

3usiness Cards - R Blount

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Claimant Total:
3253 78482

Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Swim Center Division, Office & Operating
Sup

Claimant Total:
3386 78483
Police, Investigations, Miscellaneous
Claimant Total:
3778 78484
Engineering, Engineering, Office & Operating Supplies
Executive, Human Resources, Office & Operating Supplies
Community Development, Planning Division, Office & Operating Supplies
Legislative, , Office & Operating Supplies
Legislative, , Office & Operating Supplies
Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies
Finance & Admin. Services, Acministrative Services, Miscellaneous
Police, Operations Division, Office & Operating Supplies

Community Development, Building Division, Office & Operating Supplies

Finance & Admin. Services, Acministrative Services, Office & Operating
Supp

Executive, Executive, Office & Operating Supplies

Engineering, Engineering, Office & Operating Supplies

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$326.35

$50.81

$50.81

$1,323.00

$1,323.00

$8.74

$10.48

$20.22

$41.48

$14.97

$19.47

$3.83

$303.00

$20.22

$14.97

$17.97

$41.48
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02/03/102:28

CLAIMANT
Letterhead

Letterhead

Letterhead

Copies - Lakes Apts

Correctional Industries
Muffins

Courtesy Auto Service
Tires - Veh #93

Tires - Veh #249

D & M Commercial Plumbing

Leak Repair

Leak Repair

Daffodil Festival Inc

Daffadil Festival Contribution

Data Security Corporation

Barcode Labels

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Finance & Admin. Services, Finance Division, Office & Operating
Supplies

Storm Drainage Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies

Sewer Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies

Storm Drainage Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies

Claimant Total:

3792 78485
Detention Services, , Supplies/Jail

Claimant Total:

3776 78486
Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

Claimant Total:

4099 78487
General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Repairs &
Maintenance

General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Repairs &
Maintenance

Claimant Total:

4098 78488
Tourism/Promotion/VVCB, , Daffodil Festival

Claimant Total:

4081 78489
Executive, Information Technology/IT, Professional Services

Claimant Total:

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$10.48

$4.49

$16.47

$3.28

$551.55

$365.00

$365.00

$109.25

$215.82

$325.07

$243.74

$210.84

$454.58

$4,000.00

$4,000.00

$17.49

$17.49
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02/03/102:28 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Davidov, Julia 4283 78490
Interpreter Services 1/7 Municipal Court, Municipal Court, Professional Services

Claimant Total:

Davis Door Service Inc 4285 78491
Door Seal & Sections, Bolts, N Water Utility, , Repairs & Maintenance

Door Seal & Sections, Bolts, N Operations Division, , Repairs & Maintenance

Folding Parition Repair General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Repairs &

Maintenance

Door Seal & Sections, Bolts, N Sewer Utility, , Repairs & Maintenance

Claimant Total:

DAY Wireless Systems 4316 78492
Microphone Kits, Speakers Police, Communications/Dispatch, Small Tools, Equip

Console Maintenance Police, Communications/Dispatch, Small Tools, Equip

Claimant Total:

Department Of Ecology 15790 78493
Stormwater Permit Storm Drainage Utility, , Intergovernmental Services

Claimant Total:

EDEN Advanced Pest Tech 4749 78494
Pest Control General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Repairs &
Maintenance

Pest Control General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Repairs &

Maintenance

Pest Control General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Repairs &

Maintenance

Claimant Total:

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT

$109.00

$109.00

$275.43

$275.44

$315.57

$275.43

$1,141.87

$3,607.44

$881.23

$4,488.67

$581.75

$581.75

$81.98

$49.19

$92.91

$224.08
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02/03/102:28

CLAIMANT
Electric Motor Service
Pump Repair - Station #6

Fife Pharmacy & Gifts

Medications - Fife

Medications - Federal Way

Medications - Milton

First Call Auto Parts

Air Filters

Liquid Wax, Car Wash

Air Filters - Veh #90

Galls, An Aramark Company

Nametags

Grainger

Chin Strap

Marking Wand

Wire Stripper / Cutter

Well Jet Pump

Arm Gripper, Compound

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
4950 78495
Sewer Utility, , Repairs & Maintenance

Claimant Total:
5850 78496
Detention Services, , Inmate Medication
Detention Services, , Inmate Medication
Detention Services, , Inmate Medication
Claimant Total:
6077 78497
Fleet Program, , Repair Parts
Fleet Program, , Repair Parts
Fleet Program, , Repair Parts
Claimant Total:
942 78498
Police, Operations Division, Office & Operating Supplies
Claimant Total:
7125 78499
Operations Division, , Office & Operating Supplies
Operations Division, , Small Tools, Equip

Water Utility, , Small Tools, Equipment

General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Office & Operating
Supp

Operations Division, , Small Tools, Equip

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT

$2,043.91

$2,043.91

$290.21

$169.00

$9.69

$468.90

$48.08

$37.10

$12.01

$97.19

$68.28

$68.28

$9.96

$18.42

$25.87

$283.80

$78.42
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02/03/102:28

CLAIMANT
Marking Wand

Photocontrol

Marking Wand

Gregorich, W. Stephen
ProTem Judge 1/22

Guardian Security
Alarm Repair

H D Fowler Co
O-Ring, Gasket

H D Supply - Waterworks

Nut & Snap Ring

Haake, Douglas H.
ProTem Judge 1/26, 1/28

ProTem Judge 1/26, 1/28

Hasler Financial Services

Postage Meter Lease

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Water Utility, , Small Tools, Equipment

Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Recreation Division, Office & Operating
Supp

Sewer Utility, , Small Tools, Equip

Claimant Total:
7154 78500
Public Safety Fund, , Prof Srvcs Judges Pro Tem
Claimant Total:
7139 78501
General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Repairs &
Maintenance
Claimant Total:
6180 78502
Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies
Claimant Total:
11400 78503
Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies
Claimant Total:
7275 78504
Public Safety Fund, , Prof Srvcs Judges Pro Tem

Municipal Court, Municipal Court, Professional Services

Claimant Total:

7361 78505
Police, Operations Division, Operating Rents & Leases

Claimant Total:

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$18.41

$37.30

$18.41

$490.59

$175.00

$175.00

$204.94

$204.94

$121.78

$121.78

$63.91

$63.91

$275.00

$150.00

$425.00

$252.49

$252.49
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02/03/102:28

CLAIMANT
Hemiey's Handy Kans
6 Portable Toilet Rentals

6 Portable Toilet Rentals

Honemann, Danene
Instructor - Dance Class

Lebarco Corporation

Alarm Wiring

Alarm Wiring

Alarm Wiring

Alarm Wiring

Masons Supply Company

Patch Bags

Matthew Bender & Co

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
7397 78506

Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Park Maintenance, Operating Rents &
Leases

History Museum, , Museum Site Improvement
Claimant Total:
7444 78507
Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Recreation Division, Miscellaneous
Claimant Total:
8614 78508
Operations Division, , Repairs & Maintenance
Water Utility, , Repairs & Maintenance
Fleet Program, , Repairs & Maintenance
Sewer Utility, , Repairs & Maintenance
Claimant Total:
9328 78509

Operations Division, , Office & Operating Supplies

Claimant Total:

1409 78510

WA Applellate Reports Vol 146Municipal Court, Municipal Court, Office & Operating Supplies

MCA

Claimant Total:

9049 78511

Membership Dues - G Bailey Municipal Court, Probation Division, Travel, Conf, Schooling

Membership Dues - R Brooks- Municipal Court, Probation Division, Miscellaneous

Bai

Claimant Total:

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT

$377.50

$84.50

$462.00

$324.00

$324.00

$49.39

$49.37

$49.37

$49.37

$197.50

$847.08

$847.08

$24.86

$24.86

$25.00

$25.00

$50.00
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02/03/102:28

CLAIMANT
MotoSat
Wire Kit

Mountain Mist Water

Woater Services

Water Service

N.O.R.C.A.N.

Membership Dues - S
VanVeldhou

Net-Venture
Internet Line

Nextel Communications

Phones
Phones
Phones
Phones
Phones
Phones
Phones

’hones

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
9811 78512
Police, Emergency Management Division, Office & Operating Supplies

Claimant Total:
9803 78513
REET |, , Professional Services
REET I, , Professional Services
Claimant Total:

2004 78514
Police, Investigations, Miscellaneous

Claimant Total:
15360 78515
Executive, Information Technology/IT, Professional Services
Claimant Total:
10515 78516
Detention Services, , Telephone,Postage (Comm)
Water Utility, , Telephone, Postage
Water Utility, , Telephone, Postage
Executive, Information Technology/IT, Telephone, Postage
Operations Division, , Telephone, Postage
Operations Division, , Telephone, Postage

Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Recreation Division, Telephone/Postage

Police, Investigations, Telephone, Postage

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT

$104.61

$104.61

$7.25

$13.50

$20.75

$25.00

$25.00

$77.45

$77.45

$52.49

$325.42

$4.97

$1.08

$4.42

$325.42

$27.63

$299.32
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02/03/102:28

CLAIMANT
Phones

Phones

Phones

Phones

Phones

Phones

Nguyen, My Khahn
Interpreter Services

Nix, Viengkham
Interpreter Services 1/7

O'Reilly Auto Parts

Halogen Heads - Veh #12

Lamps - Veh #201

Wipers Blades

Defogger Repair

Office Depot

Folders, Soap, Envelopes,
Pape

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT#
Police, Communications/Dispatch, Telephone

VOUCHER

General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Telephone

Sewer Utility, , Telephone, Postage

Sewer Utility, , Telephone, Postage

Fleet Program, , Telephone, Postage

Storm Drainage Ultility, , Telephone, Postage

Claimant Total:

10555 78517
Municipal Court, Municipal Court, Professional Services

Claimant Total:

10568 78518
Municipal Court, Municipal Court, Professional Services

Claimant Total:

1833 78519
Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

Claimant Total:

4697 78520
Storm Drainage Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$1,542.70

$4.42

$325.41

$4.97

$83.37

$60.88

$3,062.50

$139.60

$139.60

$100.00

$100.00

$21.84

$8.72

$15.54

$14.20

$60.30

$4.21

Page 11



02/03/102:28

- CLAIMANT
Folders, Soap, Envelopes,
Pape

Folders, Soap, Envelopes,
Pape

Folders, Soap, Envelopes,
Pape

Folders

Toner, Paper

Folders, Soap, Envelopes,
Pape

Calendar, Markers

Folders, Soap, Envelopes,
Pape

Folders, Soap, Envelopes,
Pape

Planner

Folders, Soap, Envelopes,
Pape

Folders, Soap, Envelopes,
Pape

Folders, Soap, Envelopes,
Pape

. Pacific Signal Supply LLC

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT#
Sewer Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies

VOUCHER

Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies

Legislative, , Office & Operating Supplies

Executive, Human Resources, Office & Operating Supplies

Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Recreation Division, Office & Operating
Supp

Finance & Admin. Services, Acministrative Services, Office & Operating
Supp

Community Development, Planning Division, Office & Operating Supplies

Community Development, Planning Division, Office & Operating Supplies

Executive, Executive, Office & Operating Supplies

Community Development, Planning Division, Office & Operating Supplies

Executive, Human Resources, Office & Operating Supplies

Finance & Admin. Services, Finance Division, Office & Operating
Supplies

Community Development, Building Division, Office & Operating Supplies

Claimant Total:

11345 78521

Detection Card, Extender CardMaintenance Division, , Traf Cntrl - Signais

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$15.44

$18.25

$14.03

$50.68

$124.04

$14.03

$45.35

$18.94

$16.84

$11.98

$9.82

$9.82

$18.94

$372.37

$4,509.19
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02/03/102:28

CLAIMANT
LED Modules

PetroCard Systems Inc

Fuel

Fuel

Fuel

Fuel

Fuel

Fuel

Fuel

Fuel

Fuel

Fuel

Pierce County

2010 GIS Online Services

2009 Voter Maintenance /
Voter

2010 GIS Ortho Annual
Maintena

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT#

VOUCHER
Maintenance Division, , Traf Cntr| - Signals

Claimant Total:
11909 78522
Operations Division, , Fuel Consumed
Detention Services, , Fuel Consumed
Police, Operations Division, Fuel Consumed
Police, Investigations, Fuel Consumed
Water Utility, , Fuel Consumed
Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Park Maintenance, Fuel Consumed
Community Development, Building Division, Fuel Consumed
Engineering, Engineering, Fuel Consumed
Fleet Program, , Fuel Consumed
Sewer Utility, , Fuel Consumed
Claimant Total:
12200 78523

Community Development, Planning Division, Intergovernmental Services

Legislative, , Election Costs

Community Development, Planning Division, Intergovernmental Services

Claimant Total:

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$7,529.57

$12,038.76

$403.52

$229.76

$2,476.97

$446.33

$403.51

$155.91

$117.54

$131.26

$168.96

$403.51

$4,937.27

$22,171.00

$6,935.27

$2,374.00

$31,480.27
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02/03/1012:28

CLAIMANT
Pierson Fire Protection
Exhaust Hood Cleaning

Platt Electric Supply
Street Lamps, Dimmer, Light
Tu

Street Lamp

Dryer Receptacle

Starter, Heater - Pump St #2

ProBuild
Masking Tape

Puget Sound Energy

Utilities

Utilities

Utilities

Puget Sound Instrument Co
Site Rental

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
12435 78524

Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Recreation Division, Professional
Services

Claimant Total:

12650 78525
Maintenance Division, , Street Lighting

Maintenance Division, , Street Lighting

General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Office & Operating
Supp

Sewer Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies
Claimant Totai:
8980 78526
Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies
Claimant Total:
18370 78527
Maintenance Division, , Street Lighting
General Government, Facilities & Property Division, Public Utility Svcs
Maintenance Division, , Street Lighting
Claimant Total:
13350 78528

Police, Operations Division, Operating Rents & Leases

Claimant Total:

Puget Sound Meeting Services 13353 78529

Transcriptions Services

Finance & Admin. Services, Finance Division, Professional Services

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT

$202.21

$202.21

$21.64

$82.50

$16.59

$484.75

$605.48

$7.09

$7.09

$136.25

$635.03

$57.63

$828.91

$437.20

$437.20

$1,767.91
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02/03/102:28

CLAIMANT

QWest
Phones

Phones

Ricoh Americas Corporation

Copier Leases

Copier Leases

Copier Leases

Copier Leases

Copier Leases

Copier Leases

Copier Leases

Copier Leases

Copier Leases

Copier Leases

Copier Leases

Copier Leases

- Copier Leases

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Claimant Total:
17650 78530

Police, Communications/Dispatch, Telephone

Water Utility, , Telephone, Postage
Claimant Total:
7294 78531

Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Recreation Division, Operating Rents &
Lease

Executive, Executive, Operating Rents & Leases

Finance & Admin. Services, Acministrative Services, Operating Rents &
Lease

Legislative, , Operating Rents & Leases

Finance & Admin. Services, Finance Division, Operating Rents & Leases

Municipal Court, Municipal Court, Operating Rents & Leases

Police, Communications/Dispatch, Operating Rents & Leases

Detention Services, , Operating Rents & Leases

Operations Division, , Operating Rents & Leases

Executive, Human Resources, Operating Rents & Leases

Water Utility, , Operating Rents & Leases

Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Swim Center Division, Operating Rents &
Leas

Community Development, Building Division, Operating Rents & Leases

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$1,767.91

$178.31

$59.77

$238.08

$248.56

$151.63

$159.06

$52.82

$160.33

$434.99

$155.34

$93.21

$86.99

$79.23

$174.00

$248.56

$177.42
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02/03/102:28 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

~~— CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER AMOUNT
Copier Leases Community Development, Planning Division, Operating Rents & Leases $182.70

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

Copier Leases Police, Operations Division, Operating Rents & Leases $528.20
Copier Leases Sewer Utility, Operating Rents & Leases $174.00
Claimant Total: $3,107.04

Robblee’s Total Security Inc 13950 78532
Padlock, Keys Sewer Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies $47.98
Padlock, Keys Operations Division, , Office & Operating Supplies $47.99
Padlock, Keys Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies $47.98
Claimant Total: $143.95

San Diego Police Equipment Co 14409 785633
Ammo Police, Operations Division, Office & Operating Supplies $927 .14
Claimant Total: $927.14

Shope 14960 78534
Hydrant Guard Post Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies $87.44
Claimant Total: $87.44

Sports Service 15350 78535
Shirts General Government, Grounds Division, Uniform Clothing $80.42
Jacket Operations Division, , Uniform Clothing $4.00
Jacket General Government, Grounds Division, Uniform Clothing $4.00
Jacket General Government, Grounds Division, Uniform Clothing $4.00
Jacket Water Utility, , Uniform Clothing $5.61
~ Pants Water Utility, , Uniform Clothing $1.64
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02/03/1012:28

CLAIMANT
Pants

Jacket

Jacket

Jacket, Pants,

Shirts

Jacket, Pullover

Pants

Pants

Jacket

Pants

Jacket, Pants,

Jacket

Shirts

Pants

Jacket

Jacket

Jacket

Jacket

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT#
Water Utility, , Uniform Clothing

Water Utility, , Uniform Clothing

Water Utility, , Uniform Clothing

Operations Division, , Uniform Clothing

Operations Division, , Uniform Clothing

Engineering, Engineering, Uniform Clothing

Operations Division, , Uniform Clothing

Operations Division, , Uniform Clothing

Operations Division, , Uniform Clothing

Operations Division, , Uniform Ciothing

VOUCHER

General Government, Grounds Division, Uniform Ciothing

Operations Division, , Uniform Clothing

Water Utility, , Uniform Clothing

Water Ultility, , Uniform Clothing

General Government, Grounds Division, Uniform Clothing

Operations Division, , Uniform Clothing

Storm Drainage Utility, , Clothing Allowance

Storm Drainage Utility, , Clothing Allowance

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$81.74

$4.00

$4.00

$14.73

$10.05

$43.37

$3.27

$3.27

$95.28

$4.30

$117.90

$7.99

$5.03

$1.63

$5.61

$67.92

$79.92

$4.00
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02/03/1012:28

- CLAIMANT

Jacket

Pants

Jacket

Pants

Pants

Pants

Shirts

Jacket, Pants,

Jacket, Pants,

Jacket

Jacket

Jacket

Sprint
MDT's

Tacoma Screw Products

Gloves

Gloves

~ Gloves

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT
CLAIMANT# VOUCHER

Sewer Utility, , Uniform Clothing

Sewer Utility, , Uniform Clothing

Storm Drainage Utility, , Clothing Allowance

Sewer Utility, , Uniform Clothing

Storm Drainage Utility, Ciothing Allowance

Storm Drainage Utility, , Clothing Allowance

Sewer Utility, , Uniform Clothing

Sewer Utility, , Uniform Clothing

Storm Drainage Utility, , Clothing Allowance

Sewer Utility, , Uniform Clothing

Sewer Utility, , Uniform Clothing

Sewer Utility, , Uniform Clothing

Claimant Total:

15359 78536

Criminal Justice, , Telephone

Claimant Total:

16850 78537

Operations Division, , Office & Operating Supplies

Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies

Sewer Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$5.61

$3.27

$59.94

$3.27

$24.53

$24.52

$5.03

$7.37

$7.37

$4.00

$67.92

$7.99

$874.50

$1,600.86

$1,600.86

$230.28

$230.28

$230.28
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02/03/102:28

- CLAIMANT

Taylor Technologies Inc
Pool Chemicals

Timco Inc
Pipe Fitting

Wiper Blades

Adhesive, Gasket, Metal

Measur

Titus Will Ford

Valves, Gasket - Veh #68

Core Returns

Switch Assembly - Veh #230

Washers

Valves - Veh #68

United Pipe & Supply
Meter Part, Chlorine

BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

CLAIMANT#

16737

VOUCHER

Claimant Total:

78538

Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Swim Center Division, Supplies -

Chemicals

17200

Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies

Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

Fleet Program, , Office & Operating Supplies

17250
Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

Fleet Program, , Repair Parts

17900
Water Utility, , Office & Operating Supplies

Utility Underground Location C 18050

Underground Locates

Underground Locates

Water Utility, , Miscellaneous

Operations Division, , Miscellaneous

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

Claimant Total:

78539

Claimant Total:

78540

Claimant Total:

78541

Claimant Total:

78542

AMOUNT
$690.84

$31.63

$31.63

$24.59

$8.39

$68.82

$101.80

$29.81

$-109.30

$59.33

$26.32

$10.69

$16.85

$89.36

$89.36

$26.31

$26.33

Page 19



02/03/1012:28 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

— CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER

Underground Locates Sewer Utility, , Miscellaneous

Claimant Total:

Verizon Wireless 17665 78543
Phones Police, Communications/Dispatch, Telephone

Claimant Total:

VSl Law Group, PLLC 18132 78544
Legal 70th/Valley - Phase Il, , Right-of-Way
Legal Executive, Legal, Misc - Other Legal
Legal Executive, Legal, City Attorney
Legal Non-Rev/Non-Exp, , Billable Engineering
_‘ Legal Sewer Construction, , LID - 2008-2

Legal Sewer Construction, , LID 2008-1

Claimant Total:

WA St Assoc of Permit Techs 19328 78545
2010 Membership Dues - B Community Development, Building Division, Miscellaneous
Rushm

Claimant Total:

WA ST Criminal Justice 18650 78546
RCW's Selected Titles Police, Operations Division, Office & Operating Supplies

Claimant Total:

WA State Chapter APWA 15852 78547
Registration - Workshop, D Engineering, Engineering, Travel, Conf, Schooling
She

Claimant Total:

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT
$26.31

$78.95

$1.54

$1.54

$48.00

$2,094.00

$20,737.25

$834.00

$8,974.00

$624.00

$33,311.25

$35.00

$35.00

$120.23

$120.23

$400.00

$400.00

Page 20



02/03/102:28 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

- CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER
Water Mgmt Laboratories Inc 19000 78548
Water Testing Water Utility, , Miscellaneous
Water Testing Water Utility, , Miscellaneous

Claimant Total:

Weller, Cynthia Elaine 19036 78549
ProTem Judge 1/21 Public Safety Fund, , Prof Srvcs Judges Pro Tem
ProTem Judges 1/14 Public Safety Fund, , Prof Srvcs Judges Pro Tem

Claimant Total:
Whistle Workwear 19289 78550
Boots, Pants, Shirts, Sweatshi Operations Division, , Uniform Clothing
Boots, Pants, Shirts, Sweatshi General Government, Grounds Division, Uniform Clothing
- Jacket, Pants Fieet Program, , Clothing Allowance
Jacket, Pants Fleet Program, , Clothing Allowance
Boots, Pants, Shirts, Sweatshi Storm Drainage Utility, , Clothing Allowance
Boots, Pants, Shirts, Sweatshi Sewer Utility, , Uniform Clothing
Claimant Total:
Wms Smith & Associates 151565 78551

Control Box Parks, Rec. & Senior Services, Swim Center Division, Office & Operating
Sup

Claimant Total:

Woodworth & Company 19450 78552
Asphalt Maintenance Division, , Roadway
sand Maintenance Division, , Roadway

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010

AMOUNT

$120.00

$120.00

$240.00

$300.00

$425.00

$725.00

$14.62

$116.86

$147.52

$200.63

$7.30

$7.30

$494.23

$320.74

$320.74

$24.96

$139.29

Page 21



02/03/105:56 BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL DOCUMENT

~— CLAIMANT CLAIMANT# VOUCHER AMOUNT
Aqualine 889 78554
Drain Sump Drilling, Patching Parks, Rec. & Community Srvs, Swim Center Division, Repairs & $959.11

Maintenance

Drain Grate Replacements Parks, Rec. & Community Srvs, Swim Center Division, Repairs & $8,274.01
Maintenance

Claimant Total: $9,233.12

Grand Total: $9,233.12

WARRANT REQUEST DATE: 02/09/2010 Page 1



MEMORANDUM
For Meeting of February 9, 2010

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Steve Worthington, City Manager
SUBJECT:  Proclamation-Pierce County READS

REPORT IN BRIEF:

Pierce County READS will be a focused 10-week period, January 25th-April 3rd, 2010,
when people throughout the county will read the award-winning book "Garlic and
Sapphires” by nationally famous and best-selling author Ruth Reichl, participate in free
events, join with groups to discuss the book, and attend a free event to meet the nationally
known, award-winning author on March 27, 2010, at 7 p.m., with the full schedule of
events and activities available at www.piercecountylibrary.org

This is the Pierce County Library System and The News Tribune’s third annual
community one book program: Pierce County READS, sponsored by KeyBank
Foundation.

Neel Parikh, Executive Director of the Pierce County Library System will be receiving
the Proclamation and will give a brief overview of the program.

; "“’”'A/ L/ ’/, -
1%7/4 [ e o
Approve/[c)lfr Agenda:
Steve Worthington, City Manager
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A PROCLAMATION OF THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON
IN RECOGNITION OF THE PIERCE COUNTY LIBRARY
AND THE NEWS TRIBUNE’S PIERCE COUNTY READS,
SPONSORED BY KEY FOUNDATION,
A FOUNDATION FUNDED BY KEYBANK
JANUARY 25™ — APRIL 3% 2010.

Whereas, Pierce County READS seeks to provide, cultivate, and encourage
reading opportunities for a community of readers throughout Pierce County; and

Pierce County READS will be a focused 10-week period, January 25th-April 3rd,
2010, when people throughout the county will read the award-winning book
"Garlic and Sapphires" by nationally famous and best-selling author Ruth Reichl,
participate in free events, join with groups to discuss the book, and attend a free
event to meet the nationally known, award-winning author on March 27, 2010, at 7
p.m., with the full schedule of events and activities available at
www.piercecountylibrary.org; and; '

Whereas, The Pierce County Library is offering this community-wide program in
collaboration with numerous community partners; and

Whereas, Pierce County READS will foster and strengthen community
involvement and unity through a shared reading activity.

Now therefore, be it resolved by the Mayor of the City of Fife, Pierce County, that
January 25th through April 3™, 2010 is proclaimed as Pierce County READS.

Approved by the Mayor on the 9th of February, 2010.




MEMORANDUM
For Meeting of February 9, 2010

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Steve Worthington, City Manager
SUBJECT:  Pierce County Library District Update

REPORT IN BRIEF:

Neel Parikh, Executive Director of the Pierce County Library System will be giving an
update on the Library District as well as a presentation on the Facilities Master Plan.

/

4__},‘{%1._..,..4= / /ﬂ / / /’

Approved fér Agenda:
Steve Worthington, City Manager
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MEMORANDUM
For Meeting of February 9, 2010

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council

FROM: Chris Pasinetti, Associate Planner; Carl Durham, Acting Community
Development Director

THROUGH: Steve Worthington, City Manager

SUBJECT:  Public Hearing on school impact fee amounts in FMC 20.15.010.

REPORT IN BRIEF: This public hearing is to consider revising the City’s adopted school
impact fees, which are codified in FMC 20.15.010. Most of the City of Fife is within the Fife
School District, with a portion lying in the Puyallup School District boundaries. The proposed
City’s school impact fees are derived from data and calculations found in the Fife School
District’s Capital Facilities Plan for the years 2009-2014, and the Puyallup School District’s
Capital Facilities Plan for the 2008-2009 school years, which were adopted by Ordinance No.
1684. These updated Capital Facilities Plans revised the recommended impact fees, which differ
from the school impact fee amounts currently in FMC 20.15.010. The Fife School District
recommends $2,903 for single-family and $1,660 for multifamily; the Puyallup plan does not
provide a recommended amount, but they have an unfunded need. The unfunded need is the
same calculation as Fife, excluding one step; a 50% discount. The total unfunded need is $26,669
for single-family and $6,579 for multifamily. If the Puyallup district were to use the same
calculations as Fife, the totals would be half.

BACKGROUND: Impact fees are one-time assessments charged to the developer of a
residential project to pay for development-generated impacts on public facilities and services.
Under the Growth Management Act (GMA), public facilities with adequate capacity should be in
place as population growth occurs. “Adequate capacity” is measured in terms of an adopted
Level of Service (LOS), which the jurisdiction reviews annually and revises as necessary. The
City’s adopted LOS standards for schools are found in the Capital Facilities element of the
Comprehensive Plan.

Consistent with past Council decisions, this revision would apply the Fife School District’s
recommended impact fee amounts to new residential development occurring in those parts of the
City served by the Puyallup School District. Attachment 1 to this staff report illustrates the
portions of Fife served by the Fife and the Puyallup School Districts.

The table below illustrates the City’s current and proposed school impact fee schedule.

Unit Type | Current | Proposed Current
Rate Rate Rate(Puyallup)
(FIFE) (FIFE)
Single $4,709.00 | $2,903.00 $3,588
Family
Multifamily | $2,899.00 | $1,660.00 $2,001

z:\ordinances resolution\2010\school impacts\school impact public hearing staff report.doc



February 1, 2010

DISCUSSION: School impact fees are calculated on the basis of facilities needed to
accommodate students from new residential development within the school district’s boundaries,
using a Student Generation Rate (SGR) formula. The SGR is derived from an analysis of single-

family and multifamily development projects over a five-year period and updated annually using
student address data.

School District representatives have been notified of City Council meetings where school impact
fees are to be discussed.

FISCAL IMPACT: School impact fees are collected at the time of building permit application.
The proposed fees, if approved, could result in the reflection of those fees in the final selling
price of the residences.

RECOMMENDATIONS: Open the public hearing on school impact fees.

SUGGESTED MOTION: 1 move that the City Council open the public hearing on school
impact fees.

‘."/ et j’ n
Carl Durham, Apprf)véitﬁr Agenda:

Acting Community Development Steve Wdrthington, City Manager
Director

z:\ordinances resolution\2010\school impacts\school impact public hearing staff report.doc



Attachment 1
School Districts within the City of Fife

City Limits
School Districts - 2004
I sD #003 Puyaliup
. SD#417 Fife

SD #003 PUYALLUP

| L1 I Feet
0 1,900 3,800 7,600

Community Development
1-20-09

The map features are approximale and are intenaed onty (o provide an indication of said feature. Additional areas that have not been mapped may be
present. This is not a survey. Orthophotos and other data may not align. The County assumes no liability for variations ascertained by actual survey.
ALL DATA IS EXPRESSLY PROVIDED ‘AS IS’ AND ‘WITH ALL FAULTS". The County makes no warranty of fitness for a particular purpose.
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MEMORANDUM
For Meeting of February 9, 2010
TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
THROUGH: Steve Worthington, City Manager
FROM: Russ Blount, Public Works Director

SUBJECT: Public Hearing — Receive testimony regarding a petition to vacate a portion
of Alexander Avenue East between I-5 and Pacific Highway East.

REPORT IN BRIEF: This public hearing is to receive testimony regarding a request to
vacate a portion of Alexander Avenue East between I-5 and Pacific Highway.

ATTACHMENTS: Map and aerial of portion of street that is requested to be vacated;
appraisal; copies of e-mail correspondence from Tacoma Power, Qwest, and Comcast
regarding their request for reservation of easements for their utilities in this right-of-way.

DISCUSSION: The City has received a request signed by the abutting property owners to
vacate a portion of Alexander Avenue East between I-5 and Pacific Highway. The attached
map shows the portion that is requested to be vacated. Parcel nos. 0320126020 and
0320126021 are owned by Robert and Jennifer Larson. Parcel no. 0320122036 is owned by
Powerstroke Ventures, LLC, but Larson has entered a purchase and sale agreement to
purchase that parcel also, for the Larson automotive business.

Upon receipt of a street vacation request signed by at least 2/3rds of the abutting property
owners, RCW 35.79.010 requires the council conduct a public hearing to hear the street
vacation request.

After the public hearing, the Council will then decide whether or not to approve the
vacation.

FISCAL IMPACT: Larson has offered $66,500, which is approximately $2.31 per square
foot for the right-of-way area of approximately 28,750 square feet.

ALTERNATIVE COURSES OF ACTION:
1. Open the hearing, hear public comments, and close the hearing.
2. Open the hearing, hear public comments and questions, and continue the hearing for
written response from the applicant or staff to answer such questions.
3. Open the hearing, hear public comments and questions, and continue the hearing
until a future date at which the questions can be answered.

RECOMMENDATIONS: Open the hearing, hear public comments, and close the hearing.
SUGGESTED MOTION: None required.

Russ Blount Approved §or Agenda:
Public Works Director Steve Worthington, City Manager
Printed: 1:02 PM February 3, 2010

L
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Trueman Appraisal Company

Real Estatc Appraising & Consulting

2311 North 30th Street
Tacoma, Washington 98403
info@truemanappraisal.com
(253) 272-2720
Fax (253) 272-2817

December 31, 2009

Mr. Rob Nolan

Larson Automotive Group
7815 South Tacoma Way
Tacoma, Washington 98409

Subject:  Appraisers’ Opinion of Market Value of Alexander Avenue Right of Way
Located in Fife, Washington

File Number: 09-379

Dear Mr. Nolan,

In accordance with your request, we have inspected the above mentioned property, which is

described in this report, for the purpose of estimating the market value thereof.

This is a Restricted Use Appraisal Report, which is intended to comply with the reporting
requirements set forth under Standards Rule 2-2(c) of the Uniform Standards of Professional
Appraisal Practice for a Restricted Appraisal Report. As such, it presents no discussions of the data,
reasoning, and analyses that were used in the appraisal process to develop the appraisers” opinion of
value in the report, but the appraisers have transcribed their notes relative to the valuation process
which are included in the Addenda of this report. Supporting documentation concerning the data,
reasoning, and analyses is retained in the appraisers’ file. The depth of discussion contained in this
report is specific to the needs of the client and for the intended use stated below. The appraisers are

not responsible for unauthorized use of this report.
Purpose of the Appraisal

To estimate market value as defined by the Office of the Comptroller of the Currency under
12 CFR, Part 34, Subpart C.



File #09-379 Page 2

Legal Description

No title report was ordered by or furnished to the appraisers’ office; therefore, public
information has been relied upon for the information contained herein. The following description is
felt sufficient for this appraisal:

The Alexander Avenue East Right of Way bounding the westerly side of
Pierce County Tax Parcel 032012-2-038

Should current title report information other than that presented herein be revealed, the
appraisers reserve the right to change, alter, and/or modify any portion of this report, including the

expressed value conclusions, as the appraisers deem necessary and/or appropriate.

Scope of Work

The Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice (USPAP) of the Appraisal
Foundation defines scope of work as “the type and extent of research and analysis in an assignment”.
It further states that the scope of work is acceptable “when it meets or exceeds the expectation of
parties who are regularly intended users for similar assignments and what an appraiser’s peers’
actions would be in performing the same or a similar assignment”. In regard to the subject property,
this involved the following steps:

1) The property was inspected on December 28, 2009. The extent of the inspection included
visual inspection of the Alexander Avenue East Right of Way.

2) The subject property data was based upon information obtained from Pierce County and
the City of Fife. Other subject property data was compiled from the public records and
from a physical inspection of the site.

3) In estimating the highest and best use for the property, an analysis was made of data
compiled in the two steps noted above. In addition, the appraisers identified and
analyzed the effect on use and value of existing land use regulations, investigated
reasonably probable modifications of such land use regulations, performed a study of the
market activity in the subject area along with a study of economic supply and demand,
the physical adaptability of the real estate and market area trends to help determine the
economic feasibility of the proposed project.

Trueman Appraisal Company



File #09-379 Page 3

4)

)

6)

In developing approaches to value, the market data used was collected from the Trueman
Appraisal Company office files, other appraisers, realtors or persons knowledgeable of
the subject property marketplace, and the municipal offices in the greater Tacoma/Pierce
County Metropolitan area.

To develop the opinion of value, the appraisers performed an appraisal and reported their
findings and conclusions in a restricted use appraisal report, containing information
which limits use of the report to the client and warns that the appraisers’ opinion and
conclusions set forth in the report may not be understood properly without additional
information in the appraisers’ work file. This report states the appraisal methods and
techniques employed, the value opinion(s) and conclusions(s) reached, and references the
work file.

After assembling and analyzing the data defined in this scope of the appraisal, a final

opinion of market value was made.

Market Value Definition

According to the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice, effective January 1,

2008, and regulations published by federal regulatory agencies pursuant to Title X1 of the Financial
Institutions Reform, Recovery and Enforcement Act (FIRREA) of 1989 between July 5, 1990 and
August 24, 1990, by the Federal Reserve System (FRS), National Credit Union Administration
(NCUA), Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation (FDIC), the Office of Thrift Supervision (OTS),
and the Office of Comptroller of the Currency (OCC). Market value is defined as:

The most probable price which a property should bring in a competitive and open

market under all conditions requisite to a fair sale, the buyer and seller, each acting

prudently and knowledgeably, and assuming the price is not affected by undue

stimulus. Implicit in this definition is the consummation of a sale as of a specified

date and the passing of title from seller to buyer under conditions whereby:

1)
2)

3)

buyer and seller are typically motivated;

both parties are well informed or well advised, and acting in what they consider
their own best interests;

a reasonable time is allowed for exposure in the open market;

Trueman Appraisal Company
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4) payment is made in terms of cash in U.S. dollars or in terms of financial

arrangements comparable thereto; and

5) the price represents the normal consideration for the property sold unaffected by
special or creative financing or sales concessions granted by anyone associated
with the sale.

This definition of market value is commonly used in connection with mortgage lending by a
number of government agencies and others. It is designed to provide an accurate and reliable

measure of the economic potential of property involved in federally related transactions.

In applying this definition of market value, adjustments to the comparables must be made for
special or creative financing or sales concessions. No adjustments are necessary for those costs that
are normally paid by sellers as a result of tradition or law in a market area; these costs are readily
identifiable since the seller pays these costs in virtually all sales transactions. Special or creative
financing adjustments can be made to the comparable property by comparisons to financing terms
offered by a third party financial institution that is not already involved in the property or
transaction. Any adjustment should not be calculated on a mechanical dollar-for-dollar cost of the
financing or concession, but the dollar amount of any adjustment should approximate the market’s

reaction to the financing or concessions based on the appraisers’ judgment.
Market Value “As Is” Definition

Market value as defined in The Appraisal of Real Estate, Thirteenth Edition, by the Appraisal
Institute, 2008, is:

“The value of the property in its present condition and under market conditions
prevalent on the date of appraisal. No hypothetical conditions, assumptions, or
qualification concerning the physical or legal aspects of the property are to be

observed.”
Fair Valuation Definition

According to Law 12-USC 29; 7.3025 (d) of the Comptroller’s Manual for National Banks,
“fair value” is the cash price that might reasonably be anticipated in a current sale under all

conditions requisite to a fair sale. A fair sale means that buyer and seller are each acting prudently,

Trueman Appraisal Company
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knowledgeably, and under no necessity to buy or sell--i.e., other than in a forced or liquidation sale.
The appraisal estimates the cash price that might be received upon exposure to the open market for a
reasonable time, considering the property type and local market conditions. When a current sale is
unlikely—i.e., when it is unlikely that the sale can be completed within twelve months—the appraisers
must discount all cash flows generated by the property to obtain the estimate of fair value. These
cash flows include, but are not limited to, those arising from ownership, development, operation, and
sale of the property. The discount applied shall reflect the appraiser(‘s’) judgment of what a prudent,
knowledgeable purchaser under no necessity to buy would be willing to pay to purchase the property
in a current sale.

Extraordinary Assumption

The term “Extraordinary Assumption” is defined in USPAP as:

“An assumption, directly related to a specific assignment, which, if found to
be false, could alter the appraisers’ opinions or conclusions. Extraordinary
assumptions presume as fact otherwise uncertain information about physical, legal, or
economic characteristics of the subject property, or about conditions external to the
property, such as market conditions or trends; or about the integrity of data used in an-
analysis.”

An extraordinary assumption may be used in an assignment only if: it is required to properly
develop credible opinions and conclusions; the appraiser has a reasonable basis for the extraordinary
assumption; use of the extraordinary assumption results in a credible analysis, and; the appraiser
complies with the disclosure requirements set forth in USPAP for extraordinary assumption.

Standards Rule 2-2(a) of the 2008 Uniform Standards for Appraisal Practice requires that the
appraiser must clearly and conspicuously state all extraordinary assumptions; and state that their use
might have affected the assignment results.

No extraordinary assumptions are incorporated into this analysis.

Hypothetical Condition

The term “Hypothetical Condition” is defined in USPAP as:

Trueman Appraisal Company
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“That which is contrary to what exists but is supposed for the purpose of analysis.
Hypothetical conditions assumed conditions contrary to known facts about physical,
legal or economic characteristics of the subject property; or about conditions external
to the property, such as market conditions or trends; or about the integrity of data

used in an analysis”

Standards Rule 2-2(a) of the 2008 Uniform Standards for Appraisal Practice requires that the
appraiser must clearly and conspicuously state all hypothetical conditions; and state that their use

might have affected the assignment results.
This analysis contains no hypothetical conditions.
Marketing Period

Regulatory appraisal standards require all appraisal reports to analyze and report a normal or
reasonable marketing period for the subject property. Normal marketing period generally is defined
as the amount of time necessary to expose a property to the open market in order to achieve a sale.

Implicit in this definition is the following characteristics:

The property will be actively exposed and aggressively marketed to potential
purchasers through marketing channels commonly used by sellers of similar type
properties.

The property will be offered at a price reflecting the most probable markup over

market value used by sellers of similar type properties.

A sale will be consummated under the terms and conditions of the definition of

market value required by the regulation.

Marketing time is based on the sales utilized in this analysis and sales of other similar
properties, with consideration given to the current market. This marketing time is estimated to be
twelve months or less, assuming the marketing price is not greater than 10% above the concluded

opinion of market value. Such a time frame does not require discounting according to Law 12-USC
29.7.3025(d) of the Comptroller’s Manual for National Banks.

Trueman Appraisal Company
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Property Rights Appraised

The property rights are appraised as if unencumbered fee simple estate. Fee simple estate is
defined in The Appraisal of Real Estate, Thirteenth Edition, by the Appraisal Institute, 2008, as
follows:

“A fee simple estate implies absolute ownership unencumbered by any other interest
or estate, subject only to the limitations imposed by the governmental powers of

taxation, eminent domain, police power, and escheat.”
Identification of Client

The term “Client” is defined in USPAP as:

“The party or parties who engage an appraiser (by employment or contract) in a

specific assignment.”

Trueman Appraisal Company has been retained by Mr. Rob Nolan acting on behalf of Robert Larson
and the Larson Automotive Group, who is herein identified as the client.

Intended Use of Report

The term “Intended Use” is defined in USPAP as:

“The use or uses of an appraiser’s reported appraisal, appraisal review or appraisal
consulting assignment opinions and conclusions, as identified by the appraiser based

on communication with the client at the time of the assignment.”
The intended use of this appraisal report is to aid and assist the client in evaluating the real property
for a contemplated acquisition. Any party receiving a copy of this report does not, as a consequence,
become a party to the appraiser-client relationship.

Intended User of Report

The term “Intended User” is defined in USPAP as:

Trueman Appraisal Company
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“The client and any other party as identified, by name or type, as users of the

appraisal, appraisal review, or appraisal consulting report by the appraiser on the

basis of communication with the client at the time of the assignment.”

The intended user of the subject report is the aforementioned client.
Statement of Ownership and Recent History

As previously stated, no title report was ordered by or furnished to the appraisers’ office;
therefore, public information has been relied upon for the information contained herein. If the
information is other than as indicated, the appraisers reserve the right to revise this analysis as
needed.

The title to the subject property is vested in the City of Fife, presumably under the control of
the Public Works Department. The Right of Way was expanded and improved by the adjacent
owners (then Mary Byrne with Fife Nissan and J erry Korum and Kevin Carl with Powerstroke).
Date of Appraisal

The date on which this value estimate is valid is December 28, 2009.

Date of Inspection
The date the property was last inspected was December 28, 2009.

Map Reference

For map reference purposes, the subject property can be located in the 2009 Edition of
Thomas Brothers Pierce County Map, Page 774, Section E-7.

Census Tract

The subject property is located in U.S. Government Census Tract Number 709.00.

Trueman Appraisal Company
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Appraisal Conditions
Appraisal standards for federally related transactions require consideration of the following:

Compliance with Standards Rule 2-2 USPAP, 2008 Edition

Standards Rule 2-2 of the Uniform Standard of Professional Appraisal Practice, 2008
Edition, requires the appraisers to identify which of three report options they are using to prepare the

appraisal report for the subject property, a self contained, summary, or restricted report format.

Based on the needs of the client, we have prepared a restricted use appraisal report completed
under the rules of Standard 2-2 (c) of the USPAP, 2008 Edition.

Competency

The appraisers signing this report herein state that they are competent and sufficiently well
versed in analyzing, appraising, and rendering market value of properties of the subject type and
characteristics.

Trend Analysis

Federal appraisal standards require all appraisals to analyze and report on current market
conditions and trends that will affect projected income or the absorption period to the extent they
affect the value of the subject property. This standard requires the appraisers to describe in the
appraisal report any market trends that may affect the value of the property under analysis. This
standard applies whether the trends reflect rising or declining values.

Almost every market characteristic that affects a property’s marketability and value can be
reduced to a matter of supply and demand in the marketplace. As a result, the supply and demand
relationship is the focus of the appraisers’ attention in attempting to identify trends that may
influence the subject’s marketability and value.

The greater area’s real estate market has been negatively impacted by the global recession
and lack of commercial credit. The I-5 corridor through Fife has demonstrated substantial growth

through the 2000’s until late 2007 when the market stalled. The recession was officially announced
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in early 2008 and commercial credit became near non-existent. The auto industry’s expansion(s)
had driven most of Fife’s growth along the I-5 corridor, but with the recession, the auto industry is in
shambles. Several pending sales along the Fife 1-5 corridor were cancelled. Sales values have

dropped. This downward trend is expected to continue into the foreseeable future.

Prohibited Influences

The appraisal assignment was not based upon a requested minimum, specific valuation or
approval of a loan. Employment of the appraisers was not conditioned upon the appraisal producing
a specific value or value opinion within a given range. Neither employment nor compensation is
based upon approval of any related loan application.

Personal Property, Fixtures and Intangible Items

Any personal property, fixtures, and/or intangible items involved in the transaction have been
excluded from the valuation of the real property.

Appraisal Development and Reporting Process

In preparing this appraisal, the appraisers inspected the subject site and the surrounding area,
gathered information from the subject’s neighborhood or similar competitive neighborhoods in the
area on comparable sales, and confirmed this information with at least one party to the transaction.

This information was applied in the Sales Comparison Approach.

This Restricted Use Appraisal Report sets forth only the appraisers’ conclusions. Supporting

documentation is retained in the appraisers’ file.
Real Estate Appraised
The real estate appraised is the Alexander Avenue East Right of Way, briefly described as a

typical improved street, paved with concrete gutter and curb with sidewalks, 50 feet in width
approximately 575 feet in length.

Trueman Appraisal Company
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Highest and Best Use

The highest and best use as though vacant is for incorporation into the adjacent parcels. The
site cannot be used for a building site due to site size/shape issues and the fact that the parcel is

encumbered with utility easements.

Concluded Value

The appraisers’ opinion of market value as of December 28, 2009, is $66,500. This appraisal
is subject to the Assumptions and Limiting Conditions contained in this report.

JRT/RES: tdb

Very truly yours,
TRUEMAN APPRAISAL COMPANY

W /4‘444‘1_\\
John R. Trueman, MAI, SRA
Gl

Robert E. Sternquist, Associate

Trueman Appraisal Company
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ASSUMPTIONS AND LIMITING CONDITIONS:

1.

10.

11.

12.

As agreed upon with the client prior to the preparation of this appraisal, this is a limited
appraisal because it invokes the Departure Rule of the Uniform Standards of Professional
Appraisal Practice. As such, information pertinent to the valuation has not been considered
and/or the full valuation process has not been applied. Depending on the type and degree of
limitations, the reliability of the value conclusion provided herein may be reduced.

This is a Restricted Use Appraisal Report, which is intended to comply with the reporting
requirements set forth under Standard Rule 2-2(c) of the Uniform Standards of Professional
Appraisal Practice for a Restricted Appraisal Report. As such, it does not include discussions
of the data, reasoning, and analyses that were used in the appraisal process to develop the
appraisers’ opinion of value. Supporting documentation concerning the data, reasoning, and
analyses is retained in the appraisers’ file. The information contained in this report is
specific to the needs of the client and for the intended use stated in this report. The
appraisers are not responsible for unauthorized use of this report.

No responsibility is assumed for legal or title considerations. Title to the property is assumed
to be good and marketable unless otherwise stated in this report.

The property is appraised free and clear of any or all liens and encumbrances unless
otherwise stated in this report.

Responsible ownership and competent property management are assumed unless otherwise
stated in this report.

The information furnished by others is believed to be reliable. However, no warranty is
given for its accuracy.

All engineering, if any, is assumed to be correct. Any plot plans and illustrative material in
this report are included only to assist the reader in visualizing the property.

It is assumed that there are no hidden or unapparent conditions of the property, subsoil, or
structures that render it more or less valuable. No responsibility is assumed for such
conditions or for arranging for engineering studies that may be required to discover them.

It is assumed that there is full compliance with all applicable federal, state and local
environmental regulations and laws unless otherwise stated in this report.

It is assumed that all applicable zoning and use regulations and restrictions have been
complied with, unless nonconformity has been stated, defined, and considered in this
appraisal report.

It is assumed that all required licenses, certificates of occupancy, or other legislative or
administrative authority from any local, state, or national governmental, or private entity or
organization have been or can be obtained or renewed for any use on which the value
estimates contained in this report are based.

Any sketch in this report may show approximate dimensions and is included to assist the
reader in visualizing the property. Maps and exhibits found in this report are provided for

Trueman Appraisal Company
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

reader reference purposes only. No guarantee as to accuracy is expressed or implied unless
otherwise stated in this report. No survey has been made for the purpose of this report.

It is assumed that the utilization of the land and improvements, if any, is within the
boundaries or property lines of the property described and that there is no encroachment or
trespass unless otherwise stated in this report.

The appraisers are not qualified to detect hazardous waste and/or toxic materials. Any
comment by the appraisers that might suggest the possibility of the presence of such
substances should not be taken as confirmation of the presence of hazardous waste and/or
toxic materials. Such determination would require investigation by a qualified expert in the
field of environmental assessment. The presence of substances such as asbestos, urea-
formaldehyde foam insulation, or other potentially hazardous materials may affect the value
of the property. The appraisers’ value opinion is predicated on the assumption that there is
no such material on or in the property that would cause a loss in value unless otherwise stated
in this report. No responsibility is assumed for any environmental conditions, or for any
expertise or engineering knowledge required to discover them. The appraisers’ descriptions
and resulting comments are the result of the routine observations made during the appraisal
process.

Unless otherwise stated in this report, the subject property is appraised without a specific
compliance survey having been conducted to determine if the property is or is not in
conformance with the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act. The presence of
architectural and communications barriers that are structural in nature that would restrict
access by disabled individuals may adversely affect the property’s value, marketability, or
utility.

Any proposed improvements are assumed to be completed in a good workmanlike manner in
accordance with the submitted plans and specifications.

The distribution, if any, of the total valuation in this report between land and improvements
applies only under the stated program of utilization. The separate allocations for land and
buildings must not be used in conjunction with any other appraisal and are invalid if so used.

Possession of this report, or a copy thereof, does not carry with it the right of publication. It
may not be used for any purpose by any person other than the party to whom it is addressed
without the written consent of the appraisers, and in any event, only with proper written
qualification and only in its entirety.

Neither all nor any part of the contents of this report (especially any conclusions as to value,
the identity of the appraisers, or the firm with which the appraisers are connected) shall be
disseminated to the public through advertising, public relations, news sales, or other media
without prior written consent and approval of the appraisers.

Trueman Appraisal Company
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CERTIFICATION

We certify that to the best of our knowledge and belief,
e the statements of fact contained in this report are true and correct.

* the reported analyses, opinions, and conclusions are limited only by the reported assumptions
and limiting conditions and are our personal, impartial, and unbiased professional analyses,
opinions and conclusions.

* we have no present or prospective interest in the property that is the subject of this report, and no
personal interest with respect to the parties involved.

* we have no bias with respect to the property that is the subject of this report or to the parties
involved with this assignment.

® our engagement in this assignment is not contingent upon developing or reporting predetermined
results.

® our compensation for completing this assignment is not contingent upon the development or
reporting of a predetermined value or direction in value that favors the cause of the client, the
amount of the value opinion, the attainment of a stipulated result, or the occurrence of a
subsequent event directly related to the intended use of this appraisal.

¢ our analyses, opinions, and conclusions were developed, and this report has been prepared in
conformity with the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice (USPAP) policies and
procedures for appraisal standards. The USPAP are recognized throughout the United States as
generally accepted standards of appraisal practice.

* the use of this report is subject to the requirements of the Appraisal Institute relating to review by
its duly authorized representatives.

e John R. Trueman is currently certified under the voluntary continuing education program of the
Appraisal Institute. As of the date of this report, he has completed the requirements under the
continuing education program of the Appraisal Institute.

* we have made a personal inspection of the property that is the subject of this report. The
research and collection of comparable data and valuation analysis was a collective effort by John
R. Trueman and Robert E. Sternquist. The composition of the narrative portion of this report
was prepared largely by Robert E. Sternquist and reviewed in its entirety by John R. Trueman.

* no one provided significant professional assistance to the persons signing this report.

P g
g A it
L0

John R. Trueman, MAI, SRA Robert E. Sternquist, Associate
State Certification #1100414
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QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE
OF
JOHN R. TRUEMAN, MAL, SRA

EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND AND TRAINING
University of Minnesota, B. S., Business, 1968
Appraising Real Property, Society of Real Estate Appraisers, Macalester College, 1975
Narrative Report Writing, Society of Real Estate Appraisers, 1976
Senior Residential Appraiser Designation, Society of Real Estate Appraisers, 1981
Capitalization Theory and Techniques, American Institute of Real Estate Appraisers, Seattle University, 1984
Standards of Professional Practice, American Institute of Real Estate Appraisers, 1985

Case Studies in Real Estate Valuation, American Institute of Real Estate Appraisers,
University of Minnesota, 1985

Valuation Analysis and Report Writing, American Institute of Real Estate Appraisers,
University of Minnesota, 1985

MALI designation, 1987, Certificate Number 7565, American Institute of Real Estate Appraisers

Certified Real Estate Appraiser, State of Washington, General Classification, Number
1100414, July 11, 1991, expiration date May 15, 2011

RECENT SEMINARS AND CLASSES ATTENDED
Easement Evaluation, Course No. 403, International Right-of-Way Association, 1992
Valuation of Partial Interests, Course No. 401, International Right-of-Way Association, 1993
Principles of Real Estate Acquisition-Negotiations, International Right-of-Way Association, 1996
Residential Design & Functional Utility, Appraisal Institute, 1998
Appraisal of Non-Conforming Use, Appraisal Institute, 2000
Evaluating Commercial Construction, Appraisal Institute, 2002
Understanding Mold Claims & Managing Risk, Appraisal Institute, 2002
Basic Income Capitalization, Course 310, Appraisal Institute, 2004
Residential & Mixed Use Redevelopment of Contaminated Property, Law Seminars Intl, 2007
Business Practices & Ethics, Course 420, Appraisal Institute, 2007
Appraisal of Nursing Facilities, Appraisal Institute, 2007
Analyzing Operating Expenses, Appraisal Institute, 2007
Puget Sound Subdivision Seminar, Appraisal Institute 2008

Supervising Appraisal Trainees, Appraisal Institute, 2009

Trueman Appraisal Company
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QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE (Continued)
National USPAP Update Course, Appraisal Institute, 2009
Appraisal of Wineries and Vineyards, Appraisal Institute, 2009
Instructor:
Real Estate Appraisal, Pierce College

Real Estate Appraisal, Tacoma Community College

ASSOCIATION MEMBERSHIPS

Appraisal Institute, Puget Sound Chapter

Offices Held: Secretary, Treasurer, Vice President, President (1984 & 1986, 1999, 2001)
Designations: ~ MAIL SRA

International Right of Way Association

Cross District Association of Tacoma, Vice President, President (2004, 2005 VP; 2006, 2007 President)
EXPERIENCE

1987 to Present:

1979 to 1987:

Trueman Appraisal Company, Tacoma, Washington, Owner

Greer, Patterson, Trueman & Associates, Inc., Tacoma, Washington, Independent Fee
Appraiser

7 Years: Lyle H. Nagell & Co., Inc., Minneapolis, Minnesota,
Independent Fee Appraiser

TYPES OF PROPERTY
Land - commercial, industrial, residential, rural, acreage.

Improved - commercial, industrial, assisted living complexes, multiple family dwellings, single family residential,
farm buildings, mobile home parks and auto dealerships.

PREVIOUS CLIENTS

Individual clients: Anchor Savings Bank; Fife Commercial Bank; Bank of Sumner; Cascade Community Bank;
West Coast Bank; Columbia Bank; First Community Bank; First Mutual Bank, First Savings Bank of Washington;
Frontier Bank, Heritage Bank; InterWest Mortgage Company; InterWest Savings Bank; Key Bank; Kitsap Bank;
Metropolitan Mortgage and Securities; Mt. Rainier National Bank; National Bank of Tukwila; Rainier Pacific Bank;
Sound Banking Company; Sterling Savings Bank; Tapco Credit Union; Washington Mutual; Washington State
Bank; Wells Fargo Bank; Pierce County Utilities; Pierce County Public Works Department; Sound Transit; Pierce
County Parks, Recreation, and Community Services; City of Tacoma; Bethel School District; Peninsula School
District; Puyallup School District; Tacoma School District; Franklin Pierce School District; Port of Tacoma; Port of
Olympia; Washington State Department of Transportation; Thurston County Public Works; City of Olympia; City of
Gig Harbor; Cowlitz County; Seattle City Light; Lewis County PUD, Nissan Motor Acceptance Corporation;

Infinity Motor Acceptance Corporation; Chrysler Realty; Toyota Motor Credit Corporation; Union Bank of
California; U.S. Department of the Interior

COURT OF EXPERT WITNESS TESTIMONY Pierce County Superior Court

Thurston County Superior Court

PRESENT RESPONSIBILITIES Independent Fee Appraiser

06/2009
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QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE
OF
ROBERT E. STERNQUIST

EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND AND TRAINING

Pierce College, Woodland Hills, CA., 1966-1968
California State University at Northridge, Communications, 1968 - 1971

Faculty Member - Forest E. Olson/Coldwell Banker Investment Division, Training Department, North Hollywood,
California, 1974 - 1978

Neighborhood Shopping Center Analysis, American Institute of Real Estate Appraisers, Commerce, California,
1987

High-rise Office Leasing, Future Needs and Saturation Studies, American Institute of Real Estate Appraisers,
Alhambra, California, 1987

FNMA Property and Appraisal Analysis, Society of Real Estate Appraisers, Tacoma, Washington, 1989

Hazardous Waste in Washington, Regulatory Requirements, Cleanup, and Environmental Liability Issues, National
Business Institute, Inc., Seattle, Washington, 1990

Real Estate Appraisal Reform, United States Department of the Treasury, Office of Thrift Supervision, Seattle,
Washington, 1990

Avoiding Environmental Liability in Commercial Real Estate Transactions in Washington, National Business
Institute, Inc., Seattle, Washington, 1990

Easement Valuation, American Institute of Real Estate Appraisers, Seattle, Washington, 1990
Depreciation Analysis, South Puget Sound Chapter, Appraisal Institute, Fife, Washington, 1991
Introduction to Appraising Real Property, Course 101, Appraisal Institute, Seattle University, 1991
Easement Valuation, Course 403, IRWA, 1992

Valuation of Partial Interests, Course 401, International Right-of-Way Association, 1993
Principles of Real Estate Acquisition, Law and Engineering, Course 101, IRWA, 1994

Ethics and the Right-of-Way Profession, Course 103, IRWA, 1994

Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice, Appraisal Institute,
Seattle, Washington 2006

Principles of Real Estate Appraisal, Valley College, Van Nuys, California, 1971,
Pierce College, Steilacoom, Washington 2006

Appraisal Procedures, Appraisal Institute, 2006

Numerous continuing education courses, seminars and conferences regarding appraisal and real estate subjects.
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QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE (Continued)

ASSOCIATION MEMBERSHIPS

International Right of Way Association, Puget Sound Chapter No. 4

National Golf Association

EXPERIENCE
1989 to Present: Trueman Appraisal Company, Tacoma, Washington, Independent Fee Appraiser
1987 to 1988: Alan Weirick, Real Estate Appraisal and Consulting, Pasadena, California, Assistant Fee
Appraiser
1981 to 1988: RSI - Industrial Developer, Altadena, California, Owner
1981 to 1984: Burnet Investment Corporation, Van Nuys, California, Executive Director
1978 to 1981: Heritage Equities, Inc., Pomona, California, President
1971 to 1978: Forest E. Olson/Coldwell Banker Investment Division, Santa Ana, California, Sales
Manager
TYPES OF PROPERTY

Land - commercial, industrial, residential, subdivision, condominium development, rural, acreage, resource,
wilderness, and recreational.

Improved - commercial, industrial, auto dealerships, medical buildings, single- and multiple- family dwellings,
marinas, golf courses, petroleum tank farms, and farm buildings.

COURT OF EXPERT WITNESS TESTIMONY Los Angeles County Superior Court
King County Superior Court
Pierce County Superior Court

First Qualified as Expert Witness 1972
PRESENT RESPONSIBILITIES Independent Fee Appraiser
03/2006
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LAND VALUATION

Land value is directly related to highest and best use, as in appraisal practice the highest and
best use of the property is the premise upon which value is based.

In the valuation process, land value may be accomplished utilizing six different techniques.
The most reliable way to estimate land value is by sales comparison. When few sales are available,
however, or when the value indications produced through sales comparison need additional support,
other procedures may be used to value land. The six procedures used to obtain land value
indications are: sales comparison, allocation, extraction, subdivision development, land residual

technique, and ground rent capitalization. These procedures are described as follows:

1) Sales comparison. Sales of similar vacant parcels are analyzed, compared, and

adjusted to provide a value indication for the land being appraised.

2) Allocation. Sales of improved properties are analyzed and the prices paid are
allocated between the land and the improvements. Allocation can be used in
two ways: to establish a typical ratio of land value to total value, which may be
applicable to the property being appraised; or to isolate the value contribution of

either the land or the building from the sale for use in comparison analysis.

3) Extraction. Land value is estimated by subtracting the estimated value of the
improvements from the known sale price of the property. This procedure is
frequently used when the value of the improvements is relatively low or easily
estimated.

4) Subdivision development. The total value of undeveloped land is estimated as if
the land were subdivided, developed, and sold. Development costs, incentive
costs, and carrying charges are subtracted from the estimated proceeds of sale,
and the net income projection is discounted over the estimated period required
for market absorption of the developed sites.

5) Land residual technique. The land is assumed to be improved to its highest and
best use. All expenses of operation and the return attributable to the other
agents of production are deducted, and the net income imputed to the land is
capitalized to derive an estimate of land value. An alternative land residual
technique is applied by valuing the land and improvements and deducting the
cost of the improvements. The remainder is the residual land value.
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6) Ground rent capitalization. This procedure is used when land rents and
capitalization rates are readily available such as in well-developed areas. Net
ground rent, the net amount paid for the right to use and occupy the land, is
estimated and divided by a land capitalization rate. Either actual or estimated
rents can be capitalized using rates that can be supported in the market. This
procedure may be seen as an extension of direct sales comparison, but where

applicable, it provides a specific unit of comparison.

Any of the aforementioned land valuation techniques should consider traditional value

concepts and principles during employment of the appropriate methodology.

Anticipation, change, supply and demand, substitution, and balance are appraisal principles
that influence land value. Anticipation means that value is created by the expectation of benefits to
be derived in the future.

The supply of and demand for sites in a particular location tend toward equilibrium. If
supply declines and demand remains stable or increases, prices rise. Conversely, if the supply of
sites for a particular use increases and demand remains stable or declines, prices fall. Temporary
imbalances between supply and demand are usually resolved and equilibrium is reestablished. The

price of property reflects this relationship.

Land value is substantially affected by the interplay of supply and demand, but it is the

economic use of a site that determines its value in a particular market.

The principle of substitution, which holds that a buyer will not pay more for one site than for
another that is similar or equal, applies to land values and indicates that the greatest demand will be
for the lowest-priced sites. The principle of balance is also applicable to land values. When the
various elements of a particular economic mix or a specific environment are in a state of

equilibrium, value is sustained; when the balance is upset, values change.

Within the subject report, we will utilize the Sales Comparison Approach. The Sales
Comparison Approach may be used to value land that is vacant or land that is considered vacant for
appraisal purposes. The Sales Comparison Approach is the most common technique for valuing
land and is the preferred method when sufficient comparable sales are available. In applying this
method, the sales of similar parcels of land are analyzed, compared, and adjusted to provide value
indications for the land being appraised. In this comparison process, the similarity or dissimilarity of
the parcels is considered.

Trueman Appraisal Company



File #09-379 Page 23

Elements of comparison in this analysis include property rights, legal encumbrances,
financing terms, conditions of sale (motivation), market conditions (sale date), location, physical
characteristics, available utilities, zoning, and highest and best use. The most variable elements of
comparison are the physical characteristics of the site, which include size, shape, topography,
frontage, access, and location. The units of comparison applied in this analysis may be acres, square
feet, front feet, lots, or any other units typical in the marketplace. For example, land value is
sometimes expressed in price per apartment unit, price per front foot, price per square foot, or price
per acre. In the present case, the unit of comparison relied upon will be the price per square foot of
lot area, as it is one of the most common units of value utilized in the market today for properties
similar to the subject.

A search of the subject’s market area was conducted for recent sales of comparable sites.
The market area search failed to disclose any sales of undevelopable, easement encumbered right-of-
way parcels. The comparable sale search then focused on land sales which are comparable to the
abutting properties and deductions will be made later for the encumbrances impacting the subject
property. This analysis is often called an “over the fence” analysis, with deductions made for

encumbrance.

The following land sales are felt to be the most pertinent of those located in our search of the

marketplace for comparable land sales.
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LAND SALE NUMBER 1

Address/Location Thomas Brothers Map Reference

1701 Alexander Avenue East Page 774, Section E-7

Fife, Washington 98424

Tax Parcel No./Legal Description Census Tract No.

Pierce County Tax Parcel Number 709.00

032012-2-036 & 043

Date of Sale: Pending, scheduled to close late January 2010

Instrument: N/A

Price: $13,500,000 - $8,350,000 as analyzed

Unit Price: $20.29/Square Foot as analyzed

Seller: Powerstroke Ventures, LL.C

Buyer: Robert Larson

Terms: All Cash to the Seller

Excise Tax Number: N/A

Confirmed: Rob Nolan, Comptroller for the buyer

Zoning: RC (Fife)

Assessed Value: $10,734,500 Percent of Sale Price: 79.51%

Highest & Best Use:

Dimensions:
Land Area:

Marketing Time:

Commercial Development

Irregular

411,466+ Square Feet or 9.45+ Acres

Not Available - Sold Direct

Property Description: This is the pending sale of a generally rectangular shaped site, filled, graded,

paved, lighted, with an underground storm retention system, for use as an R.V. sales lot. There is a
5,000+ square foot sales/detail building built in 2005 which offered no value to the purchaser. The
site will be developed with a multipoint auto dealership facility. The purchaser ascribed a value of
approximately $12.50 per square foot for the site improvements based on analysis and investigation
by his contractor, or $5,150,000 which equates to a land unit value of $20.29 per square foot as if

vacant.

CL 09-162 Category 22C/RES
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LAND SALE NUMBER 1

CL 09-162
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LAND SALE NUMBER 2

Address/Location Thomas Brothers Map Reference

3607 20™ Street East Page 774, Section D-7

Fife, Washington 98424

Tax Parcel No./Legal Description Census Tract No.

Pierce County Tax Parcel Number 709.00

032011-1-000 & 022

Date of Sale: June 15, 2007

Instrument: Warranty Deed

Price: $4,000,000

Unit Price: $17.14/Square Foot

Seller: Smith Real Estate Development, Inc.

Buyer: Pape Properties, Inc.

Terms: All Cash to the Seller

Excise Tax Number: 4165363

Confirmed: Alexis Koester, Seller, (253) 852-1000

Zoning: RC (Fife)

Assessed Value: $2,393,000 Percent of Sale Price: 59.83%

Highest & Best Use:

Dimensions:
Land Area:

Marketing Time:

Commercial Development
Irregular
233,350+ Square Feet or 5.36+ Acres

Not Available - Sold Direct

Property Description: This is the sale of a generally level, generally rectangular shaped site fronting

on the south side of I-5 with vehicular access from 20" Street East. The site has all public utilities
available. The site is improved with two metal clad buildings constructed in the late 1960’s which
the seller said were/are functional but offered minimal value enhancement.

CL 09-163
Category 22C/RES
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LAND SALE NUMBER 2

CL 09-163
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LAND SALE NUMBER 3

Address/Location
4707 20™ Street East

Fife, Washington 98424

Tax Parcel No./Legal Description

Pierce County Tax Parcel Number

032012-1-002 & 028
Date of Sale:
Instrument:

Price:

Unit Price:

Seller:

Ff
c
@
g

Terms:

Excise Tax Number:

Confirmed:

Zoning:

Assessed Value:

Highest & Best Use:

Dimensions:
Land Area:

Marketing Time:

Thomas Brothers Map Reference
Page 774, Section F-7

Census Tract No.
709.00

April 3, 2006

Warranty Deed

$4,000,000

$11.62/Square Foot

Bernice Lexa

Michael O’Brien

All Cash to the Seller

4120842

Mike O’Brien, Buyer, (425) 455-9995
RC (Fife)

$3,939,100

Percent of Sale Price:

Commercial Development
Irregular
343,852+ Square Feet or 7.89+ Acres

Not Available

98.48%

Property Description: This is the sale of a generally rectangular shaped site with 1-5 frontage,
situated on the north side of 20™ Street East in Fife. The site was purchased for development of a
new car dealership. The site is low, requiring fill and encapsulation of a drainage ditch which
bisects the site. The buyer shared that the building will require pilings due to soil conditions.

CL 09-164
Category 22C/RES
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LAND SALE NUMBER 3

CL 09-164
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Summary of Freeway Frontage Land Sales

Pending $8,350,000* 411,466

L-2 06/15/07 $4,000,000 233,350 RC $17.14
L-3 04/03/06 $4,000,000 343,852 RC $11.62
*As Analyzed

Comparable Land Sale Analysis

All the comparable land sales were analyzed utilizing the price per square foot of lot area as
the common unit value measurement. To appropriately adjust the comparable sales as they relate to
the subject, a number of factors are considered. These factors which are felt to have an impact on
value of freeway frontage, commercial development land in the current marketplace are: conditions
of sale; terms of sale (cash equivalence); market conditions (time); finishing costs; location; physical
characteristics (access and topography, et cetera); and land area (size). Following is a brief

discussion of each of the items considered relevant for adjustment.

Market Conditions

Sales that occurred under market conditions different than those applicable to the subject on
the effective date of the value estimate require adjustments for these differences. Adjustments are
warranted when the market offers empirical evidence of continuing upward or downward trends in
market value(s). In the subject analysis, land values have demonstrated a continual downward

trending since mid 2007. Adjustments will be made to Comparables L-2 and L-3 for same.

Terms of Sale

Adjustments are required when the terms of sale do not reflect cash equivalence. In a cash
equivalency analysis, the sale prices of comparable properties are analyzed to determine whether or
not there appears to be non-market financing and, if so, if adjustments to reflect typical market terms
are warranted. The comparables were all sold on terms resulting in all cash to the respective sellers,

hence no adjustment is required for terms of sale.

Trueman Appraisal Company
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Finishing Costs

In the analysis of land to be utilized for development purposes, it is felt appropriate to make
adjustments for required finishing costs. It is acknowledged that there is a convention in the
marketplace to subtract the remaining balance of any special bonds and/or assessments from the
purchase price. For example, if a purchaser determined that a parcel of land had a finished unit
value of $6.00 per square foot, but the property was encumbered with a U.L.LD. equal to $1.50 per
square foot, the probable purchase price would be $4.50 per square foot. In the subject analysis,
none of the comparables were impacted by any bonds, liens or other encumbrances which the

purchasers paid in addition to the sale price(s). No adjustment is required for finishing costs.

Location

Adjustments for location are typical and one of the most common considerations given to a
property. Location adjustments are required when the location characteristics of the comparable
properties differ from the subject. The subject of this analysis, as all of the comparable sales has
association with freeway frontage. No location adjustment is required.

Physical Characteristics

Variances in physical characteristics must be considered and may require adjustments. These
adjustments typically result from differences in density, site size, amenities, topography, off-site
improvements, and other issues that affect development of the site. The subject property is felt to
have similar physical characteristics as the comparable sales. No adjustment is required for same to
Sales L-1 and L-2. Comparable Sale L-3 had inferior physical characteristics and an upward

adjustment is warranted.

Following is a summary table of the Land Sale Adjustments reflecting adjustments applied to
the price per square foot of lot area for the comparable land sales.

Summary Table of Adjustments

$20.29

L-2 $17.14 - = $16.28 = = $16.28
L-3 $11.62 - = $10.46 = + $16.46

Trueman Appraisal Company
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Correlation of Freeway Land Sales and Conclusion

Prior to any adjustments, the comparable land sales indicated a unit value range of $11.62 to
$20.29 per square foot of lot area. Adjustments were made to the sales to reflect the differences
among the properties, as previously discussed. After adjustments, the comparable land sales indicate
a unit value range of $16.28 to $20.29 per square foot of lot area.

When considering the indicated value range, greatest weight is placed on the middle of the
range due to the limited availability of freeway frontage land and the current economic climate.
While considering normal market rounding practices, it is felt that the subject site has an estimated
unit value of $18.50 per square foot. Such a concluded unit value interpolates into a fractional
subject site value, if unencumbered, as follows.

50+ Feet by 575+ Feet x $18.50/SF = $531,875

The preceding analysis developed a most probable unit value ($/SF) if the subject site were
developable and unencumbered, but the subject property is not developable and is encumbered with
casements. Associated with ownership is the “bundle of rights”, some of which have been granted to
others in the form of easements. Typically the bundle of rights are broken down as follows:

Surface Rights 60%
Subsurface Rights 20%
Air Rights 20%

The foregoing will be utilized in analyzing the subject property and developing an opinion of
the value of the bundle of rights which would be transferred in a sale.

When analyzing the subject property, it is noted that the City of Fife has encumbered the
subsurface with utility easements, presumably with the right of entry. This easement impacts both
the air rights and impacts the surface. For analytical purposes, it is assumed that an owner could
enjoy % of the surface rights (30%) and all of the air rights (20%) hence they would enjoy 50% of
the bundle of rights in a transfer of ownership. Hence, the value of the encumbered property is

calculated as follows:

Indicated “Over the Fence” Value $531,875
Less: Loss Attributable to Easements (50%) (265.938)
Adjusted “Over the Fence” Value $265,937
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The indicated adjusted “over the fence” value does not consider the fact that the subject
property is not buildable, nor does it consider the fact that there is an extremely limited market for
the subject property. Being unbuildable, the site would realize a probable 50% discount in value.
When reviewing market appeal, only the abutting owners would benefit at all through ownership. A
further 50% discount is felt to be warranted. The following illustrates such a discounting process.

Adjusted “Over the Fence” Value $265,937.00
Unbuildable Discount X 50%
Indicated Unbuildable “Over the Fence” Value $132,968.50
Market Appeal Discount x 50%
Indicated Value $66,484.25

Say  $66,500 RO
Based upon the above analysis, the appraisers’ opinion of the market value of the subject

property as of December 28, 2009, is $66,500. This value opinion is subject to the Assumptions and
Limiting Conditions contained in this report.

Trueman Appraisal Company
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Trueman Appraisal Company
Real Hatate Appralxing & Consulting
2311 North 30th Street
Tacoma, Washingion 98403

info@traemanappraisal.com
(253) 2722720
Fax (253) 272-2817

December 23, 2009

Mr, Rob Nolan
Larson Automotive Group
robrolan@larsonautomotivegroup.com

Re:  Appraisal of Alexander Avenue Right of Way
Located in Fife, Washington

Dear Mr. Nolan,

Pursuant to your request, we appreciate the opportunity to submit a proposal for the
appraisal of the above-referenced property. ‘The appraisal shall be prepared for the Larson
Automotive Group and is for the sole and exclusive use of same in negotiations with the City of
Fife in the Alexander Avenue Right of Way Vacation. We request that you seck our written
authorization before réleasing the reports to any other party.

The purpose of this appraisal is to estimate the market value of the sbove-referenced
property. The property rights appraised would be the fee simple interest. The property will be
valued as of the date of inspection.

The appraisal will be prepared in accordance with the Uniform Standards of Professional
Appraisal Practice. Attached to this letter you will find a copy of our qualifications. The type of
report will be a Restricted Report with compasble sale data in the Addenda,

The estimated completion date of the appraisal is two weeks from the date of your signed
authorization and receipt of the requested information. We will funish you with three copies of
the sppraisal report. Our fee for this appraisal will be $2,500. This fee includes the cost of
certain expenses that may be incurred in the preparation of the report. A bill for the appraisal fee
will be presented and immediate payment will be requested at the time the report is completed.
If eourt preparation, deposition, or court testimony s required upon completion of this report,
our time for this will be billed at $200 per hour.

Trueman Appraisal Company
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Mr, Nolan
Page 2
December 23, 2009

Any amounts due-and owing for the appraisal fee and/or the expenses incurred in the
preparation of the report which have not been paid within thirty (30) days of the date of the
written appraisal shall be deemed delinquent and an interest charge of 18% per annum (1.5% per
month) shall be added to the outstanding balance, In the event that the fees, expease and interest
charges are not paid and a lawsuit must be commenced to enforce the terms of this contract, the
prevailing party shall be entitled to all amounts due and owing, as well as all costs and
reasonable attorney’s fees.

We will proceed with the preparation of this appraisal upon receipt of a signed copy of
this letter. If you have any questions about anything contained in this letter or in any of the
attachments, please give us a call. We look forward to working with you in the fture on this
project.

Very truly yours,
TRUEMAN APPRAISAL COMPANY
John R. Trueman, MAI, SRA

Robert I, Sternquist, Associate

JRT/RES: tdb
Enclosure

Engagement Letter Accepted: Dated: _12 {28/ s

%«47’ '.7. Aotan)

Trueman Appraisal Company
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Russell Blount

From: Glassy, Thad [TGLASSY@ci.tacoma.wa.us]

Sent: Wednesday, January 27, 2010 8:25 AM

To: Russell Biount

Cc: Ward, Robin; Ward, Dave

Subject: RE: Possible Vacation of Alexander Avenue between I-5 and Pacific Highway East
Russ,

Tacoma Power will be requesting reservation of a utility easement for the full length (1-5 to Pacific Highway) of the area.
Off hand | can’t envision any alternative to the easement, however, | would be happy to discuss if you would like.

Thad A Glassy, P.E.
Power Supervisor, Line Engineering
2563-502-8704

From: Russell Blount [mailto:rblount@cityoffife.org]

Sent: Tuesday, January 26, 2010 6:35 PM

To: Ward, Dave

Cc: Ward, Robin; Thad Glassy

Subject: Possible Vacation of Alexander Avenue between I-5 and Pacific Highway East

The City of Fife has received an application to vacate this portion of our street; under state law, once we receive such an
application we are required to conduct a public hearing.

The hearing for this matter is scheduled for February 9.

Please let me know whether TPU will ask for a reservation of utility easement through this right-of-way area.

Please also let me know if there is an alternative to the reservation of utility easement.

Thanks!

Russ Blount, PE
Public Works Director
City of Fife



Russell Blount

From: Bailey, Marge [Marge.BaiIey@qwest.com]

Sent: Wednesday, January 27, 2010 2:43 PM

To: Russell Blount; Pope, Bryan

Subject: RE: Possible Vacation of part of Alexander Avenue
Russ:

We have an extensive conduit/manhole run in the proposed Vacation area. Qwest will require an easement. Locates will
need to be ordered to determine the width of the easement. How soon do you need to know the width of the easement?
Thanks,

Marge

Marge R. Bailey

Qwest ROW Engineer
2510 - 84th St. S., Suite 18
Lakewood, WA 98499
253-597-4024 office
2563-377-6265 cell

From: Russell Blount [mailto:rblount@cityoffife.org]

Sent: Tuesday, January 26, 2010 6:36 PM

To: Pope, Bryan

Cc: Bailey, Marge

Subject: FW: Possible Vacation of part of Alexander Avenue

The City of Fife has received an application to vacate this portion of our street; under state law, once we receive such an
application we are required to conduct a public hearing.

The hearing for this matter is scheduled for February 9.

Please let me know whether Qwest will ask for a reservation of utility easement through this right-of-way area.

Please also let me know if there is an alternative to the reservation of utility easement.

Thanks!

Russ Blount, PE
Public Works Director
City of Fife

This communication is the property of Qwest and may contain confidential or
privileged information. Unauthorized use of this communication is strictly
prohibited and may be unlawful. If you have received this communication

in error. please immediately notify the sender by reply e-mail and destroy

alt copies of the communication and any attachments.



Russell Blount

From; Cantrel, Aaron R [Aaron_CantreI@cable.comcast.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 27, 2010 7:06 AM

To: Russell Blount

Subject: RE: Possible Vacation of part of Alexander Avenue
Attachments: Alexander Ave.bmp

Russ,

Comcast is attached to TPU Power Poles in this Vacation Area and will be seeking reservation of utility easement
as set forth in the Master Pole Attachment Agreement between Comcast and Tacoma Public Utilities. Map is attached.

Aaron Cantrell
Engineering/Construction Coordinator
410 Valley Ave NW, Suite 9 Bldg C
Puyallup, WA 98371

Office: (253) 864-4281

Cell: (206) 510-4222

Fax: (253) 864-4369

From: Russell Blount [mailto:rblount@cityoffife.org]
Sent: Tuesday, January 26, 2010 6:36 PM

To: Cantrel, Aaron R

Subject: Possible Vacation of part of Alexander Avenue

The City of Fife has received an application to vacate this portion of our street; under state law, once we receive such an
application we are required to conduct a public hearing.

The hearing for this matter is scheduled for February 9.

Please let me know whether Comcast will ask for a reservation of utility easement through this right-of-way area.

Please also let me know if there is an alternative to the reservation of utility easement.

Thanks!

Russ Blount, PE
Public Works Director
City of Fife
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January 29, 2010 9A

MEMORANDUM
For Meeting of February 9™ 2010

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Council
THROUGH:  Steve Worthington, City Manager
FROM: Chris Pasinetti, Associate Planner; Carl Durham, Acting Community

Development Director.
SUBJECT:  Ordinance No. 1708 allowing automobile retail sales lots in certain areas
within the Community Mixed Use (CMU) Zone.

REPORT IN BRIEF: Ordinance No. 1708 would allow automobile retail sales lots within
the Community Mixed Use (CMU) Zone through a conditional use permit and only on
properties fronting on Interstate 5.

BACKGROUND: At the meeting of August 11, 2009 the City Council initiated a zoning text
amendment per FMC 19.92.030(C). At the November 2" 2009 Planning Commission
meeting, a public hearing was held on this topic. At that meeting, the Planning Commission
recommended 4/2 to NOT include automobile retail sales lots in the Community Mixed Use
(CMU) zone, based on the attached findings within the minority report. Attachment 1
includes the minutes from the November 2" 2009 Planning Commission meeting. On
January 26", the City Council held a Public Hearing regarding this topic.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS: The City of Fife Comprehensive Plan States:

Policy 13.4  Provide for careful design review on allowed uses along the freeway, some of
which could be freeway oriented commercial enterprises as well as those commercial and
industrial uses benefiting from visibility and access with the freeway.

Policy 14.1  Create vibrant, compact downtown area that is an inviting place to work, shop,
live and socialize.

Attachments 2 and 3 include the minority and majority reports from the November 2™, 2009
Planning Commission meeting.

Attachment 2: The minority report, including automobile retail sales lots within the
Community Mixed Use (CMU) zone.

Attachment 3: The majority report, NOT including automobile retail sales lots within the
Community Mixed Use (CMU) zone.

Currently, the CMU zone does not allow “Retail sales office and lot including, but not limited
to, automobile, boat, manufactured home (sales only), recreational vehicle and truck sales” —
as stated in FMC 19.44.020(L).

Based on the analysis:

1. The inclusion of automobile retail sales lots is not counter to the existing uses in the area, as
there are 3 auto dealerships within the CMU zone as existing uses prior to the adoption of this
zone in 2007 (Acura, McCann, Hummer).

z:\cmu zone\auto_retail_sales\staffreport 2 9 10.docx



2. Automobile retail sales lots are not typically considered a pedestrian oriented, higher
density mixed use development that encourage lively downtown areas.

3. Auto Dealerships generate a large amount of tax revenue, which helps the City provide
services to its citizens.

4. Diversifying the tax base is another goal that the CMU zone would accomplish.
Automobile retail sales lots do not diversify the City’s tax base, as this is not a use considered
to provide “daily needs” goods.

In general, including automobile retail sales lots within the mixed use zone will have some
benefits and some drawbacks. The benefits would allow existing auto dealerships’ lots to
expand if needed, and the large amount of taxes generated would be a benefit to the City. The
drawbacks of including this as an allowed use over time would be inconstant land use
development, as the rest of the zone would develop as higher density, mixed use structures
(ideally). Auto Dealerships are not associated with “walkable, mixed use” downtown areas,
and this use would not create the type of tax diversity the City may need.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: The Planning Commission has made their recommendation
to not include this use within this zone under any circumstances. Based on the analysis
attached in this memo, staff would either recommend:

1. To not include Automotive retail sales lots and offices; OR

2. To include Automotive retail sales lots as a conditional use north of 20" Street, only
fronting Interstate 5.

RECOMMENDED MOTIONS: Move to either-

1. Give first reading to Ordinance No. 1708

2. Amend and give first reading to Ordinance No. 1708
3. Or not.

A

tham, Kctiﬁg/(fotmmunity Appr(}’ved far/A;g da: !
Development Director Steve Worthington, City Manager

z\cmu zone\auto_retail_sales\staffreport_2 9 _10.docx



Attachment 1

CIty OF FIFE
PLANNING COMMISSION
DRAFT MINUTES OF MEETING
Fife City Hall November 2, 2009

7:00 pm
CALL TO ORDER -

The Planning Commission meeting was called to order at 7:00 pm with the following present:

Commissioners: Chairman Jim Call, Donald Alveshere, Jeff Brown, Doug Fagundes,
Richard Garchow and Fred Thomas

Absent: Shannon Thornhill
Staff: Planner 1 Chris Pasinetti and Senior Administrative Assistant Katie Bolam
Public: Steve Zamberlin, National Sign Corp
Andrew Primis, Hinshaw’s Acura
APPROVAL OF MINUTES -
a. Minutes of October 5, 2009 — Commissioner Fagundes moved, seconded by Thomas, to
accept the minutes presented. The vote passed 6/0.
NEW BUSINESS
a. Comprehensive Sign Design for the Fife Auto Mall

Planner Pasinetti explained that the City has received an application for the comprehensive sign
design process from Fife Auto Mall. There are two parts to the application:

1. I-5 frontage freestanding sign — allow an additional 25.88 sf in signage, which
is within the calculable amount allowed by code with Planning Commission
approval.

2. 40" St Ct frontage freestanding sign and secondary freestanding sign — allow
Condition 1 of the 2000 Comprehensive Sign Design to be amended to allow
for both freestanding signs facing 40" St Ct for Volvo.

Mr. Zamberlin gave a brief history of the project. Much discussion ensued regarding the
potential for setting precedent.

Commissioner Brown moved to approve the Comprehensive Sign Design application as

presented in the Findings of Fact; Commissioner Thomas seconded. The motion passed
6/0.



Fife Planning Commission
Minutes of Meeting
November 2, 2009 — Page 2 of 2

OLD BUSINESS

a. Public Hearing — Proposed Zoning Text Amendment — Automobile Sales Lots in
CMU Zone

Chairman Call opened the public hearing at 7:35.
There was a brief recess as the recording equipment shut down and was brought back online.

Planner Pasinetti provided a power point presentation, indicating a minority report (to include
automobile sales lots) and a majority report (to not include them), with pros and cons for each.
In conclusion, he stated the staff recommendations in order of preference:
* Tonot include auto sales lots based on the majority report, or
e To include auto sales lots for those lots with I-5 frontage and with a
conditional use permit.

Some discussion occurred regarding how much expansion is allowed, and would be allowed, for
the current property owners, and the correct amount of sales tax received by the City for
automobile sales.

Chairman Call called for public comment; there being none, he closed the public hearing at 7:57.

Discussion continued among commissioners regarding original intent of the CMU zone, the
diversification of the tax base, and the inevitability of positives and negatives in every decision.

Commissioner Alveshere moved to recommend to NOT include automobile retail sales lots
within the CMU zone based on the Findings of Fact in Attachment 2. Commissioner
Brown seconded the motion. The vote passed 4/2, with Commissioners Garchow and
Thomas voting no.

ADJOURNMENT

Commissioner Alveshere moved, seconded by Commissioner Fagundes, to adjourn the
meeting at 8:20 p.m. Motion carried 6/0.

Chairman, Jim Call Date Recording Secretary, Katie Bolam Date

Prepared by: Katie Bolam, Senior Administrative Assistant
City of Fife - Community Development Department



Attachment 2

Minority report: Including auto dealerships in the CMU

State law states:

RCW36.70A.130(1a)(d) Any amendment of or revision to a comprehensive land use plan shall
conform to this chapter. Any amendment of or revision to development regulations shall be
consistent with and implement the comprehensive plan.

Analysis: This analysis assumes that auto dealership sales lots would be included within the
Community Mixed Use (CMU) Zone. Other potential provisions or requirements are not included
within this analysis.

The Fife Comprehensive Plan promotes economic development within the City. Interstate 5 has
moved Fife from a farming community to a highly commercialized industrial center. Interstate 5 also
provides a very large amount of visibility for businesses locating in Fife. Auto dealerships gravitate
to these areas including freeway frontages, intersections, and other areas of high traffic volumes. The
CMU zone offers some areas that have I-5 frontage. Exhibit A shows properties zoned CMU that
have I-5 frontage. Exhibit A-1 also shows properties that are likely to be redeveloped (improvement
value at 50% of the land value) excluding tribal property and property owned by the WSDOT.
Exhibit A-1 shows that the most likely properties to develop into auto dealerships would be located
west of 62" Avenue. Acura is located west of 62" Avenue and owns property west of 62™ Ave that
is undeveloped, which has I-5 frontage and made the redevelopable list.

Including automobile retail sales as a permitted use would not change the development standards
within the CMU zone. The principal office would still be required to be placed within 10 or 20 feet
from the sidewalk (depending on size of the lot) and would also be required to develop said office
with the same design standards adopted in Ordinance No. 1699, development design standards for
the CMU.

Auto dealerships generate a large amount of sales taxes. A rate of .093 is applied to the sale of a

vehicle in the City. A $40,000 car would generate $3,720 dollars in sales tax. Customers from other
areas in the Puget Sound who purchase cars in Fife would bring money into the local Fife economy.

Fife Municipal Code: FMC19.92.040: FINDINGS OF FACTS

1. The proposed amendment is consistent with the goals and policies of the comprehensive plan; and
Land Use Element:

Policy 13.4  Provide for careful design review on allowed uses along the freeway,
some of which could be freeway oriented commercial enterprises as well as those
commercial and industrial uses benefiting from visibility and access with the freeway.

Auto dealerships clearly benefit from [-5 frontage. It allows large amounts of exposure to their
customer base. Including this use along areas of 1-5 frontage would be appropriate use of land and
potentially its best use along the I-5 Corridor.

z:\cmu zone\auto_retail_sales\minority report.docx



Economic Development Element: Goal 3 Create local economic development
capital.

Policy 5.4 Develop a marketing strategy for attracting regional residents to
Fife’s I-5 and Pacific Highway business corridor. Develop a detailed strategy for
marketing and promoting the development of Fife’s industrial, commercial, and
recreational lands opportunities.

Auto sales attract many potential buyers from outlying areas to Fife to purchase vehicles. The Fife
economy benefits from the “injection” of tax base into the local economy.

2. For map amendments, the proposed zoning is consistent and compatible with the uses and zoning
of surrounding property; and

This is not a map amendment, but if there were provisions stipulating where the location of these
types of uses could be it would guide auto dealerships in areas that are most appropriate.

3. For map amendments, the property is suited for the uses allowed in the proposed zoning
classification, and

This is not a map amendment, but the use is appropriate for the Interstate 5 corridor.

4. For amendments initiated under FMC 19.92.030(E), that there are changed conditions since the
previous zoning, title adoption or title amendment to warrant the proposed amendment; and

This amendment was not initiated under 19.92.030(E) but regional economic conditions have
deteriorated during the “great recession” and including this use would allow existing businesses to
expand/ redevelop or encourage new businesses to develop sites within the City.

5. The proposed amendment will promote, rather than detract, from the public health, safety morals
and general welfare.

The inclusion of this use would promote public health, safety, morals and general welfare through the
development of under developed properties located along the 20" Street/Interstate 5 corridor and
overtime increase the City’s tax base allowing the City to provide services to it’s citizens and
businesses and part of the City Council 2010 goals is “Encourage redevelopment of existing
commercial areas.” This amendment would provide an opportunity for existing uses to redevelop to
their full potential.

RECOMMENDATION: Based on the above stated goals in the Comprehensive Plan, the City
Council goals for 2010 and the Findings of Fact, a recommendation to include automobile retail sales
lot as a conditional use and must be fronting along Interstate 5. The conditional use and location
criteria would help to preserve the intent of the CMU zone while opening up the market for
additional economic development.

z:\cmu zone\auto_retail_sales\minority _report.docx
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Attachment 3

Majority Report: Not including auto dealerships in the CMU

State law states:

RCW36.70A.130(1a)(d) Any amendment of or revision to a comprehensive land use plan shall
conform to this chapter. Any amendment of or_revision to development regulations shall be
consistent with and implement the comprehensive plan.

Analysis: This analysis assumes that auto dealership sales lots would NOT be included within
the Community Mixed Use (CMU) Zone. Other potential provisions or requirements are not
included within this analysis.

The Fife Comprehensive Plan promotes and encourages pedestrian activity. Pedestrian activity
occurs in areas where people live, work, and shop. The adoption of the Community Mixed Use
(CMU) zone is an attempt to include all of those uses in one zone to promote pedestrian activity.
FMC 19.42.010 calls this out in the intent of the zone, “This district is intended to accommodate
arange of retail, service, civic, entertainment, recreation, and higher-density residential uses to
create a new focal point of community activity and to integrate living, working, shopping and
recreation activities. The uses are intended to exist in a compatible and complementary manner
with surrounding uses and districts. Street-based store frontages and plazas are encouraged to
provide for a pedestrian atmosphere.”

Auto dealerships do not foster pedestrian activity similar to drive thru businesses. Ordinance No.
1635-07 (Exhibit B) offers a transportation impact fee discount for community oriented services
and uses. This Ordinance adopted these discounts in the area along 20" Street. Auto Dealerships
are not a use considered “community oriented” and did not make the list of uses and services.
Council goals for 2010 also include “Diversify the City of Fife’s economy by strengthening
businesses with family and community oriented services and products.” Auto dealerships do not
accomplish this goal as they do not sell community oriented services. Pedestrian areas include
shopping destinations that have high visibility. Windows watching the streets (gives people the
illusion of safety because someone could be watching from the inside), people walking on the
streets and parking along the street all contribute to a safe feeling along a streetscape. All of
these elements have been included within the Fife Municipal Code to some extent. Ordinance
1699 (Exhibit B1), Design standards for the CMU was drafted with these principles in mind.

Fife Municipal Code: FMC19.92.040: FINDINGS OF FACTS

1. The proposed amendment is consistent with the goals and policies of the comprehensive plan;
and

Land Use Element: Goal 14 Encourage the development of a downtown area
as a center of commercial, civic, cultural and recreational activities.

Policy 14.1 Create a vibrant, compact downtown area that is an inviting
place to work, shop, live and socialize.

z\cmu zone\auto*retail_sales\majority_repon.docx



The inclusion of an auto dealership would be in contrast with this policy. The creation of a
compact place to work, shop, live and socialize is not typically associated with an automobile

dealership lot.

Economic Development Element: Goal 5 Achieve self-sufficiency

Policy 5.3 Create local employment, shopping, and other urban
service activities that will reduce Fife’s dependence on and local resident travel
requirements outside of the area.

The development of a downtown area that is intended to be a place to live, work, shop, and
socialize would further this goal. The inclusion of an automobile retail sale lots do not foster a
trip for a “daily needs” good., i.e. clothes, coffee, sandwich, etc. The CMU zone was drafted to
create retail so the residents of Fife have a place to shop, socialize, and live.

2. For map amendments, the proposed zoning is consistent and compatible with the uses and
zoning of surrounding property,; and

This is not a map amendment.

3. For map amendments, the property is suited for the uses allowed in the proposed zoning
classification; and

This is not a map amendment.

4. For amendments initiated under FMC 19.92.03 O(E), that there are changed conditions since
the previous zoning, title adoption or title amendment to warrant the proposed amendment; and

This amendment was not initiated under FMC 19.92.030(E).

3. The proposed amendment will promote, rather than detract, from the public health, safety
morals and general welfare.

The inclusion of auto dealerships within the CMU zone will not further the intent of the zone and
the intent of Goal 14 in the Comprehensive Plan. Allowing auto dealerships in this area will also
detract development from the Pacific Highway Corridor.

RECOMMENDATION: Based on the above stated goals in the Comprehensive Plan, the City
Council goals for 2010 and the F indings of Fact, the recommendation to not including
automobile retail sales lots as an allowed use within the CMU zone. This use is incompatible
with the intent of the zone and would not further goal 14 of the City of Fife Comprehensive Plan.

z:\cmu zone\auto_retai 1_sales\majority_report.docx



CITY OF FIFE, WASHINGTON
ORDINANCE NO. 1708

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON, ADDING
AUTOMOBILE RETAIL SALES LOTS AS A
CONDITIONAL USE WITHIN THE COMMUNITY MIXED
USE (CMU) ZONE AND AMENDING SECTION 19.42.040 OF
THE FIFE MUNICIPAL CODE

WHEREAS, on August 11, 2009 the Council requested the Planning Commission to review
and consider including automobile retail sales lots within certain areas of the Community Mixed
Use (CMU) Zone; and

WHEREAS, on November 2, 2009, City of Fife Planning Commission, upon consideration
of the matter at a public meeting, recommended to City Council to not include Automobile retail
sale slots within the Community Mixed Use (CMU) Zone; and

WHEREAS, on January 26, 2010, the City Council held a public hearing on the proposed
amendment legally noticed in accordance with Fife Municipal Code Section 14.06.030; and

WHEREAS, a Determination of Non-significance was issued October 6, 2009; 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; now, therefore

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

Section 1. The City Council adopts the findings and conclusions contained in the
Planning Commission minority report attached hereto as Exhibit A. The Council additionally finds
and concludes as follows: ‘

1. Including automobile retail sales lots as a conditional use in the
Community Mixed Use (CMU) Zone for property north of 20th Street East with
Interstate 5 frontage is consistent with the goals and policies of the City’s
comprehensive plan; and

2. The proposed amendment will promote, rather than detract, from the
public health, safety morals and general welfare.

Section 2. Fife Municipal Code section 19.42.040 is hereby amended to read as follows:

Ordinance No. 1708
Page 1



invalid

19.42.040 Conditional uses.
Uses permitted in the CMU district subject to the granting of a conditional use
permit by the hearing examiner are:

A. Any site development with more than 50,000 square feet aggregate gross
structure floor area, except as allowed under FMC 19.42.025;

B. Outdoor entertainment and recreation, including, but not limited to, amusement
park, fairground, horse riding arena, miniature golf course, racquetball court,
skating/skateboard facility, sports stadium and tennis court. Excludes shooting
range;

C. Commercial parking garage, excluding outside storage of vehicles;

D. Hotel;

E. Bar, tavern and nightclub, located at least 500 feet from the closest property
line of any public school, park, and residential zoning district;

F. Restaurant, if including dancing, live stage or similar entertainment activities;
G. Shopping center:;
H. Essential public facility (see Chapter 19.68 FMC).

L. Automobile retail sales office and lot north of 20" Street East with Interstate 5
frontage.

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
jurisdiction to be void or unenforceable, such determination
remaining provisions thereof provided the intent of this Ordin

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 ma

as authorized by State law.

Introduced the 9™ day of February, 2010.

Passed by the City Council on the 23" day of February, 2010.

Ordinance No. 1708
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ATTEST:

Steve Marcotte, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Loren D. Combs, City Attorney

Published;

Effective Date:

Ordinance No. 1708
Page 3
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February 3, 2010

MEMORANDUM
For Meeting of February 9, 2010

TO: Mayor Johnson and Fife City Council Members
THROUGH: Steve Worthington, City Manager
FROM: B. Blackburn, Chief of Police

SUBJECT:  Ordinance 1709

REPORT IN BRIEF:
This ordinance creates the position of Police Specialist within the Fife Municipal Code.

BACKGROUND:

This ordinance will allow limited commissioned positions within the police department
to perform functions that do not need to be done by an armed, fully commissioned
officer.

The job description for this position is currently being finalized through the mandatory
collective bargaining process with the Fife Police Guild.

DISCUSSION:
FISCAL IMPACT:
Currently being negotiated.
ALTERNATIVE COURSES OF ACTION:
1) Do not pass Ordinance
2) Request additional information

RECOMMENDATIONS:

That this ordinance be adopted by Fife City Council and placed on the consent agenda
for the second reading.

1

<_.‘~?~ MW”‘:’AZ/ /7 /}m
L e -

Brad Blackburn Approted for Agenda:
Chief of Police Steve Worthington, City Manager



CITY OF FIFE, WASHINGTON
ORDINANCE NO. 1709

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
FIFE, WASHINGTON, CREATING THE POSITION OF POLICE
SPECIALIST IN THE FIFE POLICE DEPARTMENT AND
ADDING A NEW SECTION 2.52.125 AND AMENDING
SUBSECTION 2.52.040(A) OF THE FIFE MUNIICPAL CODE

WHEREAS, the City Council deems it necessary in the interest of public safety in

the City to create a new position of Police Specialist in the Fife Police Department; now
therefore,

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

Section 1. Subsection 2.52.040(A) of the Fife Municipal Code is amended to
read as follows:

A. The following positions are created in the Fife police department:
assistant chief, commander, lieutenant, patrol officer, community services
officer, police specialist, detective, corrections officer, corrections

sergeant, police confidential secretary, police clerk,
communications/records supervisor, and communications and records
specialist.

Section 2. Chapter 2.52 of the Fife Municipal Code is amended by the
addition of a new Section 2.52.125 to read as follows:

2.52.125 Police specialist.

A. The position of police specialist, one-year probationary period, is
hereby created and established.

B. The city manager shall have the power to fill the position of police
specialist from a list of qualified applicants certified by the civil service
commission.

C. The city manager shall also have the power to remove any person so
appointed subject to any applicable law, rule, or regulation related to civil
service.

D. The individual so appointed shall receive as compensation for his/her
services the amount established by the city council in the annual budget.

Ordinance No. 1709
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Section 3.  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 on the th day of February, 2010.

Passed by the City Council on the day of , 2010.

Steve Worthington, City Manager

ATTEST:

Steve Marcotte, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Loren D. Combs, City Attorney

Published:
Effective Date:

Ordinance No. 1709
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MEMORANDUM
For Meeting of February 9, 2010
TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
THROUGH: Steve Worthington, City Manager
FROM: Russ Blount, Public Works Director

SUBJECT:  Ordinance 1710 — Vacate a portion of Alexander Avenue East between -5 and Pacific
Highway East.

REPORT IN BRIEF: This ordinance will vacate a portion of Alexander Avenue East between I-5 and
Pacific Highway.

ATTACHMENTS: Draft ordinance; additional information is provided with the memo for the public
hearing regarding this matter.

DISCUSSION: The City has received a request signed by the abutting property owners to vacate a
portion of Alexander Avenue East between I-5 and Pacific Highway.

A public hearing is scheduled for earlier on the agenda for February 9; though Council policy
would typically defer action on this matter until a subsequent meeting, the applicant has requested
action on the same date, and waiver of first reading, so that the vacation decision would be
finalized before expiry of the applicant’s option to purchase the adjoining property. The timimg
of the Council’s decision remains with the Council.

FISCAL IMPACT: Larson has offered $66,500, which is approximately $2.31 per square foot for the
right-of-way area of approximately 28,750 square feet.

ALTERNATIVE COURSES OF ACTION:
1. If the hearing has been continued, table action on ordinance 1710 until the hearing is closed.
2. [f the hearing has been closed:
a. Waive the policy of acting at meetings subsequent to public hearings, waive first reading, and
adopt Ordinance 1710.
b. Waive the policy of acting at meetings subsequent to public hearings and approve a first reading
of Ordinance 1710.
¢. Decline to waive the policy of acting at meetings subsequent to public hearings, and table action
on the ordinance until February 23, 2010.
d. Amend Ordinance 1710, and then take actions a, b, or ¢ above.
e. Decline to approve Ordinance 1710; this would take the form of a negative vote under actions a
or b above.

RECOMMENDATIONS: The City Manager recommends that the Council waive the policy of acting
at meetings subsequent to public hearings, waive first reading, and adopt Ordinance 1710.

SUGGESTED MOTION: Motion to waive the policy of acting at meetings subsequent to public
hearings, waive first reading, and adopt Ordinance 1710.

e

(2 7
e Jo—

v {/’%ﬂ/// >

Russ Blount Approvefi fp? Agenda:
Public Works Director Steve Worthington, City Manager

Printed: 3:18 PM February 3, 2010



CITY OF FIFE, WASHINGTON
ORDINANCE NO. 1710

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON, VACATING
THE PORTION OF ALEXANDER AVENUE EAST LYING
WEST OF TAX PARCEL 0320122036 AND RESERVING
EASEMENT RIGHTS THEREIN

WHEREAS, the City of Fife received a petition from the abutting owners to vacate the

portion of city right of way known as Alexander Avenue East lying west of tax parcel number
0320122036; and

WHEREAS, upon proper notice, a public hearing was held before the City Council on
February 9, 2010; now therefore,

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

Section 1. The City Council finds as follows:

a. The property described below, commonly known as Alexander Avenue East, has
been part of a dedicated public right-of-way for twenty-five years or more.

b. No portion of the right-of-way abuts a body of water.

C. The property described below is not useful as part of the City road system and the
public will be benefited by vacation of the City's interest.

Section 2. The portion of Alexander Avenue East identified in the diagram attached
hereto as Exhibit A and legally described below shall be vacated without further action of the City
Council, subject to the reservation of easement described in Section 3, upon satisfaction of the
conditions set forth in Section 4:

The right-of-way known as Alexander Avenue East west of the following
described parcel:

Parcel No. 032022036

Section 12 Township 20 Range 03 Quarter 21: THAT POR OF NE OF NW LY
NLY OF PRIMARY STATE HWY NO 1 AS CONDEMNED UNDER SUP CT
142871 EXC E 660 FT ALSO EXC N 35 FT ALSO EXC ALEXANDER AVE E

Ordinance No. 1710
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ALSO EXC THAT POR CYD TO CY OF FIFE FOR ADD RD R/W FOR
ALEXANDER AVE E PER ETN 1034121 (DCCHES4-28-83) DC12-19-01AS

Section 3. The City reserves and maintains a perpetual easement and right to exercise
and grant easements in respect to the above-described vacated land for the construction, repair,
and maintenance of public utilities and services.

Section 4. This vacation is subject to the following conditions and shall not be
effective until all such conditions are satisfied:

a. The owners of property abutting upon the right-of-way to be vacated shall pay the
City the sum of $66,500, which amount is the full appraised value of the area vacated.

b. The sale of Parcel 0320122036 and 0320122043 to Robert and Jennifer Larson is
closed.

Section 5. One-half of the revenue received by the City as compensation for the area
vacated shall be dedicated to the acquisition, improvement, development, and related
maintenance of public open space or transportation capital projects within the City.

Section 6. The City Clerk is authorized and directed to record a certified copy of this
ordinance with the Pierce County Auditor upon satisfaction of the conditions provided above.

Section 7. 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 8. 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 day of ,2010.

Passed by the City Council on the day of , 2010.

Ordinance No. 1710
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Steve Worthington, City Manager

ATTEST:

Steve Marcotte, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Loren D. Combs, City Attorney

Published:
Effective Date: , 2010

Ordinance No. 1710
Page 3 of 3




“asodind Jejropied © 10) S58UNY JO AuRLEM 0U saew AJUnoD suL SLINVE TIV HUIM.

ANV ST SV, JFQIADNd ATSSAHAXE ST VAVA TIV "ASAINS [RII08 AQ POUJELIBISR SUOKRLRA J0j AJjIGE) OU SBUINSSR AJUne) U "ASAINS @ J0U 51 S puosaid
8 Abw paddew UBaq J0U BABY JRY) SPAIR [RUOIIPDY "BIMee; DS JO UCHEIIPUL L. apIACI 0} AJUO PBPURIY) U puR djewixosdde aue saumesy dews ayj sweps

HoneTmmrg

sjaniged ey .

¥
jeaieg

DECLTLOTED

L

>
BT

4

CFOZTLOEED

pustiory

SERARE AR sy o

ARy Uy b
E

BELELOOZED

FELEIoMED

ya
T

CZORTLOZED

S

LZDGLLOIED

BLOLLDOZED

0102 ‘b0 Alenug(
it




9D

MEMORANDUM
For Meeting of February 9, 2010
TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
THROUGH: Steve Worthington
FROM: Russ Blount

SUBJECT: Ordinance 1707 — Increase Water Rates

REPORT IN BRIEF: Increase water rates charged to Fife’s customers.

BACKGROUND: A public hearing was held on January 26, 2010. Detailed background information
was provided for that hearing; in summary, Tacoma Public Utilities has raised its wholesale rates on
the water Fife buys for distribution to Fife’s customers such that Fife must raise its rates or lose
money on every gallon sold.

ATTACHMENTS: Draft Ordinance 1707; rate implementation schedules; PowerPoint slides
showing comparative expenses and rate increases for “Holt Well” “TPU-Only” options; and
“Frequently Asked Questions™ and responses, prepared to address questions and issues raised during
the public hearing.

DISCUSSION: Provided in the memo for the public hearing.
FISCAL IMPACT: The Ordinance reflects the rates as approved in first reading, as shown below:

2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015

Equalized Initial Rate Increases N/A | 20% | 20% | 20% | 3% 3% 2%

Avg. monthly bill — 230 gallons per day ($) | 25.12 | 30.14 | 36.17 | 43.40 | 44.70 | 46.04 | 47.42

ALTERNATIVE COURSES OF ACTION:

1. Adopt Ordinance 1707, as written for 20% increase in 2010.

2. Amend Ordinance 1707, and then adopt Ordinance 1707 as amended.

3. Table consideration of Ordinance 1707 until some issue of major concern can be addressed.

RECOMMENDATIONS: Adopt Ordinance 1707, as written for 20% increase in 2010.
SUGGESTED MOTION: Motion to adopt Ordinance 1707.

- —_ (‘> ., | )

Russ Blount ’ Approved for Agenda  Sfeve Wbr{hihgton
Public Works Director City Manager

Printed: 10:37 AM February 3, 2010



ORDINANCE NO. 1707
CITY OF FIFE, WASHINGTON

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON
REGARDING WATER RATES AND AMENDING FIFE
MUNICIPAL CODE SECTION 13.04.240A

WHEREAS, the Fife City Council last revised water rates through Ordinance

1609-06, adopted in November, 2006, with the last such increase effective on January 1,
2008; and

WHEREAS, City of Fife purchases its water from Tacoma Water; and

WHEREAS over the past twelve years, Tacoma’s rates have increased an average
of 9.8% per year, while Fife’s rates to its customers have increased only 1.4% per year;
and

WHEREAS, an incremental rate increase is necessary to cover the City’s ongoing
water utility operation and maintenance costs and to facilitate capital improvements in
accordance with the Comprehensive Water System Plan, including development of
additional municipal water supply; and

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing on the proposed water rate
increase on January 26, 2010; and

WHEREAS, the adoption of this ordinance setting water rates is 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, WASHINGTON, DOES
ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Fife Municipal Code 13.04.240(A) is hereby amended to read as
follows:

13.04.240 Meter rates for water service within city limits.
A. Meter rates shall be as follows:

1. Effective January 1, 2008, the minimum monthly rate for water supplied
through meters to users within the city limits and the associated base usage
amounts and commodity charges shall be as follows:

Minimum
Meter Size Charge = Monthly Base
(in inches) Per Month Amount

Ordinance No. 1707
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5/8 x 3/4 or 3/4 $13.94 300 cubic ft. or less

1 $46.47 1,000 cubic ft. or less
1-1/2 $ 83.69 1,800 cubic ft. or less
2 $116.20 2,500 cubic ft. or less
3 $232.46 5,000 cubic ft. or less
4 $348.66 7,500 cubic ft. or less
6 $697.34 15,000 cubic ft. or less

For every 100 cubic feet of water supplied through meters to users within the
city limits in excess of the monthly base usage amounts above, $1.76 will be
charged.

2. Effective March 1, 2010, the minimum monthly rate for water supplied
through meters to users within the city limits and the associated base usage
amounts shall be as follows:

Minimum
Meter Size Charge = Monthly Base
(in inches) Per Month Amount
5/8 x 3/4 or 3/4 $16.73 300 cubic ft. or less

1 $55.76 1,000 cubic ft. or less
1-1/2 $100.43 1,800 cubic ft. or less
2 $139.44 2,500 cubic ft. or less
3 $278.95 5,000 cubic ft. or less
4 $418.39 7,500 cubic ft. or less
6 $836.81 15,000 cubic ft. or less

For every 100 cubic feet of water supplied through meters to users within the
city limits in excess of the monthly base usage amounts above, $2.11 will be
charged.

3. Effective January 1, 2011, the minimum monthly rate for water supplied
through meters to users within the city limits and the associated base usage
amounts shall be as follows:

Minimum
Meter Size Charge Monthly Base
(in inches) Per Month  Amount
5/8 x 3/4 or 3/4 $20.08 300 cubic ft. or less
1 $66.91 1,000 cubic ft. or less

Ordinance No. 1707
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1-1/2 $120.52 1,800 cubic ft. or less

2 $167.33 2,500 cubic ft. or less
3 $334.74 5,000 cubic ft. or less
4 $502.07 7,500 cubic ft. or less
6 $1004.17 15,000 cubic ft. or less

For every 100 cubic feet of water supplied through meters to users within the
city limits in excess of the monthly base usage amounts above, $2.53 will be
charged.

4. Effective January 1, 2012, the minimum monthly rate for water supplied
through meters to users within the city limits and the associated base usage
amounts shall be as follows:

Minimum
Meter Size Charge Monthly Base
(in inches) Per Month  Amount
5/8 x 3/4 or 3/4 $24.10 300 cubic ft. or less
1 $ 80.29 1,000 cubic ft. or less
1-1/2 $ 144.62 1,800 cubic ft. or less

2 $200.80 2,500 cubic ft. or less
3 $401.69 5,000 cubic ft. or less
4 $602.48 7,500 cubic ft. or less
6 $1205.00 15,000 cubic ft. or less

For every 100 cubic feet of water supplied through meters to users within the
city limits in excess of the monthly base usage amounts above, $3.04 will be
charged.

5. Effective January 1, 2013, the minimum monthly rate for water supplied
through meters to users within the city limits and the associated base usage
amounts shall be as follows:

Minimum
Meter Size Charge Monthly Base
(in inches) Per Month  Amount
5/8 x 3/4 or 3/4 $24.82 300 cubic ft. or less
1 $ 82.70 1,000 cubic ft. or less
1-1/2 $ 148.96 1,800 cubic ft. or less
2 $206.82 2,500 cubic ft. or less

Ordinance No. 1707
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3 $413.74
4 $620.55
6 $1241.15

5,000 cubic ft. or less
7,500 cubic ft. or less
15,000 cubic ft. or less

For every 100 cubic feet of water supplied through meters to users within the
city limits in excess of the monthly base usage amounts above, $3.13 will be
charged.

6. Effective January 1, 2014, the minimum monthly rate for water supplied
through meters to users within the city limits and the associated base usage
amounts shall be as follows:

Minimum
Meter Size Charge Monthly Base
(in inches) Per Month  Amount
5/8 x 3/4 or 3/4 $25.56 300 cubic ft. or less
1 $85.18 1,000 cubic ft. or less
1-1/2 $153.43 1,800 cubic ft. or less

2 $213.02 2,500 cubic ft. or less
3 $426.15 5,000 cubic ft. or less
4 $639.17 7,500 cubic ft. or less
6 $1278.38 15,000 cubic ft. or less

For every 100 cubic feet of water supplied through meters to users within the
city limits in excess of the monthly base usage amounts above, $3.22 will be
charged.

7.  Effective January 1, 2015, the minimum monthly rate for water supplied
through meters to users within the city limits and the associated base usage
amounts shall be as follows:

Minimum
Meter Size Charge Monthly Base
(in inches) Per Month  Amount
5/8 x 3/4 or 3/4 $26.07 300 cubic ft. or less
1 $ 86.88 1,000 cubic ft. or less
1-1/2 $ 156.50 1,800 cubic ft. or less
2 $217.28 2,500 cubic ft. or less
3 $434.67 5,000 cubic ft. or less

Ordinance No. 1707
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4 $651.95 7,500 cubic ft. or less
6 $1303.95 15,000 cubic ft. or less

For every 100 cubic feet of water supplied through meters to users within the
city limits in excess of the monthly base usage amounts above, $3.28 will be
charged.

Section 2. 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 3. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect five (5) days after
posting and 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 26th day of January, 2010.

Passed by the City Council on the day of February, 2010.

Steve Worthington, City Manager
ATTEST:

Steve Marcotte, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Loren D. Combs, City Attorney

Published:
Effective Date: ,2010

Ordinance No. 1707
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CITY OF FIFE
ORDINANCE 1707

RATE IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE

FOR ADOPTION FEBRUARY 9, 2010

Meter Size
(inches) 2008 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
0% 20% 20% 20% 3% 3% 2%

5/8x3/4 or 3/4 13.94 16.73 20.08 24.10 24.82 25.56 26.07
1 46.47 55.76 66.91 80.29 82.70 85.18 86.88

1-1/2 83.69 100.43 120.52 144.62 148.96 153.43 156.50

2 116.20 139.44 167.33 200.80 206.82 213.02 217.28

3 232.46 278.95 334.74 401.69 413.74 426.15 434.67

4 348.66 418.39 502.07 602.48 620.55 639.17 651.95

6 697.34 836.81 1,004.17 1,205.00 1,241.15 1,278.38 1,303.95
Overage, per ccf 1.76 2.11 2.53 3.04 3.13 3.22 3.28
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Comparison of Holt Well and TPU-Only
Scenarios
B Changes in Capital Costs

v" Well development costs - $6.1 million
+ Mostly bond financed

v" Projected capital costs under the TPU-Only Scenario - $4.8 million
# $494,000 sunk costs related to well development

+ $4.3 million TPU capital charges paid over a 10-year period

® Changes in O&M Costs
v" Higher water purchase costs under the TPU-Only Scenario

v" No additional O&M impact under the TPU-Only Scenario
+ Elimination of additional 0.5 FTE

+ Elimination of additional power and chemical costs

i ECS GROUP Page




Comparison of Holt Well and TPU-Only
Scenarios

Cumulative Rate Increases
120.0%

100.0% b-en oo

80.0% -

60.0% -

40.0%

20.0% -

0.0%

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2018

4~ Holt Well Option iz TPU-Only Option

£ FCS GROUP

Comparison of Holt Well and TPU-Only

Holt Well Option 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Debt Service Payments $ 2072751$ 714,438)% 714,438 |$ 714,438 (S 714,438 ¢ 714,438
Additional O&M Impacts B - 176,067 181,853 187,832 194,012
Water Purchase Costs 921,259 984,912 1,039,148 1,183,070 1,346,925 1,428,952
TOTAL $ 1,128,534 | $ 1,699,350 | $ 1,929,653 $ 2,079,361 | $ 2,249,195 | § 2,337,402
TPU-Only 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Debt Service Payments S - $ 240351|$ 240351 (% 383679 (S 383679 (3 383,679
Additional O&M Impacts - - - - - -
Water Purchase Costs 921,259 984,912 1,346,023 1,858,196 2,089,563 2,193,869
TOTAL $ 921,259 | § 1,225,263 | $ 1,586,374 | $ 2,241,875 | $ 2,473,242 | $ 2,577,548
Difference 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Debt Service Payments $ 207275|$ 474,087 S 474,087 | $ 330,759 | $ 330,759 | $ 330,759
Additional O&M Impacts - - 176,067 181,853 187,832 194,012
Water Purchase Costs - - (306,875) {675,126) (742,638) (764,917)
TOTAL $ 2072755 474,087 | $ 343,279 | § (162,514)| 3 (224,047)| $  (240,145)

S FCS GROUP Page 4




Summary of Revenue Requirements

Holt Well Option

Revenue Requirements 2009 2010 2011 2042 2013 2014 2018
Revenues
Rate Revenues Under Existing Rates $ 1,880,000 $ 2,021,000 $2,066,822 $2,116,886 $ 2,162,682 §$ 2,207,604 $ 2,250,761
Non-Rate Revenues 43,045 65,952 70,452 80,968 94,084 95,482 96,676
Total Revenues $1,933,045 $ 2,086,952 § 2,137,274 $2,197,854 § 2,256,766 § 2,303,086 $ 2,347,438
Expenses
Cash O&M Expenses [1] $ 1422916 $ 1,409,402 § 1,510,597 $1,795,833 § 1,864,339 §$ 1,935328 §$ 2,008,597
Water Purchase for Resale 930,000 921,259 984,912 1,039,148 1,183,070 1,346,925 1,428,952
Existing Debt Service - - - - - - -
New Debt Senice - - 207,275 714,438 714,438 714,438 714,438
Rate Funded CIP - - 204,817 - 7.569 - -
Total Expenses $ 2,352,916 $ 2,330,661 § 2,907,602 $ 3,549,418 $ 3,769,416 $ 3,996,691 § 4,151,987
Annual Rate Adjustment 0.00% 20.00% 20.00% 20.00%
Cumulative Rate Adjustment 0.00% 20.00% 44.00% 72.80%
Rate Revenues After Rate Increase $ 1,890,000 $ 2,357,833 §2978,795 $ 3,667,169 § 3,866,530 §$ 4,073,092 § 4,285,186
Net Cash Flow After Rate Increase (419,871) 93,124 141,646 198,719 191,198 171,883 229,875
Coverage After Rate increases n/a n/a 2.69 1.29 1.30 1.25 1.34
Average Monthly Bill [2] 3 25.12 § 3013 3 36.17 § 43.40 44.70 3 4604 3 47.42

{1] Includes additional taxes due to projected rate increases.
{2} Assumes usage of 230 gallons per day or 9.35 ccf per month.

5 FCS CROUT

Summa of Revenue Requirmets
TPU-Only

Revenue Requirements 2008 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Revenues
Rate Revenues Under Existing Rates $ 1,890,000 $ 2,021,000 § 2.066,822 § 2,116,886 $ 2,162,682 § 2,207,604 $ 2,250,761
Non-Rate Rewvenues 43,045 65,952 70,452 81,795 82,904 89,747 91,257
Total Revenues $1,933,045 $ 2,086,952 $ 2,137,274 $ 2,198,681 § 2,245,586 $ 2,297,351 §$ 2,342,019
Expenses
Cash O&M Expenses [1] $ 1,422,916 § 1,404,473 § 1,496,219 § 1,593,500 $ 1,698,820 §$ 1,764,744 $ 1,832,770
Water Purchase for Resale 930,000 921,259 984,912 1,346,023 1,858,196 2,089,563 2,193,869
Existing Debt Senice - - - - - - -
New Debt Senice - - 240,351 240,351 383,679 383,679 383,679
Rate Funded CIP - - - 54,297 - - -
Total Expenses $2,352,916 § 2,325,732 § 2,721,482 $ 3,234,171 $ 3,940,695 § 4,237,986 §$ 4,410,318
Annual Rate Adjustment 0.00% 17.00% 17.00% 17 .00%% 16 00%% 3.00%
C | Rate A 0.00% 17.00% 36.89% 60.16% 85.79"% 31.36%
Rate Revenues After Rate Increase $ 1,880,000 $ 2,307,308 $ 2,831,404 $ 3,397,914 $ 4,033,954 $ 4249891 §$ 4,471,596
Net Cash Flow After Rate Increase {419,871) 47,528 180,374 245,538 176,162 101,652 152,536
Cowerage After Rate Increases n/a n/a 1.76 2.51 1.49 1.36 1.46
Average Monthly Bill [2] 3 2512 % 29.39 § 3438 § 40.23 § 48.66 $ 48.06 § 49.50

[1]) Includes additional taxes due to projected rate increases.
[2] Assumes usage of 230 gallons per day or 9.35 ccf per month.
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Questions

pendix 1:

Capital Improvement Program

{a] 2016 through 2029,

S FCS GROUP

Capital Improvement Project (Holt Well Option}) 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 Future [a)
Other Capital Projects $ 342,000 S 560,000 [ 51,520,000 | $ 486,000 240,000 150,000 | $ 8,073,700
Holt Well Development 394,000 1,960,000 3,750,000 - - - -
TOTAL {In 2009 Dollars) $ 736,000 | $2,520,000 | $5,270,000 | $ 486,000 240,000 150,000 | $ 8,073,700
TOTAL {Inflated Dollars) $ 765,440 | $2,725,632 | $5,928,033 [ § 568,551 291,997 189,798

Capital Improvement Project {TPU-Only Option) 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 Future [a]
Other Capital Projects $ 342,000 $ 560,000 | $1,520,000 | § 486,000 240,000 150,000 | $ 8,073,700
Holt Well Development - Sunk Costs 394,000 100,000 - . . - -
TPU Capital Charge Payments - - 867,218 416,265 409,327 402,389 2,622,467
TOTAL (In 2009 Dollars}) $ 736000|$ 660,000 |$2387,218 | $ 902,265 649,327 552,389 | $10,696,167
TOTAL (Inflated Dollars) $ 765440 (S 713,856 | $2,577,011 | $ 984,816 701,324 592,187




Capitat Funding {Holt Well Optio

plus:
less:
plus:
plus:
plus:
plus:
less:
Ending Balance

Appendik 2:
Capital Funding

2009 2010 2011 2042 20 2014 2015

Beginning Balance $1,092,265 § 607,350 $ 420,815 $ 348,535 § 560,982 § 377,861 $ 425932
Loan from / (Repayment to) Sewer Utility - 250,000 (250,000) . - - -
General Facilities Charges 200,000 214,818 229,256 243,662 216,457 206,856 193,843
State B&O Tax on GFCs {3,000) (3,222) (3,439) (3,655) {3,247) (3,103) (2,908)

Net Debt Proceeds Awailable for Projects - - 2,350,000 5,750,000 - - -
Interest Eamings 10,923 12,860 3.416 8,713 14,025 9,447 10,648
Transfer of Surplus from Operating Fund 1,163 104,449 119,302 141,760 150,627 126,868 201,351

Direct Rate Funding - - 204,817 - 7,569 - -
Capital Expenditures (694,000) (765,440) (2,725,632) (5,928,033) (568,551) (291,897 (189,798)

$ 607350 $ 420,815 $ 343,535 $ 560,982 § 377,861 $ 425932 $ 639,070

Capital Funding Only) 2008 20 2019 2012 20 2014 2018

Beginning Balance $1,092,265 § 607,350 $ 375219 $2,522714 $ 464,776 §$ 1,390,901 § 972,096
Loan fom / (Repayment to) Sewer Utility - 250,000 {250,000) - - - -
plus: General Facilities Charges 200,000 214,818 229,256 243,662 216,457 206,856 193,843
less: State B&O Tax on GFCs (3,000) (3.222) (3,439) (3.655) (3,247) (3,103) (2.908)
plus: Net Debt Proceeds Awailable for Projects - - 2,725,000 - 1,625,000 - .
plus: Interest Eamings 10,923 12,860 2,504 63,068 11,619 34,773 24,302
plus: Transfer of Surplus fom Operating Fund 1,163 58,853 158,030 161,700 61,112 43,993 120,704
plus: Direct Rate Funding - - - 54,297 - - -
less: Capital Expenditures (684,000) (765,440) (713,856) (2,577,011) (984,816) (701,324) (592,187)|

Ending Balance

$ 607,350 § 375219 $2,522,714 $ 464,776 $1,390,901 $ 97209 $ 715851

Sy PCS ¢

(e
L7




City of Fife
Proposed Water Rates Increase

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS

How much has Tacoma raised its wholesale rates in the last 12 years?
Tacoma has raised its rates an average of 9.8 percent each year. This 1s a total rate increase of 202
percent.

How much has the City of Fife raised its retail rates in the last 12 years?
Fife has raised its rates an average of 1.4 percent each year. This is a total rate increase of 17 percent.

How has Fife usage of Tacoma wholesale water changed over the last 12 years?

Fife used to operate several of its own wells and only purchased 67 percent of its annual water from
Tacoma. However, due to declining yield and water quality issues Fife no longer operates any of its
own wells and now buys 100petcent of its water from Tacoma. In addition, demand in the water
system has increased by 33 petcent. This means that Fife has doubled the amount of water it buys
from Tacoma.

What has been the cost impact of these changes?

Fife now spends 5 times more on wholesale water than it did 12 years ago. This is an increase of
over $820,000 per year. More importantly, Fife now pays more to Tacoma for water used in the
summer than Fife charges its own customers.

How much will Tacoma increase its wholesale rates in the future?

Tacoma’s long range business plan projects rate increase of 35percent in the next 5 years. However,
it is suspected that the rate increases may be even larger if Tacoma chooses to install a filtration
facility at its Green River source. Tacoma is required by the federal government to improve its
treatment process to remove the parasite Cryptosporidium by 2014. This will require between $47 and
187 million in capital improvements, and between $1.2 and $5.1 million annually for operation and
maintenance.

How much more water does Fife need to accommodate projected growth?

The Comprehensive Water System Plan estimates that Fife will need between 800 gallons per minute
(gpm) and 1,100 gpm more water to meet projected growth. These numbers were based on
“typical” or historic Fife users but the total supply required depends on what type of commetcial
water users Fife attracts to the area in the future.

What if Fife does not raise its water rates?

Fife is currently operating its system at a financial loss, and it is estimated that this loss was more
than $420,000 last year. It is estimated that a 14 percent rate increase is needed just to match
commodity rates with Tacoma. A 14 percent rate increase would not cover any of the City’s capital
improvement projects needed to upgrade and maintain its existing system.
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How much will it cost for Fife to develop its own water supply?

Fife is currently pursuing its own groundwater well that will produce approximately 1,000 gpm. It is
estimated that it will cost $5.5 million to complete this project.

How much would it cost to purchase 1,000 gpm wotth of additional supply from Tacoma?
Tacoma chatges a System Development Charge (SDC) to wholesale customers if they want to use
more water. The SDC for 1,000 gpm of new supply is currently $4.4 million.

How will the new well benefit Fife?

It is estimated that Fife will be able to save between $600,000 and $900,000 2 year on the difference
between Tacoma’s wholesale rates and the cost to operate the new well. This amount will be even
greater if Tacoma needs to increase its rate more than is outlined in its business plan.

What are the advantages associated with Fife developing its own groundwater supply?
® Groundwater is usually easier to treat than surface water.

® Groundwater quality and quantity are typically less susceptible to seasonal fluctuations than
surface water.

Groundwater sources can be located closer to where the supply is needed.
Deep groundwater sources are not impacted by acute stormwater events.
Deep groundwater sources are free from pathogenic bactetia that cause diseases.

Fife would have more control over treatment and capital improvements associated with its
well.

* Fife can develop independent sources of supply rather than rely upon a single soutce.

What are the disadvantages associated with Fife developing its own groundwater supply?
® Fife will be responsible for treatment regulations.
* Fife will need to work with Ecology to obtain and transfer water rights.

® Electricity with backup emergency power is required to pump groundwater into the water
system.

e The well shaft and aquifer are susceptible to damage in an earthquake.

What ate the advantages associated with Fife buying all of its water from Tacoma, which
gets most of its supply from sutface water sources?

e Fife does not have to manage its own supply.
e Water is available via gravity at the existing interties.

What are the disadvantages associated with Fife buying all of its water from Tacoma, which
gets most of its supply from surface water sources?

® Surface waters typically contain more precursors to disinfection byproducts, (i.e. compounds
that combine with chlotine to form carcinogenic contaminants such as trihalomethanes).

e Surface waters are more susceptible to drought and low snow pack years.

e Turbidity at the Green River source is sometimes so high that Tacoma cannot supply water
from this source.

® Many miles of large diameter transmission main are vulnerable to catastrophic failutes and
must be maintained and eventually replaced.
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¢ Fife must pay a stand-by or availability charge to Tacoma even if it does not use any water.

® Fife has no control over treatment and capital decisions and must pay whatever rate Tacoma
charges for wholesale watet.

Can Fife rehabilitate the wells it already owns?

Well rehabilitation is a difficult and uncertain endeavor. Most of Fife’s existing wells are relatively
shallow (only 100 feet deep). Some of the wells have inherent watet quality issues (arsenic). While it
may be possible to rehabilitate the wells, and certainly would be possible to drill replacement wells,
this would not make sense financially. Fife alteady has an existing new well drilled. This well is over
1,000 feet deep and has a yield in excess of 1,000 gpm. There would be no economy of scale in
drilling several new replacement wells, equipping them, and providing separate treatment facilities
for each of them.

Will Fife’s new well adversely impact existing ptivate homeowner wells?

No - the new well should not adversely impact homeowner wells or other existing wells in the area.
Most, if not all, of the existing exempt homeowner wells in the Fife area ate relatively shallow
compared to the new well which has been drilled to a depth of 1,005 feet. Well logs indicate that
several hundred feet of silt and clay isolate the new well from shallower aquifers in the area.
Furthermore, as is required for any new well, Fife must work closely with Ecology to ensure that
existing water users do not have their water rights impaired by the new well. This includes
homeowners with exempt wells, existing watet right holders, and environmentally sensitive areas
such as Wapato Creek. A pump testing and monitoring study to determine potential impacts will be
required before Ecology allows the new well to be put into service.

What other advantages are there to Fife developing its own supply?

Staff will pursue the maximum amount of new and transferred water rights possible with Ecology.
If Fife is successful in obtaining more rights than can be accommodated by the capacity of the new
well then it makes sense to consider drilling a second new well. This well would be located near the
first new well and a great economy of scale could be realized by utilizing the treatment facility for
the first new well.

What if Fife does not pursue its own groundwater sources and continues to buy all of its
water from Tacoma?

The results of the latest rate study indicate that Fife needs to raise its rates by 83 petrcent over the
next five years under the new well option. However, if the City does not pursue the well and buys
all of its water from Tacoma, Fife will need to raise its rates by 91 percent over the next five years.

What steps are required to successfully develop a groundwater supply?
¢ Locate a property on which to drill a well.
o Fife has identified the Holt property for the well. The owner is cooperative with Fife and is willing
to sub-divide his property and provide the necessary easements.
¢ Drill a well that hits an aquifer.
©  One in three wells actually bit an aquifer with sufficient water quality and quantity. The Holt well
hit good water on its first attempt.
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® Obtain a meaningful yield from the well by having a large diameter well casing and hitting a
high yield portion of the aquifer.

O Commonly, subsurface conditions make drilling difficult and the well casing must be reduced down in
$ige fo continue advancing the well, especially to depths of 1,000 Jeet.  Fortunately, subsurface
conditions were favorable and the diameter of the well casing is still relatively large. Furthermore,
the aguifer is artesian (meaning water pressure in the aquifer is great enough to cause water to flow
ont of it naturally without pumping) and preliminary and preliminary pump tests indicate a high

yield from the aquifer.
® Determine the water quality of the water available in the aquifer.

O Preliminary water guality testing of the aguifer indicates Lood guality water. Some treatment will be
required 1o remove secondary contaminates (meaning substances with no adverse bealth impacts) such as
tron and manganese, that could cause taste and staining issues.

¢ Determine the long-term sustainable yield of the aquifer.

O Pump testing will be accomplished this spring to determine the long-term yield as required by Ecology
to grant a water right.

* Obtain water rights from Ecology to operate the well.

O Staff and consultants will work with Ecology to obtain water rights.  Due to the depth of the
aquifer, the limited number of senior water rights and the number of existing water rights that Fife
owns, it is believed that Fife will be successful in this water rights process.

* Build a pumping and treatment facility for the well.

O This is the one step Fife has the most control over and the design and construction of such a facility

15 relatively straightforward,
¢ Build a water transmission main for delivery of the water to the system.

O The vast majority of the necessary transmission main Jor this source location will be constructed as
part of the Valley Avenue project. A fow hundred feet of additional water main along Freeman
Road will be required to connect the Valley project to the Holt property.

Z\Water\Ord 1707 Watcr Rate FAQs.docx 4




9E

January 29, 2010
MEMORANDUM
For Meeting of February 9, 2010
TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Chris Pasinetti, Associate Planner; Carl Durham, Acting Community

Development Director
THROUGH:  Steve Worthington, City Manager
SUBJECT: Resolution No. 1327 Kelsey Lane PRD Final Plat

REPORT IN BRIEF: Resolution No. 1327 is for approval of the final plat for Kelsey Lane.

BACKGROUND: Kelsey Lane is located on the west side of 54™ Avenue E, between the UPRR
and Levee Road. The plat includes 49 single family lots. The Council approved the preliminary
plat on May 9, 2006 with the adoption of Ordinance 1586-06. The infrastructure is in. The City
has received all required bonds and fees. Council reviewed this matter at a study session on
October 16, 2007 (see attached minutes).

The following Exhibits are included for your information:
A. Plat Map attached to Resolution No. 1327
1. Vicinity map.
2. Ordinance 1586-06.
3. Matrix of Conditions (Conditions of approval).

The following Attachments are included for your information:

1. Minutes from the October 16, 2007 City Council meeting.
2. Concurrency Certificate.

The Planning Commission reviewed this matter at their November 5, 2007 meeting and
recommended that the final plat be approved in accord with the previously-approved conditions.

DISCUSSION: None suggested.
FISCAL IMPACT: The revenues and expenditures associated with residential development.
ALTERNATIVE COURSES OF ACTION: None suggested.

RECOMMENDATION: The City Council approve Resolution 1327 granting Kelsey Lane
Final Plat.

SUGGESTED MOTION: 1move to approve Resolution No. 1327 granting Kelsey Lane Final
Plat.

urham, ng Community Approvea for éenda:
Development Director Steve Worthington, City Manager

Z\ORDINANCES RESOLUTION\2010\Kelsey Lane\RecCover_2_9 10.doc



RESOLUTION NO. 1327

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON GRANTING FINAL
PLAT APPROVAL FOR A 49-LOT PLAT KNOWN AS KELSEY
LANE

WHEREAS, on March 22, 2003, by the adoption of Ordinance 1586-06, the Fife City
Council approved a preliminary plat for a proposal known as Kelsey Lane, consisting of a 49-lot
single family development; and

WHEREAS, on November 5, 2007, the Planning Commission for the City of Fife
recommended that the City Council grant final plat based on the conditions of approval in
Ordinance 1586-06; and

WHEREAS, the Director of Public Works has determined that the proposed means of
sewage disposal and water supply are adequate and recommends final approval; and

WHEREAS, the City Engineer recommends final approval; and

WHEREAS, THE City Council finds that the Kelsey Lane development conforms to all
terms of the preliminary plat approval and that said subdivision meets the requirements of Chapter
58.17 RCW and other applicable state laws and local ordinances; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the Kelsey Lane development conforms to the
applicable zoning requirements and Fife’s Comprehensive Plan; now, therefore

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Fife City Council approves the final plat for Kelsey Lane, as
set forth in Exhibit A attached hereto, and directs and authorizes the city manager to suitably
inscribe and execute its written approval on the face of the final plat.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that, pursuant to RCW 58.17.170, the subdivision shall be
governed by the terms of approval of the final plat and the statutes, ordinances, and regulations in
effect at the time of approval for a period of five years after final plat approval unless the City
Council finds that a change in conditions has created a serious threat to the public health or safety in
the subdivision.

RESOLUTION NO. 1327
Page 1 of 2



ADOPTED by the City Council at an open public meeting held on the 9" day of February,
2010.

Barry D. Johnson, Mayor

Attest;

Steve Marcotte, City Clerk

RESOLUTION NO. 1327
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A PORTION OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 AND THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF THE
NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST OF
THE WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, CITY OF FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

PER FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY ORDER NO.
4209-1015471
DATED JUNE 8, 2009,

REAL PROPERTY IN THE COUNTY OF PIERCE, STATE OF WASHINGTON,
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

PARCEL A:

COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF GOVERNMENT LOT 6, IN
SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST, W.M., IN PIERCE
COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

THENCE NORTH B9'54'04” EAST ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID
GOVERNMENT LOT 6, A DISTANCE OF 651 FEET TO THE SOUTHWEST
CORNER OF LAND CONVEYED TO WILLIAM L STOWELL AND IRENE R,

STOWELL, HUSBAND AND WIFE, BY DEED RECORDED LINDER RECORDING NO.

1786439,
DESCRIPT)
THENCE NORTH 01°28'46” EAST 855.35 FEET TO THE BALANCED NORTH
MEANDER UNE OF THE MEANDERED CHANNEL OF THE PUYALLUP RIVER;
THENCE ALONG SAID BALANCED NORTH MEANDER LINE THE FOLLOWNG
DISTANCES AND BEARINGS, NORTH 8617'17° WEST, 115.13 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH B4"14'43" WESY, 232.82 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 75%15°43" WEST, 133.04 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 6171543 WEST, 204.84 FEET TO THE WEST LINE OF SAID
GOVERNMENT LOT §;

THENCE SOUTH 0128’46 WEST ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF SAID
GOVERNMENT LOT 6, A DISTANCE OF 349.44 FEET TO THE NORTH RIGHT
OF WAY UNE OF NORTH LEVEE ROAD;

THENCE SOUTH 59°05°02" EAST ALONG SAID NORTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE
696.34 FEET TO THE SOUTH UNE OF SAID GOVERNMENT LOT §;

THENCE NORTH B9'54'04” EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE 44.33 FEET TO
THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

BEING THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING FOR THIS LEGAL
ON;

KELSEY LANE PRD.

PARCEL 8:

THE SOUTH 60 FEET OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PROPERTY:
BEGINNING AT A POINT 651 FEET EAST OF THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF
GOVERNMENT LOT 6 IN SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST,
W.M., IN PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

THENCE NORTH 453 FEET;

THENCE EASTERLY 651 FEET TO A POINT ON THE EAST LINE OF SAID
GOVERNMENT LOT 6, 360 FEET NORTH OF THE SOUTHEAST CORNER
THEREOF;

THENCE SOUTH 360 FEET,
THENCE WEST ON THE SOUTH UNE OF SAID GOVERNMENT LOT 6 TO THE
POINT OF BEGINNING.

EXCEPT ROADS.
PARCEL C:

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER
THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 13,
TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST, WM., IN PIERCE COUNTY,
WASHINGTON;

THENCE ON SAID NORTH LINE WEST 295 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH S0 FEET PARALLEL WTH THE EAST UINE OF SAID
SOUTHEAST QUARTER;

THENCE EAST 295 FEET PARALLEL WITH THE NORTH LINE OF SAID
SOUTHEAST QUARTER TG THE EAST LINE OF SAID SOUTHEAST QUARTER:
THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE 90 FEET 10 THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF
13,

EXCEPY THE EAST 25 FEET THEREOF DEEDED TO PIERCE COUNTY FOR
ROAD BY DEED RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NO. 1426714,

TAX PARCEL NUMBER: 0320131009 AND 0320131010 AND 0320131036
AND 0320131052

SECTION SUBDIVISION
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Exhibit A

VICINITY MAP
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MEETS OR EXCEEDS ACCURACY REQUIREMENTS
CONTAINED IN R.C.W. 58.09 AND W.A.C.
332.130.090

AUDITOR'S CERTIFICATE

FILED FOR RECORD THIS ____DAY OF ———
e AT MINUTES PAST______ M.

RECORDS OF THE PIERCE COUNTY AUDITOR, TACOMA,

WASHINGTON.

RECORDING NUMBER

PIERCE COUNTY AUDITOR

FEE

BY

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS PLAT OF KELSEY LANE PRD IS BASED ON
AN ACTUAL SURVEY DONE BY ME OR UNDER MY DIRECT SUPERVSION;
THAT THE BEARINGS AND DISTANCES ARE SHOWN CORRECTLY; THAT THE
PERIMETER MONUMENTS HAVE BEEN SET AND THAT ALL OTHER
MONUMENTS AND LOT CORNERS HAVE BEEN SET OR BONDED WTH THE
CITY OF FIFE AND WILL BE SET PRIOR TO THE RELEASE OF THE BOND:
THAT | HAVE COMPLIED WATH ALL STATE AND CITY REGULATIONS
GOVERNING PLATTING AND THAT IT CONFORMS TO THE APPROVED
PRELIMINARY PLAT AND THE CONDITIONS THEREOF.

JOHN W. BECKER P.L.S. NO. 38480

SEATTLE

2215 North 30th Street, Suite 300, Tacoms, WA 98403  253.383.2422 TRL
1200 6th Avenue, Sufte 1620, Seeltie, WA 88101-3123 2082672425 TR

TACOMA




KELSEY LANE PRD.

SHEET 2 OF 4

A PORTION OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 AND THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF THE
NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST OF
THE WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, CITY OF FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

DEDICATION

WE THE UNDERSIGNED OWNERS OF THE HEREIN DESCRIBED PROPERTY, DEDICATE THESE LOTS TO THE PURCHASERS
THEREOF, WE DEDICATE THE PUBLIC ROADS HEREON AND THE PUBLIC EASEMENTS TO THE USE OF THE PUBLIC FOREVER,
AND HEREBY GRANT TO THE PUBLIC THE RIGHT TO MAKE ALL NECESSARY SLOPES FOR CUTS AND FILLS UPON THESE
LOTS IN THE ORIGINAL REASONABLE GRADING OF THE STREE'

WE DEDICATE TO THE CITY OF FIFE, IT'S OFFICERS, EMPLOYEES, AGENTS, SUCCESSORS, ASSIGNS AND CONTRACTORS, FOR
THE USE OF THE PUBUC FOREVER, A PERPETUAL EASEMENT WATH A RIGHT OF IMMEDIATE ENTRY AND CONTINUED ACCESS
FOR CONSTRUCTION, IMPROVEMENT, MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR OF SEWER PIPELINES, MANHOLES AND OTHER APPURTENANT
SEWER STRUCTURES, DRYWELLS OR UNDERGROUND DRAINAGE FACILITIES OVER, UNDER AND ACROSS THE PUBLIC
EASEMENTS AND/OR PUBLIC ROADS SHOWN ON THE FACE OF THIS PLAT.

UNDERSIGNED OWNERS WAIVE ALL CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES AGAINST THE CITY OF FIFE, ITS OFFICERS, EMPLOYEES, AGENTS,
SUCCESSORS, ASSIGNS AND CONTRACTORS ARISING FROM OR OCCASIONED TO THE ADJACENT LAND BY THE ESTABLISHED
CONSTRUCTION, DRAINAGE AND MAINTENANCE OF SAID ROADS, AS WELL AS SEWER PIPELINES, MANHOLES AND OTHER
APPURTENANT SEWER STRUCTURES, DRYWELLS, WATER SYSTEM, SYSTEM CONTROLS AND DATA SYSTEMS, DRY UTILITY
SYSTEM OR UNDERGROUND DRAINAGE FACIUTIES OVER, UNDER AND ACROSS THE AFOREMENTIONED ROADS.

TRACTS A AND F ARE HEREBY GRANTED AND CONVEYED YO THE KELSEY LANE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATIONS (HOA) AS
OPEN SPACE, LANDSCAPE, AND MONUMENT TRACTS. OWNERSHIP AND MAINTENANCE OF SAID TRACTS SHALL BE THE
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE HOA.

TRACTS B, C, AND € ARE HERESY GRANTED AND CONVEYED TO THE KELSEY LANE HOA AS OPEN SPACE, ACTIVE OPEN
SPACE AND STORM DRAINAGE FACILITES TRACTS. OWNERSHIP AND MAINTENANCE OF SAID TRACTS SMALL BE THE
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE HOA.

TRACT D IS HEREBY GRANTED AND CONVEYED TO THE KELSEY LANE HOA AS OPEN SPACE, LANDSCAPE AND STORM
DRAINAGE FACILITIES TRACT. OWNERSHIP AND MAINTENANCE OF SAID TRACTS SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE HOA.

THIS SUBDIVISION HAS BEEN MADE WITH THE FREE CONSENT AND IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DESIRES OF THE
UNDERSIGNED OWNERS.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, WE HAVE SET OUR HANDS AND SEALS.

KELSEY CREEK AT FIFE, 11C
11232 NE 15TH ST. SUITE 101, BELLEVUE, WA 398004

BY

NORTHWARD PROPERTIES
1520 140TH AVENUE NE SUITE 200, BELLEVUE, WA 98005

BY

CONSENT BY LENDING INSTITUTION

THE UNDERSIGNED, THE BENEFICIARY OF THAT CERTAIN DEED OF
TRUST RECORDED UNDER PIERCE COUNTY RECORDING NUMBER
200611150990, HEREBY CONSENT TO THE EXECUTION OF THIS
DOCUMENT BY KELSEY CREEK AT FIFE, LLC

WASHINGTON FEDERAL SAVINGS
425 PIKE STREET, SEATTLE, WA 98101

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
S&LETYWWWASHINGTW } ss

BY ITS PROPER OFFICERS THIS DAY OF . 20

ON THE DAY AND YEAR FIRST ABOVE WRITTEN, BEFORE ME PERSONALLY APPEARED

TO ME KNOWN TO BE THE
OF KELSEY CREEK AT FIFE, LLC THAT EXECUTED THE WITHIN AND FOREGOING INSTRUMENT, AND
ACKNOWLEDGED SAID INSTRUMENT TO BE THE FREE AND VOLUNTARY ACT AND DEED

OF SAID LLC, FOR THE USES AND PURPOSES THEREIN MENTIONED, AND ON

OATH STATED THAT HE WAS AUTHORIZED TO EXECUTE SAID INSTRUMENT.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | HAVE HEREON SET MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL THE DAY
AND YEAR FIRST ABOVE WRITTEN.

PRINT NAME SIGN NAME

NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR THE STATE OF

RESIDING AT

STATE OF WASHINGTON ; ss
COUNTY OF i

BY ITS PROPER OFFICERS THIS, DAY OF. . 20

ON THE DAY AND YEAR FIRST ABOVE WRITTEN, BEFORE ME PERSONALLY APPEARED

TO ME KNOWN TO BE YHE
OF NORTHWARD PROPERTIES THAT EXECUTED THE WITHIN AND FOREGOING INSTRUMENT, AND
ACKNOWLEDGED SAID INSTRUMENT TO BE THE FREE AND VOLUNTARY ACT AND DEED

OF SAID CORPORATION, FOR THE USES AND PURPOSES THEREIN MENTIONED, AND ON

OATH STATED THAT HE WAS AUTHORIZED TO EXECUTE SAID INSTRUMENT.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | HAVE HEREON SET MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL THE DAY
AND YEAR FIRST ABOVE WRITTEN.

PRINY NAME SIGN NAME

NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR THE STATE OF

RESIDING AT,

STATE OF WASHINGTON ; S5
COUNTY OF -

BY ITS PROPER OFFICERS THIS.
ON THE DAY AND YEAR FIRST ABOVE WRITTEN, BEFORE ME PERSONALLY APPEARED

DAYOF__ = .20

TO ME KNOWN TO BE THE
OF THE CORPORATION THAT EXECUTED THE WITHIN AND FOREGOING INSTRUMENT, AND
ACKNOWLEDGED SAID INSTRUMENT TO BE THE FREE AND VOLUNTARY ACT AND DEED
OF SAID CORPORATION, FOR THE USES AND PURPOSES THEREIN MENTIONED, AND ON
OATH STATED THAT HE WAS AUTHORIZED TO EXECUTE SAID INSTRUMENT.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | HAVE HEREON SET MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL THE DAY
AND YEAR FIRST ABOVE WRITTEN,

PRINT NAME SIGN NAME

NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR THE STATE OF

RESIDING AT

ASSESSOR - TREASURER

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT ALL STATE AND COUNTY TAXES AND DEUNQUENT ASSESSMENTS FOR
WHICH THE PROPERTY WAY BE UIABLE AS OF THE DATE OF CERTIFICATION HAVE BEEN FULLY
PAID, SATISFIED OR DISCHARGED.

DALE WASHAM DATE
ASSESSOR - TREASURER, PIERCE COUNTY

CITY CLERK - TREASURER

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAY ACCORDING TO THE RECORDS OF THE CITY OF FIFE, THERE ARE NO
DELINQUENT SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS OR LIENS OUTSTANDING AGAINST THE PROPERTY AS OF
THE DATE OF THIS CERTFICATION.

STEVE WARCOTTE DATE
CITY CLERK — TREASURER

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE LAYOUT OF STREETS, ALLEYS AND OTHER RIGHTS—OF—WAY,
DESIGN OF BRIDGES, SEWAGE AND WATER SYSTEMS AND OTHER STRUCTURES IN THIS PLAT
HAVE BEEN CONSTRUCTED TO THE CITY OF FIFE STANDARDS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CITY
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT OR THAT A FINANCIAL GUARANTEE IN AN AMOUNT
SUFFICIENY TO COMPLETE THE WORK IS DEPOSITED IN THIS OFFICE. | FURTHER CERTIFY THAT
THIS PLAT IS HEREBY ACCEFTED AND APPROVED. | FURTHER CERTFY THAT THE CITY OF FIFE
HAS SUFFICIENT SEWAGE DISPOSAL AND WATER SUPPLY CAPACITY TO SERVE THE SUBDIVISION
AND THAT THE KELSEY LANE P.R.D. HAS BEEN CHECKED AND THAT ALL WORKING DRAWNGS
AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENTS HAVE BEEN PREPARED IN CONFORMANCE WiTH THE
?MTEYF?S FIFE'S STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS AND | THEREFORE RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF

RUSS BLOUNT DATE
CITY ENGINEER

PLANNING COMMISSION

! HEREBY CERTIFY THATON ______ 2010 THE CITY OF FIFE
PLANNING COMMISSION FOUND THAT THE FINAL PLAT OF KEL§Y LANE P.R.D. HAS
COMPUED WTH ALL TERMS OF THE PRELIMINARY PLAT APPROVAL, AND IT HAS
THEREFOR RECOMMENDED APPROVAL.

JCHMAI(F:!ﬁN. CITY OF FIFE PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY COUNCIL

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT ON __ —_—______, 2010 THE FIFE Q7Y
COUNCIL FOUND THAT THE FINAL PLAT OF KELSEY LANE P.R.D. CONFORMS TO ALL
TERMS OF THE PRELIMINARY PLAT APPROVAL. AND MEETS THE REQUIREMENTS OF
STATE AND LOCAL LAW, AND THEREFORE APPROVED SAID FINAL PLAT.

STEVE WORTHINGTON

CITY MANAGER DATE
OREN CONBS DATE
CITY ATTORNEY

EASEMENTS AND RESERVATIONS

1. A GENERAL UTIUTY EASEMENT (UE) IS HEREBY RESERVED FOR AND GRANTED TO PUGET
SOUND ENERGY, INC., TACOMA DEPARTMENT OF PUBLC UTIUTIES, LIGHT DIVISION,
(DBA TACOMA Pomsa) THE CITY OF FIFE, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS, CLICK NETWORK, ANY

IPANY, AND ANY AND ALL LOT OR TRACT OWNERS WTHIN THIS PLAT
AND THER RESPECTIVE SUGLESSORS AND ASSIGNS, UNDER AND UPON THE EXTERIOR TEN
(10) FEET OF ALL LOTS, TRACTS, AND SPACES WITHIN THE PLAT, LYING PARALLEL WITH AND
ADJOINING ALL STREET FRONTAGES, AND IN OTHER LOCATIONS AS SHOWN ON THE MAPS AS
UE", IN WHICH TO CONSTRUCT, OPERATE, MAINTAIN, REPAIR, REPLACE AND ENLARGE
UNDERGROUND PIPES, CONDUITS, CABLES, VAULTS, ENCLOSURES, PEDESTALS, SWITCHGEAR,
TRANSFORMERS, WIRES, WATER METERS, FIRE HYDRANTS, SANITARY SEWER STRUCTURES, AND
PRIVATE STORM DRAINAGE STRUCTURES WITH ALL NECESSARY OR CONVENIENT UNDERGROUND

GROU

RIGHT TO ENTER UPON THE LOTS, TRACTS, AND SPACES AT ALL TMES FOR THE PURPOSES
HEREIN STATED.

THESE EASEMENTS ENTERED UPON FOR THESE PURPOSES SHALL BE RESTORED AS NEAR AS
POSSIBLE TO THEIR ORIGINAL CONDITION BY THE UTILITY, NO LINES OR WIRES FOR ELECTRIC
CURRENT OR FOR TELEPHONE USE OR CABLE TELEVISION SHALL BE PLACED OR PERMITTED TO
BE PLACED UPON ANY LOT OR TRACT UNLESS THE SAME SHALL BE UNDERGROUND OR IN
CONDUIT ATTACHED TO A BUILDING.

NO COMBUSTIBLE (AS DEFINED BY THE LATEST EDITION OF THE INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CODE)
BUILDNG SURFACE, EAVES, oa OVERHANG SHALL BE LOCATED CLOSER THAN TEN (10) FEET
HORIZONTALLY TO ANY TACOMA POWER TRANSFORMER. FURTHERMORE, NO WINDOW,

OTHER OPENING SHALL BE LOCATED CLOSER THAN TEN (10) FEET TO ANY TACOMA POKR
TRANSFORMER.

2. AN EASEMENT IS GRANTED TO THE CITY OF FIFE FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENTERING ALL LOTS
AND TRACTS WITHIN THIS SUBDIVISION FOR THE LIMITED PURPOSE OF INSPECTING THE LOWEST
FLOOR OF THE STRUCTURES BUILT THEREON TO CONFIRM THAT THERE ARE ADEQUATE FLOOD
VENTILATION OPENINGS AND THAT SAID STRUCTURES COMPLY WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF FIFE
MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 15.40, AS NOW EXISTING OR HEREAFTER AMENDED.

3. ACCESS AND UTILITIES EASEMENT ON LOT 19 IS FOR THE BENEFIT OF LOT 1B,
4. ACCESS AND UTILITIES EASEMENT ON LOT 35 IS FOR THE BENEFIT OF LOT 34.

5. UTIUTY AND EMERGENCY ACCESS EASEMENT ON LOTS 18 AND 19 IS FOR THE BENEFIT OF
ALL PLAT PROPERTY OWNERS, CITY OF FIFE, AND EMERGENCY SERWCE PROVADERS.

8. ACCESS AND UTIUTIES EASEMENT LOTS 34 AND 35 AND TRACT E IS FOR THE BENEFIT OF
THE CITY OF FIFE

7. 14’ LANDSCAPE EASEMENT ACROSS LOTS 18 THROUGH 21 FOR LANDSCAPE BUFFER
PURPOSES. EASEMENT AREA TO BE MAINTAINED BY KELSEY LANE AT FIFE H.O.A.

8. AN EASEMENT 1S HEREBY PROVIDED OVER THE ACTIVE RECREATION AR[AS CONTAKNED IN
TRACTS A, B, C AND E FOR THE USE OF THE PUBLIC DURING DAYLIGHYT HOUI

PROTECTIVE COVENANTS

KNOW ALL PEOPLE BY THESE PRESENTS, THAT WE THE HEREIN BELOW SIGNED OWNERS IN FEE
SIMPLE OF THE LAND HEREBY SUBDIVIDED, HEREBY CERTIFY THAT WE HAVE ESTABUSHED THE
KELSEY LANE AT FIFE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH WASHINGTON STATE
LAW VHI(}! mmmzx EACH LOT OF THIS PLAT AS A MEMBER OF SAID HOMEOWNERS

ASSOCIATH SAD ASSOCIATION IS SUBJECT TO THE DECLARATION OF COVENANTS AND
RESTRICTIONS FOR THE PLAT OF KELSEY LANE P.R.D., AS DISCLOSED BY INSTRUMENT UNDER
PIERCE COUNTY

APN. . ' O Exgivoury

206653.50
01/20/10

SEATTLE

TACOMA

2215 North 304 Street, Suite 300, Tacoms, WA §8403 23363422 TR
1200 6th Avenue, Suits 1820, Seattie, WA 88101-3123  208.267.2425 TBL




SHEET 3 OF 4

13521
S 012810 w

f""“"‘f"" 301.69' e
V4

7

D DETAIL

SEE TRACT
%

TRACT C
(OPEN SPACE, ACTVE Ly
OPEN SPACE AND S on

S 01728

7

s L
TR
s
a5
%

NO1"28'04"E
47.81°

S5548'43°E 15.00°

L .

L3=S3471117"W 50.46"
Lé=N751S'1E 92.36°
L5=N751511"E  85.12° WATER EASEMENT
L6=534"11"17"W 42.B8' WATER EASEMENT
L7=S3411'17"W 35.37' WATER EASEMENT
L8=S3411"17"W 49.59' STORM EASEMENT

1"=50"

SEWER EASEMENT - 30" WIDE
. SEWER EASEMENT — J30° WIDE
SEWER EASEMENT - 30" WIDE
. SEWER EASEMENT — 30' WIDE

WATER EASEMENT — 15' WIDE
WATER EASEMENT — 15" WIDE
WATER EASEMENT - 15' WIDE
WATER EASEMENT — 15" WIDE

38
6,294 SI

F /o ¢
S
N /
<1g
;o

STORM FACILITIES) R 2
36,866 o5
SEE EASEMENT
NOTE 10
%, LZZ:Q
b S0 ’».,C:V

EASEMENT
DETAIL 2

SEE SHEET 4 FOR
LINE & CURVE TABLES

50" © 25 50" 100"

e —

( IN FEET )
1 INCH = 50 FT.

EASEMENT
DETAIL 1

g A
) (7

KELSEY LANE PRD.

A PORTION OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 AND THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF THE
NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST OF
THE WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, CITY OF FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON.
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CITY OF FIFE NOTES

1, THIS PLAT WAS APPROVED AS A PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT UNDER THE
REQUIREMENTS OF FIFE MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 19.52 THE USE AND DEVELOPMENT
OF THE LOTS AND TRACTS IN THE PLATS SHALL COMPLY WITH THE STANDARDS OF
FMC 19.24 MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL PURSUANT TO 18.52.050.

2 THE STREET TREES, PLANTED AS A CONDITION OF PLAT APPROVAL, SH)

PLANTED ACCORDING 7O THE APPROVED LANDSCAPE PLANS ON FILE WITH TI{ ary
OF FIFE. THE STREET TREES PLANTED WITHIN AND/OR ABUTTING INDIMDUAL LOTS
SHALL BE OWNED AND MAINTANED BY THE OWNERS OF SAID LOTS. THE STREET
TREES PLANTED WITHIN ANC/OR ABUTTING THE PRIVATE AND PUBLIC TRACTS WTHN
THS PLAT SHALL BE OWNED AND MAINTANED BY THE HOMEGWNER'S ASSOCIATION.
STREET TREES PLANTED WITHIN THE PUBLIC ROAD RIGHT-OF—WAYS ARE SUBJECT TO
MAINTENANCE BY THE CITY OF FIFE OR ITS SUCCESSOR AGENCY. UNLESS AND UN
STREET TREES ARE SUBJECT TO A STREET MAINTENANCE PROGRAM ADOPTED BY TNE
ary oF Fl'[, LOT OWNERS AND/OR THE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION SHALL MANTAN
SYREET TREES CONSISTENT WTH AND SUBJECT TO FIFE MUNICIPAL CODE CHAP

19.64 {LANDSCAPE AND BUFFERING REGULATIONS), AS NOW OR HEREAFTER AMENOED.

3. TRACTS 8, C, D AND E ARE DESIGNATED AS HAVING STORM ORAMAGE FACILITIES.
N.L\.OEHNN THE PLAT SHALL HAVE AN UNDIVIDED WTEREST N SAID TRACTS B,
C, D, AND £ AN EASEMENT HAS BEEN CONVEYED TO THE ASSOCIATION FOR THE
WNSTWCTIIN MANTENANCE AND REPAIR OF THE STORM DRAINAGE FACIUITES WTHN
TRACTS B, C, D, AND E. THE ASSOCIATION SHALL HAVE A RIGHT AND OBUIGATION 10
MAINTAR SUCH FACLITIES CONSISTENT WITH AND SUBVECT TO THE KELSEY LANE
OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE MANUAL ("STORM WATER IMNUAL') ON AILE WTH THE
COTY OF FIFE. THE ASSOCIATION SHALL CONSTRUCT AND AR SAD FACUTIES IN
ACCORDANCE mn THE FIFE MUNIGPAL CODE, CHAPTERS 1532 (DRAINAGE OF
SURFACE WATERS) AND 15.34 {STORMWATER FACIITY DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION
STANDARDS) AS AMENDED..

4. THE SURVEYOR SHALL SET AT LEAST TWO CORNER PINS ON EACH BUILDABLE LOT
PRIOR TO RECORDING THE FINAL PLAT FOR KELSEY LANE. PRIOR TO FINAL BULDING
INSPECTION, A SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATION SHALL BE PROVIDED TO THE CITY OF FWE
AFFIRMING THAT A SURVEY PIN IS IN PLACE AT EACH CORNER OF THE BUILDING LOT
IN ACCORDANCE WTH THE FINAL PLAT. ANY DISTURBANCE TO SUCH PINS BETWEEN
THE DATE OF CERTIFICATION AND FINAL INSPECTION SHALL BE CAUSE FOR
WTHHOLDING INSPECTION APPROVAL.

5. PRIOR 7O THE RELEASE OF THE BOND FOR SURVEY MONUMENTS, A SURVEYOR'S
CERTIFICATION SHALL BE PROVIDED TD THE CITY OF FIFE AFFIRMING THAT ALL
MONUMENTS IN STREET RIGHTS OF WAY HAVE BEEN SET IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
PINAL PLAT FOR KELSEY LANE.

& M KELSEY LANE PLAT IS LOCATED ADJACENT TO TRIBAL TRUST LAND. THE TRBE
A SALMON—REARING PROJECT ON APPROXMATELY 11 ACRES OF
VR\)ST LAND. PR(PERTY OWNERS ARE ADWISED TO TAKE APPROPRIATE STEPS TO
MINMIZE ACCESS TO THS PROPERTY AS STATED IN CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL IN OTY
OF FIFE ORDINANCE NO. 1586-06. THE PUYALLUP TRIBE OF INDIANS HAS CREATED A

7. ALL OF THE LOTS WTHIN THIS PLAT ARE CURRENTLY LOCATED WITHIN THE
PUYALLUP RIVER FLOCDPLAN AND MAY BE SUBJECT TO FLOODING. THE OWNERS OF
SAID LOTS SHALL NOT ITERFERE WTH THE FREE FLOW OF WATER ACROSS THE LOTS
UNTIL SUCH TIME THE PUVALLIJP RIVER LEVEE 1S RE-CERTIFIED AND THE LOTS ARE
NO LONGER WITHIN THE DESIGNATED FLOODPLAN.

8. THE FOUNDATIONS OF ANY RESIDENTIAL STRUCTURES BUILT WITHIN THE PLAT
SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED N A MANNER TO WITHSTAND FLOOD FLOWS AND SHALL
COMPLY WTH THE REQUIREMENTS OF FIFE MUNICIPAL COOE CHAPTER 15.40 (FLOOD
DAMAGE PREVENTION) AS NOW OR HEREAFTER AMENDED.

9. PORTIONS OF LOT 6 AND 7 AND LOTS 39 THROUGH 49 ARE CURRENTLY LOCATED

IN THE PUYALLUP RIVER FLOCDWAY. OWNERS OF SAID LOTS SHALL COMPLY WTH
ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS OF FIFE MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 15.40.

CITY OF FIFE STORM
WATER EASEMENT

AN EASEMENT IS HEREBY GRANTED TO THE CITY OF FIFE, ITS
AGENTS, OFFICERS, EMPLOYEES AND CONTRACTORS TO ENTER ON

KELSEY LANE PRD.
A PORTION OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 AND THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF THE
NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST OF
THE WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, CITY OF FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

10. A SUBDIISION GUARANTEE PREPARED BY FIRST AMERICAN TMLE INSURANCE

COMPANY, THOR ORDER NUMBER 4209-1015471, DATED JUNE 8, 2009, WAS

REIJBJ UPON FOR RECORD ITEMS AFFECTING THIS SUBDIVISION. ACCORDING TO
THESE DOCUMENTS, THE FOLLOWING ITEMS AFFECT THIS SITE:

A) EASEMENT IN FAVOR OF PUGET SOUND POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY
RECORDED UNDER AFN. 884205 RELEASED BY DOCUMENT RECORDED UNDER
AF.N. 200709100078

6) EMERGENCY ACCESS EASEMENT. RECORDED UNDER AFN. 200608170982,

9] NOTES, AND AND OR
DELINEATED ON FACE OF SURVEY RECORDED UNDER AF.N. B402030358.

0) COMDITIONS, NDTES, EASEMENTS AND PROVISIONS CONTAINED AND OR
DELNEATED ON FACE OF SURVEY RECORDED UNDER AF.N. 200309105017.

E) CONDITIONS, NOTES, FASEMENTS AND PROMSIONS CONTAINED AND OR
DELINEATED ON FACE OF SURVEY RECORDED UNDER AF.N. 200604185003.

F) ANY QUESTION THAT MAY ARISE DUE TO THE SHIFTING AND OR CHANGING OF
COURSE OF THE PUYALLUP RIVER.

G) RIGHTS OF THE GENERAL PUBUC TO THE UNRESTRICTED USE OF ALL WATERS
OF A NAVIGABLE BODY OF WATER.

11. ACCESS TO NORTH LEVEE ROAD IS RESTRICTED TO EMERGENCY
UNTIL SUCH TIME AS THE CITY OF FIFE DETERMINES THAT NORTH LEVEE ROAD
HAS BEEN MPROVED TO AN APPROPRIATE STANDARD.

12. PURSUANT TO FMC 15.70, ALL NEW HOMES WILL BE EQUIPPED WTH SAME
TECHNOLOGY (SINGLE AREA MESSAGE ENCODING) AND SHALL BE A 120 VOLT
SYSTEM WITH AUTOMATIC BATTERY BACKUP.

13. SUBJECT T0 "OPUS” LATECOMERS FEES TOTAUNG $3,703.00 CURVE | LENGTH | RADIUS | DELTA

c 1465
AREAS DEDICATED AS ACTIVE OPEN SPACE MUST REMAN ACTIVE OPEN ST 13726

SEACE ARENS.NO CHANGES SHALL BE WADE T0 THESE AREAS WIHOUT PRIR < oy

REVIEW AND APPROVAL BY THE GITY OF FIFE. < 277

15. N ACCORD WTH FMC 20.20.010, THE APPLICANT SHALL PAY A PARK c 29.75"

WPACT FEE IN THE AMOUNT OF $23,300 ($1700.00 PER LOT) THE FEES WAL BE < 2585

COLLECTED ON A PER LOT BASIS AT THE TME OF BUILDING PERMIT C 26.86"

APPUCATION. c8 | 26.86°

16. N THE EVENT THAT THE HOA IS DISSOLVED OR OTHERWISE FALS 1O MEET €O 4 2686

ITS PROPERTY TAX OBUGATIONS AS EVIDENCE BY NON-PAYMENT OF PROPERTY €10 | 17.54

TAXES FOR A PERIOD OF EIGHTEEN (18) MONTHS, m EACH LOT N THIS PLAT a 31.28 3

SUALL HAYE A% EGUAL AND UNDIVOED OWIERSHP NTEREST W ALL TRACTS =] 53335 | 2500 | 1221357

S e oy W WOk D HAVE M ATTENDANT FMANGIAL A0 o 3126 | 2500 | 714056

WANTENANCE. RESPONSRILITES. ci 21,20 | 45.00 | 76'59'30°

17. AN EASEMENT SHALL BE GRANTED TO THE CITY OF FIFE AND SET FORTH ON c 22.77 | 45.00° | 28'59'40

THE FACE OF THE FINAL PLAT TO PERMIT THE CITY T0 ENTER THE LOTS FOR 8] 20157 | 45.00° | 2542709

THE UMITED PURPOSE OF INSPECTING THE LOWEST FLOR OF THE STRUCTURES 3] 2477 | 45.007 | 304913

BUILT THEREON TO CONFIRM THAT THERE ARE ADEQUATE FLOOR VENTILATION Gie 1 2685 | 4500 | 347220

OPENINGS AND THAT SAID STRUCTURES CONPLY WTH THE REQUREMENTS OF G T aeee 4500 | 34720

FIFE MUNIOPAL CODE CHAPTER 15.40 (FLOOD DAMAGE PREVENTION) AS NOW OR 25, : 29
c20 | 7686 | 4500 | 3412720

HEREAFTER AMENOED : . 20
C21_ | 2774 | 45.00 | 3519°06
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CITY OF FIFE, WASHINGTON
ORDINANCE NO. 1586-06

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON, APPROVING
WITH CONDITIONS A PRELIMINARY PLAT, PLANNED
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT AND SHORELINE
SUBSTANTIAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT FOR A
SUBDIVISION KNOWN AS “KELSEY LANE”

WHEREAS, the City has received preliminary plat, planned residential development, and
shoreline substantial development applications from Northward Homes, to subdivide Assessor’s
Parcel Numbers 0320131009, 0320131010, 0320131036, and 0320131052 totaling 12.39 acres,
into 49 detached single-family lots and four tracts; and

WHEREAS, on October 5, 2005, an amended Notice of Final Determination of Non-
Significance, with mitigation measures, was issued pursuant to the State Environmental Policy Act;
and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed the preliminary plat, planned residential
development, and shoreline substantial development permit at a public meeting on November 7,
2005 and recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to certain conditions; and

WHEREAS, subsequent to the Planning Commission public meeting, a letter from the
Federal Emergency Management Administration (FEMA) and received by the City on October 27,
2005, came to the attention of Staff; said letter stated that a 200-foot floodway has been established
from the toe of the slope along the landward side of the Puyallup River levee. Construction is not
permitted within the floodway; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with RCW 58.17.120 and said FEMA letter the City has
required that the project be redesigned to remove those lots within the floodway and to assure an
emergency access is provided should the road providing access to the development become
impassable due to high flood waters; and

WHEREAS, at the request of the applicant, several City Council public hearings were
continued to provide the opportunity for the applicant and the adjacent property owner to reach an
agreement for the establishment of an emergency access; and

WHEREAS, an agreement between the applicant and the abutting property owner has been
reached whereby the abutting property owner will provide the subject property with an emergency
access easement, which requires an additional condition be included with this approval; and

Ordinance No. 1586-06
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WHEREAS, the number of lots has been reduced from 52 lots to 49 lots; and

WHEREAS, on April 11, 2006, the City Council held a public hearing legally noticed in
accordance with Fife Municipal Code Section 14.06.030 on the application for a preliminary plat,
planned development and shoreline permit; and

WHEREAS, the Fife City Council finds that the development meets preliminary plat and
zoning requirements of the Fife Municipal Code; and

WHEREAS, the Fife City Council finds that during the preliminary plat review process,
that appropriate provisions have been made for the public health, safety and general welfare; and

WHEREAS, the Fife City Council finds there are appropriate provisions to serve the
subdivision with potable water supplies, sanitary wastes, fire protection, open spaces, drainage
ways, streets or roads, alleys and other public ways, transit stops, parks and recreation,
playgrounds, schools and school grounds, including sidewalks that assure safe walking conditions
for students; and

WHEREAS, the Fife City Council finds that wastewater collection and treatment services
are adequate; and

WHEREAS, the Fife City Council has considered all other relevant facts and has
determined that the public use and interest will be served by the platting of such subdivision; and

WHEREAS, the Fife City Council finds that the proposal meets the requirements of and
complies with the City of Fife Municipal Code; and

WHEREAS, the final plat shall be submitted for approval within five years from the date of
preliminary plat approval; 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 established by the Planning
Commission for the Kelsey Lane preliminary plat, planned residential development, and shoreline
permit, as set forth in Exhibit A and as supplemented herein, are hereby adopted as the Council’s
own and incorporated by this reference. The additional findings and conclusions set forth in this
resolution shall control over any inconsistent provision set forth in Exhibit A.

Ordinance No. 1586-06
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Section 2. The Fife City Council finds that a portion of the applicant’s proposed plat
lies within the 200-foot floodway for the Puyallup River and the balance of the property lies within
the flood plain, as designated by the Federal Emergency Management Agency.

Section 3. The Fife City Council concludes that in order to comply with RCW
58.17.110 and .120, and to protect the public’s health, safety, and welfare, the applicant must
provide for alternative access in the event the subject property can not be accessed from North
Levee Road due to flood conditions.

Section 4. The preliminary plat, planned residential development, and shoreline
substantial development permit for Kelsey Lane, as legally described on Exhibit B and illustrated in
Exhibit C, are approved subject to the conditions of approval set forth in Exhibit D, and the
mitigation measures set forth in Exhibit E and as supplemented herein, all of which are hereby
incorporated by reference. The additional conditions set forth in this resolution shall control over
any inconsistent provision set forth in Exhibits D and E.

Section 5. Prior to final plat approval, the applicant shall provide the City with a copy
of an emergency access easement that has been recorded with the Pierce County Auditor and that
provides the lot owners within this plat with emergency access to 54™ Avenue East in the event of
flooding.

Section 6. The following statement shall appear in the Covenants, Conditions, an
Restrictions, as well as on the face of the final plat: “All of the lots within this plat are currently
located within the Puyallup River floodplain and may be subject to flooding. The owners of said
lots shall not interfere with the free flow of water across the lots until such time as the Puyallup
River levee is re-certified and the lots are no longer within the designated floodplain.”

Section 7. The following statement shall appear in the Covenants, Conditions, an
Restrictions, as well as on the face of the final plat: “The foundations of any residential structures
built within this plat shall be constructed in a manner to withstand flood flows and shall comply
with the requirements of Fife Municipal Code Chapter 15.40 (Flood Damage Prevention) as now
or hereafter amended.”

Section 8. An easement shall be granted to the City of Fife and set forth on the face of
the final plat to permit the City to enter the lots for the limited purpose of inspecting the lowest
floor of the structures built thereon to confirm that there are adequate flood ventilation openings
and that said structures comply with the requirements of Fife Municipal Code Chapter 15.40
(Flood Damage Prevention) as now or hereafter amended.

Ordinance No. 1586-06
Page 1



Section 9. Severability. If any section, clause, or phrase of this ordinance should be
held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other section, sentence,
clause, or phrase of this ordinance.

Section 10.  Effective date. This Ordinance shall take effect five (5) days after passage
and publication of an approved summary thereof, as provided by law.

Introduced the 11 day of April, 2006.

Passed by the City Council on the 7 day of %/ , 2006.

Approved by the City Manager on the 7 day of %ﬂ/ , 2006.

“Steve Worthington, City Manager
ATTEST:

Marlyn Campbell, City Clerk/Treasurer

APPROVE STO/%

egory A. Jacoby, Asst. City Attorney

Published: ZZZQﬁ 22 ; ;2 00(;

Effective Date: mﬂ"L /7 \ onaé
v o/
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EXHIBIT A

Planning Commission Findings and Conclusions
for the Kelsey Lane Preliminary Plat and Planned
Residential Development — November 7, 2005

FINDINGS: Planned Residential Development and Prelimipary Plat.

1.
2.
3.

e

10.

Valid applications were received on June 28, 2005.

A Notice of a Complete Application was mailed to the applicant on July 14, 2005.

Public hearings notices to 18 property owners within 300 feet of the exterior boundaries
of the property were mailed on October 5, 2005.

A public hearing notice was published in the Tacoma News Tribune on October S, 2005.
The property was posted by the placement of two signs on October 7, 2005.

A notice of the project was mailed to 18 agencies and individuals on October 4, 2005 and
to appropriate City-Staff on October 4, 2005.

As of the preparation of this Staff Report, no public comments have been received.
Discussion regarding this proposed project began in 2002, at which time a SEPA
Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance was issued. For various reasons, no
applications were received until 2005, including an amended SEPA Checklist.
Accordingly, an Amended Threshold Mitigation of Nonsignificance was mailed and
issued on July 25, 2005. Comments were received from Pierce Transit, Tacoma Power,
Fife Police Department, Pierce County Public Works and Utilities, Washington State
Department of Ecology, and a letter obtained during the initial discussion phases from the
Washington State Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation. An Amended Notice
of Final Determination, with mitigation measures, was issued on October 5, 2005.
Property to the northwest is Tribal Trust land and may be developed with a salmon
rearing operation including the construction of a levee to retain water that will be
obtained from the Puyallup River. A statement should be made a part of the recorded
Kelsey Lane plat attesting to this fact so that future property owners are forewarned and
can take necessary steps to minimize access to this possible Tribal operation.

Upon compliance with all applicable regulations, appropriate provisions will be made for
open spaces, drainage ways, streets or roads, alleys, other public ways, transit stops,
potable water supplies, sanitary wastes, parks and recreations, playgrounds, schools and
schoolgrounds and other relevant facts. Sidewalks will not be constructed outside the
boundaries of the plat. All students will be bussed to their applicable schools.

CONCLUSIONS: Planned Residential Development and Preliminary Plat.

1.

2.

The public use and interest will be served by the establishment of the subdivision. The
project will provide the opportunity for housing in a growing market.

Appropriate provisions will be made for, but not limited to, the public health, safety and
general welfare, for open spaces, drainage ways, streets or roads, alleys, other public
ways, transit stops, potable water supplies, sanitary wastes, and schools and
schoolgrounds. Sidewalks will be constructed within the plat helping to insure safe
walking routes for students to school bus stops.

v/



Planning Commission Findings an
Conclusions for the Kelsey Lane
Shoreline Permit — November 7, 2005

FINDINGS: Shoreline Management Permit.

1.
2.

A Shoreline Substantial Development Permit was received on June 28, 2005.
The City’s shoreline jurisdiction along the Puyallup River is measured from a
point, on the water side of the levee, which is 8.6 feet above sea level, and extends
landward for 200 feet.
Proposed development within 200-foot shoreline jurisdiction will be street right-
of-way and a portion of two open space tracts.
The City’s shoreline designation for the Puyallup River is “Urban”. This
designation enables the City to obtain maximum use of its resources while
ensuring minimum adverse effects through adherence to Shoreline Management
goals and use policies.
. The Shoreline Management Master Plan contains a residential element that sets
out seven policies that should be considered to guide residential development.
The three applicable policies are as follows:

a. Developers should be responsible for the solution to the problems of

contamination of ground water supplies and the generation of detrimental
increased runoff which may result from residential development. The
project will be required to meet all applicable regulations concerning
water quality, treatment and discharge. A mitigation measure determined
through the SEPA process requires that the storm water drainage facility
not impact adjacent tribal-owned property or be discharged into the
Puyallup River. Strom water drainage facilities must be designed in
accord with adopted procedures.

. Planning for residential development should consider capabilities of the

Physical base and existing development patterns and utilities. The City’s
Comprehensive Plan designates the area Community Commercial and the
zoning is Community Commercial (CC). This zoning encourages a wide
variety of commercial and residential land uses.

Where residential development is considered appropriate, the City should
encourage the use of planned residential development concepts so as to
protect and enhance the quality of the shoreline. The proposed project is
to be developed under a planned residential development including using
development standards and preserving usable open space, recreational
facilities and environmentally sensitive lands.

. Adequate distances between shorelines and structural developments

should be maintained in order to protect water quality, maintain dynamic
systems and insure aesthetic quality. Portions of the project’s street
system and portions of two of the open space tracts are within the 200-foot
shoreline jurisdiction. The streets will be designed and constructed in
such a way as to minimize their intrusion into and impact on the 200-foot
area. Construction of the streets should have no impact on the current

condition of the Puyallup River. @



€. Residential developments should be encouraged to locate in currently

urbanized areas so as to preserve existing shoreline areas and to lessen
the demand for costly extensions of utilities and public services. The
shoreline adjacent to the project is designated “Urban”. As such, the
Urban designation will enable the City to obtain maximum use of its’
resources while ensuring minimum adverse effects through the adherence
to the goals and land use policies of the Shoreline Management Master
Plan.

Subdivisions should be designed to adequately protect the aesthetic
character of the shoreline, to preserve shoreline vegetation and to control
erosion during construction. Even though the project will not have any
direct impact on the waters of the River due to the separation by the levee,
the project is subject to subdivision/planned residential development
approval and performance-based standards of the City’s subdivision
regulations, zoning ordinance and building codes. These standards and the
review process will ensure that the character of the shoreline vicinity will
be preserved and maintained.

- Sewage disposal and water supply facilities must be provided in

accordance with appropriate state and local health regulations. Storm
drainage facilities should be separate and not combined with sewage
disposal facilities. Public sewer and water will serve the project site. A
separate private stormwater system including treatment facilities will be
provided on site.

CONCLUSIONS. Shoreline Substantial Development Permit.

1.

2.

The proposed street rights-of-way and open space tracts are consistent with the
City’s Shoreline Management Plan and Comprehensive Plan.

Upon a determination of the required 200-foot shoreline jurisdiction, and any
deletion of the number of residences that may be within said jurisdiction, the
residential portion of the development will be consistent with the Shoreline

Master Plan. }6&



EXHIBIT B

KELSEY LANE

LEGAL DESCRIPTION PARCEL A

(PER TITLE COMMITMENT PREPARED BY FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY, DATED
MAY 20, 2004)

THE SOUTH 60 FEET OF THE FOLLOWING;

BEGINNING AT A POINT 651 FEET EAST OF THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 6 IN SECTION 13,
TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST OF THE W.M., IN PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

THENCE NORTH 453 FEET:

THENCE EASTERLY 651 FEET TO A POINT ON THE EAST LINE OF LOT 6, 360 FEET NORTH OF
THE SOUTHEAST CORNER THEREOF;

THENCE SOUTH 360 FEET;

THENCE WEST ON THE SOUTH UINE OF LOT 6 TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;

EXCEPT ROADS.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION GOVERNMENT LOT 6

(PER TITLE COMMITMENT PREPARED BY FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY, DATED
MARCH 3, 2003)

GOVT LOT 6: (assessor parcel nos. 0320131009 and 032013101 0)

COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF GOVERNMENT LOT 6 IN SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP
20 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST OF THE WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN PIENCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON:
THENCE NORTH 89°54'04™ EAST ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID GOVERNMENT LOT 6 A
DISTANCE OF 651 FEET TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE LAND CONVEYED TO WILLIAM L
STOWELL AND IRENE R. STOWELL, HUSBAND AND WIFE, BY DEED RECORDED UNDER RECORDING
NO. 1786439. BEING THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING FOR THIS LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

THENCE NORTH 01°28'46" EAST 855.35 FEET TO THE BALANCED NORTH MEANDER LINE OF THE
MEANDERED CHANNEL OF THE PUYALLUP RIVER;

THENCE ALONG SAID BALANCED NORTH MEANDER LINE THE FOLLOWING DISTANCES AND
BEARINGS, NORTH 86"7'17" WEST 115.13 FEET:

THENCE SOUTH 8414'43" WEST 232.82 FEET:

THENCE SOUTH 75°15'43" WEST 133.04 FEET:

THENCE SOUTH 61°15'43° WEST 204.84 FEET TO THE WEST UINE OF SAID GOVERNMENT LOT 6;
THENCE SOUTH 01°28°46” WEST ALONG SAID WEST LINE OF SAID GOVENMENT LOT 6 A
DISTANCE OF 349.44 FEET TO THE NORTH RIGHT—OF—WAY LINE OF NORTH LEVEE ROAD;
THENCE SOUTH 59°05'02" EAST ALONG SAID NORTH RIGHT—OF—WAY LINE 696.34 FEET TO THE
SOUTH LINE OF SAID GOVERNMENT LOT 6;

THENCE NORTH 89°54°04" EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE 44.33 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING, IN PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

GAL_DES N PARCEL B

(PER TITLE COMMITMENT PREPARED BY FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY, DATED
MAY 20, 2004)

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST
QUARTER OF SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST OF THE W.M., IN PIERCE
COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

THENCE ON SAID NORTH LINE WEST 295 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 90 FEET PARALLEL WITH THE EAST LINE OF SAID SOUTHEAST QUARTER;
THENCE EAST 295 FEET PARALLEL WITH THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SOUTHEAST QUARTER TO
THE EAST LINE OF SAID SOUTHEAST QUARTER;

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE 90 FEET TO POINT OF BEGINNING;

EXCEPT THE EAST 25 FEET THEREOF DEED .TO PIERCE COUNTY FOR ROAD BY DEED RECORDED
UNDER AUDITOR'S FEE NO. 1426714.
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EXHIBIT D

Kelsey Lane Conditions of Approval
as recommended by the Planning
Commission — November 7, 2005

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

All mitigation measures of the SEPA Amended Final Determination be complied
with.

All street names shall be shown on the face of the final plat and approved by the
City Council. All addresses shall be shown on the plat as determined by the Fife
Police Department.

All strects shall be public and shall be built to City requirements as determined by
the City Public Works Director.

A street light plan shall be submitted to the City for approval and streetlights
installed prior to final plat approval.

The names of the adjacent property owners and tax parcel numbers shall be
shown on the face of the final plat.

Unless determined otherwise by the final shoreline jurisdiction, a maximum of 52
detached single-family lots and three tracts will be permitted on the site.

The applicant shall comply with all relevant provisions of Chapters 19.24 and
19.52.

The Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions for the project are to the approval of
the City Attorney.

The development shall meet the design requirements of the city of Fife Fire
Marshal.

A five (5) foot public/private utility easement shall be granted along the frontage
of all lots.

The City Engineer shall identify all streets requiring “No Parking” signs.

All utilities shall be underground.

All tracts must be landscaped in accordance with a landscape plan to be submitted
by the applicant and is to the approval of the Community Development Director.

With the exception of a City-approved sign identifying the subdivision, no
structures are permitted within said Tracts, unless otherwise approved by the City.

- In accord with FMC 20.20.010, the applicant shall pay a park impact fee in the

amount of $88,400.00 ($1700.00 per lot). The amount must be noted on the face



15.

- 16.

17.

of the final plat and state that the fees will be collected on a per lot basis at the
time of building permit application.

The design of any active recreation areas and equipment is to the approval of the
Parks and Recreation Director and must meet ASTM and IPEMA. standards. The
applicant shall provide easements to the active recreation areas for public use
during daylight hours. Said easements shall be shown on the face of the final plat.

The Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions for the project must include a
provision authorizing the City to enforce maintenance requirements for all Tracts
including the right to lien the property owners for any costs the City incurs to
maintain said spaces. This provision in the CCRs shall not be amended without
the express written permission of the City.

The following statement must appear on the Final Plat: “The Kelsey Lane Plat is
located adjacent to Tribal Trust land. The Tribe has indicated that a salmon-
rearing project is to be developed on approximately eleven acres of the Trust land.
Property owners are advised to take appropriate steps to minimize access to this

property”.



Planning Commission Conditions of
Approval for Kelsey Lane Shoreline Permit-
November 7, 2005

1. All requirements of the preliminary plat/planned residential development permit
must be complied with.

2. The applicant obtain all required permité from local, state and federal agencies as
required by law.

3. All applicable mitigation measures of the Amended Mitigated Determination of
Nonsignificance, dated October 5, 2005 , must be complied with.

4. The applicant must comply with codes and ordinances of the City of Fife.

Y
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EXHIBIT E

City of Fife
Amended Notice of Final Determination

On July 25, 2005, the Community Development Department issued an
Amended Threshold Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance regarding the

Applicant
Northward Homes (Land Trust, Inc. — Kelsey Lane)

Agent

Patrick Gilroy

Land Trust, Inc.

1560 — 140" Avenue NE, Suite 100
Bellevue, WA 98005

(425) 747-1726, Ext. 102

Project Location

The project site is within the City if Fife (Pierce County, WA) and is located on
the north wide of North Levee Road East at 5017 and 5115 North Levee Road
East, and west of 54™ Avenue East at 3522-54" Avenue East, situated on
12.38 acres, incorporating Assessor Parcel Nos. 0320131009, 1010; and
1036.

Case Number: SEP02-00010 Lead Agency: City of Fife

The Responsibie Official has determined that the determination made is final
and comments received have been included in this amended final
determination. Any appeal of this decision must be filed with the Fife
Community Development Department within fourteen (14) days from October
5, 2005, the date of this final determination.

Contact: Bev Boyle, Senior Planner (253) 922-9625, Ext. 15,

Date of Notice of Final Determination: :

Rule
Bevenjy Bdyle, Redponsible Official

October 5, 2005

Date

—

Qeer 5,2005 g



Amended MITIGATED MEASURES - Northward Homes (Kelsey Lane)

The probable environmental impacts of this proposal have been documented and are found
in the environmental checklist and other information on file with the City of Fife. The
mitigation measures are permitted under the substantive authority of SEPA in accordance
with Section 17.04.190 of the Fife Municipal Code. The following conditions are based on
the environmental checklist and other information on file with the city:

1. The site is currently not served by City sewer utilities. These utility lines will
need to be extended to the project for its use, and through the project in
accordance with Fife Municipal Code 13.08.055. The developer shall extend
sanitary sewers to the far edge of the property, and shall extend stubs from
the sewer main to adjoining properties. The cost of such stubs and a
proportionate share of the cost of sewer fronting on adjoining properties shall
be eligible for a latecomer's agreement; the Fife Municipal Code requires
that construction be completed before the terms of latecomer’s agreements
are finalized.

2. Asbestos containing material must be removed prior to demolition and
disposed in accordance with the requirements of the Puget Sound Clean Air
Agency, Washington State Department of Labor and Industries and the
Tacoma-Pierce County Health Department.

3. All demolition material, including but not limited to, wood waste, sheetrock,
roofing material, and concrete, mustgoto a licensed solid waste handling or
disposal facility.

4. When an existing on-site sewage disposal system is abandoned, the TPCHD
requires that all tanks must be pumped by a certified septage hauler, ali
tanks filled with soil, and a Decommissioning Application be completed.

5. Any wells located on these parcels (as defined by WAC 173-160) must be
properly “Decommissioned” prior to final application approval. The TPCHD
must be contacted 48 hours prior to any decommissioning activity at the site.
Contact Rich Dickerson at (253) 798-2885, TPCHD for further information
regarding abandoned wells.

6. Erosion control measures must be in place prior to any clearing, grading, or
construction. These control measures must be effective to prevent soil from
being carried into surface water by storm water runoff. Sand, silt, and soil
will damage aquatic habitat and are considered poliutants.

7. Any discharge of sediment-laden runoff or other pollutants to waters of the
state is in violation of Chapter 90.48, Water Pollution control, and WAC 173-
201A, Water Quality Standards for Surface-Waters of the State of
Washington, and is subject to enforcement action.

8. During construction, all releases of oils, hydraulic fluids, fuels, other
petroleum products, paints, solvents, and other deleterious materials must
be contained and removed in a manner that will prevent their discharge to
waters and soils of the state. The cleanup of spills should take precedence
over other work on the site. :



9. Coverage under the General Baseline Stormwater Water Permit is required for
construction sites greater than five acres.

10. A Shoreline Substantial Development Permit will be needed for this proposal.

11. All grading and filling of land must utilize only clean fill, i.e., dirt or gravel. All other
materials, including waste concrete and asphalt, are considered to be solid waste
and permit approval must be obtained through the Tacoma-Pierce County Health
Department prior to filling.

12. Storm drainage improvements shall be designed to the city drainage standards in
effect on August 14, 2002 (the date the Kelsey Lane preliminary plat application
was deemed complete) and conform to the requirements of the 1992 Department of
Ecology Stormwater Technical Manual. The storm drainage system shall be
designed to include one of the seven water quality design elements listed in Section
6.1.1 of the 1998 King County Surface Water Design Manual and the selected
element shall be designed to meet the criteria of that Manual.

13.The project will be responsible for frontage improvements along North Levee Road
East.

The applicant shall be responsible for improvements to North Levee Road East,

as follows:

1. The applicant shall submit to the City a detailed cost estimate for a typical
half-street section, constructed per City of Fife standards, for the purpose of
establishing a fair value for the frontage improvements that the applicant might
typically construct. Once the City and the applicant have agreed on a reasonable
construction vaiue for these improvements the applicant shail:

i Dedicate a fotal of 55 feet of right-of-way, measured from the north
edge of the existing paving, along the full frontage of the project, and
dedicate a permanent slope easement of adequate size to permit
maintenance of that portion of the embankment lying outside the
dedicated right-of-way.

ii. Construct that portion of the new road base that lies north of the existing
road and levee, in accordance with the section included in the City's Transportation
Plan, as adopted in December 2002.

iii, Construct an emergency access drive and future street for secondary
access to North Levee Road. No regular traffic on shall be permitted on this street until
Levee Road has been improved.

Amended Mitigated Measures — SEP02-00010
Northward Homes (Kelsey Lane)
Page 2



2. If the value of these improvements, inclusive of all labor and materials, is less
than the value of the frontage improvements established by the applicant and City,
construction and value of additional improvements, towards full implementation of the
planned section, shall be added until the previously-agreed-upon value is met.

14.The Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) needs to further identify traffic mitigation
requirements based on the 2003 to 2008 Six-Year Transportation Improvement
Plan projects. Mitigation percentages are determined on percentage of increased
volumes attributed to the development through a planned project. Actual cost
requirements will be calculated at the time of development construction and will
be based on the cost of the project at that time.

15. 54™ Avenue East will be closed at the railroad tracks in August, 2003. Based
on that the following list of projects will require mitigation percentages to be
calculated and listed in the TIA:

TIP Priority Project Name Location
1 70" Ave E. / Valley Ave E. Interim I/S Improvements
2 70™ Avenue Widening 20" St. E. to Valley Ave E.
3 Valley Avenue E Widening 70" Ave E. to Freeman Rd E.
4 70" Ave E. Widening 20" St. E. to SR 99
8 20" Street East 20" St. E. to 54™ Ave. E.
9 20" Street East 58™ Ave. I/S
10 20" Street East 62™ Ave. E. IS
14 20™ Street East 54™ Ave E. to 63™ Ave. E.
15 Connector Road 54" Ave E. to Frank Albert

16. The site is currently not served by City water utilities. These utility lines will
need to be extended to the project for its use, and through the project in
accordance with Fife Municipal Code 13.04.090(C).

17. General Facility Charges for both the water and the sewer system will be
required. The “OPUS" latecomer’s fee will be required.

18.As a result of the consultation with the Puyallup Tribe of Indians on

February 20, 2003, the applicant will contact Judy Wright or Jeff Thomas of the
Puyallup Tribe to work with them to have an artifact discovery plan in place during
construction, with review by the city so that the discovery of any artifacts will be
brought to attention immediately and the project area affected by the discovery
can be protected until an assessment can be conducted of the artifact and
mitigation measures undertaken.

19. The property to the west of the project (APN 0320131081; Address: 3205
Frank Albert Road) currently contains a residence owned by a Puyallup Tribe of

Amended Mitigated Measures — SEP02-00010
Northward Homes (Kelsey Lane)
Page 3



Indians member. The road accessing the residence is located immediately
adjacent to the project’s proposed stormwater facility, along the west property line
of the project. The applicant shall not create additional adverse impacts to the
adjacent property (including the driveway) with stormwater runoff from the project.
If such impacts are unavoidable due to the design of the stormwater facility, or if
the soils prove unsuitable for one-site infiltration of the stormwater runoff, then the
applicant shall enter into discussions with the Tribe to determine appropriate
mitigation measures for additional stormwater runoff impact, if any. The adjacent
tribal member’s property will be buffered with landscaping in accordance with
regulations set forth in fife Municipal Code 19.64.120, Table D, Column C. (Note:
The Administrator’'s ability to exercise Fife Municipal Code 19.64.130 — Variation
of Buffer Yard Requirements shall remain available.)

20.The project will be assessed school impact fees per Section 20.15.010.
These impact fees will be collected on a per lot basis at the time of building permit
application.

21.The project will be assessed park impact fees for local and regional
recreation under Fife Municipal Code Section 20.10.100.

22.The site shall be landscaped in accordance with city regulations. A
landscape plan must be approved by the city prior to building permit issuance.
Prior to any building permits being issued, the site may be going through the
Planned Residential Development (PRD) process. The landscaping percentages
and requirements will be identified during this process.

23.The Emergency Management Coordinator recommends that the development
install a LaHar Notification system. Contact Brad Blackburn, Acting Chief of
Police, at (253) 922-6633.

24.The Puyallup Tribe of Indians is in the process of creating a salmon habitat
restoration site to the west of the Kelsey Lane development. The idea is to

build a culvert connecting the Puyallup River to existing and enhanced wetland
‘pools. A setback levee would be built around the entire project to contain
Puyallup River flood waters. The top of the levee would be at the same height as
North Levee Road East. A note should be placed on the plat notifying potential
buyers of this project to the west.

25.The project site lies in the 100-year floodplain of the Puyallup River, as
identified in a draft study prepared for the Federal Emergency Management

Amended Mitigated Measures — SEP02-00010
Northward Homes (Kelsey Lane)
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Agency and accepted by the City of Fife as best available science regarding the
floodplain limits. Site development shall include balanced cuts and fills in the
floadplain, such that there is no net loss of flood storage volume.

26.The applicant must comply with all other applicable City of Fife
development regulations.

Y

Amended Mitigated Measures — SEP02-00010
Northward Homes (Kelsey Lane)
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Exhibit 3

Page 1 1/29/2010
All conditions are subject to change
KELSEY LANE
COMPLIANCE TO CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
Draft
CONDITION OF APPROVAL ACTION

CONDITIONS FROM ORD 1586-06

1.

Emergency Access easement to 54" Ave incase
of flood provided in drawing through
Stonebrook see final Plat drawing.

Complete, recording number 200608170982

Note placed on the Plat and in the CCR’s “All of
the lots within this plat are currently located
within the Puyallup River floodplain and may be
subject to flooding. The owners of said lots
shall not interfere with the free flow of water
across the lots until such time as the Puyallup
River levee is re-certified and the lots are no
longer within the designated floodplain.”

Complete, Note 7

Note placed on the Plat and in the CCR’s “The
foundations of any residential structures built
within this plat shall be constructed in a manner
to withstand flood flows and shall comply with
the requirements of Fife Municipal Code
Chapter 15.40 (Flood Damage Prevention) as
now or hereafter amended.”

Complete, Note 8

Easement granted to the City on the face of the
final plat permitting the City to enter the lots for
the limited purpose of inspecting the lowest
floor of the structures built thereon to confirm
that there are adequate flood ventilation
openings and that said structures comply with
the requirements of the FMC chapter 15.40
(Flood Damage Prevention) as now or hereafter
amended.

Complete, Note 17

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FROM THE PC NOV 7, 2005

1.

All mitigation measures of the SEPA Amended
Final Determination be complied with.

Completed, or in process.

2.

All Street names shall be shown on the face of
the final plat approved by City Council. All
addresses shall be shown on the plat as
determined by the Fife PD.

Complete.

All streets shall be public and shall be built to
City requirements as determined by the City
Public Works Director.

Complete.

A street lighting plan shall be submitted to the
city for approval and streetlights installed prior
to final plat approval.

Complete, approved May 21, 2007.

The names of the adjacent property owners
and tax parcel numbers shall be shown on the
face of the final plat.

Noted on the final plat drawing.

Unless determined otherwise by the final
shoreline jurisdiction, a maximum of 52
detached single-family lots and three tracts will
be permitted on the site.

49 total lots total.

Page 1 of 8
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Page 2

1/25/2010

All conditions are subject to change

CONDITION OF APPROVAL ACTION
CONDITIONS FROM ORD 1586-06
7. Applicant shall comply with all relevant Complete.

provisions of chapter 19.24(Community
Commercial Zoning) and 19.52 (Planned
Residential Development).

8. The CC&R'’s for the project are to the approval
of the City Attorney and noted on Final Plat.

Reviewed and comments returned. Final draft being
reviewed by legal. (Must be recorded prior to final plat
recording and a note of the recording number must be
noted on the final Plat) On June 25, 2009 the application
submitted a revised CCR’s, waiting approval from legal
and Public Works (Stormwater). Noted at the bottom of
page 2.

Legal approval on 1/12/10, Public Works approval on
1/27/2010 -verbal.

9. The development shall meet the design
requirements of the City of Fife Fire Marshall.

Complete

10. A five (5) foot public/private utility easement
shall be granted along the frontage of all lots.

Complete, 10 foot provided.

11, City engineer shall identify all streets requiring
“No Parking” signs.

Complete, no parking signs in the process of being
installed.

12. All utilities shall be underground

Complete.

13. All tracts must be landscaped in accordance
with a landscape plan submitted by the
applicant and is to the approval of the
Community Development Director. With
exception of a City-approved sign identifying
the subdivision, no structures are permitted
within said Tracts, unless otherwise approved
by the city.

No sign permit application received to date, we notified
applicant on 6/8/07. Sign permit will be applied for prior
to installation.

Landscape plan was approved June 8, 2009

14, In accord with FMC 20.20.010, the applicant
shali pay a park impact fee in the amount of
$88,400.00 ($1700.00 per lot). The amount
must be noted on the face of the final plat and
state that the fees will be collected on a per lot
basis at the time of building permit application.

Receipt for impact fees will be needed prior to any
building permits being issued. Park impact fees total
$83,300.00. (Only 49 lots to be built).

Noted on the Plat, note 15.

15, The design of any active recreation areas and
equipment is to the approval of the Parks and
Recreation Director and must meet ASTM and
IPEMA standards. The applicant shall provide
easements to the active recreation areas for
public use during daylight hours. Said
easements shall be shown on the face of the
final plat.

Approved by Parks Director on 8/26/09. Note 8 in
Easements and Reservations for daylight hours
easement.

16. The Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions for
the project must include a provision authorizing
the City to enforce maintenance requirements
for all Tracts including the right to lien the
property owners for any costs the City incurs to
maintain said spaces. This provision in the
CCR's shall not be amended without the express
written permission of the City.

CCR's approve per legal on 1/21/10.

Page 2 of 8
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Page 3

1/29/2010

All conditions are subject to change

CONDITION OF APPROVAL

ACTION

CONDITIONS FROM ORD 1586-06

17.

The following statement must appear on the
Final Plat: “The Keisey Lane Plat is located
adjacent to Tribal Trust land. The Tribe has
indicated that a salmon-rearing project is to be
developed on approximately eleven acres of the
Trust land. Property owners are advised to
take appropriate steps to minimize access to

this property.”

Complete Note #6 of the City of Fife notes.

AMENDED NOTICE OF FINAL DETERMINATION - 10-5-

05

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FROM THE PC NOV 7,
2005 - APROVAL FOR KELSEY LANE SHORELINE
PERMIT.

1.

All requirements of the preliminary plat/planned
residential development permit must be
complied with.

Complete upon Final Plat Recording.

The applicant obtains all required permits from
local, state and federal agencies as required by
law.

Complete upon Final Plat Recording.

All applicable mitigation measures of the
Amended Mitigated Determination of
Nonsignificance, dated October 5, 2005, must
be complied with.

Complete, see below.

The Puyallup Valley, including the location of
this development is within the projected LaHar
impact area should there be such an event from
Mount Rainier. It is recommended that a LaHar
Notification system be required for this
development.

Complete, SAME notification systems will be installed in
the homes. See note 12.

SEPA MITIGATED MEASURES FROM OCT 5, 2005.

1.

The site is currently not served by City sewer
utilities. These utility lines will need to be
extended to the project for its use, and through
the project in accordance with Fife Municipal
Code 13.08.055. The developer shall extend
sanitary sewers to the far edge of the
properties. The cost of such stubs and a
proportionate share of the cost of sewer
fronting on adjoining properties shall be eligible
for a latecomer’s agreement before the terms of
latecomer’s agreements are finalized.

Complete.

Asbestos containing material must be removed
prior to demolition and disposed in accordance
with the requirements of the Puget Sound Clean
Air Agency, Washington State Department of
Labor and Industries and the Tacoma-Pierce
County Health Department.

Complete.

All demolition material, including but not limited
to, wood waste, sheetrock, roofing material,
and concrete, must go to a licensed solid waste
handling or disposal facility.

Complete.

Page 3 of 8
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Page 4

1/29/2010

All conditions are subject to change

CONDITION OF APPROVAL

ACTION

CONDITIONS FROM ORD 1586-06

4.

When an existing on-site sewage disposal
system is abandoned, the TPCHD requires that
all tanks must be pumped by a certified septic
hauler, all tanked filled with soil, and a
Decommissioning Application be completed.

Complete.

Any well located on these parcels (as defined by
WAC 173-160) must be properly
“Decommissioned” prior to final application
approval. The TPCHD must be contacted 48
hours prior to any decommissioning activity at
the site. Contact Rich Dickerson at (253) 798-
2885, TPCHD for further information regarding
abandoned wells.

Complete.

Erosion control measures must be in place prior
to any clearing, grading, or construction. These
control measures must be effective to prevent
soil from being carried into surface water by
stormwater runoff. Sand, silt, and soil will
damage aquatic habitat and are considered
pollutants.

Complete.

Any discharge of sediment-laden runoff or other
pollutants to waters of the state is in violation
of Chapter 90.48, Water Pollution control, and
WAC 173-201A, Water Quality Standards for
Surface Water of the State of Washington, and
is subject to enforcement action.

Complete.

During construction, all releases of oils,
hydraulic fluids, fuels, other petroleum
products, paints, solvents, and other deleterious
materials must be contained and removed in a
manner that will prevent their discharge to
waters and soils of the state. The cleanup of
spills should take precedence over other work
on the site.

Complete.

Coverage under the General Baseline
Stormwater Water Permit is required for
construction sites greater than five acres.

Complete.

10.

A shoreline Substantiai Development Permit will
be needed for this proposal.

Complete, Permit No. SMP05-0002.

11.

All grading and filling of land must utilize only
clean fill, i.e., dirt or gravel. All other materials,
including waste concrete and asphalt, are
considered to be solid waste and permit
approval must be obtained through the
Tacoma-Pierce County Health Department prior
to filling.

Complete.

Page 4 of 8
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Page 5

1/29/2010

All conditions are subject to change

CONDITION OF APPROVAL

ACTION

CONDITIONS FROM ORD 1586-06

12.

Storm drainage improvements shall be designed
to the city drainage standards in effect on
August 14, 2002 (the date the Kelsey Lane
preliminary plat application was deemed
complete) and conform to the requirements of
the 1992 Department of Ecology Stormwater
Technical Manual. The storm drainage system
shall be designed to include one of the seven
water quality design elements listed in Section
6.1.1 of the 1998 King County Surface Water
Design Manual and the selected element shall
be designed to meet the criteria of that Manual.

Complete.

13.

The project will be responsible for frontage
improvements along North Levee Road East as
follows:

1. The applicant shall submit to the City a
detailed cost estimate for a typical half-street
section, constructed per City of Fife standards,
for the purposes of establishing a fair value for
the frontage improvements that the applicant
might typically construct. Once the City and the
applicant have agreed on a reasonable
construction value for these improvements the
applicant shall:

i. Dedicate a total of 55 feet of right-of-
way, measured from the north edge of the
existing paving, along the full frontage of the
project, and dedicate a permanent slope
easement of adequate size to permit
maintenance of that portion of the embankment
lying outside the dedicated right-of-way.

ii. Construct that portion of the new road
base that lies north of the existing road and
levee, in accordance with the section included
in the City’s Transportation Plan, as adopted in
December 2002.

iii. Construct an emergency access drive
and future street for secondary access to North
Levee Road. No regular traffic on shall be
permitted on this street until Levee Road has
improved.

2. If the value of these improvements,
inclusive of all labor and material, is less than
the value of the frontage improvements
established by the applicant and City,
construction and value of additional
improvements, towards full implementation of
the planned section, shall be added until the
previously-agreed-upon value is met.

Complete per emails dated 10-12-09.

Outside review from DEA concurs with Current Traffic
study. The application provided a worksheet in the file
showing the traffic mitigation fees to the frontage
improvements.

Fee after frontage improvements totaled $20,389.43:
Due at Final Plat.

Page 5 of 8
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Page 6

1/29/2010

All conditions are subject to change

CONDITION OF APPROVAL

ACTION

CONDITIONS FROM ORD 1586-06

14, The Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) needs to
further identify traffic mitigation requirements
based on the 2003 to 2008 Six-Year
Transportation Improvement Plan projects.
Mitigation percentages are determined on
percentage of increased volumes attributed to
the development through a planned project.
Actual cost requirements will be calculated at
the time of development construction and will
be based on the cost of the project at that time.

Outside review completed on the most recently updated
Traffic Study was approved by Ken per email dated 10-7-
09.

Condition 13 indicated that $20,389.43 in traffic
mitigation is due at Final Plat

15. 54" Avenue East will be closed at the railroad
tracks in August, 2003. Based on that the
following list of projects will require mitigation
percentages to be calculated and listed in the
TIA (see SEPA for specifics).

Complete with condition 13-14

16. The site is currently not served by City water
utilities. These utility lines will need to be
extended to the project for its use, and through
the project in accordance with Fife Municipal
Code 13.04.090(C).

Compilete.

17. General Facilities Charges for both water and
the sewer system will be required. The “OPUS”
latecomer’s fee will be required.

572007 Re@y ane-40 Lot Tiat. General T 8o ity aﬁarge Caiculations

OPUS
Latecornar's @]
$7558 Tota

Use Description: Sewor § @

ERU@ |Waters @
230 $4.015 |

£OFLOTS _ GPD $3,975

SFR 48 11,270 49 $194,775 $196,735 $3,703 $335,213

NOTES
lrrigation GFC dutatminedt at tims of application.

18. As a result of the consultation with the Puyallup
Tribe of Indians on February 20, 2003, the
applicant will contact Judy Wright or Jeff
Thomas of the Puyallup Tribe to work with
them to have an artifact discovery plan in place
during construction, with review by the city so
that the discovery of any artifacts will be
brought to attention immediately and the
project area affected by the discovery can be
protected until an assessment can be conducted
of the artifact and mitigation measures
undertaken.

Complete.

19. Bonds for work not completed.

Bond submitted on January 1/20/10 — PW approved on
January 25, 2010 per email from KG.

Page 6 of 8
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Page 7

1/29/2010

All conditions are subject to change

CONDITION OF APPROVAL

ACTION

CONDITIONS FROM ORD 1586-06

20. The property to the west of the project (APN
0320131081; Address: 3205 Frank Albert Road)
currently contains a residence owned by a
Puyallup Tribe of Indians member. The road
accessing the residence is located immediately
adjacent to the project’s proposed stormwater
facility, along the west property line of the
project. The applicant shall not create additional
adverse impacts to the adjacent property
(including the driveway) with stormwater runoff
from the project. If such impacts are
unavoidable due to the design of the
stormwater facility, or if the soils prove
unsuitable for on-site infiltration of the
stormwater runoff, then the applicant shall
enter into discussions with the Tribe to
determine appropriate mitigation measures for
additional stormwater runoff impact, if any. The
adjacent tribal member’s property will be
buffered with landscaping in accordance with
regulations set forth in the Fife Municipal Code
19.64.120, Table D, Column C. (Note: The
Administrator’s ability to exercise Fife Municipal
Code 19.64.130 — Variation of Buffer Yard
Requirements shall remain available.)

Complete, Landscaping plan approved 6/8/2009.

There are some concerns about the approved plans with
regards to impacts to the adjacent tribal member’s
property. Received a letter from PG to the Puyallup Tribe
regarding stormwater drainage for the Plat, date July 29
2009.

I

Complete per email received 10-12-09.

21. The project will be assessed school impact fees
per Section 20.15.010. These impact fees will
be collected on a per lot basis at the time of
building permit application.

Complete, receipts for school impact fees will be

required at building permit application. The fee will be
$3, 510 per lot per FMC 20.10.060(B)(1), Ord 1590-06
effective 3/7/2006. Ord. 1586-06 effective 5/17/2006.

22. The project will be assessed Park impact fees
for local and regional recreation under FMC
20.10.100.

FMC 20.20.010(A) — SFR = $1700 per lot.

23. The site shall be landscaped in accordance with
city regulations. A landscape plan must be
approved by the city prior to building permit
issuance. Prior to any building permits being
issued, the site may be going through the
Planned Residential Development (PRD)
process. The landscaping percentages and
requirements will be identified during this
process.

Complete. Landscape plan was approved June 8, 2009

24, The Emergency Management Coordinator
recommends that the development install a
LaHar Notification system. Contact Brad
Blackburn, Action Chief of Police, at (253) 922-
6633.

Complete, or will be completed at the time of
construction.

25. The Puyallup Tribe of Indians is in the process
of creating a salmon habitat restoration site to
the west of Kelsey Lane development. The idea
is to build a culvert connecting the Puyallup
River to existing and enhance wetland pools. A
setback levee would be built around the entire
project to contain Puyaliup River Flood waters.
The top of the levee would be at the same
height as North Levee Road East. A note should
be placed on the plat notifying potential buyers
of this project to the west.

Complete. Note 6 — City of Fife notes.
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Page 8 1/29/2010
All conditions are subject to change

CONDITION OF APPROVAL ACTION

CONDITIONS FROM ORD 1586-06

26. The project site lies in the 100-year floodplain Complete, see note 7 & 8 — City of Fife notes.
of the Puyallup River, as identified in a draft
study prepared for the Federal Emergency
Management Agency and accepted by the City
of Fife as best available science regarding the
floodplain limits. Site development shall include
balanced cuts and filis in the floodplain, such
that there is no net loss of flood storage
volume.

Page 8 of 8
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Fife City Council Study Session Minutes
October 16, 2007 Attachment 1

Page 6 of 9

Discussion followed regarding potential future outcomes in terms of
revising the diversion.

Mr. Anderson reported the situation is very unique and interesting
because the creek has essentially been cut in half. He said he looks
forward to being involved with the study.

Mr. Schwartz indicated there are also current and future projects that
influence the water system.

Mr. Anderson reviewed the location of the diversion area on a map.
A more detailed update will be provided in approximately one
month.

Councilmember Johnson suggested the consultants should contact
Mike Shaw with the Port of Tacoma regarding potential mitigation.

Mayor Kelley said he understands that water from the roof of Fred
Meyer flows directly into Wapato Creek.

Councilmember Johnson commented that the City of Edgewood
might be another potential funding partner.

3" Quarter Financial Director Marcotte presented the third quarter financial report.

Report Revenues and expenditures are tracking reasonably against budget
projections. Revenues for water and sewer utilities are tracking
ahead of projections. Property tax revenues are anticipated to meet
the budgeted projection. Sales and use taxes are expected to exceed
budget projections if the current pattern continues. Building related
permit revenues may experience a shortfall. The City expects to
receive Puyallup Tribal Agreement funds by the end of this year to
meet budget projection. General fund expenditures are tracking
reasonably well.

Kelsey Lane Final Plat Planner Pasinetti reported Kelsey Lane was originally designed for

Review 57 lots, but now consists of 49 lots. The subdivision includes an
innovative way for treating stormwater by a bio-filtration swale.
The swale uses natural vegetation designed to help filter stormwater
in a more efficient and environmentally safe manner. The proposed
final plat is currently under staff review and is anticipated to be
presented to the Council in the next several weeks. Planner Pasinetti
reviewed current photos of the plat.

Discussion followed regarding emergency accesses to the site and
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Ashley Park Final Site
Plan Status Report

SR167 MOU with
WSDOT

potential revisions to Levee Road to meet FEMA requirements.

Planner Pasinetti reported the current plan designated 27 units for
senior housing, as defined by the Fair Housing Act for people 55
years of age or older. There are a total of 126 units. The Council
determined that no action was necessary to grant final approval of
the Planned Residential Development (PRD) as long as staff
believes it meets the requirements of Ordinance #1454 and #1637-
07. Currently, the applicant has completed construction of the road
connecting 62" Avenue to Valley Avenue. The applicant has
submitted site plans, which are still under review.

Planner Pasinetti reviewed a conceptual drawing of the landscape
and current photographs of the site.

Director Blount reported the Federal Highway Administration
approved the Record of Decision (ROD) for SR 167 on Tuesday,
October 2, 2007. This is the formal approval of the Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the project and a major milestone along
the path for completion. With the ROD in hand, the Washington
State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) has authority to
begin negotiating formal agreements with local jurisdictions
regarding matters of significance. Director Blount reported he will
attend a meeting in Olympia, Washington on October 22, 2007 to
discuss potential agreements regarding the interchange.

Councilmember Roscoe arrived at 8:36 p.m.

A draft Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) has not been
prepared. However, City staff is negotiating MOUs and will
provide a future update.

Mayor Pro Tem Edwards indicated the 2008 Roads and Transit
ballot measure could potentially impact the project.

Discussion followed regarding potential revisions to 70™ Avenue.

Mayor Pro Tem Edwards asked staff to notify the Council as soon as
possible if discussions become unproductive. City Manager
Worthington acknowledged the request.

Councilmember Cerqui expressed concerns about potential impacts
to the Gathering Place property. City Manager Worthington
indicated City staff is closely following the process and will notify
the Council immediately of any issues regarding City property.
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MEMORANDUM
For Meeting of February 9, 2010

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
FROM: Steve Worthington, City Manager
SUBJECT:  Resolution No. 1341 - Dacca Barn Construction Budget

REPORT IN BRIEF: The Fife Historical Society, along with its group of volunteers, has
identified a need for $75,000 to complete construction of the Dacca Barn Project.

DISCUSSION: 1n 2008, the City Council agreed to expend up to $130,000 to finish the Dacca
Barn project. Much of the work was expected to be completed in 2008 so that only $55,000 was
appropriated in the 2009 budget, rather than the balance of the $130,000. As a result, there were
insufficient appropriations in the 2009 adopted budget to both fully reimburse the Fife Historical
Society for all costs incurred on the project and to provide them the remaining portion of the
$130,000 authorized amount. After considerable discussion between the Fife Historical Society,
Councilmembers and City staff, the Fife Historical Society has requested $75,000 as the amount
necessary to complete the project. As this amount is not budgeted in the 2010 budget and
because there are not sufficient resources remaining in the Stadium and Convention Center Fund
where the project has been budgeted, Council will need to approve a budget amendment
appropriating real estate excise tax monies in the Growth Management Fund as the source of
payment. The purpose of this resolution is to fully document the agreement and to direct staff to
amend the budget.

ATTACHMENTS: None
FISCAL IMPACT: $130,000 in the Growth Management Fund

ALTERNATIVE COURSES OF ACTION:
1. Approve Resolution No. 1341 to authorize $75,000 as the construction budget.
2. Amend Resolution No. 1341 to authorize some other amount as the construction budget.
3. Do not approve Resolution No. 1341 so that no further work is done.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approving Resolution No. 1341 in the $75,000
amount,

SUGGESTED MOTION: “I move we approve Resolution No. 1341 to authorize $75,000 from
the Growth Management Fund to complete the Dacca Barn project”.

7
e ﬂr{ ’ . -:"
e YN A 1] Sl o
Steye Worthmgton ! Approved for Agenda

City Manager Steve Worthington, CityManager



RESOLUTION NO. 1341

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON AUTHORIZING THE
APPROPRIATION OF AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $75,000
FOR THE COMPLETION OF THE DACCA BARN
RENOVATION PROJECT

WHEREAS, The City of Fife owns the Dacca Barn located next to the Fife History
Museum at 2820 54th Avenue East; and

WHEREAS, the Barn, due to its size and design, and the disappearing agricultural
community it represents, is considered a City landmark; and

WHEREAS, the City and the Fife Historical Society have commenced a project to
renovate the Barn, so that it may serve the community as a venue for City and Historical Society
events, as well as private events; and

WHEREAS, when completed, the Barn will be the largest such venue in the City,
promote tourism, and provide the community with a gathering place for public and private
events; and

WHEREAS, based on the project budget provided by the Historical Society, it is
estimated that it will cost approximately $75,000 to complete the necessary renovations; and

WHEREAS, renovation of the Barn serves a public purpose and is a proper use of public
funds; now, therefore

IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED as follows:

1. The City Council hereby authorizes the appropriation of an amount not to exceed
$75,000 from the Real Estate Excise Tax Fund to the Fife Historical Society for completion of
renovations to the Dacca Barn in accordance with the project budget attached hereto as Exhibit A.

2. The City Council authorizes the City Manager to prepare an amendment to the
City’s 2010 budget to effectuate this appropriation. It is the City Council’s intent that any unused
funds at the end of the year be carried over into the next year’s budget.

3. If necessary, the City Council authorizes City staff to prepare an amendment to the
City’s capital facilities plan, adding the Dacca Barn renovation.

RESOLUTION NO. 1341
Page 1 of 2



4, The City Council hereby directs City staff to prepare for City Council review and
consideration, operating policies and an operating agreement with the Fife Historical Society to
govern the operation and use of Dacca Barn upon completion of the renovations.

ADOPTED by the City Council at an open public meeting held on the 9 day of February,
2010.

Barry D. Johnson, Mayor

Attest:

Steve Marcotte, City Clerk

RESOLUTION NO. 1341
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MEMORANDUM
For Meeting of February 9, 2010
TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
THROUGH: Steve Worthington
FROM: Russ Blount

SUBJECT: Resolution 1342 — Authorize Purchase of a PW Backhoe Loader

REPORT IN BRIEF: Authorize purchase of a new or used backhoe loader off either the

Washington State bid list, or through bid(s) received through a competitive bid process (RFB).

BACKGROUND: Funds for this backhoe loader were included in the 2010 Council-approved
budget.

ATTACHMENTS: Resolution 1342.

DISCUSSION: Council approved funds to purchase a PW backhoe loader in the 2010
adopted budget. New backhoe loaders are available via WA State bid list, however, due to the
current economic conditions, there appears to be good-quality used backhoes available at a
substantial savings, which will meet the needs of the Public Works Department. An RFB was
published, and resulting bid(s) will be available for consideration.

FISCAL IMPACT: From past history, the Washington State contract bid prices provide a
significant savings in purchasing such equipment. The line item amount approved by Council
in the 2010 adopted budget is $90,000; however, the option of purchasing used equipment
could result in additional savings.

ALTERNATIVE COURSES OF ACTION:

1. Approve Resolution 1342

2. Amend Resolution 1342, and then approve the amended resolution.
3. Decline to approve Resolution 1342.

RECOMMENDATIONS: Approve Resolution 1342 as written.
SUGGESTED MOTION: Motion to approve Resolution 1342.

// ey
( . C % — /oa \
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Russ Blount Approved for Agenda Steve Worthington
Public Works Director City Manager

Printed 11:08 AM February 3, 2010
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RESOLUTION NO. 1342

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO PURCHASE
A NEW OR USED BACKHOE LOADER, FOR AN
AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $90,000.00.

WHEREAS, the City Council has approved in the 2010 budget for the purchase of a
backhoe loader for use by the Public Works Department in the amount of $90,000.00; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the budget and recommendations from the
Public Works Department and Fleet Division and determined that it is appropriate to move
forward soon with the purchase of a Backhoe Loader; and

WHEREAS, Public Works Department and Fleet Division have investigated various
sources of new and used equipment and has determined that the best available value is through
either competitive bidding or Washington State’s state-wide bid process; now therefore

BE IT RESOLVED that the City Manager is hereby authorized to Purchase a new or used
backhoe loader for a total price of not to exceed $90,000.00, including tax.

ADOPTED by the City Council at an open public meeting held on the day of February,
2010

Barry D. Johnson Mayor
Attest:

Steve Marcotte, City Clerk

RESOLUTION NO. 1342
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MEMORANDUM
For Meeting of February 9, 2010

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers

THROUGH: Steve Worthington, City Manager

FROM: Steve Marcotte, Assistant City Manager

SUBJECT:  Resolution No. 1343 — Authorizing ULID 98-02 Segregation for Kelsey
Lane PRD.

REPORT IN BRIEF: Kelsey Creek at Fife LLC has submitted a written application to
reallocate the assessments on the plat of Kelsey Lane PRD within the boundaries of
Utility Local Improvement District No. 98-2.

BACKGROUND: On December 16, 2003 the City Council approved Ordinance No.
1509-03 confirming the final assessments for Utility Local Improvement District
(ULID) No. 98-02. RCW 35.44.410 requires that any request for segregation of
assessments be approved by council action.

ATTACHMENTS:

¢ Resolution No. 1343
Exhibit A — Segregation Request
Exhibit B — Current Parcel Map
Exhibit C — Revised Parcel Map
Exhibit D — Segregation of Assessment
Exhibit D - RCW 35.44.410

DISCUSSION: This action will redistribute current assessment amounts in accordance
with the original method of spread equally to the 49 newly created parcels in Kelsey
Lane. The remaining balance of these assessments will liens against each new parcel
and will be enforceable by judicial foreclosure in the event that future annual
installments are not paid in a timely manner. This segregation will not Jeopardize the
security of the assessment lien or reduce the security for any outstanding local
improvement district obligations payable from this assessment.

FISCAL IMPACT: The sum of the combined assessments will remain the same and the
estimated market value of these parcels is sufficient to ensure collection of any future
delinquencies should foreclosure action become necessary. Kelsey Creek at Fife LLC
has already paid the required segregation fee for engineering and clerical costs.

ALTERNATIVE COURSES OF ACTION:
1. Approve Resolution 1343 to allow segregation of assessments.
2. Do not approve Resolution 1343.

RECOMMENDATIONS: Staff recommends approval of Resolution 1343 as drafted.

9H



SUGGESTED MOTION: “I move we approve Resolution 1343 o allow segregation of
assessments for the Kelsey Lane PRD”.
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Steve Marcqtfe Apptoved fér%g’gﬁda: !

Assistant City Manager Steve Worthington, City Manager



RESOLUTION NO. 1343

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FIFE,
PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON TO SEGREGATE EXISTING
ASSESSMENTS UNDER UTILITY LOCAL IMPROVEMENT
DISTRICT NO. 98-02 FOR THE FINAL PLAT OF KELSEY LANE
PRD, PURSUANT TO SECTION 35.44.410 OF THE REVISED CODE
OF WASHINGTON

WHEREAS, the City of Fife has received written application, a copy of which is attached
as Exhibit A, from the property owner of the final plat known as Kelsey Lane P.R.D. to segregate
existing assessments within Utility Local Improvement District No. 98-02 in accordance with
Section 35.44.410 of the Revised Code of Washington; and

WHEREAS, RCW 35.44.410 authorizes City Council to approve the segregation of local
improvement district assessments whenever the affected property is subdivided or otherwise
altered by a boundary line adjustment; and

WHEREAS, RCW 35.44.410 requires the sum of the re-allocated assessments equal the
sum of the original assessments before segregation as set forth and adopted in Ordinance No.
1509-03 on December 16, 2003; and

WHEREAS, the real property to be affected by this segregation action is described on the
current assessment roll as accounts 982-007 and 982-008 of Utility Local Improvement District

No. 98-02 and was identified in the records of the Pierce County Assessor as tax parcel numbers
032013-1-009 and 032013-1-010; and

WHEREAS, the combined assessment amount placed on these parcels is $160,663.55, as
confirmed and adopted in Ordinance No. 1509-03 on December 16, 2003, and the current
outstanding principal balance excluding interest is $116,034.45; and

WHEREAS, the current parcel map is shown on the map attached hereto as Exhibit B; the
final plat of Kelsey Lane PRD divides tax parcel numbers 032013-1-009 and 032013-1-010 into
49 residential lots, and the new parcel configuration is shown on the diagram attached as Exhibit
C; and

WHEREAS, all previously billed installments have been satisfied and the existing
assessments are paid current; and

Resolution No 1343
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WHEREAS, such segregation will be made as nearly as possible on the same basis as the
original assessment was levied, and the total of the segregated parts of the assessment shall equal
the assessment before segregation; and

WHEREAS, all applicable segregation fees have been paid by the applicant; and

WHEREAS, this segregation will not Jeopardize the security of the assessment lien or
reduce the security for any outstanding local improvement district obligations payable from this
assessment; now, therefore

BE IT RESOLVED that assessment account numbers 982-007 and 982-008 of Utility
Local Improvement District No. 98-02, which were identified in the records of the Pierce County
Assessor as tax parcel numbers 032013-1-009 and 032013-1-010, are hereby segregated into the
assessment account numbers and assessment amounts as set forth in Exhibit D attached hereto.
The new boundaries are as set forth in the map attached hereto as Exhibit C.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the combined sum of the amended assessments shall
equal the sum of the original assessments before segregation.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Clerk-Treasurer is hereby ordered to make
segregation on the original assessment roll of Utility Local Improvement District No. 98-02, as
directed in this resolution.

ADOPTED by the City Council at an open public meeting held on the 9th day of February
2010.

Barry D. Johnson, Mayor
Attest:

Steve Marcotte, City Clerk

Resolution No 1343
Page 2 of 2



Exhibit A — Segregation Request

CITY OF FIFE
APPLICATION TO SEGREGATE L.I.D. ASSESSMENT

City of Fife Finance Department
5411 23rd St E; Fife, WA 98424

Property Owner: Relsey Creek at Fife LLC

Mailing Address: 11232 NE 15th St Suite 101

City, State & Zip:  Bellevue, WA 98004-3739

Telephone: (425) 747-1726 Email: patrick@northward.com

.:Pa imber ount. k (Tax Parcel Numbersif:assigned
0320-13-1009 $70,761.00 Plat of Kelsey Creek
0320-13-1010 $89,902.55 49 final assessed lots

(If additional space is required, please attach the required information on a separate sheet)

1. The undersigned holds an ownership interest in the above referenced property located within a local
improvement district in the City of Fife, Pierce County, Washingten.

2. The City of Fife is hereby requested to segregate the assessment amount(s) listed above in
accordance with the new property configuration.

3. This application for segregation of assessment is made under the provisions of § 35.44.410 of the
Revised Code of Washington.

Applicant (please print) lgnkture . Date
SHTR K SRy £ % Co /%//5/“07

7 U]

ASSESSMENT SEGREGATION FEE

A segregation fee is due as a condition of final map approval in accordance with §35.44.410 of the
Revised Code of Washington. The fee is $1 ,950: $1,100 base fee plus $25 per newly assessed lot
over 15 lots. Please include payment with this application. Questions may be diracted to Rick Knopf
with Public Finance inc. at (425) 885-1604.

WE@

=4 2010
FIFE BUILDING DEPT.







Exhibit C — Revised Parcel Diagram

KELSEY LANE PRD,
A PORTION OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 AND THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF THE
NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 13, TOWNSHIP 20 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST OF
THE WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, CITY OF FIFE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

(OPEN SPACE, ACTVE 7
OPEN SPACE ANG /.
SIORM URAINAGE) /

25181 5SF /S

(CFEN SPACE, ACTVE
OPEN SPACE AND
STORM FAGUITE )




Exhibit D — Segregation of Assessment

Utility Local Improvement District No. 98-2

ORIGINAL ASSESSMENTS

Account Tax Parcel Number Assessment Balance Interest Pay in Full
982-007 032013-1-009 $70,761.00 $51,105.02 $2,734.11 $53,839.13
982-008 032013-1-010 89,902.55 64,929.43 3,473.70 68,403.13
$160,663.55 $116,034.45 $6,207.81 $122,242.26
AMENDED ASSESSMENTS
Account Lot Description Assessment Balance Interest Pay in Full
982-007-001 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 1 $3,278.85 $2,368.05 $126.69 $2,494.74
982-007-002 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 2 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-003 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 3 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-004 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 4 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-005 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 5 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-006 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 6 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-007 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 7 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-008 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 8 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-009 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 9 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-010 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 10 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-011 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 11 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-012 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 12 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-013 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 13 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-014 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 14 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-015 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 15 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-016 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 16 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-017 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 17 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-018 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 18 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-019 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 19 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-020 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 20 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-021 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 21 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-022 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 22 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-023 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 23 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
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AMENDED ASSESSMENTS

Account Lot Description Assessment Balance Interest Pay in Fuli
982-007-024 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 24 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-025 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 25 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-026 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 26 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-027 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 27 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-028 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 28 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-029 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 29 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-030 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 30 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-031 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 31 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-032 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 32 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-033 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 33 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-034 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 34 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-035 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 35 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-036 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 36 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-037 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 37 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-038 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 38 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-039 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 39 3,278.85 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-040 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 40 3,278.84 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-041 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 41 3,278.84 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-042 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 42 3,278.84 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-043 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 43 3,278.84 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-044 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 44 3,278.84 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-045 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 45 3,278.84 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-046 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 46 3,278.84 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-047 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 47 3,278.84 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-048 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 48 3,278.84 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74
982-007-049 Kelsey Lane PRD Lot 49 3,278.84 2,368.05 126.69 2,494.74

49 Assessed Parcels $160,663.55 $116,034.45 $6,207.81 $122,242.26
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Exhibit E — RCW 35.44.410

RCW 35.44.410 Segregation of assessments.

Whenever any land against which there has been levied any special assessment by any city
or town shall have been sold in part or subdivided, the legislative authority of that city or
town shall have the power to order a segregation of the assessment.

Any person desiring to have such a special assessment against a tract of land
segregated to apply to smaller parts thereof shall apply to the city or town which levied the
assessment. If the legislative authority thereof determines that a segregation should be
made, it shall by resolution order the city or town treasurer to make segregation on the
original assessment roll as directed in the resolution. The segregation shall be made as
nearly as possible on the same basis as the original assessment was levied, and the total of
the segregated parts of the assessment shall equal the assessment before segregation. The
resolution shall describe the original tract, the amount and date of the original assessment,
and shall define the boundaries of the divided parts and the amount of the assessment
chargeable to each part. A certified copy of the resolution shall be delivered to the city or
town treasurer who shall proceed to make the segregation ordered upon being tendered a
fee of ten dollars for each tract of land for which a segregation is to be made. In addition
to such charge the legislative authority of the city or town may require as a condition to the
order of segregation that the person seeking it pay the city or town the reasonable
engineering and clerical costs incident to making the segregation. No segregation need be
made if the legislative authority of the city or town shall find that by such segregation the
security of the lien for such assessment will be so jeopardized as to reduce the security for

any outstanding local improvement district obligations payable from such assessment.
[1969 ex.s. ¢ 258 § 10.]
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