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City of Lake Stevens Mission Statement

7]

The City of Lake Stevens' mission is not only to preserve the natural beauty that attracted so many of its citizens,
but to enhance and harmonize with the environment to accommodate new people who desire to live here.

Through shared, active participation among Citizen, Mayor, Council, and City Staff, we commit ourselves to
quality living for this and future generations.

Growth in our community is inevitable. The City will pursue an active plan on how, when, and where it shall occur

to properly plan for needed services, ensure public safety, and maintain the unique ambience that is Lake
Stevens.

I

REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
Lake Stevens School District Educational Service Center (Admin. Bldg.)
12309 22" Street NE, Lake Stevens
Monday, June 27, 2011 - 7:00 p.m.

NOTE: WORKSHOP ON VOUCHERS AT 6:45 P.M.
CALL TO ORDER: 7:00 p.m.

Pledge of Allegiance
ROLL CALL:

GUEST BUSINESS:

CONSENT AGENDA: *A. Approve June 2011 vouchers. Barb

CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING FORMAT:
PUBLIC HEARING:

Open Public Hearing
Staff presentation
Council's questions of staff
Proponent’s comments
Comments from the audience
Close public comments portion of hearing
Discussion by City Council
Re-open the public comment portion of the hearing
for additional comments (optional)
9. Close Hearing
10. COUNCIL ACTION:
a. Approve
b. Deny
c. Continue
**A,  Continued Public Hearing in consideration of second Karen
and final reading of Ordinance No. 855, land use code
amendments/corrections related to the Shoreline
Management Act. (Public hearing and first reading May
23, 2011, second public hearing June 13, 2011) [This
hearing is not related to Shoreline Master Plan update]
*B. Consideration of Resolution No. 2011-7 for Nourse Becky
development agreement extension.
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June 27,2011

ACTION ITEMS: *A.
*B.
*C.
*D.
*E.
*F.
*G.

DISCUSSION *A.

ITEMS:

B.

COUNCIL

PERSON'S

BUSINESS:

MAYOR’S BUSINESS:
STAFF REPORTS:

INFORMATION
ITEMS:

EXECUTIVE
SESSION:

ADJOURN:

Special Needs

The City of Lake Stevens strives to provide accessible opportunities for individuals with

Approve minutes of June 13, 2011 regular Council
meeting.
Approve Professional Services Agreements for on-call
planning services with:

1. The Watershed Company and

2. Perteet
Approve purchase of permit tracking system with Bitco
Software.
Approve Interlocal Agreement with Snohomish
Conservation District for support services.
Approve Supplemental Agreement No. 1 to the
Professional Services Agreement with AquaTechnex
LLC to perform implementation of Eurasian Watermilfoil
Control Program and post services.
Authorize purchase of a replacement for the City’s
existing floating dock.
Approve service of alcohol in Aquafest VIP tent.

Economic Development documents: fiscal impact
document and action plan.
Sewer District annexation.

* ITEMS ATTACHED

*»* ITEMS PREVIOUSLY DISTRIBUTED

# ITEMS TO BE DISTRIBUTED

THE PUBLIC IS INVITED TO ATTEND

Norma

Becky

Becky
Mick

Mick

Mick
Becky
Becky

Jan

disabilities. Please contact Steve Edin, City of Lake Stevens ADA Coordinator, (425) 377-3227,

at least five business days prior to any City meeting or event if any accommodations are

needed. For TDD users, please use the state’s toll-free relay service, (800) 833-6384, and ask
the operator to dial the City of Lake Stevens City Hall number.
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BLANKET VOUCHER APPROVAL

2011

We, the undersigned Council members of the City of Lake Stevens, Snohomish County, Washington, do hereby
certify that the merchandise or services hereinafter specified have been received and that the following vouchers
have been approved for payment:

Payroll Direct Deposits 904375-904434 $126,018.82
Payroll Checks 31965-31970 $6,685.30]
Claims 31971-32027 $95,523.69
Electronic Funds Transfers 342-344 $4,765.72
Void Checks 31969, 31976 ($13,387.13)
Tax Deposit(s) 6/15/2011 $46,304.43
Total Vouchers Approved: $265,910.83

This 27th day of June 2011:

Mayor

Finance Director

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember
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Direct Deposit Register
15-Jun-2011
Wells Fargo - AP Lake Stevens
Direct Deposits to Accounts
15-Jun-2011 Vendor Source Amount Draft# Bank Name Transit Account
9407 Department of Retirement (Pers C $3,758.50 342 Wells Fargo 121000248 4159656917
9408 NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SOL C $843.72 343 Wells Fargo 121000248 4159656917
9405 Wash State Support Registry C $163.50 344 Wells Fargo 121000248 4159656917
Total: $4,765.72 Count: 3.00
Direct Deposit Summary
Type Count Total
C 3 $4,765.72

Pre-Note Transactions
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16-Jun-11 Lake Stevens
Check No Check Date VendorNo Vendor Check Amount
31971 16-Jun-11 13836 SCCFOA $30.00
06/23/11 06/23 meeting $30.00 $0.00 $30.00
001003514104300 City Clerks-Travel & Mtgs $16.00
001004514234300 Finance - Travel & Mtgs $14.00

Total Of Checks: $30.00
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Detail Check Register Page 7
23-Jun-11 Lake Stevens
Check No Check Date  VendorNo Vendor Check Amount
31972 27-Jun-11 13695 Aabco Barricade & Sign Co $241.09
88926 PW Shop Signage $241.09 $0.00 $241.09
101016543504802 Facilities R&M (City Shop) $241.09
31973 27-Jun-11 12540 ALLIED WASTE SERVICES #197 $335.06
0197-001350384 Dumpster $335.06 $0.00 $335.06
101016542003102 Street Fund Operating Costs $324.05
101016542004500 Street Fund - Rentals/Leases $11.01
31974 27-Jun-11 12540 ALLIED WASTE SERVICES #197 $240.68
0197-001350130 Dumpster $240.68 $0.00 $240.68
001010576803100 Parks - Operating Costs $228.85
001010576804500 Parks - Equipment Rental $11.83
31975 27-Jun-11 12540 ALLIED WASTE SERVICES #197 $104.31
0197-001350759 Dumpster $104.31 $0.00 $104.31
001013519903100 General Government - Operating $91.98
001013519904500 General Government-Equip Renta $12.33
31976 27-Jun-11 13820  Aquatest Inc 12,489.00
2946 Milfoil - Task One $12,489.00 VO I D ,489.00
410016531503103 DOE-G1000533- Aquatic Weed Grt $12,48
31977 27-Jun-11 12187 AUCKLAND ENTERPRISES $850.00
525 tree removal for 12425 Heron pl. $850.00 $0.00 $850.00
001010576803100 Parks - Operating Costs $850.00
31978 27-Jun-11 13421 Barnett Implement $66.25
02 1240787 Belt for mower $66.25 $0.00 $66.25
001010576804800 Parks - Repair & Maintenance $66.25
31979 27-Jun-11 179 Blumenthal Uniforms $135.77
810989 Clothing ($344.27) $0.00 ($344.27)
001008521002600 Law Enforcment Clothing ($344.27)
810999 Clothing ($320.39) $0.00 ($320.39)
001008521002600 Law Enforcment Clothing ($320.39)
800433-83 Clothing ($409.42) $0.00 ($409.42)
001008521002600 Law Enforcment Clothing ($409.42)

822543 Clothing $820.90 $0.00 $820.90
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23-Jun-11 Lake Stevens
Check No Check Date  VendorNo Vendor
001008521002600 Law Enforcment Clothing
868861 Uniform/PSO C. Brooks (boots)
001008521002600 Law Enforcment Clothing
875988 Ubert uniform shirts and sweather
001008521002600 Law Enforcment Clothing
31980 27-Jun-11 969 Business Card
06/11 1411 GMR Trascription
001008521003104 Law Enforcement-Operating Cost
06/11 4949 Travel/operating supplies
001008521003104 Law Enforcement-Operating Cost
001008521004300 Law Enforce - Travel & Migs
06/11 5242 web host fee/bkgrnd ck/advert
001007558003100 Planning - Office Supplies
001013519903100 General Government - Operating
101016542004400 Street Fund - Advertising
410016542404400 Storm Water - Advertising
06/11 6202 Staff dev/operating/travel
001001511604901 Legislative - Prof. Developmen
001003511104901 Executive - Prof. Development
001003513104101 Administration - Staff Develop
001003513104300 Administration - Travel & Mtgs
001003514104101 City Clerks-Staff Development
001003516104101 Human Resources-Staff Developm
001004514234300 Finance - Travel & Migs
001007558004300 Planning - Travel & Mtgs
001007558400001 Planning - Staff Development
001008521004300 Law Enforce - Travel & Migs
001008521004901 Law Enforcement - Staff Develo
001013519903100 General Government - Operating
101016542004001 Street Fund - Staff Developmen
101016542004300 Street Fund - Travel & Mtgs
06/11 7750 Software
101016542003102 Street Fund Operating Costs
06/11 8109 Postage/op/travel/spring clean

$820.90

$162.85

$162.85

$226.10

$226.10

$567.75

$567.75

$239.56

$143.03
$96.53

$408.75

$14.25
$99.50
$147.50
$147.50

$343.40

$30.00
$15.00
$15.00
$17.50
$15.00
$15.00
$17.50
$16.81
$15.00
$17.50
$15.00
$122.27
$15.00
$16.82

$274.34

$274.34

$917.71

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

Check Amount

$162.85

$226.10

$2,813.28
$567.75

$239.56

$408.75

$343.40

$274.34

$917.71
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23-Jun-11 Lake Stevens
Check No Check Date = VendorNo Vendor Check Amount
001008521003104 Law Enforcement-Operating Cost $138.00
001008521004200 Law Enforcement - Communicatio $400.00
001008521004300 Law Enforce - Travel & Mtgs $294.33
001013531007000 Earth Day Clean-Up $85.38
06/11 9127 Travel/Communication $61.77 $0.00 $61.77
001008521004200 Law Enforcement - Communicatio $40.77
001008521004300 Law Enforce - Travel & Migs $21.00
31981 27-Jun-11 11952 Carquest Auto Parts Store $228.03
2421-160119 Taillight PW-4 $74.09 $0.00 $74.09
101016542004800 Street Fund - Repair & Mainten $74.09
2421-160367 Misc oil and filters $89.36 $0.00 $89.36
101016542004800 Street Fund - Repair & Mainten $89.36
2421-160467 Misc oil and filters $64.58 $0.00 $64.58
101016542004800 Street Fund - Repair & Mainten $64.58
31982 27-Jun-11 13585 Cascade Engineering Services $810.00
ML-11032302556 radar calibration $810.00 $0.00 $810.00
001008521004800 Law Enforcement - Repair & Mai $810.00
31983 27-Jun-11 12182 Central Welding Supply $39.03
161086 Mild Steel Wire 111b $39.03 $0.00 $39.03
101016542004800 Street Fund - Repair & Mainten $39.03
31984 27-Jun-11 274 City of Everett $175.00
111001586 Laboratory analysis $175.00 $0.00 $175.00
410016542404101 Storm Water - Professional Ser $175.00
31985 27-Jun-11 12004 CITY OF MARYSVILLE $11,534.13
11-009 Court citations May 2011 $11,534.13 $0.00 $11,534.13
001013512500001 Municipal Court Fees $11,534.13
31986 27-Jun-11 284 City Of Snohomish $24.95
223 Channel 21 $24.95 $0.00 $24.95
001013519904200 General Government - Communica $24.95
31987 27-Jun-11 290 Co-Op Supply $75.94
187591 Lawn supplies/propane $75.94 $0.00 $75.94
101016542004800 Street Fund - Repair & Mainten $75.94
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23-Jun-11 Lake Stevens
Check No Check Date = VendorNo Vendor Check Amount
31988 27-Jun-11 13030 COMCAST $98.95
06/11 0443150 Communications-Internet $98.95 $0.00 $98.95
001003513104200 Administration-Communications $1.98
001003514104200 City Clerks-Communications $1.98
001003516104200 Human Resources-Communications $5.94
001003518104200 IT Dept-Communications $3.96
001004514234200 Finance - Communications $3.96
001007558004200 Planning - Communication $15.83
001008521004200 Law Enforcement - Communicatio $57.39
001010576804200 Parks - Communication $2.64
101016542004200 Street Fund - Communications $2.64
410016542404200 Storm Water - Communications $2.63
31989 27-Jun-11 13757 Comdata Corporation $12,264.43
20142060 Fuel $9,798.31 $0.00 $9,798.31
001008521003200 Law Enforcement - Fuel $9,798.31
20142061 Fuel $2,466.12 $0.00 $2,466.12
001003518104300 IT Dept-Travel & Mtgs $60.97
001007559003101 Building Department - Operatin $125.37
101016542003200 Street Fund - Fuel $2,279.78
31990 27-Jun-11 91 Corporate Office Supply $840.84
116084i Stack sorter $14.98 $0.00 $14.98
001007558003100 Planning - Office Supplies $14.98
116524 Scale, Tabbing shield $78.19 $0.00 $78.19
001007558003100 Planning - Office Supplies $78.19
117147i Notebooks and report covers $76.67 $0.00 $76.67
101016542003101 Street Fund Office Supplies $76.67
117148i Tape, Ink, Corrections tape $46.33 $0.00 $46.33
101016542003101 Street Fund Office Supplies $46.33
117688i Office supplies $13.01 $0.00 $13.01
001008521003100 Law Enforcement - Office Suppl $13.01
117905i paper $227.68 $0.00 $227.68
001008521003100 Law Enforcement - Office Suppl $227.68
118129i Envelopes, CD-RW,Shelf liners $255.59 $0.00 $255.59
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Detail Check Register Page 11
23-Jun-11 Lake Stevens
Check No Check Date = VendorNo Vendor Check Amount
001008521003100 Law Enforcement - Office Suppl $255.59
1182561 Office supplies - PW $128.39 $0.00 $128.39
101016542003102 Street Fund Operating Costs $128.39
31991 27-Jun-11 9386 Crystal and Sierra Springs $165.34
5249844060111 Bottled water $165.34 $0.00 $165.34
001007559003101 Building Department - Operatin $41.34
001013519904900 General Government - Miscellan $41.34
101016542003102 Street Fund Operating Costs $41.34
410016542403102 Storm Water - Operating Costs $41.32
31992 27-Jun-11 13265 Dennis A. Irwin $300.00
June 2011 Dep Care Reimb $300.00 $0.00 $300.00
001000281000000 Payroll Liabilities $300.00
31993 27-Jun-11 13027 DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING $234.00
964202,949411-36 Weapons permits $234.00 $0.00 $234.00
633008586000000 Gun Permit - State Remittance $234.00
31994 27-Jun-11 12800 DEPT OF CORRECTIONS $474.17
MCC4591 0511 Maintenance $474.17 $0.00 $474.17
101016542004800 Street Fund - Repair & Mainten $347.30
410016542404800 Storm Water - Repairs & Maint. $126.87
31995 27-Jun-11 427 Derbys Welding LLC $50.77
MAT-0607 truck box repair $50.77 $0.00 $50.77
101016542004800 Street Fund - Repair & Mainten $50.77
31996 27-Jun-11 473 Electronic Business Machines $247.63
066086 copier maint $135.77 $0.00 $135.77
001008521004800 Law Enforcement - Repair & Mai $135.77
38504A Panafax Toner $111.86 $0.00 $111.86
001007558003100 Planning - Office Supplies $55.93
101016542003101 Street Fund Office Supplies $27.97
410016542403101 Storm Water - Office Supplies $27.96
31997 27-Jun-11 12393 GLENS RENTAL SALES & SERVICE $139.87
S2839 Compresser rental $139.87 $0.00 $139.87
101016542004500 Street Fund - Rentals/Leases $139.87
31998 27-Jun-11 13500 HB Jaeger Co LLC $178.75
122250-1 50lb Bag Jet Set $50.43 $0.00 $50.43
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23-Jun-11 Lake Stevens
Check No Check Date = VendorNo Vendor Check Amount
410016542404800 Storm Water - Repairs & Maint. $50.43
122258-1 50lb Bag Jet Set $50.43 $0.00 $50.43
410016542404800 Storm Water - Repairs & Maint. $50.43
122259-1 Man Hole Extension $77.89 $0.00 $77.89
410016542404800 Storm Water - Repairs & Maint. $77.89
31999 27-Jun-11 673 Home Depot $303.49
5012009 Running Boards for Utility Trailer $303.49 $0.00 $303.49
001010576804800 Parks - Repair & Maintenance $50.00
101016542004800 Street Fund - Repair & Mainten $150.00
410016542404800 Storm Water - Repairs & Maint. $103.49
32000 27-Jun-11 13509 Industrial Supply, Inc $339.07
480273 Shirts, Pants $163.11 $0.00 $163.11
001010576802600 Parks - Clothing $93.61
101016542002600 Street Fund - Clothing $69.50
480675 Safety glasses, ear plugs $146.05 $0.00 $146.05
101016542003102 Street Fund Operating Costs $146.05
480948 Bearkat Glasses $29.91 $0.00 $29.91
101016542003102 Street Fund Operating Costs $29.91
32001 27-Jun-11 13232 Integra Telecom, Inc $868.71
8416515 Communications $868.71 $0.00 $868.71
001003513104200 Administration-Communications $6.64
001003514104200 City Clerks-Communications $7.75
001003516104200 Human Resources-Communications $7.19
001003518104200 IT Dept-Communications $18.81
001004514234200 Finance - Communications $14.94
001007558004200 Planning - Communication $55.23
001007559004200 Building Department - Communci $36.87
001008521004200 Law Enforcement - Communicatio $141.78
001010575304200 Historical - Communications $36.87
001013519904200 General Government - Communica $262.89
001013555504200 Comminity Center-Communication $36.87
101016542004200 Street Fund - Communications $120.26
410016542404200 Storm Water - Communications $122.61
32002 27-Jun-11 13130 J & J Polygraph Service, LLC $175.00
1113 Hudson Polygraph $175.00 $0.00 $175.00
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Detail Check Register Page 13
23-Jun-11 Lake Stevens
Check No Check Date VendorNo Vendor Check Amount
001008521004100 Law Enforcement - Professional $175.00
32003 27-Jun-11 13162 Jackelyn Eilert $245.68
1/11-5/11 Med Flex reimbursment $245.68 $0.00 $245.68
001000281000000 Payroll Liabilities $245.68
32004 27-Jun-11 13327 Jennifer Anderson $360.00
June 2011 Dep Care Reimb $360.00 $0.00 $360.00
001000281000000 Payroll Liabilities $360.00
32005 27-Jun-11 13279 KCDA Purchasing Coop $2,924.65
3485829 PW - PK Paper and office supplies $2,924.65 $0.00 $2,924.65
001010576803100 Parks - Operating Costs $2,924.65
32006 27-Jun-11 626 Lake Stevens Chamber of Commer $120.00
2602 Member mtg $120.00 $0.00 $120.00
001003511104901 Executive - Prof. Development $40.00
001003513104101 Administration - Staff Develop $40.00
001008521004901 Law Enforcement - Staff Develo $40.00
32007 27-Jun-11 852 Lake Stevens Journal $70.35
75172 Advertising - permit ap Aquafest 201 $70.35 $0.00 $70.35
001007558004400 Planning - Advertising $70.35
32008 27-Jun-11 12751 LAKE STEVENS POLICE GUILD $849.00
06/15/11 Union dues $849.00 $0.00 $849.00
001000281000000 Payroll Liabilities $849.00
32009 27-Jun-11 9340 Lake Stevens School District $236.00
8367 Councel chamber rental & Custodia $236.00 $0.00 $236.00
001013519903100 General Government - Operating $236.00
32010 27-Jun-11 923 Loren Waxler, Attorney $277.50
C8214L Public defender $277.50 $0.00 $277.50
001013512800000 Court Appointed Attorney Fees $277.50
32011 27-Jun-11 13774 Maltby Container & Recycling $85.00
19738 Dump fees $85.00 $0.00 $85.00
101016542004800 Street Fund - Repair & Mainten $85.00
32012 27-Jun-11 1091 Office Of The State Treasurer $23,694.73

May 2011 May 2011 State Court Fees $23,694.73 $0.00 $23,694.73
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23-Jun-11 Lake Stevens
Check No Check Date  VendorNo Vendor Check Amount
633008559005100 Building Department - State Bl $72.00
633008589000003 Public Safety And Ed. (1986 As $10,701.18
633008589000004 Public Safety And Education $6,315.95
633008589000005 Judicial Information System-Ci $2,894.94
633008589000007 Crime Laboratory Analysis Fee $381.69
633008589000008 Trauma Care $1,162.16
633008589000009 school zone safety $334.20
633008589000010 Public Safety Ed #3 $250.19
633008589000011 Auto Theft Prevention $1,582.42
32013 27-Jun-11 13830 OrchidCellmark $610.00
010-053683 Professional svcs - Investigations $610.00 $0.00 $610.00
001008521004100 Law Enforcement - Professional $610.00
32014 27-Jun-11 1053 Patricks Printing $85.72
40961 Business cards, Galuska $85.72 $0.00 $85.72
001007558003100 Planning - Office Supplies $85.72
32015 27-Jun-11 1066 PERTEET ENGINEERING, INC. $1,985.00
20080052.001-49 Prof Services - Sutherland $1,800.00 $0.00 $1,800.00
001007558004107 Planning-CA - Developer Reimb $1,800.00
20080052.002-19 Professional services $185.00 $0.00 $185.00
001007558004110 Planning - GIS Mapping $185.00
32016 27-Jun-11 12450 PITNEY BOWES $176.00
2815967-JN11 Postage machine rental $176.00 $0.00 $176.00
001013519904500 General Government-Equip Renta $176.00
32017 27-Jun-11 11869 PUGET SOUND ENERGY $197.50
06/07/11 Utilities - Gas $107.38 $0.00 $107.38
001010576804700 Parks - Utilities $35.79
101016542004700 Street Fund - Utilities $35.79
410016542404701 Storm Water Utilities $35.80
6/7 1294748676 Utilities - Gas $90.12 $0.00 $90.12
001010576804700 Parks - Utilities $30.04
101016542004700 Street Fund - Utilities $30.04
410016542404701 Storm Water Utilities $30.04
32018 27-Jun-11 858 Rotary Club of Lake Stevens $100.00
102 2nd half 2011 Dues $100.00 $0.00 $100.00
001008521004900 Law Enforcement - Miscellaneou $100.00
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23-Jun-11 Lake Stevens
Check No Check Date = VendorNo Vendor Check Amount

32019 27-Jun-11 13842 Shannon & Wilson Inc $750.00

21-1-12328 36th St - Prof svcs $750.00 $0.00 $750.00
101016595616440 36th Street Bridge Repair $750.00
32020 27-Jun-11 13363 Six Robblees Inc. $40.23

14-234245 5/8 Forged D-Ring $40.23 $0.00 $40.23
101016542004800 Street Fund - Repair & Mainten $40.23
32021 27-Jun-11 12961 SNOHOMISH COUNTY PUD $2,101.17

110379793 Utilities - electric $463.42 $0.00 $463.42
001013519904700 General Government - Utilities $463.42

110379794 Utilities - electric $744.39 $0.00 $744.39
001012572504700 Library - Utilities $608.77
001013519904700 General Government - Utilities $135.62

117021719 Utilities - electric $246.18 $0.00 $246.18
101016542630000 Street Fund - Street Lighting $246.18

123666378 Utilities - electric $150.99 $0.00 $150.99
410016542404700 Storm Water-Aerat. Utilities $150.99

126981675 Utilities - electric $87.00 $0.00 $87.00
101016542630000 Street Fund - Street Lighting $87.00

126982906 Utilities - electric $107.35 $0.00 $107.35
101016542630000 Street Fund - Street Lighting $107.35

136841276 Utilities - electric $114.25 $0.00 $114.25
101016542630000 Street Fund - Street Lighting $114.25

136844714 Utilities - electric $187.59 $0.00 $187.59
001010576804700 Parks - Utilities $62.53
101016542004700 Street Fund - Utilities $62.53
410016542404701 Storm Water Utilities $62.53
32022 27-Jun-11 12961 SNOHOMISH COUNTY PUD $101.88

123661308 Utilities - electric $72.14 $0.00 $72.14
001010576804700 Parks - Utilities $72.14

133606628 Utilities - electric $29.74 $0.00 $29.74
001010576804700 Parks - Utilities $29.74
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23-Jun-11 Lake Stevens
Check No Check Date VendorNo Vendor Check Amount
32023 27-Jun-11 1388 Snohomish County Treasurer $443.16
05/2011 May 2011 Crime Victims Compensa $443.16 $0.00 $443.16
633008589000001 Crime Victims Compensation $443.16
32024 27-Jun-11 13821 Terminix Commercial $59.51
305224924 Pest control services $59.51 $0.00 $59.51
001010576803101 Parks-Eagle Ridge Pk Exp $59.51
32025 27-Jun-11 13045 UPS $48.07
74Y42241 Evidences shipping $48.07 $0.00 $48.07
001008521004200 Law Enforcement - Communicatio $48.07
32026 27-Jun-11 1584 WA Assoc. Of Sheriffs and Poli $600.00
INV023534 Spring Conference-Lorentzen $300.00 $0.00 $300.00
001008521004901 Law Enforcement - Staff Develo $300.00
INV023622 Spring Conference-Ubert $300.00 $0.00 $300.00
001008521004901 Law Enforcement - Staff Develo $300.00
32027 27-Jun-11 13846 AquaTechnex $12,489.00
2946 Task One - Millfoil Control $12,489.00 $0.00 $12,489.00
410016531503103 DOE-G1000533- Aquatic Weed Grt $12,489.00
Total Of Checks: $95,493.69

10
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LAKE STEVENS CITY COUNCIL

Y A STAFF REPORT
LAKE STEVENS

Council Agenda Date:  June 27, 2010

Subject: Nourse Development Agreement Amendment No. 1 (LU2011-9)

Contact Person/Department:  Karen Watkins Budget Impact: None

RECOMMENDATION(S)/ACTION REQUESTED OF COUNCIL: Hold a public hearing on the
development agreement amendment on June 27, 2011.

SUMMARY: The applicant submitted a request for a Development Agreement Amendment and
Conditional Use Permit Extension on April 18, 2011. The Development Agreement Amendment requires
action by the City Council. The Conditional Use Permit Extension is an administrative decision by the
Planning Director, which will occur after Council action. It was determined the development agreement
amendment to extend the effective date does not require Planning Commission review and
recommendation. The resolution and development agreement amendment have been reviewed as to form
by the City Attorney. The development agreement amendment has been reviewed and approved by the
property owners.

DISCUSSION: On March 26, 2007, the City Council approved the Development Agreement with L116
Nourse, LLC. Cascade Bank through Colby RE, LLC and Grayl Washington LLC are the current
owners. The recorded agreement provides for amendment by the parties in writing. On April 18, 2011,
Cascade Bank and Grayl Washington applied for a five-year extension to the recorded Development
Agreement (LU2011-9). Concurrently, they requested a permit extension of the associated Conditional
Use Permit (CU2006-1).

A Notice of Application was issued on May 19, 2011 (Attachment 1). No comments were received on
the notice. An Addendum to the SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance was issued on June
6, 2011 (Attachment 2). Two comment letters were received (Attachment 3) and one phone call from
Paul Anderson, a Washington Department of Ecology biologist. A notice of the public hearing was
published in the Lake Stevens Journal on June 8 and 15, 2011 as required by LSMC 14.16B.650 for City
Council public hearings and LSMC 14.16A.225 for noticing requirements (Attachment 4).

Extension Request

The request for the amendment to the development agreement expiration date is due to the adverse market
conditions and the inability to secure construction and development financing. The project has not been
able to be completed in the timeframes initially contemplated. The current owners would like to keep the
development agreement as recorded in effect and extend the time period in order to complete the project.
The owners believe the additional five years would allow the real estate and financial markets to recover
and allow the project to be built out according to the approved plan.

CC Staff Report - NOURSE DevAgrAmnd PublicHearing 6-27-11.docx Page 1 of 3
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The new owners of the property cleaned up the properties and demolished the existing structures at the
request of the City. In addition, the new owners paid all outstanding invoices on the project before
applying for the development agreement amendment. There are no substantial changes in the approved
plans or specifications.

Lake Stevens Municipal Code 14.16C.060 Development Agreements

The LSMC includes standards and design criteria for development agreements and Section 14.16C.060(e)
clearly states the agreement may not exceed 10 years. The recorded development agreement was
approved for five years (April 25, 2007 to April 25, 2012). The request is for an additional five years for
a total of 10 years (April 25, 2007 to April 25, 2017).

Requirements of Amendment

It was decided that an Estimated Project Schedule would be required for the requested development
agreement extension and yearly reporting on the schedule by the owners. The Estimated Project Schedule
is included in the Development Agreement Amendment No. 1 an exhibit of Resolution No. 2011-7
(Attachment 5). The schedule provides a guide to the steps to complete development of all four phases
by the April 25, 2017 termination date of the Development Agreement. There is no allowance for an
additional extension as the land use code is clear in allowing a maximum term of 10 years for a
development agreement. A development agreement is recorded on the property and so runs with the land,
not a specific owner. The approved Development Agreement is included in Attachment 6.

Decision Criteria

LSMC 14.16C.060(d) provides the decision criteria for approval of a development agreement. It has been
determined the same criteria should also be used for any amendments. The criteria are listed below with
staff’s determination on how the proposal meets each criterion. All relevant criteria are met by the
proposed amendment.

Decision Criteria. The City Council may adopt a development agreement upon passage of a resolution
with findings that:

(1) The proposed agreement is compatible with the goals and policies of the Comprehensive
Plan;

The proposal to extend the development agreement for an additional five years and the additional
requirement of yearly reports on the Estimated Project Schedule is compatible with the goals and
policies of the Comprehensive Plan — CRITERION MET

(2) The proposed agreement is consistent with applicable development regulations;

The proposal to extend the development agreement for an additional five years and the additional
requirement of yearly reports on the Estimated Project Schedule meets the development regulations
related to development agreements and the effective period not to exceed 10 years — CRITERION
MET

CC Staff Report - NOURSE DevAgrAmnd PublicHearing 6-27-11.docx Page 2 of 3
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(3) The proposed agreement provides for adequate mitigation of adverse environmental impacts;
provided, that if the development is not sufficiently characterized at a project level, the agreement
shall provide a process for evaluating and appropriately mitigating such impacts in the future; and

The proposal to extend the development agreement for an additional five years and the additional
requirement of yearly reports on the Estimated Project Schedule does not modify environmental
impacts of the project —- CRITERION MET

(4) The proposed agreement reserves authority to impose new or different regulations to the
extent required by a serious threat to public health and safety.

The proposal to extend the development agreement for an additional five years and the additional
requirement of yearly reports on the Estimated Project Schedule does not modify any authority to
impose regulations if a threat to public health and safety exists - CRITERION MET

Conditional Use Permit Extension

If the Development Agreement Amendment No. 1 is approved by the City Council, the Planning Director
will extend the associated Conditional Use Permit (CUP2006-1) to April 25, 2017.

Recording of Development Agreement

If approved by the City Council, the Development Agreement will be recorded with Snohomish County
on all parcels. The agreement runs with the land and will be binding on the parties and their successors.

APPLICABLE CITY POLICIES: LSMC 14.16C.055 Development Agreements

BUDGET IMPACT: None.

ATTACHMENTS:
Attachment 1 — Notice of Application
Attachment 2 —Addendum to the SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance
Attachment 3 — Comment Letters
Attachment 4 — Notice for Publication in the Lake Stevens Journal
Attachment 5 — Resolution No. 2011-7 and attached Development Agreement Amendment No. 1
Attachment 6 — Approved Nourse Development Agreement

CC Staff Report - NOURSE DevAgrAmnd PublicHearing 6-27-11.docx Page 3 of 3
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A NOTICE OF APPLICATION
=== CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT EXTENSION &
LAKE STEVENS  DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT

The City of Lake Stevens has received an application for Conditional Use Permit Extension
concurrent with a Development Agreement Amendment on the project described below.

Project Name/No.: Nourse Development Agreement Amendment — LU2011-9
Nourse Conditional Use Permit Extension — CU2006-1

Project Location: The project is located in Lake Stevens, WA south of State Route 92, east of
Callow Road, north of Oak Road and Cedar Road, and west of 109th Ave NE. Section 6,
Township 29, Range 06

Applicants: Colby RE LLC (Cascade Bank) & Gray 1 Washington LLC

Proposed Project Description: A Conditional Use Permit was issued on February 1, 2007 for
288 single family detached units on a 70 acre site with associated site work and improvements.
The Development Agreement was approved by the City Council on April 25, 2007 with a five
year effective date. The Conditional Use Permit expiration is tied to the Development
Agreement with a current effective date of April 25, 2012 for both. The applicant is requesting
an extension of the Development Agreement and Conditional Use Permit by five years to April
25, 2017.

Review and Appeal Process:

Development Agreement Extension. The City Council makes the decision to approve, approve
with conditions or to deny the Development Agreement extension. The Council decision may be
appealed by filing under Chapter 36.70C RCW, Land Use Petition Act within 21 days of the
decision.

Conditional Use Permit Extension. The Planning Director makes the decision to approve,
approve with conditions, or to deny the Conditional Use Permit extension. A decision on this
application will be made within 120 days from the date of completeness. Once the decision is
issued, appeals must be filed within 14 days pursuant to Lake Stevens Municipal Code
14.16B.710. Filing of an appeal shall require a written description of the specific aspect of the
decision being appealed, rationale for the appeal, supporting evidence, and a filing fee.

Permits/Approvals Required for the project include development agreement amendment,
conditional use permit extension, SEPA environmental review. Construction Plan approval,
grading and filling permits, and building permits for subsequent home construction will be
required prior to development occurs.

SEPA Environmental Review: A SEPA threshold determination will be prepared after the
Public Comment period ends.

Date of Application: April 18, 2011
Completeness Date: May 16, 2011
Notice of Application Issued: May 19, 2011

Public Review and Comment Period: The project file may be viewed at the City of Lake
Stevens Permit Center, 1812 Main Street, Monday-Friday, 8 am to 5 pm. For further
information or to submit written comments, please contact the Project Planner.

For Further Information or to submit written comments, please contact: Karen Watkins,
P.O. Box 257, Lake Stevens, WA 98258. (425) 377-3221, kwatkins@ci.lake-stevens.wa.us.

Upon publication of the Notice of Application, there is a 15-day period comment period. The
deadline for public comments is 5:00 PM, June 3, 2011

It is the City's goal to comply with the American with Disabilities Act. The City offers its
assistance to anyone with special needs, including the provision of TDD services.

Distribution:
Applicant
Official City Notification Boards (City Hall, Subject Property)
Surrounding Property Owners
Everett Herald
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Ms. Karen Watkins, Senior Planner
City of Lake Stevens

May 24, 2011

This letter is to ask that the Lake Stevens Planning Department and Planning Director deny the
extension of the Colby/Gray/Nourse developer's agreement and conditional use permit for the

following reasons:

1. Vesting a project under old rules and regulations for 10 years is unsustainable planning
and is actually anathema to the idea of “planning” itself. Planning is supposed to look
forward, not backward a full decade. Inten years, traffic/school concurrencies,
critical area ordinances, EDDS, etc., will have changed. The project needs to reflect
those changes too.

2. 288 air condos do not fit the look and feel of the surrounding neighborhoods, especially
to the east. That kind of residence, on those tiny lots, are not compatible with the
current residences.

3. 288 air condos do not have the urban level of services nearby to sustain those
densities. There are only minimal retail shops and no transit nearby. The two exits to
Highway 92, on Callow Rd. and 113, are current death traps, without 288 more
families going in and out.

4. The land use and zoning changes for this project came in a slam-bang
annexation....county, annexation, city. The original owners who pushed so hard for 288
air condos are all gone or broke. The neighbors, who resisted the project in the 1st

place are still there. Who does the City of Lake Stevens care about more?

Please deny the requested extensions for this project. Also, please add my name to the Parties
of Record for Colby/ Gray.

Thanks,

Tom Matlack
2504 112t Dr. NE
425-334-7713; tnmatlack@comcast.net
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Ms, Karen Watkins
City of Lake Stevens

May 31st, 2011

This letter is to ask that the Lake Stevens Planning Department and Planning Director

deny the extension of the Colby/Gray/Nourse developer’s agreement and conditional use

permit for the following reasons, but not limited to:

1.

Vesting a project under old rules and regulations for 10 years is unsustainable
planning. In ten years, traffic/school concurrencies, critical area ordinances,
EDDS, etc., will have changed. The project plan needs to be reset to account for
the myriad of changes.

288 air condos do not fit the look and feel of the surrounding neighborhoods,
especially to the east. The compatibility with other newer houses in the area does
not exist.

288 air condos do not have the urban level of services nearby to sustain those
densities. There are only minimal retail shops and no transit nearby, Highway
infrastructure (Highway 92, Callow Rd., 1 131, etc.) will not handle the additional
~ 576 automobiles.

This project was vetied through the channels when economic times were much
different. Original project managers are no longer in business or operate as a
different entity today.

Schools, civil service, city maintenance and other services are operating at
capacity or exceeding capacity and will be pressed to service this impact.

Will the additional 288 units concur with the consistently changing environmental

regulations?

Please deny the requested extensions for this project. Also, please add my name to the

Parsties of Record for Colby/Gray.

Thanks,

Scott Denny, 10807 29" St NE., Lake Stevens, WA 98258, denny.4(@comcast.net
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N
LAKE STEVENS

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Lake Stevens City Council

L116- Nourse Development Agreement Amendment

The Lake Stevens City Council is scheduled to conduct a public hearing on Monday,
June 27, 2011 at 7:00 PM in the Lake Stevens School District Educational Center
(12309 22" Street NE) to consider an amendment to the executed L116-1 Nourse
Development Agreement (LU2011-9). Public testimony will be accepted at the hearing.

The Development Agreement is related to a Conditional Use Permit (CU2006-1)
approved by the Hearing Examiner on February 1, 2007. The Development Agreement
was executed by the City Council on April 25, 2007 with an expiration date of April 25,
2012. Due to adverse market conditions, the applicant has been unable to begin
project construction and has requested, under section 15 of the Agreement and LSMC
14.16C.110(e), an amendment to the Development Agreement to extend the expiration
date to April 25, 2017.

The Conditional Use Permit expiration date is tied to the expiration of the Development
Agreement. Therefore a separate permit extension has been requested under LSMC
14.16A.250(f). The permit extension is an administrative decision and will only be
granted if the Development Agreement amendment is approved by the City Council.

The staff report for the Development Agreement amendment is available for review in
the Permit Center at 1812 Main Street, Lake Stevens. ADA information may be found
at www.ci.lake-stevens.wa.us.

Comments regarding the proposed Development Agreement amendment may be
submitted orally during the hearing or in writing any time prior to the hearing by sending
them to City Hall, attn: Karen Watkins, PO Box 257, Lake Stevens, WA 98258 or by
email at kwatkins@ci.lake-stevens.wa.us. For questions, contact Karen Watkins at 425-
377-3221.

Publish LSJ June 8 & 15, 2011. City Hall Present to June 28, 2011


http://www.ci.lake-stevens.wa.us/�
mailto:kwatkins@ci.lake-stevens.wa.us�
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CITY OF LAKE STEVENS
Lake Stevens, Washington

RESOLUTION NO. 2011-7

A RESOLUTIONOF T HEC ITYOF L AKES TEVENS, W ASHINGTON,
APPROVING AMENDMENT NO. 1 TOD EVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
BETWEEN THE CITY AND L116-1 NO URSE, LLC (Snohomish C ounty
Auditor File #200706140102) FOR A 5-YEAR EXTENSION.

WHEREAS, the Legislature, through RCW Sections 36.70B.170 through .210 has authorized the
City to enter into development agreements; and

WHEREAS, the Lake Stevens City Council approved the Development Agreement with L116
Nourse, LLC recorded for the Nourse Property under Snohomish County Auditor File #200706140102
(DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT) by Resolution 2007-9 on March 26, 2007; and

WHEREAS, Colby RE, LLC and Grayl Washington, LLC are the current property owners, are
the “successors and assigns” of the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT - Snohomish County Auditor File
#200706140102 and are bound to the terms; and

WHEREAS, the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT provides for amendment by the parties in
writing; and

WHEREAS, on April 18, 2011, Colby RE, LLC and Grayl Washington LLC applied for a five
year extension to the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT (LU2011-9) recorded for the Nourse Property
under Snohomish County Auditor File #200706140102 due to the downturn in the real estate market and
changes in the availability of funding for development projects; and

WHEREAS, LSMC 14.16C.055(e) allows a development agreement for a duration not to exceed
10 years and the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT was originally approved for five years; and

WHEREAS, the only changes to the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT are to extend the effective
term of the agreement an additional five years and the addition of an Estimated Project; and

WHEREAS, Colby RE, LLC and Grayl Washington, LLC as the current owners, “successors
and assigns,” agree to all requirements, terms and conditions of the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT in
Exhibit No. 2 and Amendment No. 1 to Development Agreement attached in Exhibit No. 1; and

WHEREAS, on June 6, 2011, the City issued a State Environmental Policy Act Addendum to
Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance, which addresses the 5-year extension of the
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT ; and

WHEREAS, the City determined no Planning Commission review was required to extend the
effective term of the agreement; and

WHEREAS, on June 8 and 15, 2011, a notice of the public hearing was posted in the Lake
Stevens Journal, and mailed to all parties of record and all property owners within 300 feet of the subject
property; and

RESOLUTION 2011-7 Nourse Development Agreement Amendment No. 1 Extension Page 1 of 2
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WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing on June 27, 2011 to consider extending the
effective term of the agreement an additional five years from April 25, 2012 to April 25, 2017 and
updating the names of the current owners consistent with RCW 36.70B.200.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAKE
STEVENS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Amendment No. 1 - 5-Year Extension to the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
between the City of Lake Stevens and Colby RE, LLC and Grayl Washington, LLC, which is attached
hereto and incorporated by reference as Exhibit No. 1 and includes the DEVELOPMENT
AGREEMENT, is hereby approved.

Section 2. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this resolution should be
held 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
resolution.

Section 3. Effective Date. This resolution shall take effect immediately upon passage by the
Lake Stevens City Council.

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Lake Stevens and APPROVED by the Mayor this
___day of , 2011,

Vern Little, Mayor

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATION:

Norma J. Scott, City Clerk/Admin Asst

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Grant K. Weed, City Attorney
First Reading:

Published:
Effective Date:

RESOLUTION 2011-7 Nourse Development Agreement Amendment No. 1 Extension Page 2 of 2



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
ATTACHMENT 5 Page 27

EXHIBIT NO. 1
Amendment No.1/5-Year Extension
To Development Agreement Recorded for the Nour se Property Under Snohomish County
Auditor File#200706140102
(DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT)
Nourse Property (CUP 2006-1)

This Amendment No. 1/ 5-Year Extension (AMENDMENT) is entered into this day of
, 2011 by and between the City of Lake Stevens, Washington, a Washington municipal

corporation (the "City"), and Colby RE, LLC, a Washington Corporation and Grayl Washington, LLC, a
Washington limited liability company ("Owners") as the successors and assigns of L116-1 Nourse, LLC.

WHEREAS, the AMENDMENT is to extend the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT duration an
additional five years from a termination date of April 25, 2012 to April 25, 2017; and

WHEREAS, the Owners are legally authorized to enter into this AMENDMENT; and

WHEREAS, the original owner, L116-1 Nourse, LLC, entered into the DEVELOPMENT
AGREEMENT and the current owners Colby RE, LLC and Gray1 Washington, LLC agree to all terms
conditions and requirements of the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT dated April 25, 2007 recorded
under Snohomish County Auditor File No. 200706140102 adopted and incorporated by reference; and

WHEREAS, on October 4, 2010, Colby RE, LLC and Grayl Washington LLC requested an
extension to the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT recorded for the Nourse Property under Snohomish
County Auditor File No. 200706140102 due to the downturn in the real estate market and changes in the
availability of funding for development projects; and

WHEREAS, LSMC 14.16C.055(e) allows a development agreement for a duration not to exceed
10 years and the original development agreement was approved for five years; and

WHEREAS, the only amendments to the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT are to Section 4, the
effective term of the agreement and the addition of an Estimated Project Schedule and to Section 15
adding language regarding an Owners reporting requirement.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and agreements made herein, and
other good and valuable consideration, the sufficiency of which is hereby mutually acknowledged, the
City and Owners agree as follows:

A. The Owners assume and agree to all terms, requirements and conditions of the
DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT dated April 25, 2007 recorded under Snohomish County
Auditor No. 200706140102, are adopted and incorporated by reference.

B. Section 4 of the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT is hereby amended to allow for a total
term of 10 years from the original date of execution of April 25, 2007 to April 25, 2017 and to
read as follows:

Nourse Development Agreement Amendment No 1 — Extension Page 1 of 4
LS-10-054/Development Agreement No. 1 6-22-11
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EXHIBIT NO. 1
4. This Development Agreement shall be effective for the term of 10 years following the
date of execution (April 25, 2007) based on development progress shown by Owners as
estimated in the Estimated Project Schedule below. Upon expiration of such period, this
Development Agreement shall automatically terminate unless construction continues
under a building permit issued before the expiration of this Agreement.
ESTIMATED PROJECT SCHEDULE
STEP | ESTIMATED | ACTION
DATE
1 October 2011 | Complete comment resolution for construction plan review.
2 January 2012 | Initiate off-site civil engineering design.
3 Spring 2012 | Resubmit final construction plan iterations to City of Lake Stevens for final
comment resolution for construction plan review.
4 Summer 2012 | Receive final construction plan approvals for phases 1 and 2 from City of
Lake Stevens.
5 Spring 2013 | Phase 1 and 2 preconstruction coordination and planning with City of Lake
Stevens.
6 Spring 2013 | Commence construction on phases 1 and 2.
7 Summer 2013 | Builder to submit for model home permits for phases 1 and 2.
8 Winter 2013 | Final completion and recording of phases 1 and 2.
9 Summer 2014 | Submit civil plans to City of Lake Stevens for phases 3 and 4 for
construction plan review. Submit/finalize ROW Vacation.
10 Fall 2014 Receive civil construction plan approval from City of Lake Stevens on
phases 3 and 4.
11 Winter 2015 | Receive final approvals from Army Corps of Engineers on small wetland
impacts for phases 3 and 4.
12 Spring 2016 | Phase 3 and 4 preconstruction coordination and planning with City of Lake
Stevens and obtain grading permit.
13 Spring 2016 | Commence construction on phases 3 and 4.
14 Summer 2016 | Builder to submit for model home permits for phases 3 and 4.
15 TBD Final completion and recording of phases 3 and 4.
16 April 25,2017 | Automatic Termination of Development Agreement

Nourse Development Agreement Amendment No 1 — Extension

Page 2 of 4
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C. Section 15 of the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT is hereby amended to require

Owners reporting of activity pursuant to the Estimated Project to read as follows:

15. Owners will submit an annual report to City detailing completion progress of the
steps listed on the Estimated Project Schedule. The report shall be submitted within one
year of the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT amendment date above and annually
thereafter for the duration of this Amendment No. 1.

This Agreement shall not be modified or amended except in writing signed by the City
and Owner or their respective successors in interest, except for changes to the Estimated
Project Schedule in between annual reports should be submitted to the Planning Director.

D. All other requirements of the DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT dated April 25, 2007
recorded under Snohomish County Auditor No. 200706140102 are adopted and incorporated by
this reference and remain in effect and unchanged.

E. The undersigned are authorized to enter into this agreement and bind the parties.
EXECUTED THIS DAY OF , 2011.
OWNER: CITY OF LAKE STEVENS:
Colby RE, LLC
By: By:
Rob Disotell Vern Little, Mayor
(Title)
OWNER: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Grayl Washington, LLC

By By:
Keith Horne, President Grant K. Weed, City Attorney

Nourse Development Agreement Amendment No 1 — Extension Page 30f 4
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
)ss.
COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH )
I certify that | know or have satisfactory evidence that is the person who

appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that HE/SHE signed this instrument, on oath stated
that HE/SHE was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the OFFICER of
to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the

instrument.
DATED this day of , 2011.

(Legibly print name of notary)
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the State of
Washington, residing at
My commission expires

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
)ss.

COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH )

I certify that | know or have satisfactory evidence that is the person who appeared
before me, and said person acknowledged that HE/SHE signed this instrument, on oath stated that
HE/SHE was authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the OFFICER of
to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in

the instrument.

DATED this day of , 2011.

(Legibly print name of notary)

NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the State of
Washington, residing at
My commission expires

Nourse Development Agreement Amendment No 1 — Extension Page 4 of 4
LS-10-054/Development Agreement No. 1 6-22-11
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Grantor(s) (Last name, first name Imtgazs)

v

1 L-116 Nourse, LLC, aWashmgton hmltcd I1ab11tty company«

Grantee(s) (Last name first, (hen first name and mltlals)

1 City of Leke Stevens, a Washingion mumczpal\corpompon .

Legal deseription (abbreviated 1 lot, block, p]af ot scc.tron mwnslnp, range)

SEC 06 TWP 29 RGE 06
Legal description 18 attached as “Exhibit A” to thus doaumcnt + See Pages 5-8 for additional
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Assessor’s Property Tax Parcel/Account Number:” 290606009&1300 +29060600403200,
29060600403 100, 29060600403000, 29060600402900, 2906060046290, 29060600402800, 29060600403600,
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29060600302600, 2906060030 1800, 29060600301 700, 00385700500101 o .
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City of Lake Stevens
I City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
" ATTACHMENT 6 Page 32

.......

Development Agreement

,-"'Thns Deveiopment Agreement ("Development Agreement” or “Agreement”) 1s entered into this _

_33,5_ day of ¥ ® $\\, 2007 by and between the City of Lake Stevens, Washington, a
Washmgton rnumclpai corporatton (the "City"), and L.116-1 Nourse, LLC, a Washington hmuted
11ab1hty company ("Owrxer")

‘‘‘‘‘‘

WHEREAS the Leglsla;ure through RCW Sections 36.70B 170 through 210 has authorized the
City to enter mto a deve]opment agreements; and

WHEREAS Owner owns approxlmately 70 10 acres within the City of Lake Stevens, legally
described as set forth 1o thc attdched Exhibit A (the “Nourse Property™), and

WHEREAS, Owner wmhcs to dovo]oP tﬁe Nourse Property for 288 single family detached
residences; and "\\‘ 3

WHEREAS, 1n authonzmg devc;lopmcnt agreements pursuant to RCW Sections 36.70B.170-
210, the Legslature found tht the, 1ack of gertainty 1n the approval of development projects can
result 1n a waste of public and pnva{’o reseurees, esealate housing costs for consumers, and
discourage the commirtment to cbmprﬁhcnSwe plannmg which would make maximum efficient
use of resources at the least econofmc cost t6'the pubho and

WHEREAS, the execution of a developmont ag,reemem 18 4. proper exercise of the City pohce
power and contractual authority, n order to grisure. development that 1s consistent wath the
Comprehensive Plan and with apphcable liovdopment regulatlonb adopted by the City as part of
its authority to plan under Chapter 36 70A T{(,W and o mitlgate the impacts of such
development; and v -

WHEREAS, the City held a public hearing on  { March"26/ , 2007, to consider this
Development Agreement, and the City Council adopted Resoluﬂon No 2007-9 , approving this
Development Agreement, consistent with RCW 36 70H. 200 and o

WHEREAS, after due consideration of the terms of this agreememt ahd pubhc hearing, the City
and Owner have agreed to enter into this Development Agrecment, whloh shall be used to
establish the appropriate zoning and prelimmary development pian for the Nour‘;e Property,

A

NOW, THEREFORE, 1n constderation of the mutual promises and: agreemehts madc heren, and

other good and valuable consideration, the sufficiency of which 1s hcr;oby mut‘ij'ally

acknowledged, the City and Owner agree as follows R

1. The Owner agrees to comply with all terms of the City of Lake Stevens O;dmance 719 dated
January 12, 2006, relating to the Greenspace-CAM West Annexation, which- Ordmanoe 13,
attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated heremn as 1f set forth in full The terms-of the
annexation and Multi-Family Residential zorung on the L116-1 Nourse, LLC: property are

W&/ Development Agreement Nourse 2-21-07



l. | __.--:"S‘pec1ﬁcally set forth in Exhitnt B at pages 11-12, section 7, sub (a)-(d). The Owner agrees to
comply w1th all such terms,
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'."’,Per the Laka Stevens Hearing Examiner report for a Conditional Use Permit on the L116-1
t Nourse, LLC projéct (“CUP”), the Owner agrees to all conditions (#1-28) of the Hearing
“Examiner Theodore Faul Hunter approval signed Feb 1, 2007, attached hereto as Exhibit C

and mpcsrporated ‘heréin by this reference The Owner also agrees to all conditions (#1-8) of
the Octaber 18,-2006, Determuination of Nonsignificance by Responsible Official Rebecca
Ableman attachbdherqtq as Exhibit D and mcorporated herem by this reference

Except as Otherwwe speqlﬁcally provided herein, Owner shall comply with all City
ordinances, regulatmns, development standards and policies 1n effect at the time the complete
CUP application svas. suﬁmlttc;d to the City, provided that if relevant ordinances, regulations,
development stahdatds.and pohc:% are modifted prior to approval of the related permuts, the
Owner may, at its'option, g’:lect to comply with the newer requirements without changing
therr vesting date for the' remamdcr of the applicable regulations, Owner shall be subject to
all pertinent impact fee. reqmrements mcludmg parks, transportation and school impact fees,
which shall not vest and may be. nedifidd by.the City at any time Pursuant to RCW

36.70B 170(4), this Devclepment Agr&ement shall reserve authonty for the City to impose

new or different regulations to thc extent reqmred by a serious threat to the public health and
safety - .

This Development Agreement shall be cffectwé for 3 terim of 5 years following the date of
execution Upon expiration of such penod thls Devdopment Agreement shall automatically
terminate Y :

Unless termnated 1n accordance with the provisionstierést, or amended in wnting by a
document signed by all parttes hereto, this Devclo'pmem Agreement 15 enforceable dunng 1ts
term by any party to the Deveiopment Agreement. Thg,rcdﬁer tlns Dwe]opment Agreement

termination, as set forth hercin.
This Development Agreement shall be recorded at the Snohomish Cﬂunty Auditor’s Office

As provided in the Heanng Examiner’s CUP decision, a copy of thes DeVel‘opmcnt
Agreement shall be provided to all parties of record in the CUP meeedmg w:thm 60 days of
CUP approval, which period expires on Aprl 1, 2007 D e

This Development Agreement 15 a covenant running with the land and rs bmdmg on. thc hetrs,
personal representatives, successors and assigns of the parties heremn’ .~

A permit or approval 1ssued by the City afier the execution of this Developmcnt Agrwment

and after the cffective date of annexation must be consistent with this Devclopment
Agreement -

S '\. . '\ o S
- » K
A . . -
2 . P S .
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IU Nothmg 1n this Development Agreement shall be construed to restrict the authority of the

12,

13

11

14,

15.

16

17

C1ty fo.exercise 1ts power and discretion to rezone the Real Property following expiration of

:i. lhe term, of: th]s Development Agreement,

In’ the evem ofbreach of this Agreement by either party, the non-breaching party shall been

titled to bririg an detron for specific performance and/or injunctive relief, In addition, mn the

event.of breach: b}"{)ne ot.more owners, the Caty shall be entitled to stop work on any
pendmg development bythe breaching owner and shall be entitled to withhold approval of
pending, penmt applications submtted by the breaching owner. [n the event either party
commiencgs 4h action toenforce this agreement or for other relief pursuant to this agreement,
the preva.]hng partym such litigation shall be entitled to an award of reasonable costs and
attorneys fees, - mcludmg (.oc;ts and fces on appeal

In the event of an;\/ dlspute i o mter]:fretahon or application of the terms or conditions of this
Agreement, the Ovwner-and The City shall meet wathun ten (10) business days after request
from any party for the purste ofiattempting, 1n good faith, to resolve the dispute The
meeting may, by mutual: agreemen‘f "be gontinued to a date certain in order to mclude other
parties or persons, or to obtdm addlttonai mﬂﬁrmatlon In the event that a dispute 1s not
resolved through party consultatlon, thg, Matter’ shall be scheduled for med:ation before a
mutually agreed upon neutral’ party It the-matter 1s not settled through mediation, any
aggnieved party may file an action i thie Snohomash County Supenor Court, as may be
allowed by law and court rules -

This Agreement shall be governed by d,nd bc mterprf.ted i accordance with the laws of the
State of Washington. N e -

If any provision of this Agreement 15 determmed to he unenf‘orceabie or invaiid by a court of
law, then this Agreement shall thereafter be modlﬁed to smp%ement the intent of the parties to
the maximum extent allowable under law '

.-" .-
---------- .

This Agreement shall not be modified or amended except m wntmg s1 gned by the City and
Owner or their respective successors 1n interest,

This Agreement represents the entire agreement of the pdrtxes Wlth respect to the subject
matter hereof There are no other agreements, oral or written exeept as pxpressiy set forth
herein. T -

The Owner agrees that 1n the event of a proposed sale, gift, transfer segregatzon assxgnmcnt
or devise of the Property, the Owner shall disclose the existence of thIS Agrcement to ‘the
interested party. R -

W/ls/Development Agreement Nourse 2-21-07
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Neware

.---'18 Thls Agreement has been reviewed and revised by legal counsel for all parties and no

p:esumptlon or rule that ambiguity shall be construed against the party drafting the document

g = Shall apply to the interpretation or enforcement of this Agreement

]9 Tl’ns Agreement shdIl not be construed as a waiver of any and all other development
regulahons of thi C1ty ar other governmental agencies apphicable to the development of
Owncr s property

EXECUTED THIS -5/ DAY OF Srpng, 2007

OWNERS: CITY OF LAKE STEVENS
L116-1 Nourse, LLG /m’
Malcolm McNaughton &7 %+ -7 2 _ Vern Little
Authonized Agent N Mayor
Approved as to fonm-
/DM € bﬂﬂia(hty Attomey
4 N,

Wils/Development Agreement Nourse 2-21-07
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! EXHIBIT A
Legal Description

290606{)040330(7" -

SEC 06 TWP 29, RGE 06 R’Twﬁé:‘\) ALL TH PTN NE1/4 SW1/4 & NW1/4 SE1/4 & SEI/4 NW1/4 & SW1/4 NE1/4
LY SEY OF, SEC S/HY 15-A-DAFBEG CTR SEC TH 587%19 00W 216 06 FT TPB TH CONT S89*19 00W

72 54 F'I'THN 612 61 FI 'f()tlfL CORD TH ALG C/L SD RD S 53%21 00E 139 6 FT TH §75*14 00E ALG C/L
SD RD 393§ fTTH $49%551 00E ALG SD C/L 87 7 FT TH §33*08 00E ALG C/1. 480 8 FT TH CONT ALG SD
C/L 82 3*57 ODE'215 05 FT TH-888%30 41 W 840 99FT TH NLY 252 35FT TPB LESS CORD- AKATR 69 &
PINTR 75 & 82 LY SLY SEC S/H,Y 15 UNREC PLAT

v
4

29060600403200; | =“ ST
SEC 06 TWP 29 RGE 06 RTr53) BEG 1/4°COR CTR SEC TH S87¢18 58W 216 04 FT TH S01*06 18W 252 35 FT
TC TPB TH N84*58 m;mmn TN 8813 14E 624 93 FF TH $23¥57 00E 294 61FT TH 589%41 30W
965 11 FT TH NO1%06 1313 237 35rPTo,rPB LESS CO RD

29060600403100: ST
SEC 06 TWP 29 RGE 06 RT-SZ) BEG: 1J4 COR OF CTR SEC TH 587* 18 58W 216 04 FT TH SO1*06 18W 504
70 FT TO TPB TH N89*41 30F-965 tt FI' TH *%22*55 00ﬁ nG6 14 FT TH NS9*01 14W 1084 88 FT TH NO1*06
mLZﬂBﬁTTOT?BU$SCORDS,“ x -
29060600403000: - -
SEC 06 TWP 26 RGE 06 -- BEG 1/4 COR ON EBDY OF sEc [H §.1881 24 FT T N85%33 00W 2062 39 FT TH
N 13*52 00E 553 06 T TO TPB TH N13*52 00E 280 8°FT TH N89*07 00W 1084 88 FT TH S 01*06 00W
201 95 FT TH N81*13 00E 212 49 FT TH 337*55 0GE ID’I'PB LESS L5 FT STRIP OFT ELY SIDE FOR RD
PURPQSES

M
-

29060600402900-
SEC 06 TWP 29 RGE 06 1 AC & ALLOWED BLDG FOR S/C, E’X ON FDP- BEG 1/4 COR ON E BDY SEC'TH
S 1881 24FT TH N85*33 00W 2062 39FT THI N13#52 00E 221 48FT.TO TPB TH N13*52 00E 331 58FT TH
N§7*56 00W TO C/L SEC TH S 320FT TH §87*34 00E TO TPB LL‘;S ISFT STRIP OFF ELY SIDE FOR RD
REFER TO 062906-4-029-0103 FOR REMAINDER .

29060600402901; ST

SEC 06 TWP 29 RGE 06 BEG 1/4 COR ON EBDY SEC TH S 18&1 24?1" TH N85*33 QOW 2062 39FT TH

N13*52 OO 221 48FT TO TPB TH N13*#52 00E 331 S8FT TH N§7¥56 00W TO (/I SEC TH S 320F 1 TH

S§7+34 0OF TO TPB LESS 15FT STRIP OFF ELY SIDE FOR RD EXC 1. AC & ALLOWED BLDG FOR S/C EX

ON 062906-4-029-0004 PR

29060600402800:

SEC 06 TWP 29 RGE 06 RT-49) BEG 1/4 COR E BDY OF SEC TH 8 ALGSEC LN 1881 24 !'I. TH N85*33 00W

2062 39 FT TO TPB TH N13*52 00E 221 48 FT TH N87*34 00W TON & § 1/4LN. i‘H s ALG 1/4 SEC LN 630
FT TH N61%08 00E TO TPB LESS STR [P 15FT WIDEONESIDEFORRD ) -7

29060600403600: '

SEC 06 TWP 29 RGE 06 RT-56A) BEG NE COR NW1/4 SE1/4 TH S00*4333W 570 53FI’FPB TH ‘}89"'41 T0W

614 95FT TH $22*55 00E 219 9FT TH S13%52 [OW 280 89FT TH S87*56 O0F 558 70FT THN00’43 3B

570 52FTTPB LESS CO RD o

W/l Development Apgrecment Nourse 2-2[ .07 AN
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Exhibit A
T N [Continued]

00385700200100,

BAILY'S 3R]}ADD IO_L S SANDY BEACH TRS BLK 002 D-00 - SANDY BEACH TRACTS LOT |

29050600200900'

SEC 06 TWP 29«RGE 06 RT~6'?-68) BEG CTR SEC TH S87*17 00w 288 6 FT TPB THN TO S5LY MGN S/HY
TH WLY ALG SD«MGNTO ELY T.N CORDTHSLY ALGELYLNSDRD TOE & W C/L SEC TH ELY ALG
SDCLTOTPE .

' : "
' h ~
- -

20060600300500; - . L
SEC 06 TWP 29 RGE'06, Rr~55~65A-66) 396 4FT AS MEAS ALG E LNBEG AT CTR OF SEC TH S87419
00W 216 04FTTPB TH S87*19°00W-740 34FT TH S01%36 00E281 6FT TH S13#45 00W 244 4FT TH § 23 92FT

TH NB4*16 00E 783 94FI"I'H NG'O*46 OQE 5(}4 '?FT TPB LESS RD

29060600302200; ! ARV

SEC 06 TWP 29 RGE 06 BEG CI'R SE(, 6§ TH: SS’?*’IB SSW(SS7'19 00W BY DEED) DIST 216 06FT TH
S01*24 35W (S01*06 00W DEEDJ.DIST.396 4FT TH.S87*18 58W (S87*19 00W BY DEED) TO ELY LN
CALLOW RD & POB TH N87*18 58E {N87*19 00F BY DEED) DIST 165FT TH $13%55 00W (513*45 00W BY
DEED) DIST 115FT TH 587%18 58W (887*1900W BY DEED).DIST 165FT M/L TO SD ELY LN SD CALLOW
RD TH N13*55 00E (N13¥45 00E DEED).IIST 115FT M/L-TO POB TGW PTN NEL/4 SW1/4 SEC 6 DAF COM
AT CTR SD SEC TH $87*18 58W (S87*19 00W DEED)DIST 216 06FT TH $01*24 35W (501*06 00W DEED)
DIST 396 4FT TH S87*18 58W (S87*19 00W DEED) TO ELY’ LN CALLOW RD TH N87*18 58E (N87*19 00E
DEED) DIST 165FT TO POB TH $13%55 00W {873* 45.00W DEED) PIST 115FT TH N8§7*18 58E DIST

21 20FT TH NO8*31 S9E DIST 112 35FT TH SBI*18 S8W 10- 20FT FO POB & TGW FOR TAX PURP ONLY -
FDP BEG CTR SEC 6 TH S87*18 58W (S87*19 0aW DEED) 216:06FT TH S01%24 35W (S01%06 00W DEED)
DIST 396 4FT TH $87*18 58W (S87*19 00W DEED).TQ ELY IN'CALLOW RD TH N 87*18 SBE (N§7*19 001
DEED) DIST 175 2FT TPB TH $13*55 00W DIST 115FT T’HNS"I'l 8 SSEDIST 8 8FT TH N08*31 S9E DIST
112 35FT TH S87*18 S8W B 8FT TPB . .

Wls/Development Agreement Nowrse 2-21-07 ."*-,_“_ e
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T e Exhibit A

jContinued)

29060600300400 '-'f el

SEC 06 TWP'29 RGEQG BE.G CTR SEC 6 TH S87*16 00W DIST 216 96FT TH S01%06 00W DIST 396 4FT TPB
TH SB‘?‘H) oow' DIST 756 ZFTTH S$13*45 00W DIST 123 6FT TH S 54 iIFT THE TAP WH IS 177TFT S OF &
BEARS S01*06 C!OW FR. TEB TH Nol *36 Q0E DIST 177FT TPB TGW PTN LY E QF CALLOW RD& BETW N
& § LNS OF ARV QE‘SC TRASEXT WLY TO E LN CALLOW RD EXC W 165FT AS MEAS ALG NLN D
TR OF THE N 115FT. OF SDTR ASMEAS ALG TH ELY MGN OF CALLOW RD EXC PTN CONV TO PAUL
R CURNETT BY QCD REC AF 96],2190391 PAF - TH PTN NE1/4 SW1/4 SEC 6 DAF - BEG AT CTR SD SEC
TH SB7*1% 00W DIST 216 QGF}’ TH SOl*OGOUW DIST 396 40FT TH S87*19700W DIST 572 20FT TPB TH
S87*19 00W DIST lB,ZFT TH 813*45 OOWDIST T1SFT TH N87*19 O0E DIST 21 20FT TH N0G8*21 48E DIST
112 38FT TPB PER BLA- 96'-1 10782 Al"96]2200199 & TGW TH PTN NE1/4 SW1/4 SEC 6 DAF - COM AT
CTR SEC 6 TH S01%24 35 W ALG CILS“D SEC 6 DIST 1024 65FT (1026 42FT BY DEED) TH S81*02 31W
(S81*13 00W BY DEED) DIST 212 49FI’\TH NG1*24 35E (NO1*06 GOF BY DEED) DIST 474 50FT (480 60FT
BY DEED}TOSLNOF A T'R L'[) LQNV I6 JOSEPH ALONG & MARIE A LONG REC AF 1387084 TH
S87%36 23W ALG S LN SD LONGS TRDIS’I 582 5}FI‘ TO POB TH S07¥30 18W DIST 7 28FT TH N§2%29
42W DIST 41 T2FT TOSD S LN LQNC‘S ™= 'I'H N87*36’23E ALG SDDS LN DIST 42 35FT TO POB & ALSO
LESS FOR TAX PURP ONLY - BEG C’I‘RSEC 6 TH’ 387*18 S58W (S87*15 00W BY DEED) 216 06FT TH
S01*24 35W (S01*06 00W BY DLI-D) DIST 196 4FT TH S87*18. 58 W (S87*19 0OW DEED) TO ELY LN
CALIOW RD TH NR7*18 58F (N87‘19 GOE" DEED) DIST 1715 2['1‘ IPBTH S13%5500W DIST 115FT TH
N87*18 58E DIST 8 8FT TH NOB*31 59EDIST 112 I5FT. TH S87*18.58W 8 8FT TPB ALSQO DEEDED TO
PAUL CURNETT BY QCD REC AF 9612190391 BUT'NOT AFIN OT;‘ BLA 96-110782

A
~

29060660302500: ™ e -

SEC 06 TWP 25 RGE 06 LOT 3 OF SP49.72 DAI TH PTN, NELM SW1/4 SEC 6 DAF - COM AT NE COR SD
SW1/4 TH S01%20 05W ALG E LN THOF DIST 1025 §2FT TU SE COR NE1/4 SD SW1/4 TH $80*59 49W ALG
S LN THOF 212 49FT TH NO1*20 O5E DIST 475 58FT TC -ELY PROLENGIOF S LN CERTAIN TR LD CONV
TO JOSEPH A LONG AF 1387084 TH S87*32 17W ALG $D HROLNG & ALG 81D § LN DIST 649 59FT TH
$15*09 57W DIST 78 70FT TAP 75FT S OF AS MEAS PERP TOS LN-SLEONG PRTY & TPB TH CONT
S15*09 STW DIST 78 70FT TAP 150FT $ OF AS MEAS PERPTO- S'D SINTH 5“87*32 17W DIST {75FT M/L
TO ELY MGN CALLOW RD PRESENTLY 40FT [N WIDTH TH NELY ALG sD MGN DIST 78 70FT M/L TAP
THBEARS S587*32 17W FR TPB TH N&7*32 17E DIST 175FT TOTPB L

Wils/Development Agreement Nourse 2-2 .07 St ’
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' Exhibit A

............ |Continued]

290606&03’02600' DRI

SEC 06 TWP 29 RGE 06 1.0, 4\01T SP49.72 DAF - TH PTN NE1/4 SW1/4 SEC 6 DAF - COM AT NE COR SD
SW1/4 TH501*20°0SW-ALG E LN THOF DIST 1025 82FT TO SE COR NW1/4 SW1/4 TH 580*59 49W ALG §
LN THOF 27 49FF” I'PB TH CONT S80*59 49W ALG SD § LN DIST 640FT TH NO5*32 03E DIST 163 73FT
SD MGN DIST ZSGFI‘ ¥U/L TG-A LN.TH LIES 150FT S OF AS MEAS PERP TO S LN OF CERTAIN TR LD
CONVY TO JOSEPH'A LONG AF 1387084 TH N87+32 17EPLT S LN SD LONG TR TAP TH BEARS §15%09
STW FR A PT ON SIy § IXN TH LIES 175F1 E OF ELY MGN $D CALLOW RD TH N15*09 57E DIST 157 40FT
TO S LN SD LONG TR TH N§7#32.17E ALG SD § LN & ITS ELY PRONG DIST 649 S9FT TH S01*20 05W
DIST 475 58FT TPB & REV'BY.BLA $6:109709 REC AF 9612200070& TGW FDT COM AT CTR SEC 6 TH
S01*24 35W ALG CTR LN ST SEG5 DIST 1024 65FT (1026 42 BY DEED) TH S81#02 31W (S81*13 00W
DEED) DIST 212 49FT TH NO*24 35E (NG1*06.00E DEED) DIST 474 S0FT TO S LN OF TR LD CONVY TO
JOSEPH A LONG AF 1387084 TH S87*36 23W ALG S LN SD LONGS TR DIST 582 63FT TO POB TH 50730
18W DIST 7 28FT TH N32*29 4zw DIST 41 725*r o SD § LN LONGS TR TH N87*36 23E ALG SD S LN
DIST 42 35FT TPB

"

o o
L .-

29060608301800-

SEC 06 TWP 29 RGE 06 LOT 2 OF SP49~7ZDAF THPTN NL!M §W1/4 SEC 6 DAF - COM AT NE COR 8D
SW1/4 TH S01*20 05W ALG E LN THOF DIST 1025 82FTTO SE COR NE1/4 SD SW1/4 TH $80*59 49W ALG
S LN THOF 212 49FT TH NO1*20 05E DIST 475 S8FL.TO ELY. F,ROLNG OF § LN TH CERTAIN TR OF LD
CONYV TO JOSETH A LONG AF 1387084 TH 387*3'2 17TW.ALG SD PROLN(J & ALG SD 8 LN DIST 649 59FT
TO TPB TH §15%09 57W DIST 78 70FT TAP 75FT S AR MEAS PERP.TO S LN SD LONG PTY TH $87*32
17W DIST 175FT TO ELY MGN CALLOW RD PRESENTEY 40FT {N WIDTH TH N15*09 57E DIST 78 70FT
TOSD S LN TH N87*32 \7E DIST 175FT TPB
29060600301700:

SEC 06 TWP 29 RGE 06 LOT 1 OF SP4%.72 DAF - TH PTN NElM SW1/4 SEC 6 DAF - COM AT NE COR 5D
SW1/4 TH S01%20 05W ALG E LN THOF DIST 1025 82FT-TO SE"COR.NFIH SD SW1/4 TH S80*59 49W ALG
S LN THOF DIST 852 49FT TO TPB TH N05*32 03E DIST 163.73FT TH S80*50° 49W PLT & 160FT N OF AS
MEAS PERP TO S LN CF SD NE1/4 SW1/4 DIST 279 37TFT TO E MGN CALLOW ‘RD 8D RD PRESENTLY
40FT IN WIDTH TH S05*32 03W ALG SD E MGN DIST 149 73FL'TH CONT‘ALG SDMGN S03M4 17 W
DIST 13 88FT TO S LN OF NE1/4 §Wi/4 SD SEC 6 TH N80*39 49‘@ ALG. S_D S LN DIS,T 278 86FT TO TPB

00385700500101" e

BAILY'S 3RD ADD TO L § SANDY BEACH TRS BLX 005 D-01 - 'SANDY BFACH L‘RA(,TS LOTS 1 &2
EXC FDP ALL THAY PTN LOT 2 LY ELY OF LN DAF COM NE COR SB LOT2 TH $30*03 3¢W ALG N LN
234FT TPB OF HEREIN DESC LN TH § TAP ON 8§ LN LOT 1 234FT $74*33.00W oF SB €‘DR &
TERMINOUS OF HEREIN DESC LN ~

\.."

Wi/ Development Agreement Noutse 2-21-07 Tl « Gie,
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e CITY OF LAKE STEVENS
A LAKE STEVENS, WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE NO 719

o AN ORDINANCE ‘OF THE CITY OF LAKE STEVENS, WASHINGTON, ANNEXING 1014
PARC’ELS OF, APPROXIMATELY EIGHT HUNDRED FIFTY FIVE (855) ACRES,
KNOWN AS THB,"Greenspace CAM West ANNEXATION,” INTO THE CITY AND
PROVIDING FOR THE ASSUMPTION OF INDEBTEDNESS AND COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN-AND,ZONING DESIGNATIONS, AND PROVIDING FOR THE EFFECTIVE DATE
OFTHIS ORD‘!NANGE

WHEREAS followmg a publc’ mcctmg with petitioning property owners, on May 9* 2005 the
City Council authorized: by mofion thecir¢ulation of a petition to annex approximately one hurndred
twenty six and ﬁﬁﬁr\qghwne hundrcdrhs (126.58) acres located along the west boundary of the City of
Lake Stevens from State Routc 9z sguth -on eather side of Callow Road unti about the 2500 block of
Callow Road, and L .

T \....

zoned by the City at the tune’ o-Eannexanon and o
WHEREAS, this pctmon was rctumed to the Crty on-Sept 12" 2005 with signatures of property
owners representing tnore than sucty peréent of the assesséd va]ue of the area, and

ot

WHEREAS, on Sepfember 26" 2003, the Cuy Com}cﬂ revmwed the 60% petition and scheduled
a pubiic hearing for Ocrober 10, 2005, a.rad

WHEREAS, following a public mectmg on Oc:ober.’i"‘ 2005, the Lake Stevens Planning
Commussion forwarded a recommendation for approval: of tie’ armeycatlon plan and zoning adoption, and

WHEREAS, following a public heaning on Oc;oba'r 1 0"' aud Ocmber 17* 2005 the City Council
approved on October 17 the first reading of this Ordsnanct No 719, and authonzed 1 1o be submitted to
the Snohomish County Boundary Review Board (BRB) as- notlce ofthc City $ mtention to annex the area
in question, and s i

WHEREAS, public notice was provided for the Octabsr 10"' 2005 amf Ocrober 17" 2005 public
hearing by posting the annexation stte n three conspicuous locatltms,-ad\{el‘tlslng 11 the Lake Stevens
Joumal, and Everett Herald respectively, and mailing to property owng:rs wathln 154 feet of the site, and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Boundary Review Board (BR_B) mvoked Ju'nsdnctxon and
followtng a pubiic hearing held December 6 2005, the Snohomish Coun&y Cdunell modifiéd. the
annexation boundary to include an additional 728 4 acres as shown on map qoted as, Exh;bu l and

WHEREAS, the City Counctl conducted a duly noticed public heanng 011 Dcccmber 27" 2005
regarding Land Use dcsxgnat;ons and Zoning for the BRB revised Greenspace amrcxatlon, and adoptcd
Land Use designations and Zoning, and :

Ordinance No 719 lofld
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‘_,.-3: City i]fl.dke Stevens Ordingnce No 719

AT ey,

e PR .WHEREAS the City Council conducted a second duly noticed public meeting on December 27"
2005 and et

WHEREA,S tha Lty Counci conducted a duly noticed public meeting on January 12" 2006 for
f’ na}':‘eadmg zmd adopnon
NQW THEREF ORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAKE STEVENS DO
ORDAR AS FOLLGWS

; -

.

Sectlon 1 Agpcﬁ(ﬁt’n’bh The properties mapped on the attached Exhibit 1 and legally described m
the attached Bxhxb;t 2 arg hercby annexcd mto the City of Lake Stevens

Section 2 lndg_b;edness There apc no existing separately taxed bondedness for the annexation
area fo assume and«thc anfiexed-| propeptws shall be assessed and taxed at the same rate and on the same
basis as property in the C:jy of Lake Ste:vens to pay for outstanding indebtedness at the date of
amnexation ST

Section 3 Comprehenswc Plan and Zomnz Ovdinance Designations  Said annexed property
shall be subject to the City oPLake Stevens Comprchenswe Plan, Land Use Regulations (Title 14
LSMC), Land Use Designations, Offi cml Zf)mng Map, and conditions as adopted in Council Motion at
the December 27%, 2005 public hcarmg, vand as set forth in attached Extubit 3, adopting Exhibit A of the
Staff Report (the Planning Com;msSaon tetommendations of T December 13, 2005) as amended by the City
Council on December 27, 2005 and a ‘amended by thc;»Caty Councﬂ by motion on January 12, 2006

Section 4 Severability 1f any provmo-n or secnon of this Ordmancc shall be held void or
unconstttutional, all other parts, provisions and sections af- thns Qrdmance not expressly so held to be void
or unconstitutional shall continue m full foree™ 'dnd effect

Section 5 Effective Date and Publlgatlon A summary of thxs ordinance consisting of its title
shali be published 1n the official newspaper of the Clry Th:s ordmance shall take effect and be 1n foree
five (5) days after the date of publication :

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Lake ‘éijéi?éns"th;_s,m{( dﬁ}: of January, 2006

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATION ' R

Vo \D o SET S

NOR&%J. SCOTT, ﬁty Clerk/Admimn Asst R
2orH4
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o ) ~'-'-'-»-\‘Crr)- of Lake Stevens
‘ Ordinance No, 779

e APPROVED AS TO FOR.M
T < /,Jfﬁg()

GKANT K- WEED Cl(y Aftormney |
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. Ordiance Ne 719

o EXHIBIT ONE
P -t ‘:.
T LT BEB Revised Greenspace Annexation Map

On-,lee m :the City Clerk's Office
o City of Lake Stevens

1812 Main Street
Lake Stevens, WA
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C!ry af Lake Stevens Ordinance No 719

EXHIBIT TWO
s oy

f’;};JNEXA]:ION BOUNDARY FOR GREENSPACE/CAM WEST (FINAL REVISION)

."‘-THOSE PORTiGNS OF SECTIONS 8 AND 7, TOWNSHIP 29 NORTH, RANGE 6 EAST, WM,
ANBr THQSE PORTIONS.OF SECTIONS 1 AND 12, TOWNSHIP 29 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST
W M N SNOHOMESH QOUNTY WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS

BEGINNING *AT IHE SOUTH QUARTER CORNER OF SAID SECTION 6 THENCE NORTH
00"03'16~EAST, ALONG THE NORTH-SOUTH CENTERLINE OF SAID SECTION 6, A
DISTANCE: OF-' 76 42 FEET,

THENCE NORTH 58*25 29 EAST 23.49 FEET TO THE EAST MARGIN OF 107™ AVENUE
NORTHEAST AND THE TRUE PQ!NT “OF BEGINNING,

THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 58*25 29" EAST, 278 69 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF
THE PLAT OF CEDAR ROAD, AGCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED UNDER
AUDITORS FILE NUMBER' 200410225010, RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, SAID POINT;BEING A POINT'ON THE NOW EXISTING CITY LIMITS OF THE
CITY OF LAKE STEVENS: ACCORDING m ORDINANCE 341 EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 9,
1989, . .

THENCE CONTINUING ALONG"-.IHE'WEST LINE OF SAID PLAT OF CEDAR ROAD AND
THE EXISTING CITY LIMITS TO THE SOUTH LINE OF 307" STREET NORTHEAST,

THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE EXiSTfNG C!TY LIMITS TO THE INTERSECTION
OF THE NORTH MARGIN OF 30™ STREET NORTHEASTAND THE EAST MARGIN OF
109™ AVENUE NORTHEAST, . -

THENCE EAST ALONG THE NORTH MARGIN OF '3()TH STREET NORTHEAST AND THE
EXISTING CITY LIMITS TO 343 43 FEET MORE OR LESS TOTHE EAST LINE OF THE
WEST HALF OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER GF THE' SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE
SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 6 SAID.POINTALSO BEING THE EAST LINE
OF TRACT 56 OF THE UNRECORDED RUCKER BROTHERS F’U\T

THENCE NORTH ALONG THE AFOREMENTIONED EAST LINE TO THE NORTH LINE OF
THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUP«RTER OF SALD SECTiON B

THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE TO THE NORTHEP\ST CORNER OF SAID
SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER AND-A POINT ON THE
EXISTING CITY LIMITS OF LAKE STEVENS ACCORDING TO ORQNANCE 586 'EFFECT!VE
JUNE 28, 1988, ;

.....

THENCE NORTH ALONG THE EAST LINE OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE

Sof 14 e
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c_:rji of Lake Stevens Ordinance No. 719

: SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 6 AND THE EXISTING CITY LIMITS TO THE
{ (50UtH MARG%NQF THE PLAT OF MALIA HEIGHTS, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF
'RECQREED UNDER AUDITORS FILE NUMBER 200305055003, RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH
- COUNTFY, WASH}N’GTON SAID POINT BEING A POINT ON THE NOW EXISTING CITY
LLMITS QF THE TITY OF LAKE STEVENS ACCORDING TO ORDINANCE 589 EFFECTIVE
JULY. 18, 1998 it

THENCE WEST ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID MALIA ESTATES AND ITS WESTERLY
EXTENSEON TO THE WEST MARGIN OF 109™ AVENUE NORTHEAST;

THENCE NDRTH ALONG SAID WEST MARGIN AND ITS NORTHERLY EXTENSION TO THE
NORTH MARGiN OF SR 92 "

THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE NORTH MARGIN OF SR 92 AND ITS WESTERLY

DISTANCE OF 2,400 FEET MC)RE“OR LESS TO THE NORTH LINE OF THE NORTHWEST
QUARTER OF SAID SEOT{ON 12 .__,,

THENCE CONTINUING SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID PROJECTION AND WEST MARGIN A
DISTANCE OF 2,700 FEET MORE ©OR LESS TO THE NORTH LINE OF THE SOQUTHWEST
QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 12, K .

THENCE CONTINUING SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID WEST MARGIN A DISTANCE OF 450
FEET MORE OR LESS TO AN INTERSECTION WiTH THE WESTERLY PROJECTION OF
THAT PART OF THE SOUTHERLY MARGIN OF THE.LUNDEEN PARKWAY ABUTTING THE
EASTERLY MARGIN OF SAID SR 9 IN THE, ﬁQUTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 12,
THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID WESTERLY-PROJECTION A DISTANGE OF 330 FEET
MORE OR LESS TO THE EASTERLY MARGIN OF SRE, .

THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EASTERLY MARG!N TG THE 'NORTHEASTERLY LINE
OF THE PLAT OF STEVENS COVE, AS RECORDED [N VOLUME 63 OF PLATS, PAGES 138-
147, RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON |

THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHEASTEFE'LY L!NE A D]STANCE OF 1290
FEET MORE OR LESS TO THE NORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF SAID’ PLAT

THENCE SOUTH 01° 28’ 44" EAST ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE QF TRACT 502 OF SAID
PLAT A DISTANCE OF 126 28 FEET TO AN ANGLE PQINT, R .

THENCE SOUTH 16° 04' 28" WEST ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE A"tﬂs’fANoE;,OF 100,88
FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH THE WESTERLY PROJECTION OF THE NORTHERLY

§of 14 I
fwpfsiOrd Oreenspace Annexation Final ] PR K



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
. "ATTAGHMENT 6 Page 47

“'C";l’y} af Lake Stevens Ordinance No 719

" LINE-OF TRACT 999 OF SAID PLAT,

i __THENCE’SOUTH 86° 47' 00" EAST ALONG SAID WESTERLY PROJECTION A DISTANCE
3 OF1119 FEET TO THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID TRACT 999,

W"THENCE SQU'{\H 16" 3’ 21" WEST ALONG SAID WESTERLY LINE AND ITS SOUTHERLY
EXTENSION A DISTANCE QOF 136.08 FEET 7O THE SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER OF A 20-
FOOT ACOESS ROAD AS SHOWN ON SAID PLAT,

THENCE SOUTH 71 08 39" EAST ALONG THE SOUTHERLY MARGIN OF SAID ACCESS
ROAD A DlSTANGE OE. 35 01 FEET TQ AN ANGLE POINT,

THENCE NORTH 16“31* 21* EAST ALONG THE EASTERLY MARGIN OF SAID ACCESS
ROAD A DISTANCE OF 201 FEET TO THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF A PUMP STATION
PROPERTY OWNED BY fHE LAK‘E STEVENS SEWER DISTRICT;

THENCE SOUTH 73" 28 39" EAST 'ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY LINE A DISTANCE OF 40 00
FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER DF SND PUMP STATION PROPERTY,

THENCE SOUTH 37° 05‘ 14" EJ-\ST A IISTANCE OF 12 FEET MORE OR LESS TO THE
NORTHWESTERLY MARGiN OF VERNDN ROAD,

THENCE SOUTHERLY TO THE INTER’SECTION OF-THE SOUTHEASTERLY MARGIN OF
YERNON ROAD WITH THE NORTHEASTERLY MARGIN OF TRACT 501 OF SAID PLAT OF
STEVENS COVE, g .

THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHEASTERLY MARGIN, AND ALONG THE
NORTHEASTERLY MARGIN OF THE SECOND CLASS.SHORLANDS, AS CONVEYED BY
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, SITUATE IN FRONT' OF, ADJACENT TO OR ABUTTING
SAID TRACT 501, TO THE NAVIGABLE BOUN-BARY OF SAiD SHORELANDS,

THENCE EASTERLY AND NORTHERLY ALONG SAlD NAVIGABLE BOUNDARY ADJACENT
TO AND ABUTTING THE SOUTHEAST AND NORTHEAST QUARTERS OF SAID SECTION
12 TO AN INTERSECTION WITH THE SOUTHERLY E’XTENSION OF THE EAST LINE OF
THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 12, L

THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID NAVIGABLE BOUNDARY A DISTANCE OF 2800 FEET
MORE OR LESS TO THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE WEST LINE QF THE
NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 7, ; R

THENCE SQUTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID NAVIGABLE BOUNDARY A DJSTANC;E OF 2750
FEET MORE OR LESS TO THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE'WEST LINE OF THE
WEST 80 FEET OF THE EAST 536 15 FEET MORE OR LESS OF THAT PORTiON OF
GOVERNMENT LOT 5 LYING SOUTH OF VERNON ROAD,

Tof 14 T
lwplN/Ord Greenspece Annexation Finol et



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
. “ATTAGHMENT 6 Page 48

..........
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; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY EXTENSION AND SAID WEST LINE A
{ ;DISTANCE OF.30Q FEET MORE OR LESS TO THE SOUTHWESTERLY MARGIN OF
'VERNO’N ROAD ;

THENCE N@RTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY MARGIN A DISTANCE OF
480 FEET MORE QR.LESS TO AN INTERSECTION WITH THE SOUTHERLY PROJECTION
OF THE WEST UNE OF LOT 1 OF CHERRY ACRES, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF

AS RECOR{‘JED | VQLUME 28 OF PLATS, PAGE 85, RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH
COUNTY, .-° .

THENCE NORTH AND PARALLEL WITH THE EAST LINE OF SAID GOVERNMENT LOT 5,
ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY PRO‘,EEQTION AND SAID WEST LINE, TO THE NORTHWEST
CORNER CF SAID LOT 1.7 RIS

THENCE CONTNU NG'NORTH AND PARALLEL WITH SAID EAST LINE TO THE
SOUTHEAST CORNER GF LOT 4 OF. SHORT PLAT NO. 4(1-84) AS RECORDED UNDER
RECORDING NUMBER 8507090?26 RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY,

THENCE CONTiNU!NG NDRTH AL,QNG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT AND SAID SHORT
PLATTO THE NORTHEAST' CORNER OF LOT 2 OF SAID SHORT PLAT,

THENCE WEST ALONG THE NORTH L!NE OF SAID'LQT 2, AND ALONG THE NORTH LINE
OF LOT 1 OF SAID SHORT PLAT, TO THE NO,RTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, SAID
CORNER ALSO LYING ON THE EAST LINE OF LAKEVIEW TERRACE, ACCORDING TO
THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN VOLUME 24 OF PLATS PAGE 102, RECORDS OF
SNOHOMISH COUNTY; ;

kY
'\

NORTHEAST CORNER THEREOF,

THENCE WEST ALONG THE NORTH LINE or:SAfm PL'AT ciF LAKEVIEW TERRACE TO AN
INTERSECTION WITH A LINE LYING 100 FEETEAST OF THE WEST LINE OF
GOVERNMENT LOT 5, AS MEASURED ALONG THE NDRTH LRVE THEREOF

THENCE NORTH AND PARALLEL WITH THE WEST LJNE Ok SA]‘D GOVERNMENT LOTS A

DISTANCE OF 250 FEET MORE OR LESS TO THE SOUTH__MARC:HN OF: 207” STREET
NORTHEAST, ) .

\

THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTH MARGIN 100 FEET MURE @R LESS TO AN
INTERSECTION WITH THE WEST LINE OF SAID GO\/ERNMENT LOT 8

THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE 20 FEET MORE OR LESS TO THE
NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID GOVERNMENT LOT §, BEING ALSO THE SOUTHEAST

8ofl4
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"+ CORNER OF BAILY'S FIRST ADDITION TO LAKE STEVENS SANDY BEACH TRACTS,
" " ACGORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN VOLUME 10 OF PLATS, PAGE 55,
© {'RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH COUNTY,

l""--..THENBE NORTH: ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID PLAT TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER
OE LOT A BL@EK I" OF SAID PLAT,

THENCE WESIERLY ALONG SAID NORTH LINE TO A PGINT LYING SOUTH 85° 55" 12"
EAST A DISTANCE 0?258 72 FEET FROM THE NORTHWEST CORNER THEREOQF,

THENCE NORTH DO“ 13* 25" WEST A DISTANCE OF 100 00 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION
WITH THE. NORT'H L1NE OF LOT 2 BLOCK “I" OF SAID PLAT,

THENCE NORTH 85° 55' 12" WE$T 'ALONG SAID NORTH LINE A DISTANCE OF 110 36
FEET, ) -

\-\.......--" _-'
o

THENCE NORTH 00" OG 39" EAST AD!STANCE OF 27 98 FEET,
THENCE NORTH 89“ 23 49‘ WEST ADiSTANCE OF 38 12 FEET,

THENCE SCUTH 80° 47 20\" WEST A DISTANCE OF 111 37 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF SAID LOT 2, e

THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WEST LlNE OF LQT 3, BLOCK“I"TO THE
NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 3 : .

THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE WESTERLY EXTENSlON OF THE NORTH LINE OF LOT
3, BLOCK ‘" TO THE WEST MARGIN GF CEDAR ROAD

THENGE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID WESTERLY: MARG%N TO A POINT OF CURVATURE IN
THE INTERSECTION OF SAID WESTERLY MARGIN WlTH THE SOUTHERLY MARGIN OF
28™ STREET NORTHEAST,

THENGE NORTHWESTERLY AND WESTERLY ALONé{ s}xlo GURVE AND SOUTHERLY
MARGIN TO AN INTERSECTION WITH THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE EAST
MARGIN OF 107™ AVENUE NORTHEAST, L

THENGE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND EAST MAF{G’;N TQ THE POINT OF
BEGINNING

EXCEPTING THERE FROM THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PA'RCEL ANNEXED UNDER
ORDINANCE 681, EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 10, 2003, TO WIT T :

90f14 Lo .
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,J'. FETREASTY

27 TFHAT PORTION OF THE EAST HALF OF SECTION 12, TOWNSHIP 29 NORTH, RANGE 5
o EA‘ST W!LLAMETTE MERIDIAN DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS

. .....GGMMENCNG AT THE MOST WESTERLY CORNER OF LOT 4 OF THE PLAT OF VERNON
BARK RECORDED UNDER AUDITOR FiLE NUMBER 216027 RECORDS OF SNOHOMISH
L COU‘NTY,,WASH ING,T-ON

THENCE NOR.THE)\STERLY ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 4 TO THE WEST
MARGIN QF SOPER HILL ROAD,

THENCE SOUTHEASJERLY ALONG THE WEST MARGIN OF SOPER HILL ROAD TO THE
SOUTHEASTERLY L!NE OF SAlD LOT 4,

THENCE SUUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE SOUTHEASTERLY LINE OF LOT 4 TO THE
SOUTHWEST CURNER OF-SAID LOT 4,

THENCE SOUTHEASTE‘RLY ALONG THE SOUTH LINES OF LOTS 3, 2 AND 1 TO A POINT
ON THE SOUTH LINE OF V'OT 1+ THAT LIES 212 5 FEET NORTH AND SOUTH 78° 37" WEST
318 FEET FROM THE SQUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1,

THENCE NORTHEASTERLY TOA POlNT 212 5 FEET NORTH OF THE SOUTHEAST
CORNER OF SAID LOT 1 T

.‘,,..

THENCE SOUTH ON THE EA'STERLY LINE OF SAlD LOT 1 TO THE NORTHWEST MARGIN
OF LUNDEEN PARKWAY, . -

THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE: [«'iORTH"'MARém o'# LUNDEEN PARKWAY TO AN
INTERSECTION WITH THE EAST MARGIN OF SR8,

THENCE NORTH ALONG THE EAST MARGIN OF S R 9 TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING

10aorid
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T EXHIBIT THREE
.. Planfing-Comrission Recommendations Decembar 13, 2005
... ..Amarited by Gity' Councll at a Publlc Hearing Decomber 27, 2005
.Amended by City Councll at City Council Meeting 3™ and final reading January 12, 2006

"
o

‘The Lake Steverrs\Ptannmg Commussion recommends to the Lake Stevens City Councit that the

followarig comprehenswe plan designations ba approved for the proposed Greenspace, Lake Drive,
and qud S Annexattons

'J'
...\

1 That those praeperhes desrgnafed Urban Low Density Residential (4 D U. peracre) (ULDR 4)on
the Coun{ys Cd(nprehenSWa flan be designated as Medium Density Residential (MDR).
Implementing. z.omqg is recommended for Suburhan Residentiai

2 Thatthose propertaes demgnated ‘Urban Low Density Residential (6 D U per acre) (ULDR 6) on
the County's comprehenswe_ ‘plan be designated as Medwm Density Residential (MDR)
Implementing zomng IS recommended for Urban Residential

3 Thatihose properties deslgnated Urbaﬁ Medlum Density Residental (6-12 D U per acre) (UMOR
6-12) on the County’s comprehensNe plan be designated as Medium Density Residentral (MDR)
implementing zoning Is regmmended for H:gh Urban Residentsal

4 That those properties designated Urbar Hagh Dens:ty Resment]al {12-24 D U per acre) (UHDR
12-24) on the County's comprehensive pjan be désignated as High Density Residential (HDR)
Implementing zoning 1s recommended for Muitlpie Family Residential

5 That those properties designated Urban CommeTcaa| (UCOM) on tha County's comprehensive
plan be designated as l.ocal Commermal lmplementnrtg zoning s recommended for Local
Business ; R

6 That properties identifled as CamWest on F|§jure 2 ofﬂﬁs‘ FeEdmmendation currently designated
as R-9600 (DPO) on the County Plan be dasignated.as Mediiim Density Residential (MDR} The
implementing zoning 1$ recommended for High Urtaan Resndenhat -

7. That properties \dentified as Barclays North on Flgure 2. curren’tly designated as UHDR 12-24,
UMDR 6-12, UIDR-4 and ULDR-6 on the comprehensive plan, b’ desrgnated as High Density
Residential  The implementing zoning 1s recommended; for “Multlpie Famliy Residental with
Contract” Conditions of the implementing zoning are recommended lo b as fouows
{a) Thedevelopmentwil be reviewed as a Planned Residental Devetepment through the Oondmonal Use

process
) Dwellings will be single farmly, duplex and/or fownhouse units Convenhehai aparlments would notbe
gllowed. e

11 of 14
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RTT

EI (c) "The City will review the cntical areas, transportation concurrency, design review and SEPA according
; to its local standards and regutabions, and any condrtions deemed necessary by the City in order for the
_+ developmént to comply with said slandards and regulations will be incorporated In a development
agreement pursuant to RCW 36 708 170
" (d) Davelopment adjacent to single family zones will be designed to a High Urban Residential density
standard to provlde transition buffering between dwelling types  These will be single family detached
8. '{hat propemes tdentlf' ed as Alan Clark on Figure 2, currently designated as ULDR 4, be
deS|gnated as ngh Dens:ty Residential The zoning 1s recommended for High Urban Resndenhal

9 That propﬂrty |d€nhﬁed as “Ghaffan” on Figure 3, currently panding a UMDR designatton on the
County cbmprehens;ve ‘p!an bé d33|gnaled High Urban Residential The zoning is recommended
for Multi- Famlry with CQr’rtl’ac?

\-\.......-‘"

o

12af 14 R, _
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\ ’ an::éfl,ake.s‘fevem Ordinance No 719
e _ FIGURE 2
- CAM WEST, BARCLAYS NORTH, and ALAN CLARK
s L ZONING

z”,;' ““”" Mﬂp 1s on file in the City Clerk's Qffice
[ City of Lake Stevens

e ", 1812 Main Street
T ey
D - Lake Stevens, WA
.‘~ _.\l - '.\ .\‘ e
b \ - -
N e . -
’ ” "“I T
- R
': .... “, “"”"l -
\'\
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Ca‘y of Lake Stevens Ordinance No 719
™, Rl

S FIGURE 3
e E e L1041 GHAFFARI ZONING

~"" "Map is on file in the Citry Clerk's Office

' . City of Lake Stevens

e e 1812 Main Street
S Lake Stevens, WA
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EXHIBIT C

s - Heanng Examiner Decision 1116-1 Nourse, LLC

2-1-2007
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BEFORE THE HEARING EXAMINER
FOR THE CITY OF LAKE STEVENS

ERRLIN

" Inthe Matter of the Application of NO  CU 2006-]

"----~Li1,6:i--N6'ﬁ‘;3g;"t;LC
N FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS,

g i

LT e ' AND DECISION
'-F OF- ADDera] of aCoﬂdltlonal Use Permit
SUMMARY OF DECISION

remdemes on ‘?Q 10 aéfes 0 Lake Stevens, Washington, is APPROVED, sub]ect to conditions

-

SUMMARY OF RECORD
Request. o
L116-1 Nourse “LLC requcsted approval of a Conditional Use Permut to allow construction of
288 single- fami!y detached resldenses on 70 10 acres south of State Route 92 and east of Callow
Roed i Lake Stevehs, Washmgtoq :

Heaning Date "‘~-
The Heanng Examiner held anopcn recqsd hcanng on the request on January 18, 2007,

Testunony :
The following individuals presented tcbumony under oath at the open record hearing

Roxanne Justice, City Planner .
Rodney Langer, City Consulting Lngmecr
Ron Thomas, for the Apphcant
Paula McManus

Chris Ward K
David Cayton, for the Applicant Low o

Exhitnts L “
The following exhibits were admtted into the record @ ;
Master Perrmit Application, filed May 9, 2006 (Condxtwnal Use Permu)

1

2 Master Permut Apphication, filed May 9, 2006 (Rightsof-Way. Vacatmn)

3 Corrected Notce of Applicauon Conditional Use Permut 7 .7 \.:

4 Environmental Checklist, dated September 15,2006 & .7

5 Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance, 1ssued October 18, 2006

6. Vicinty Map RAER

7 Staff Recommendation, dated January 3, 2007

8. Critical Areas and Mitigation Report

Findings, Conclusions, and Decision
Hearing Examuner for the City of Lake Stevens R
L116-1 Nourse, LLC, No CU 2006-1 A
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Tf:, 9 Preliminary Storm Dramnage Report

10 Traffic Report

r “11 Prelimnary Geotechmcal Report
* - 2.Mail Distribution List

13 Legal Descnptions

. "'14 Phasing Plan
15 [moeitubit sbbmitted)

. 16" Nauce of Pubtic Heaning

17 Colored Photos

18 Pirties of Recard, .5

19, Lc;tter from Rﬂndy Beyer to Rebecca Ableman, City Department of Planning and
Cornmumty DeVeio’pment dated October 31, 2006

20 Letter from Ratfun Pazookx WSDOT to Roxanne Justice, City Public Works Director, dated
Novcmber 6,-2006"-

21 Email inessage from Sandra Kortum, WSDOT, to Roxanne Justice, City Public Works
Drrector; dated Deéember Lt 2006

22 Copy of Plan Set -

23 Revised City. Sta’ff Recommendanon dated January 3, 2007

24 Affidavit of Pubhcatmn dated-October 24, 2006

25 Email message from Sandra Kortum to Roxanne Justice, dated December 11, 2006

The Hearing Exammex‘ enters* thc faHowmg Fmdmi,s and Conclusions based upon the testimony

and exhibits admitted at thc opcﬂ rr;zord hﬁatmg

R FINDINGS

1 Malcolm McNaughton, on Behalf of L1161 ‘Noursé, LLC (the Applicant) requests approval
of a conditional use permut (CUP) to construct 288 single-famuly detached condommium
residences and associated roads, utdities, .open space and drainage treatment/detention
facilities on 70 10 acres south of §tate Routc 92 endreast of Callow Road in Lake Stevens,
Washington ' Exhibut [, Exhibut 23, page 2 Exkzbrr 22

2 The Apphicant also requests approval of a vgxcatxon ot pu‘bhc right-of-way application, to
vacate a 30-foot-wide portion of the 107" Avepiue NE public nght-of-way north of the
ntersection of 107® Avenue NE and Ouk Road ‘and to ‘vacate.g 30- foot-w:de portion of the
109" Avenue NE public nght-of-way north of the mtersecnqn of 109" Avenue NE and 30%
Street NE The area of 107" to be vacated would te 13,194 squdre feet, and the area of 109"

1o be vacated would be 16,066 square feet 2 At thé; pu'ahs heasmg, Roxanne Justice, City

Plans Exh:b:r !, Exlbit 22 The subject property 1s identified by Tax A.ccoum numbors 299606 002-009-00,
290606-003-004-00, 290606-003-005-00, 290606-003-017-00, 290606- 003 01800, 290606:003-022-00, 290606-
003-025-00, 290606-003-026-00, 290606-004-028-00, 290606-004-029-00, Z90606- 004~ﬂf9 -0 290606-004-030-
00, 250606-004-031-00, 290606-004-032-00, 290606~ 004 033-00, 250606- 0094)36 00, 003857—002 001-00,
003857-005-001-01, and 003857-005-002-00 Exhibnr 22 < ;

e,

? The legal description of the property subject to the vacation of public nght-of-wu‘}:a\ppﬂcat}on'Eéiﬁ be f&und within

Findings, Conclugions, and Decision
Hearng Exaruner for the City of Lake Stevens e e
L116-1 Nourse, LLC, No CU/ 2006-1 ' S ;5 i
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.......

Planner, asked the Hearing Examner to make a recommendation to the Lake Stevens City
Council concerning the appheation for vacation of public night-of-way Lake Stevens
Mumnucipal Code Section 14 56 240 provides that applications for vacation of public right-of-

- way shall be processed according to Chapter 35 79, Revised Code of Washington (RCW) *

Ex:hzbzt 2, Testimony of Ms Justuce, RCW Ch 3579

3 Roxanne Jusnce, City Planner, testified at the public hearing that the City of Lake Stevens
QCxty) prowded the public with adequate notice of the CUP and vacation of publc right-of-

< way appivoations; -and provided the public with adequate notice of the scoping meeting and
.~public hearing asspciated wrth the applications The City held a scoping meetmg on the
apphcatm!;ls on Novémber 8, 2006, as required by LSMC Section 14 16 120 * The City
puhhshed #otice-of the pubhc hearing associated with the applications weekly during the
tWo-yeek period of October 11, 2004 through October 24, 2006 in the Lake Stevens Journal
T esnmony of Ms Just;ce Exhibit 23, page 2, Exiibit 24

4, Ron Themas test:ﬁ;:d for the Apphcant at the public heaning that the proposed 288 single-
farm]y residérices would all toiisist of “detached condomintums” Ms Justice elaborated that

“condomuinem: hn.es woufd be drawn around each umt 1o define ownership of the unit and

property surrouﬂdmg he whit: ~A condormmum association would awn parks and open
spaces witlun the propoSed‘duveIopmcnt except for a 2 2 acre-park dedicated to the City that
would be located adjacent,; wCallow Reattand Oak Road 1n the southeast portion of the
proposed devclopment -One smgls famey residence would be constructed per proposcd
subdivision lot Tesnmony af M Thmnae, Testumony of Ms Justice, Exiubit 5, Exhibit 22,
Extuibit 23, page 2 7

o
e

5 The proposed development wou!d be construn,ted in four phases Phase I of the proposed
development would be located 1n the southwest portian of the subject property and would be
constructed first, followed by Phase I[ i the notthwebt portion, Phase 111 in the southeast
portion, and Phase [V 1n the northe,ast portion Phase I would include construction of 30

units, the park at the ntersection of Callow and Qak Road, a storm retention system serving
the west portion of the entire development frontag,e 1mpr0vcments along Caliow Road, and
trails within the development Phase I woxld intludb copstruction of 119 umts and
completion of Callow Road and trail improvements Phase IIT would include construction of
91 unuts and the extension of Oak Road to 109”‘ Stm&.t “Phase IV would mclude construction

L,

A

the Master Permit Apphication for Vacation of Public Right of Way, ﬁ!cd May 2 2006 xhubut 2

* Chapter 35 79, RCW provides that the city legistative authorzty st d;:o:de whether 6 adopt or reject a vacation
The legislative authority 15 authortzed to adopt a vacation by ordinance "Ehe hearmg on A-gpplication may be heid
before the lemslative authonty, or before a commuttee thereof that reporty its recorruncndanon on the apphication to
the legisiative authortty The Hearmg Examuner serves as the commuttee'm this T mstancc to [epon hes
recommendation to the Council Ch 3579, RCH ',\ Pt .

* LSMC Section 14 16 120 requires that all condstional use permit reviews shaiI mclude a scopmg meetmg to
mvolve the public sarly 1o the permit process so that participants can raise any conaems about thg: cond!uonai use

pertmt application  LSMC /4 16 {20
Findings, Conciusions, and Decision ‘ :-'"" e -
Hearing Examiner for the Cuy of Lake Stevens P
L116-1 Nourse, LLC, No CU 2006-1 N
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- of 48 uruts in the northeastern portion of the development with associated road
"y | mprovements, a storm water detention facility. park area, and nutigation for impacts to
: crmcal areas Exhibu 5, Exfubit 14, Exhubut 23, page 3

I o The property subject to the CUP application currently contains 12 single-famly residences
© ;" with assaciated outbuildings, 8 delineated wetlands, and 3 streams The subject property 35
_pbvered with Iundscaping, grass, unpervious sutfaces associated with the residences, second
""".'_.growth f'qrest .angd pasture  All exasting structures would be demohished prior to proposed
o subdlvunon consu‘uctxon Exhibut 8, Exlubut 9, Exhibut 22, Exhubut 23, page 3
T The propeny wbﬁct fo the CUP application 1s zoned Multi-Family Residential (MFR) with
L-Dew:loprnent Agreement The MFR zoning dsstrict 1s designed primanly to accommodate
highc: dcns:ty multl—famxly developments, and generally to ensure a comfortable, healthy,
safe, anﬂ pleasant environment 1 which to live, sheltered from icompatible and disruptive
actlvmes that properly bciong m norresidential districts  LEMC 14 36 010(a), (g), Cuy of
Lake Sreaaens Corrzprehenswe th {(July 20006), Land Use Element, page 7] (Zonng Map),
Exhibit 4; ,Exhzbtf 23, yage AR

8 Paula McManus, a natghbor ta the south of the proposed development, testified about her
cencern about thcrsuce of pnbposed ots Within the MFR zoning district, the City permits
lots at least 3,000 square faet”in total area with a 50-foot mummum lot width The Cuty
permits 4 zero square foof mimniupy resdefitial density in the MFR zoning district, defined
as ZerQ minumum square feet per dwel-lmg umit Mr Thomas testified for the Applicant that
proposed lots would rangg- f“rom 3,000 10 7,000 square feetin total area  Development site
plans show some proposed:]pts that would be: Tess than 50-feet wide Other proposed lots
would be at least S0-feet wide LSMC /4- 48 030(8), LSMC Ch 14 48, Table V - Density and
Dimensional Standards, Exhibit 22 Te.stxmony Gst iMcManus, Testimony of Mr Thomas

9 The subject property would be govemcd by i Development Agreement, currently in draft.
The City Council adopted some condjions to, be ‘Inetuded i the draft Agreement on January
12, 2006 (Ordinance No 719). At the pubTm .hearmg, Mr. Thomas testified that the intent of
the draft Agreemem is 10 restrict land use m 1.he MFR zomang distnet Ms Justice testified

condittons  Mr Thomas testified that the proposed detached x;ondotmmums would be
constructed conssstent with the draft Development:Agreement T’hc record cortains no draft
or final verston of the Development Agreement E&hrbn‘s *i 25 Exhzb;r 23, page 2,
Testimony of Ms Justice, Tesftmony of Mr Thomas ™ L

10. Single-famly detached residences wath one dwelling umt per Iet dre a perxmtted use in the
MFR zomng district upon approval of a zonmng permit ® Mr* Thom'is testifigd that detached

\. .

¥ A “zomung permyt” 15 defined by LSMC Section 14 08 010 as “a permut issued by thc Clty thux authqnzes the
recipient to make use of the property 1n accordance with the requirements of [Titlo dd] " LSMC 14 08 00 A
“conditional use permit” 15 3 permit 1ssued by the Hearing Examiner that authonzes t!:;e rccxpv:nt W makg use of the

Findings, Conclusions, and Decision
Hearing Examiner for the City of Luke Slevens R e
L116-1 Nourse, LLC, No CU 2008-] N
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#7 i, condomimwums arc an allowed use in the MFR zomng distnict  He testified that the subject
"y i property would allow many more umts than the Applicant proposed, likely greater than 400

- units, Mr Thomas testified that development of the proposal would be consistent with the
PSR Clty zoning code LSMC Ch 14 40, Table II, Testimony of Mr Thomas

AR Thc Crty reyiewed the environmental impact of the proposal as required by the State
_,E‘uvxmmnental Policy Act (SEPA) The City determined that with 8 conditions, the proposal
WOuId n&t ha}fc a probab]e stgnificant adverse impact on the environment, and issued a
' _,.--~chd1,tmns adcttess ‘development of the project according to an approved site plan, approved
" grainage: pla. andapproved grading plan, Certtficate of Concurrency 1ssuance, payment of
'{park #nd sc¢hoo] impact mitigation fees, compliance with LSMC Title 14, including Title 14
Citical arcas- ﬁrov;smns and restoration of critical areas due 10 temporary construction
1mpacts ’Ike MDN‘% .was not appealed, Exhibit §, Exhtb;f 23, page 6

12 Access to the proposed lotg: w()ttld be provided through Qak Road, Callow Road, and 109"
Avenue I\LE Th¢ proposed cheIOpmcnt would mclude street frontage improvements along
Oak Road, T67" "Avénue NE, Callow Road, and 109 Avenue NE. Improvements would be
constructed acedrding to Chapter 14 56, LSMC, and would include right-of-way dedication,
sidewalks, landseape §trips, ¢urb and gutter The proposed development would also include
9,690 hineal feet of new pubch rlght—of—wfxy to access proposed subdivision lots, mcluding
proposed Roads AB, o D, EF, GH, I, X, L,M, and N Road A would intersect with
Callow Road Road N wou]d .mferscct with Ozk Road Road K and Road J would intersect
with 1(}9m Avenue NE 107" Avefiue NE would.terminate at Oak Road, with the vacation of
the 107" Avenue NE public, mght-of-way The area vacated would be replaced by cniticat
areas Tract 948, proposed lots, and a proposcd publicroad State Route 92 mtersects with
Callow Road to the northwest of the proposed sibdivision Road M would termnate in a
proposed cul-de-sac just south of SR 92.7A pomon of the 109™ Avenue NE public nght-of-

way would be vacated to make way for" propomd Road M Exhibit 22, Exhibut 23, pages 4
and 8 . .

13 Ms. MeManus testified to her concern about ponds w:tlun the proposed development
breeding mosquitoes Mr Thomas respondcd for-the A{iphcant that the proposed
report, the consulting engineer for the City rev1ewed the prﬁposed development site and
found no evidence of flooding on site  The consuling engimeer, i‘eported three detention
vaults would detain and treat dramnage from three basin dreas Within the proposed
development The three basin areas are the Deve]oped WestrS()ut_h Basin, the
Developed/Existing North Basin, and the Developcd/}:xmtmg Céntral Basm The detention
vault in the Developed West-South Basin would ke 1n the southwést pottion of the
development site  The detention vault in the Deveiopcd/Emstmg Nbljh Basm would hie in
the north-central portion of the site, just west of the intersectien’ of proposed subdw:smn

property n accordance with the requirements of [Title 14) as well as any ﬂddltmnal reqmremcnts xmposcd by the
Counctl LSMC 1408010 |

Findings, Conclusions, and Decision e .
Hearing Exannner for the City of Lake Stevens T Y
L116-I Nourse, LLC, No CU/ 2006-1 e N
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" wi..  Road K and Road L. The detention vault in the Developed/Existing Central Basm would he
' i inthe central portion of the site, just west of the mtersection of proposed subdivision Road G
and Road H Detained flows from the Central and North Basins would be discharged to
existing streams and wetlands on the property, and detamed flows from the West-South
i . Basin would be split between an existing storm system that crosses Callow Road
apprommately 400 feet south of Oak Road and the storm system that crosses Callow Road at
the mtersecuon of Callow Road and Oak Road The intersection of Callow Road and Oak
Ruad wolild b located at the southwest corner of the site Rodney Langer, consulting
 engufecy- to-the Clty, testified that the City would mamntain the stormwater drainage system,
.-4nd that afl refeasetates within the system would be at or below existing release rates.
Extubit 9*«5.:&113:1 22, Testimony of Ms McManus, Testtmony of Mr Thomas, Testimony of
Mr Langer
4 Rcdney Langer consultmg engineer to the City, testified that some of the proposed basins
and treatment vatilts would be - placed on or near slopes Terra Associatgs, Inc , geotechmcal
engneet forthe Apphcant reponcd that the southeastemn portion of the proposed
developrient $ite has'two siopcs with broad flat areas between them  The slopes in the
southeastetn- pornon "of the site and side slopes of ravines on-site range from 25 to 42 percent
grade Terra Assocxatcs Ttic’ repor’ted that on-stte slopes greater than 40 percent grade are
local and dlSCOﬂLmUOUS, angd: that these slopes are more than 10 feet lugh Terra Associates,
Inc did not observe szgmﬁczint eroszon along ravine side slopes Terra Assoclates, Inc made
recommendations te construct deteﬂtlon yvallt foundations to compensate for on-site slopes
Exhibit 11, Exhibit 22} Tesr.rmgr;'y of M Langer

15 The Apphicant would retam 373 of 1,670 b1g,n1ﬁcai'xt frees currently found within the
proposed development site The App[lcem't would plant 3,894 replacement trees within the
proposed development, mcluding one (ree per prnposed lot Chapter 14 76, LSMC, requires
that one deciduous tree s planted for evety 30 lineal feet of strect frontage, with a tree
canopy at least eight feet above finished-grade  The Applicant would plant trees along street
frontage as required by Chapter 14 76 LSMG.-- 'I'he -Applicant would provide a 30-foot wide
landscape buffer along the southern poitisii of $R 92, nthe northwest corner of the proposed
development The buffer would include native specués 80 percent evergreen species and
natzve shrubs La.ndscapmg throughout the proposed doVelopmcnt would be inciuded as

.....

16 The proposed development site includes 8 wetiands, Wetlands A B,CE J X, Y and Z, and
three streams, Streams A, B, and C  Group Four, e, thie. Apphoant’q crttical areas and
mitigation consultant, delineated wetlands on-site baSed on the Wabhmgton Department of
Ecology Wetlands Identfication and Delineation Manual Group Four, Inc determuned that
Wetland A and B are non-riparian Category 3 wetlands that sHoutd be. protectul by a 50-foot
wide buffer, Wetland C, X, Y and Z are nipanian Category 2. wetlands that shiould be
protected by a 65-foot wide buffer with an additional 15- foot*wide boundary setback lne
(BSBL) adjacent to forested areas of the wetland, Wetland E 154 Categocy 3 wstland that
should be proteeted with a 50-foot wide buffer and additional lS—foot w:de BSBL adjacent 0

Findings, Conclusions, and Decision
Hearing Exantner for the City of Lake Stevens R
L116-1 Nourse, LLC, No CU 2006-1 S
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\

o
1

forested portions of the buffer, and Wetland J is a non-riparian Category 4 wetland with no
buffer required Group Four, Inc determined according to Washington Administratrve Code
{WAQC) Section 222-16-020 that north of an existing impassable fish barner, Stream A5 a
""T-ypc 4 stream that should be protected with a 25-foot wide buffer, and south of the barrer,
- Stream A 1s a Type 3 stream that should be protected by a 50-foot wide buffer Group Four,
»Inc? determined that Stream B and C are Type 4 streams that should be protected by a 25-foot
wide blffer accordmg to WAC Section 222- 16-020 The Applicant would provide required
biiﬂ‘ers th:oughout the proposed development ® Exiubut 8, Exhibit 22, Exhibit 23, page 3

17 Consmrctlon of the proposcd development would temporarily and permanently impact on-

T osite wetlands ang’ assomated buffers due to location of enitical areas on-site and proposed
‘SUdelSlQﬂ foad. desugn The Applicant would mitigate temporary and permanent 1mpacts
ofi’ wqtlands and associated buffers by planting native wetland and wetland buffer vegetation
for Wctland BE, X and Z, buffer restoration for Wetiand B, C, and A, and buffer restoration
for peroscd inpact to Btream A and Stream B buffer ® 37 feet of wetland would be created
within the current Wetland B buffer to mutigate for the proposed fill of 37 feet of Wetland B
4,881 squa;e feetof w;ztla.nd “would be created within the current Wetland C buffer to
nutigate for ftFo7 2; 945 ,square feet on-site and 42 square feet of off-site impact to Wetland
C 228 square féet of wetlind Wwould be created within the current Wettand C buffer to
mutigate for fill of 152 squafe “fcet of Wetland X 144 square feet of wetland would be
created withim the gurrent- We‘t]and B huffer to mutigate for fill of 96 square feet of Wetland
Z Mitigation for 84, 88’? square fee’( of peﬁnanent buffer impacts would be provided through
creation of additional buffm ared, buffer enhancement, and additional wetland creation A
total of 91,149 square fu,tof addztional butfer would be provided adjacent to existing buffer
The Applicant would use buffer averaging Q- 4dccommodate construction of proposed
development ntertor roads and lots ? Er}ubzr 8 Exhzb:t 22, Extubit 23, page 3

¢ Table X1V, LSMC Scction 14 88 B30 prowdes rcquarcd wetlﬂnd buffer widths classified by use mtensity for each
wetland category For Category 2 wetlands, 36 foot-yyids buffers,arc required for low itensity use 2nd 65-foot-
wide buffers are required for high mntens:ty use™ For Category. 3 wetlands, 25-foot wide buffers are required for low
mtensity use and 50-foot-wide buffers are requered for. hagh wtensity iise  For Category 4 wetlands no buffers are
required  Table XIIT, LSMC Section 14 88 720 requires 30-foot. wide stream buffers for Type 1, 2, and 3 streams,
and 25-foot wide buffers for Type 4 streams TabieXIV L.SMC 14 88 83{) Table X1, LSMC it 88 720

" The impacts would mclude construction of read and frontage Jmpro%ments ‘within Wetland C and 1its buffer,
construction of frontage improvements withus Wetland B and 2 and Assocjated buffer, samitary sewer line
consiruction within the buffer of Wetland X, Y, and Z, water line, construcnou wttFun Wetland B3's buffer, and lot
development within buffer of Wetland A, B, E, X, and Z Exhtbifa { :

*Table XV, LSMC Section 14 38 B40(c) provides that miigatron rattos forrepiaueme;ar of mmpacted wetlands are as
follows Category 2 forested wetlands requure a 3 | replacement to smpactrauo, Categary’ Zgorub/shrub wetlands
recuire 8 2 1 ratio, Category 2 emergeni wetlands requirc a 1 5 1 ratio, Cdtegory 3 wetlandsfequire a | )
replacement to impact ratio, and ympacts to Category 4 wetlands do not rcqulm mitlg'iud'n T abie XV, LSMC

14 88 8401¢c) LT

N, i
A

* LSMC Section 14 88 830(c) provides that wetland buffer widths may be ITIOCIlﬁ'Cd by a\'eragmg hrnp Instance

shall the buffer width be reduced by more than 50% of the standard buffer Wetland. bufrer w1dth averaging shall be
allowed only where the applicant demonstrates all of the fellowing (1) that averaging'| 15 neqessary fo avmd an

Fndings, Conclusions, and Decision
Hearing Examiner for the City of Lake Stevens R oy
L1181 Nourse, LLC, No CU 2006-1 R
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i18 The proposed development site is located within the Lake Stevens School Distnct  The City
. - has adopted the District’s Captal Facilities Plan (CFP) with the City’s Comprehensive Plan
,.' ----- "™ The CFP quantifies a single family development’s impact on district facilittes and the costs
ha T T ey of! mbigating the impact  Based on the CFP, the District would assess a school impact fee of
S 8y 875 00 per smgle-famﬂy dwelling unit within the proposed development The entire fee
Lo wquld be Jpayable pnor to issuance of the first building permut for the proposed development
" efa payment of $3,875.00 would be payable per urut prior to 1ssuance of each building
' penm‘t “Thé City would requure that the developer submt proof of payment from the District
W1th eaCh burldmg penmt application Exhibit 23, pages 4 -5

NS _~"\ -,

19* Mr Langer', cons‘ultmg engineer for the City, testified that he reviewed proposed traffic
mmgatlon assogiated with the proposed development and found proposed mutigation to
sufﬁcmntfy oﬁ'—set traffic impacts of the proposed development Traffic mitigation impact
fees of $368, 75‘8 OEI for the pxoposed development would bé paid to the City of Lake Stevens,
based odl the average, dally tnps to the roadway system surrounding the proposed
development Exh:bt; 23 page 4, Testimony of Mr Langer

20 According to & supp!ementai traffic analysis by Gibson Traffic Consultants dated November
13, 2006, the preposed dwelopment would add 291 PM peak hour tnips and 2,756 average
darly trips to the surrosmdmg roagiway system In an email to Ms Justice dated December
11, 2006, WSDOT requested that the proposcd development’s site plan allow right-of-way
for a future fully-channehzed {umamated, and signalized intersection at the State Route (SR)
92-Callow Road junction, the devéloper’s payment of a pro-rata share of  traffic impact
mitigation fee, totaling $39,282 63, developmient of an east-bound right turn lane at the SR
92-Callow Road ntersection, development of a_porth-bound right turn lane with 150 feet of
storage at the SR 92-Callow Road mtersccnon ln relanonsh!p to the request, WSDOT
would require the Apphcant to provide -4n apphcatlon to establish a JA Account covering
WSDOT review costs, a channehzation plan and :Humination plans for WSDOT review and
approval, a hydraulics and dramage report for- W.SDOI review, traffic control plans for ali
SR 92 construction phases, and a General Permut for work on SR 92 At the public hearing,
Ms Justice proposed a condition of CUP approval that would require the developer to
address concerns of the Washington State Depaﬂmem of Transportation (WSDOT) prior to
City 1ssuance of any permt for the proposed development mciudmg a cleaning and grading

W

B e

extracrdnary hardship to the apphcant caused by curcumstances pccuhar io Che prop&ny (2) that the wetland
contawns varations in sensitivity due to extsting physical characteristics, (3) that Jow mtensny land uses would be
located adjacent to areas where buffer width 15 reduced, and that such'%owmtehsny Jarid uses are guaranieed in
perpetusty by covenant, deed restriction, easement, or other legally bindng’ mechanlsm, @y that widtht averaging wil)
not adversely mpact the wetland functional values, and that the total ared comal,_ue.d withip the wettand bufler afier
averaging 15 no less than that contamed within the standard buffer prior to aVeFagmg jSMC /4‘88 830(c)

. R
e

T,

Findings, Conclusions, and Decision
Hearing Examiner for the Cify of Lake Stevens s
L116-] Nourse, LLC, No CU 2006-1 ST
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permut Lxhibie 21, Testimony of Ms Justice.

- 2I The proposed development would provide for on-site parking for development residents
Four parking stalls would be provided per single-famuly umt two parking stalls inside the
‘ . garage and two additional stalls in the driveway Exhibur 23, page 5

‘22 The proposed development would provide for open space through several tracts within the
prﬁposeddevelopment Tract 988 would be a critical areas tract located 1 the southeast
_,.w"'pomon of the development site, surrounding Stream C and 1ts assoctated buffer, and an open
- -8pace; tract 1oqated‘]~ast south of proposed Lot 288 Tract 989 would be a critical areas tract
' extendmg rpughjy nurth to south withun the site, surrounding Stream A and 1ts associated
Jcnuf’f‘er Tract 99(}wou1d be located 1n the southwest portion of the site and would contain a
stdrm detentmn vault and associated open space  Tract 991 would be a landscape tract
located j i The northwest corner of the site Tract 992 would be an open space tract located
northeast of preposed Lot 125 Tract 993 would be a Native Growth Protection Area
(NGPA) Jocated northeast of proposed Lots 109-116 Tract 994 would contain a storm
detention'yauli dnd associated open space, and would be located just west of proposed Lot
121 Tract 995 WQuId contmlrl a storm detcntlon vault and associated open space, and would
southeast of pr0poscd Tot- 8‘}' F raet 997 wouid be an open space tract located just east of
proposed Lot 86 Tract 998 v‘vould be an Open space tract located along the southern edge of
the site, south and éast ofpmposed Lots 2}-and 18 Tract 999 would be a NGPA located on
the east edge of the sne Exh:blrc‘? E,xh!bxt 22

23 Chnis Ward, a neighbor to th,e sauth of the proposed development, testified about his concern
about buffers around proposed property hne:, and sethacks within the proposed development
David Cayton responded for the ApphCam that lhere would be a 20-foot wide setback from
the proposed development’s southérm property e ard a retaming wall Mr Cayton testified
that open space Tract 998 within the propnsed devr—:!opment would buffer Mr, Ward's
property to the south of the proposed developman Mr Thomas testified that there would
tikely be 50 feet separating nearby houseson pTOposed [ots and the proposed lot property
hne Testimony of Mr Ward, Testimony oer C'ayran, Te.snmony of Mr Thomas

24 The City assesses a parks mitigation fee accordmg 1o- Chapter 14 120, LSMC and the adopted
parks and recreation plan for the proposed development , Tte, feé;1s currently set at $1,575 00
per single-fanuly dwelling umit, with the entire feepaygble pnor to 1ssuance of the first
building permmut for the proposed development or $1,575 08 payable per dwelling umt
payabie prior to 1ssue of each building permit The Crty.Staff Report: stated “The applicant
has expressed a desire to off-set a total or a portion of these costs’ alchWed‘ under LSMC
14 120 100 " LSMC Section 14 120 100 provides that a developer can effe{ dedication of
park land as total or pariial payment of the required park 1mpact feef LSMC M I 20 100,
Exibit 23, page 4. R

25. Ms. Justice testified that the park dedicated to the City located adjﬁeent 't'e _(;ailcl_)'wnf'tead and

Findings, Conclusions, and Decision
Hearing Exanuner for the City of Lake Stevens RN
L116-1 Nourse, LLC, No CU 2006-/
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A Oak Road would be maintained by the City Ms Justice testified that the City 15 updating the
e park maintenance plan and 1s hining additional workers to maintain the future park. Ms,
et Justice testified that the fiture park will be landscaped by the Applicant prior to park

-~ dedication  Testimony of Ms Justice

w26 Thc proposed development would provide for a pedestrian trail system A low-tmpact trail
Lo wouldcross the site, extending from the southern portion of the site, near the Qak Road-~
proposed development Road B intersection, The trail would follow the channe! of Stream A
" noxthrdo: the- ¢Xisting stream crossing, then would head east. At that poant, the trail would
" ok, wath one-fork: extcndmg into Tract 998 and another 1ntersecting wath the proposed cui-
' dersac at.the. end: Of 109™ Avenue NE At the public hearing, Ms McManus expressed a
:jconcem that fhe trml be open to the public Ms Justice responded by proposing a condition
ofCUP apprOVa.l that the trail system would be open to the public Exfuby 23, page 4,
T e.s‘!zmony of Ms McManm Testimony of My Justice
27 Sa.mtary sewer servsce: w0uld be provided to the proposed development site by the Lake
Stevens Sewer Rustrict. - Water Service would be provided to the site by Snohomish County
PUD#l At thcpubﬁc heanng, Ms Justice proposed a condition of CUP approval that the
sewer systemn geheral facilyties- -charge must be paid by the developer prior to final plat
approval Fxhibit 23 page 9' Tesnmony of Ms Justice

28 Mr Thomas 1th3ﬁcd for ‘d’me App’hczmt ‘Lhat all conditions as revised at the public heanng are

reasonable and would mltlgaie Impacts associated with proposed development Testmony of
Mr Thomas .

CONCLUSION&;
~Junisdiction
The Hearing Exarmuner has authority to hedr aiid dectde applications for conditional use penmts
pursuant to Lake Stevens Mumicipal Godc (LSMC) SEGHOH 14 12 320

Cnterra fqr Rev:ew -
Pursuant to LSMC Section 14 16 120, a Condzt;xonal Use Permt shall be approved :f the
following cnterna are satisfied ol

1 The use 15 permitted i the zone 1n w!uch 1 located,f

2 The project is found to comply with the standards and reqmrements of Title 14, and

3 The project has completed the SEPA enwronmtmtat rewew pL‘OCGSS

A Condrional Use Permut shall be densed if the above cnitena. are net sat:sﬁed or the proposal
will substantially endanger or harm the general public health ‘or safety or adrjozmng9 Properties
Reasonable conditions may be placed on the permut 1if necessatyto ensure oomphance with
criteria. LSMC 14.16 120(g) e

Findings, Conclustons, and Decision
Hearing Exaruner for the City of Lake Stevens
L116-1 Nourse, LLC, No CU 20061 e S
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Conclusions Based on Findings
The proposed construetion of one single-family detached condommium dwelling unit
per lot is a use permitted 1n the Multi-Family Residential zone. Single-farmly detached

~ tesidences wrth one dwelling unit per Iot are a permitted use in the MFR zomng district upon

-, City approval of a zoning permit The City’s MFR zomng district 1s designed primantly to

actommadate higher density multi-famuly developments, and generally to ensure a
.comifditable, kealthy, safe, and pleasant environment in which to live, sheltered from

- incompatible And disruptive activities that properly belong in nonresidential distnicts  The

preposed development will include detached single-family residences, public roads to access

.~the rgsidences; epen space, parks, storm drainage facilities, trees, landscaping, parking, and 2

" trall systerow Fuidings 1, 4, 5, 7, 10, 12, 13, 15, 21, 22, 26

2. -W'{tl; céﬁd}i;tié‘;'_ig,”t_he project complies with the standards and requirements of Title 14,

3. The project has completed the SEPA review process. Exhrbzr.'?“}:..-"""

Lake Stevens Municipal Code, The City gave the public adequate notice of the CUP
application, scopitig meeting and assoctated public hearing “Physical conditions within the
proposed de’.\'felppr'nct_nfsi_tp dre Sumtable for development The proposed use is allowed within
the MFRzontng.distzet” Pyoposed lots will meet the mimmum lot size requirement in the
MFR zone” Al firoposed-1ots will be accessible through public roads. Street improvements
will be made along Road, 107™ Avenue NE, Callow Road, and 109® Avenue NE, mcluding
sidewalks Oné.park Withatt the proposed subdivision will be dedicated to the City  Park
mitigation fess wil{ be;pard & the:City. -Stermwater runoff will be contained and treated
within an undergro‘”un\q\‘dé'ten‘ueﬂ vatilt system within the proposed subdivision Sigmificant
trees will be retaned on site ‘and newtiees planted Wetlands and streams will be protected
by required buffers, and ympactsto wetlands, wetland buffers and stream buffers will be
mutigated  School impact mstigation fees would bé-paid to the Lake Stevens School District
Traffic impact mitigation fees will be paid 'to the Cify and to WSDOT The proposed
development will provide for off-streel parkuig for residents, open space within the proposed
development, and a publicly-accessible.trail system wthin the proposed development
Sanitary sewer and water service ‘\"qll bé-pro'wde_d-té the proposed development

I

Conditions of CUP approval are necessary to-énsure. that:development construction ocours
according to the phased construction plan; that construction occurs according to geo-
techmcal engineer recommendations, that fecs are tetaied on-site according to a Final Tree
Retention Plan, that cnitical area impact mitigation-1s monitored following mifigation plan
unplementation, that WSDOT review and approvalof devélopment plans occurs prior to City
1ssuarce of any permnt for the proposed developmént, including.a clearing and grading
permit, that the development trail system will be open {c the public; and that the sewer
system general facilitzes charge must be paid by the develtper priorfo final plat approval It
seems that some proposed lots may not meet the minimun lot width-fequirement within the
MFR zone, A condition of CUP approval 15 necessary to:ensure that propesed development
comples with the Development Agreement that will be entered intd by the Gty and the
developer Findings 1 - 10, 1222, 24-- 28, Ml e

Findings, Conclusions, and Decision

Hearing Examiner for ihe City of Lake Stevens S
L118-1 Nourse, LLC, No CUJ 20061 AR
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) 4 With conditions, the proposed use would not endanger the general public safety or
" health or harm adjoining properties. The proposed development will provide for single-
+ farmly residential housing with access to public roads within the City of Lake Stevens The
_— Crty reviewed the development proposal as required by SEPA and determuined that with
" copditions, the proposal would not have a probable significant adverse effect on the
givrrotment:, The proposed deveIOpment will include a stormwater management system
Safitary- gewer and water service will be provided to the proposed development Wetlands
" ang. strearm Will "ae protected by required buffers, and impacts to wetlands, wetland buffers
L ._..-and stream buffsrs will be mitigated School impact mitigation fees would be paid to the
Lake Stevens” Schc)ol District Traffic impact mutigation fees will be paid to the City and to
;jWSDOT Park mmgatmn fees will be patd  The park dedicated to the City will be
m‘amtamed hy'the City The proposed development will provide for open space within the
proposcd development and a publicly-accessible traal system within the proposed
deve‘iopmem E

s

A condﬂmn of CUP approva:] 2 ‘necessary to eosure that there is a suffictent buffer between
the Ward }ir(}peﬁy 1 the.south of the proposed development and the proposed devstopment
A conditzon of. CUP approval is.also necessary to ensure that approval of the public nght-of-
way vacation applicaﬂon shall bé. obtained from the City prior to recording of the final plat
The vacation of th,e 1070 A\“fenueNE and"109™ Avenue NE public nght-of-way will provide
for a entical areas tf.act construci:pn of proposed lots, and construction of proposed public
roads The Applicant: tcst;ﬁed thiat all-¢onditions proposed at the time of public hearing are
reasonable and will mlflgatc proposed deveiopment impacts Findings 1,2, 4-6,11-13, 16
- 20,22, 23 - 28, o ! "

DECISION
Based on the preceding Findings and COHCIHSIOH.S the request for a CUP to ailow construction of
288 single-family detached condomuiums on. 7010 actes south of State Route 92 and east of
Callow Road in Lake Stevens, Washmgton, 1S APPRQYED subject to the following conditions

0

1 Site development of the project 18 1n accordame wﬁh a s1te plan approved by the Hearing

application :_ .___, ..... .

2 A Developer’s Agreement shall be entered mto. betWean the Apphcant and the City of
Lake Stevens upon approval of the Conditional Use. Permit and -ptior to commencement
of construction The Developer's Agreement shall govérn development of the project A
copy of the Developmem Agreement shali be prowded to B.l! pa.rnes of .record withm 60

.\ "
'° Conditions mclude both legal requirements apphcable to all developments and ¢ond4t|ons o mmg{ue the specific
tmpacts of this development K

.\..

Fndings, Conclusions, and Decision
Hearing Examiner for the City of Lake Stevens
L116-1 Nourse, LLC, No CU 2006-1
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",

days of Condstional Use Permut approval '

. e 3. AFmnal Tree Retention Plan shall be subrutted and approved by the City of Lake

e StcVens prior to clearing and grading of the site

A Apphcanr shall pay the general facihties charges for the sewer system prior to final plat

. approval "The cost paid shall be the amount in effect at the time prehmmary plat

_~appioval 1s 1ssued as determined by the Lake Stevens Sewer District under a Developer
Extensxon Ag:‘cement

St e
ot AR L

5 A notatlon shali be placed on the final plat that the schoo! mpact fee wiil be due and
payable g0 th,¢ School District as a condition of 1ssuance of a residentzal building perm:t
for pach Unlt

~, ~; -
.

6 Teclmxcai documemts shall be submutted with the construction application including a
review by a geo-tcchmtal engineer for the grading and construction plans

7 Al easements shown o1 title documents shall be shown on the condominium site plan,
unless ewdent;e 15 presented that sald easements have been eliminated

e

8 Any exxstmg casqment affectmg Iots ul thc proposed condomunium site plan must be
abandoned prior to ﬁnal plat appwval

9 No clearing, gradmg, ﬁ.lltrig, construct1on or (;ther physical alteration of the site ay be
undertaken prior to the issuance of the’ neuessary permlts for such activities

10 All utitlities shall be placed underground per LSM'C 14 60 and shown on pians submitted
at the ime of construction apphcahon :

two signs Wentifying such subdivision and o mgn sttall exceed 16 square feet.

12 An illumnation and electrical plan for thamtcraccnon of Callow Road and Highway 92
shall be submutted to and approved by WSDOT pnor (e} h;cordmg of this CUP

13 A channelization plan shall be submutted to and appro\rcd by WSDOT prior to recording
of this CUP e )

.\l

14 Compliance with all elements of Title 14 of the Lakcf'SltevEns'l";igmciigal_ Code

" Upon recetpt of the Development Agreement and upan showing good cause; any party afrecord fay request the
Hearing Examuner re-open the coaditional use permit approval public hearmg for; recons:dem'lon of the Hearing
Examumer’s decision  The Hearing Examuner has authonty to recottsider his decisiol tQ approve ehc condztmnal use
permit with conditions, pursuant to LSMC Section 2 48.030C oo i

Findirgs, Conclusions, and Decision
Hearing Exanurer for the City of Lake Stevens R £y
L116-1 Nourse, LLC, No CU 2006-] A
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15 The development of final construction documents shall include provision of vehicular
access to each detention/water quahity vault for maintenance and operation

= "1'6 Development wall be 1 accordance with all local, state, and federal requirements

M
1
R

L7 Apptoval of the public nght-of-way vacation application shall be obtained from the City
prlor 10, clearmg and grading of the site

o 18 Ths: proy;-,pt shall include a 20-foot wide setback from the southern property line of the
_ develgpment 4nd.a retaining wall 1 the area adjacent to the Ward property Tract 998
Shall seWe Es abuffer between the project and the Ward property
19 The t:aﬂ syswm Qhall be available for public use

Prior to bufldlmr perlmt 1ssuam:e

20 Phwihgpom‘pletron as noted below

Phase 1 " 7 e k

. Comp!etlon .Qf the Park at the corner of Callow and Oak Road

» Complatioh of 111e ass.ocxatcd storm refention system that will service the western
basin

s  Completion” 6f frbntagf: 1mprovements along Callow and Oak Road

Phase 2 .

» Completion of road frontagt‘, 1mpr0vemcn£s along Callow Road

*  Construction of wmteriot tratl & be extended to stream cornidor and completed
during Phase 3 and 4 ™ -

et

Phase 3
*  Qak road to 109® extension sha!l be comp eted

Phase 4 el
» Completion of the associated storm water facdity
» Completion of the park area
¢ Completion of Critical Areas rrutzgauon
21 Department of Public Works approval of the requzred, and ebnstmcted frontage
umprovements "
22, A bond in the amount equal to three plantings for each of\the 238 lqts wﬂ! he pOSted as a
condition of final approval. LT

Findings, Conclusions, and Decision
Hearing Examner for the City of Lake Stevens e R
L116-1 Nourse, LLC, No CU 2006-1 R
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23 A mamntenance bond will be submutted in the amount of 150 percent of the replacement

value of 3,894 trees as defined in the final Tree Retention Plan  Said bond will remain in
force for the five-year period

24 A Final Wetland Report will be submutted which specifies a five-year monitoning
o r." program of Mitigation Plan implementation
25 A bapid- i the amount of 150 percent of the price of wetland plantings will be posted with
-the City ‘for the duration of the five-year monitoring program.

T Trafﬁq mmgatwn fees for the Nourse L116-1 residential development will be m the
" amount'of $368,758 00 to the City of Lake Stevens and $39,282 63 to the Washington
" State Department of Transportation The City of Lake Stevens mitigation fee, based on
288 umts can ‘oe pa.ld per unit prior to butlding permt ISSuancc at a fee of §1,280 41.

27 The parks mxtsgatmn fee 13 pard to the City m the amount of $1,575 00 per umt This fee

can bg pard'in whole ($I 575 00 x 288 units) or $1,575 00 can be paid per umif prior to
penmt rssuanc.e :

l__...-“
N

28. The Lake Stcvens Sthaot- DlSlI‘ICt assesses a school impact fee of $3,875 00 per single~
famity dwa!hng unt-. 'I'hve entire fee 13 payable prior to 1ssuance of the first bulding
permit or the $3, 875 00 per dw.eifmg uriit may be paid prior to the 1ssuarnce of each

butlding permut PrOQf of pcfymem from the school district is required with each building
permut application ™ .

Y

DECIDED thus 1"day of February 2007~

Findings, Conclusions, and Decision T .
Hearing Examuner for the City of Lake Sievens R e
L116-1 Nowrse, LLC, No CU 2006-1 S
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N EXHIBIT D
1“‘ v ¥ 7 .*-'

o Deterrmnation of Nonsignificance .116-1 Nourse, LLC

e T e 10-18-2006

- o M \\ f
.‘\"-\....,.4-:'}' - ‘\_'-1 ‘ v
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W/ls/Development Agreement Nourse 2.21-07 e e
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e g MITIGATED DETERMINATION
Y - OF NONSIGNIFICANCE

Issuarice-Date;.. .. " October 18, 2006

‘ Projacfﬂgmé‘('Nq.):'“~~-_: " 4,148-1 Nourse

e

Applicant: - " _-""[118-1 Nourse, LLC
Descnption of Proposal:.. Proposed devélopment of the 70 10-acre site consists of
N, % demel:trohof all existing structures afd construction of
e 288 smgle-famrly residences with associated nternal road
»" and-pedestiin access, frontage improvements, underground
'-.u_.uh[mes -open space, and drainage treatment/detention
facliities Develgpment of the site will rasuit in 60% of the
pfoperty being developed with approximately 32 acres
devoted to open $pace/NGPA area The development will
occur.in-four phases’ Phase 1 wilt inciude 30 umits situated n
the southWestem portion of the.sjte  This will include the park
at the comerof Caliow and. ©ak Road, the associated storm
retention system that will-srvice the_entire westem basin, as
! well as frontage improvements’ along; Callow and Oak Road
Phase 2 will include the, constructioniof 119 unuts in the
western portion’ Qf the:iite witti completion of road frontage
improvements along Céllow Road and interior trails  Phase 3
will nclude the construction of '91-uhits in the eastern contral
and southern portion of the site with the ‘extenston of Oak
Road to 108" Phase 4 wil inciide 48 units, assoclated road
improvements, assoctated storm.water.detention facility, park
area and completion of cnﬂmi aregs. mmgaﬂbn The proposal also
ncludas extending the sewer ug’ Callow Rg@d

~

Project Location: The proposed development is generai!y locaretl south of SR-92 west of
Callow Road and north of Oak Road ...

Contact Person: Roxdnne Justice, Planner, (425) 377-3231

Responsible Official; ?1/#/( é [7ET N, ” i .
Rebecca Ableman, SEPA Responsible Official ST
Department of Planning and Community Development

Threshold Determination: The City of Lake Stevens, acting as lead agency fon!hrs proposa!
has determined that it does not have a probable significant adverse impact on the enwonment
An environmental impact statement 18 not requmed under RCW 43 21 030(2)(c). This decmon .
was made after review of a completad enviranmental checklist and other information dn file with T
the lead agency Thia information 15 available to the public on request This MDNS s lssped; ;
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CITY OF LAKE STEVENS
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
Monday, June 13, 2011
Lake Stevens School District Educational Service Center (Admin. Bldg.)
12309 22" Street N.E. Lake Stevens

CALL TO ORDER: 7:04 p.m. by Mayor Vern Little

COUNCILMEMBERS PRESENT: Mark Somers, Kim Daughtry, Kathy Holder, and Suzanne
Quigley

COUNCILMEMBERS ABSENT: Marcus Tageant, Neal Dooley and John Spencer

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT: Planning Director Becky Ableman, City Administrator Jan
Berg, City Attorney Paul McMurray, Public Works
Director/City Engineer Mick Monken, Finance
Director/Treasurer Barb Lowe, Principal Planner Karen
Watkins, Human Resource Director Steve Edin, Police
Commander Dan Lorentzen, and City Clerk/Admin. Asst.
Norma Scott

OTHERS: Ted Boysen, Rich Mietzner, Cliff Call, Doug Bell, Corey
Burke, Brad Nysether, Tim and Julia McCord, Gigi Burke,
Kevin St John, Nancy Mitchell, Steve Mulvaney, Roger Jobs,
Paul Olliges, Steve Ewing, Susan Putnam, Rose Granda,
Steve Miller, Steve Hobbs

Excused absences. Councilmember Holder moved to excuse Councilmembers Dooley,
Spencer, and Tageant, seconded by Councilmember Somers; motion carried unanimously.
(4-0-0-3)

Guest Business. Steve Ewing, 8617 11" Street NE, commented that McNeil Island is trying to
release sex offenders into Marysville as a test city and then will probably release some in Lake
Stevens. Requested Council address the zoning requirements to place facilities in areas that
are appropriate. They need a place that provides adequate treatment for their needs.

Susan Putnam, 8125 15" Street NE, asked Council to take time to listen to Mr. Ewing who is a
parole officer for Monroe Corrections. The State is thinking about releasing inmates early.

Consent Agenda. Councilmember Daughtry moved to approve the Consent Agenda (A.
Approve June 2011 vouchers — Payroll Direct Deposits 904309-904374 in the amount of
$120,995.28, Payroll Checks 31877-31881 for $5,536.61, Claims 31875-31876, 31882-31964
for $1,276,199.96, Electronic Funds Transfers 335-341 for $126,691.69, Tax Deposit for 6-1-11
in the amount of $42,702.95 for total vouchers approved of $1,572,126.49; B. Approve minutes
of May 23, 2011 regular meeting; C. Approve minutes of May 31, 2011 workshop meeting; D.
Approve Memorandum of Understanding regarding Inter-jurisdictional Housing Committee; and
E. Approve contract with Department of Corrections), seconded by Councilmember Holder;
motion carried unanimously. (4-0-0-3)
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Consideration of second reading of Ordinance No. 856, adoption of the Shoreline Master
Program (SMP) and associated documents, related code amendments and related
Comprehensive Plan amendments. City Clerk Scott read the public hearing procedure, which
will be used for both hearings. Principal Planner Watkins reviewed in a PowerPoint
presentation the shoreline inventory and analysis report, no net loss of ecological function,
current circumstances and future development of docks, 490,215 sq ft. of existing docks, 20-
year build-out is 489,999 sq. ft., currently 398 existing docks, new dock requirements, how to
add new docks to the lake, comparison of key differences of existing and updated SMP in
reference to docks, and comparison of reconstruction of a single family residence after fire,
accident or natural disaster. Urban Concepts, Kevin St. John and Tom Matlack provided written
comments as part of the record. Mayor Little restated that no one who has a current dock
needs to reduce because others want to build a dock.

Councilmember Quigley noted that if a house is destroyed, 6 months is not enough time to get a
permit if you have a major disaster.

Councilmember Daughtry commented that no net loss is not quantitative; should address other
things like biological function, counting aquatic plants, etc. Principal Planner Watkins
responded that we would need a consultant to do this and the State did not allow enough
money for new studies.

Public comments. Ted Boyson, 10432 Sandy Beach Drive, commented the SMP imposes
implementation of further restrictions, will lower property values, need to be able to have
affordable solutions, diminish land value and use of the lake, and 6’ foot wide dock down to 4’
wide is funneling and would cause people to fall.  Policy is negotiable with environmental
agencies. Do not need to sign off on extremism, which can cause great harm.

Brad Nysether, 525 E Davies Loop Road, has lived on the lake for 30 years. He commented
property rights would be taken away if these regulations go into effect. Should grandfather in
current docks and piers, taking away private property, need just compensation, and objects to
the taking — condemnation. Each dock would have to reduce in size by 60 square feet to allow
more docks.

Kevin St John, 701 Stitch Road, stated a shoreline master plan attorney should be hired. The
SMP has broad sweeping language and fringing on property rights, should be balanced, and
fact based. Current SMP goes beyond the State requirements, diminishes property values,
some of the rules conflict, and should contact experts in the field.

Doug Bell, 10830 Vernon Road, speaking on behalf of his neighbors and himself commented
helicopters are now outright allowed with the new regulations. FAA only licenses helicopters
and not shoreline regulations. Section 14.44.070 allows float planes and helicopters subject to
FAA regulations; that's redundant and wants this oversight corrected. Helicopters are not a
water dependent use and should be prohibited from overwater structures. This would not affect
the one current helicopter use and not intended to defeat that owner.

Steve Miller, 11016 Maple Lane, commented his house is off the water 27 feet because of the
higher lake level. The weir is a total failure because it is not maintaining the lake level. New
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regulations will not fix issues with fish and will bring down his property value. The aerator is not
turned on and does not want diminished use of the lake.

Nancy Mitchell, 1015 Stitch Road, commented that she does not understand when they put in
the new bulkhead and did the dock, they followed the permits that were required at that time,
and now feels they are being punished because she still lives there. If their bulkhead fell in and
they had to put in a new one it would have to be built further back and can’t do anything to
repair it.

Cliff Call, 625 Stitch Road, has lived there since 1989. His biggest concern is the arbitrary 60
foot setback which has nothing to do with the shoreline and should be in the building codes.
What is the definition of high watermark? With the weir the lake level has been raised two feet
higher. The 60 foot regulation should be abandoned with no penalties. Houses and docks will
deteriorate because of the regulations. Houses on the lake now should be deemed conforming.

Gigi Burk, 920 E. Lakeshore Drive, commented they want to be part of the solution, want the
lake to be healthy, and find the right solution to fit everyone. Asked Council to take the time that
is necessary to make sure it is the right thing for all of us for the next 20 years.

Rich Meitzner, 10404 Sandy Beach Drive, commented when Makers, the consultant, was here
they had a softer edge version for bulkheads. Planning Director Ableman responded bulkhead
requirements are directly from the State law. Mr. Meitzner commented rebuilding a house is
affected by the Critical Areas Regulations (CAR). Planning Director Ableman responded no,
once the SMP is adopted, it's under Appendix B of the SMP. Mr. Meitzner noted that wider
docks with grating should work.

Steve Mulvaney, 617 Stitch Road, commented rather than taking whatever the Fish & Wildlife
say, you should be trying to prove that the fish are in there that actually need protection.

Cory Burke, 920 E. Lakeshore Drive, asked what is the ordinary high watermark, what
determines that and if it fluctuates does the dock now become non-compliant? The dock length
is allowed to meet 5.5 water depth, what determines that? 30 feet from shoreline requires
grating — how is this affected by water depth, who did the study to determine the 30 feet?
Replacement of a home at 6 months — sometimes not enough time for insurance to pay to
rebuild.

Steve Hobbs, 3309 114™ Drive NE, noted he does not own a dock and is a State Senator. His
legislative aide, Eric Ashley, is taking notes. He is willing to introduce new legislation.

Roger Jobs, 10918 Vernon Road, has lived there since 1978 and the water used to cover the
dock. Suggested having expert attorney and consultants to go through the SMP before making
a decision, which affects value, usability and salability.

Rose Granda, 12011 N. Lakeshore Drive, asked how the City will maintain their property? Are
you planning on conforming to all these regulations yourself, are you going to downsize all your
docks to the 3 or 4 feet for the first 30 feet with the grated material? Are you going to hire an
employee to go around the lake and manage these docks, floating dock, and buoys? Are we
going to pay for City employees to go out and check all these things? How are you going to
know, remember and document what is really out there because each dock has such different
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things added. The City has the largest floating docks and docks — are you going to be
accountable and who is going to manage this? As a homeowner he is scared because of the
potential for taxes and cost. Encourage contacting experts and be willing to listen to them.

Paul Olliges, 824 E Lakeshore Drive, purchased his house 14 years ago. It has a dock that is 8
feet by 120. It has a full concrete bulkhead across the 100 feet of waterfront. It has a structure
within 10 feet of the waterfront and fire pit. The depth of the water at the end of his dock is 5
feet. The City is welcome to come to his property to view the fish and depth of the water. Since
the aerator, he is seeing more small fish. He wants to make sure they can repair the property
they own.

Julia McCord, 9827 N. Davies Road, has lived here her whole life. Itis better to put in sewers.
By changing the dock, is it really going to affect the fish? Stop some of that toxic drainage. The
State is not looking at the big picture.

Tim McCord, 9827 N. Davies Road, commented grating on docks is based on marine
requirements and not fresh water. It would be a liability to wait for a 50% dock
repair/replacement. What is the restoration of shoreline based upon? Water levels used to be
much lower and requirements are arbitrary.

MOTION: Councilmember Somers moved to close the public comment period, seconded by
Councilmember Holder; motion carried unanimously.. (4-0-0-3)

Councilmember Holder asked how the ordinary high water mark was derived and address the
lake level. Public Works Director/Engineer Monken stated the lake level is set by the weir
which is 211.7 feet when the water is flowing over the weir. Try to maintain 211.5 as a
minimum. Before the weir was put in the lake would have been about 2.5 feet lower. North
shore has the shallower area of the lake. Planning Director Ableman responded the ordinary
high water mark is defined by RCW, which is not the average but at that point where the water
is normally. There are some characteristic that are used along the shoreline to determine that.
With the permission of the Fish & Wildlife, we control the lake level.

Councilmember Quigley asked if other lakes have weirs, is it common? Public Works
Director/Engineer Monken responded yes, Lake Washington is an example. We only regulate
the weir 6 months out of the year; the rest of the year there is no weir.

Councilmember Holder asked when the aerator is generally turned on. Public Works Director
Monken responded the aerator is turned on not by a specific date but by the level of dissolved
oxygen.

Councilmember Holder asked about public versus private dock requirements. Planning
Director Ableman stated City docks are serving more people. When we go to replace, we will
also have to do some mitigation to meet light penetration. Public Works Director/Engineer
Monken noted that the City removed the bulkhead at North Shore Park and are letting it go back
to natural.

Councilmember Somers noted that each person’s questions are answered by staff in the
Responsiveness Summary and available online.
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Councilmember Holder asked if grating is required for the first 30 feet, why then 4’ wide for a
new dock? Planning Director Ableman responded because grating only provides 60% light
penetration.

Councilmember Holder commented that bulkheads are not part of the no net loss. Planning
Director Ableman responded that is what the Department of Ecology said. Bulkheads have very
specific requirements.

Councilmember Somers noted that septic systems were brought up, do you have a rough idea
how many. Mayor Little responded they will find out from the Sewer District.

Planning Director Ableman commented they will be preparing the following items for the next
meeting: decision permit type matrix for different types of development, Planning Commission
recommended amendments, and a few little typos.

Councilmember Quigley asked about dock modification requirements by DOE and other ways to
mitigate to give more flexibility to overwater structures so you can build bigger new docks.
Planning Director Ableman responded in the master program current docks are allowed to
remain at the same width as they are now, may be required to do some mitigation measure,
remove the skirting and add grating.

Councilmember Quigley asked if any other shoreline management programs have a
grandfathering clause for bulkheads. Planning Director Ableman responded no, we have been
instructed that is a State requirement that everyone must follow.

Councilmember Daughtry asked about installing a boardwalk in a wetland area. Principal
Planner Watkins responded boardwalks would be allowed.

Councilmember Quigley asked about looking at how other SMPs balance issues we have.
Councilmember Quigley suggested continuing this discussion to next month so we have full
Council present.

Planning Director Ableman suggested July 11.

MOTION: Councilmember Daughtry moved to continue the public hearing on the Shoreline
Master Plan to July 11, seconded by Councilmember Quigley; motion carried unanimously.
(4-0-0-3)

Consideration of second reading of Ordinance No. 855, land use code amendments
related to the Shoreline Management Act. Principal Planner Watkins stated the code
amendments relate to the Shoreline Management Act and have nothing to do with our proposed
Shoreline Master Program. There was one correction which added a new Section 15, in
14.16B.360 Expiration of Approval for Type Il applications, which was already in the Type Il
subsection, but should have also been added to the Type Il subsection. The only public
comment received at the last hearing was on the words shall and should. We are not adding
these definitions to this ordinance; they are part of the SMP code amendments.

Councilmember Quigley requested the ordinance be moved to the next meeting to allow
additional time to review this ordinance. Mayor Little suggested June 27 and Council agreed.
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Approve minutes of June 6, 2011 Council workshop meeting. Councilmember Quigley
moved to approve minutes of June 6, 2011 workshop, seconded by Councilmember Daughtry;
motion carried Councilmember Somers abstaining. (3-0-1-3)

Approve Music on the Lake contracts. Finance Director/Treasurer Lowe commented the
performances were put together by the Arts Commission for six Thursdays, except July 28. The
Navy Band and local jazz school (contract for $1.00) are free with the rest at $500 per
performance. The proposed cost is $2001for all performances plus $100 for print cost;
budgeted for full amount.

MOTION: Councilmember Holder moved to authorize the Mayor to sign performance
agreements, seconded by Councilmember Somers; motion carried unanimously. (4-0-0-3)

Approve Arts/Parks Foundation wine garden during Music on the Lake. Finance
Director/Treasurer Lowe reported Tracy Stevens brought this forward for the Arts and Parks
Foundation. An outside winery will host the event, which is a separate application for use of
North Cove Park from 6:30-8:00, and limiting purchase to two drinks per person. They will be
making application to the liquor board and meeting City insurance requirements. None of the
expenses come from the City budget.

MOTION: Councilmember Holder moved to approve Arts and Parks Foundation’s request to
host a Wine Garden in North Cove Park during the 2011Music on the Lake event contingent
upon approval of Washington State Liquor Board, seconded by Councilmember Somers; motion
carried unanimously. (4-0-0-3)

Approve removal of Shadow Brook bridge. Public Works Director/Engineer Monken
reported this was brought to our attention by a citizen who has safety concerns for a bridge that
crosses the outfall from Lake Stevens and located off North Hartford, part of the Shadow Brook
Division, and just north of Mt. Pilchuck Elementary School. The majority of the pedestrian
bridge is in the public right-of-way but it does connect into private property. However, on this
private property there is an identified easement for pedestrians but it does not identify who has
the right to that easement. There are no postings on the bridge identifying it as a private
bridge. There is a safety concern and the City’s Building Official red tagged it, clearly a safety
hazard. Part of bridge wood structure has rotted away, about 20 feet long. Unclear if it is public
or private. He is recommending an agreement with homeowners. If the bridge is private it
relieves the City from responsibility to replace the bridge and if anything should happen in the
effort to remove the bridge. The cost to remove the bridge is approximately $3,000 and an
abatement process would exceed $3,000. No proposal to replace the pedestrian bridge.
Checked with the School District and there is no pickup for children there and this is not an
access for a school, looks like it is for recreation. Mr. Monken recommends authorizing the
Mayor to sign the agreement with the homeowners. The City placed barriers on the public side.
The homeowners will be contacted.

City Attorney McMurray commented that the ownership of the bridge is a very grey area. The
document identifies a pedestrian easement and the bridge is in part of the pedestrian easement
and City right-of-way. The agreement Council is reviewing takes the position that this is a
private pedestrian bridge not owned by the City and tries to get indemnification and release
language to protect the City’s interest and also make it very clear that the City will not be under
a legal obligation to replace the bridge, which would be at the cost of the homeowners.
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Public Works Director Monken noted there are 10 parcels in the plat that will be contacted.

MOTION: Councilmember Somers moved to authorize the Mayor to execute agreements with
homeowners in Shadow Brook for the City’s removal of the pedestrian bridge connecting to
Harford Road to this plat, seconded by Councilmember Daughtry; motion carried unanimously.
(4-0-0-3)

Adjourn. Councilmember Holder moved to adjourn at 9:09 p.m., seconded by Councilmember
Daughtry; motion carried unanimously. (4-0-0-3)

Vern Little, Mayor Norma J. Scott, City Clerk/Admin. Asst.



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
Page 80

A

%/ M
LAKE STEVENS

This page left blank intentionally



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
Page 81

LAKE STEVENS CITY COUNCIL

N STAFF REPORT
LAKE STEVENS

Agenda Date: June 27, 2011

Subject: Professional Services Agreement — On Call Planning Services
Perteet and The Watershed Company

Contact Person/ Rebecca Ableman Budget Impact: None at this
Department: Planning & Community Development Director time

RECOMMENDATION(S)/ACTION REQUESTED OF CITY COUNCIL:

The recommendation is for the City Council to authorize the Mayor to sign the Professional Services
Agreement with:

1. Perteet

2. The Watershed Company

SUMMARY/BACKGROUND:

The City uses qualified consultants to perform critical area review for land use proposals. There is
currently one consultant contract that the Planning Department can use to perform these reviews. Staff
recommends that the City have more than one alternative available for this needed expertise and other
on-call services primarily because to serve as backup staff and on a few occasion, applicants have
wanted to use the same consultant for critical areas and therefore, the City would need a separate peer
review for confirmation of the analysis and land use proposal. Additionally, the City itself is in need of a
critical area analysis for City projects and needs to use a separate firm to ensure review integrity. Until
recently, the City used an outside consultant for maintaining its GIS materials. It is appropriate to retain
this service should we have mapping needs that cannot be done by current staff. Staff was also seeking
a more predictable fee system for applicants and will change procedure with the consultants who do
these types of reviews for the City.

Earlier this year, staff issued a Request for Proposals and received 15 responses. There were 4
interviewed based on scoring of the proposals. Finally, 2, Perteet (Attachment 1) and The Watershed
Company (Attachment 2) were selected to move forward with a PSA for Council’s consideration. Both
firms are highly qualified and already contain the base GIS Mapping for the City.

APPLICABLE CITY POLICIES:
It has been common practice for the City to maintain on-call services to be responsive to its citizens and
customers.

BUDGET IMPACT:

No budget impact at this time. The cost for the City’'s review for critical areas on a land use application is
reimbursed by the applicant. There is a small 2011 mapping budget, however, is not anticipated to be
used at this time because of current in-house expertise.

ATTACHMENTS:
Attachment 1 — Perteet Proposal, PSA, and Scope of Services
Attachment 2 — The Watershed Company, Proposal, PSA, and Scope of Services

CC Staff Report On Call PSA 06-27-11 Page 1 of 1
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Perteet Inc.
2707 Colby Avenue, Suite 900
Everett, VWashington 98201

1-800-615-9900
p: 425-252-7700
Jo 425-339-6018

Contact:

Stephanie Hansen, AICP
Project Manager

email: SHansen@perteet.com
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Cathcart Master Plan Environmental Memos ~ Snchomish County, Washington

) is is engaged in 2 ailed planning SESS § aster pls .
Snohomish County s engaged in a detailed planning process and master plan Contact/Client:

for the 204 acres that surround the sice of the County’s maintenance facilitics. Steve Dickson, Snohomish County
Public Works

QOne of Perreet’s roles an this project was to produce a series of memorandums
proy F 425-388-6442

that addressed various environmental topics for the area, including land use,
critical areas, vegetation, soils, transportation, storm and surface water management, utilities, public health, historical and
cultural resources, population, and housing, Stephanic acted as project manager for the final completion of these

memorandums, incorporating edits, and comments from County staff.

Snohomish County General Engineering Consulting (GEC) — Snohomish County, Washington

- . ,
A as ¢ e - 5 5 . act, 2 n-¢a .
Perceet was Lh()b(.n for SlthOl‘n]Sh COUI]CY s GEC contr 1CT, an o L'lll Contact/Client:

engineering services contract. Perteet and our team of pre-selected and pre- Bruce DuVall, PE, Snohomish County
qualified subconsultants act as an extension of County staft to aid the County 425-388-6404

with a varicty of high-priority projects. These projects include management and design scrvices for short- and long-term
projects such as: North Road widening; SR 525 Signal; 39ch Avenue SE and SR 96 Signal; North Creek Trail; and the
Bridge 102 Feasibility Study.

On Call Services - Mukilteo, Washington

Perteet provided technical planning services to the City of Mukilteo on an on- Contact/Client:

call basis. These services include but are not limited to general purpose training Heather McCartney, City of Mukilteo
of planning concepts and permic review procedures to new or entry level 425-355-4141

planners, SEPA review and documentation, code amendments, xesponses to permit appeals, review of residential,
commercial, or industrial applications; subdivisions - long and short; binding site plans; sign permir applications; grading
permits; lot line adjustments; variances and conditional use permits; and shoreline permits. Perteet prepared a new Title
to the Mukilteo Municipal Code entitled Waterfront Development and Shoreline Management Regulations. Perteer also
assisted the City with their proposed cotrage housing regulations. Services included preparing optional design layouts and
devclopment standards for architectural design, open space, landscaping, density, setbacks, building heighe, parking, and

ACCLSS,

City of Milt Creek On-Call Contract - Mill Creels, Washington

In 2010 Pertect was selected as Mill Creck’s on-cali professional services

. . . . . . . Contact/Clent:
consultant. The city was secking traffic engincering, transportation planning, Scotc Smith, City of Mill Creek
signal design, roadway design, stormwater design, utilicy design, survey, GIS, 425-921-5708
development review and environmental documentation support. Since that cime Perteec has assisted in the
implementation of a craffic concurrency program for the city and the design of a low impact developmenc drainage
solution to bring their public works facility into NPDES Phase 11 compliance, Both assignments were completed ahead
schedule and wichin budget. The City Engineer commented thar Perteet had truly work as an extension of their statf and

were very cost cffective in che delivery of these assignment.

Page 8
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT BETWEEEN
CITY OF LAKE STEVENS
AND PERTEET
FOR On Call Planning Services

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into in Snohomish County, Washington, by and
between CITY OF LAKE STEVENS, hereinafter called the "City," and Perteet, a Washington
corporation, hereinafter called the "Consultant."

WHEREAS, the Consultant has represented, and by entering into this Agreement now
represents, that the firm and all employees assigned to work on any City project are in full
compliance with the statutes of the State of Washington governing activities to be performed
and that all personnel to be assigned to the work required under this agreement are fully
qualified and properly licensed to perform the work to which they will be assigned.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the terms, conditions, covenants and
performances contained herein below, the parties hereto agree as follows:

ARTICLE I. PURPOSE

The purpose of this agreement is to provide the City with consulting services to On Call

Planning Services including permit review, critical area report review/biologist services, and

Geographical Information services as described in Article Il. The general terms and conditions of
relationships between the City and the Consultant are specified in this agreement.

ARTICLE Il. SCOPE OF WORK

The scope of work is set out in the attached Estimate of Professional Services for the On
Call Planning Services, hereinafter referred to as the "scope of services," Exhibit A. All services
and materials necessary to accomplish the tasks outlined in Exhibit A shall be provided by the
Consultant unless noted otherwise in the scope of services or this agreement.

ARTICLE Ill. OBLIGATIONS OF THE CONSULTANT
.1 MINOR CHANGES IN SCOPE. The Consultant shall accept minor changes,
amendments, or revision in the detail of the work as may be required by the City when such

changes will not have any impact on the service costs or proposed delivery schedule. Extra work,
if any, involving substantial changes and/or changes in cost or schedules will be addressed as

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT - 1
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follows:

Extra Work. The City may desire to have the Consultant perform work or render services
in connection with each project in addition to or other than work provided for by the
expressed intent of the scope of work in the scope of services. Such work will be
considered as extra work and will be specified in a written supplement to the scope of
services, to be signed by both parties, which will set forth the nature and the scope
thereof. All proposals for extra work or services shall be prepared by the Consultant at no
cost to the City. Work under a supplemental agreement shall not proceed until executed
in writing by the parties.

1.2 WORK PRODUCT AND DOCUMENTS. The work product and all documents listed
in the scope of services shall be furnished by the Consultant to the City, and upon completion of
the work shall become the property of the City, except that the Consultant may retain one copy
of the work product and documents for its records. The Consultant will be responsible for the
accuracy of the work, even though the work has been accepted by the City.

In the event that the Consultant shall default on this agreement or in the event that this
contract shall be terminated prior to its completion as herein provided, all work product of the
Consultant, along with a summary of work done to date of default or termination, shall become
the property of the City. Upon request, the Consultant shall tender the work product and
summary to the City. Tender of said work product shall be a prerequisite to final payment under
this contract. The summary of work done shall be prepared at no additional cost to the City.

Consultant will not be held liable for reuse of these documents or modifications thereof
for any purpose other than those authorized under this Agreement without the written
authorization of Consultant.

1.3 TIME OF PERFORMANCE. The Consultant shall be authorized to begin work under
the terms of this agreement upon signing of both the scope of services and this agreement and
shall complete the work within ## days, unless a mutual written agreement is signed to change
the schedule. An extension of the time for completion may be given by the City due to conditions
not expected or anticipated at the time of execution of this agreement.

1.4 NONASSIGNABLE. The services to be provided by the Consultant shall not be
assigned or subcontracted without the express written consent of the City.

1.5 EMPLOYMENT. Any and all employees of the Consultant, while engaged in the
performance of any work or services required by the Consultant under this agreement, shall be
considered employees of the Consultant only and not of the City, and any and all claims that may
or might arise under the Workman’s Compensation Act on behalf of any said employees while so
engaged, and any and all claims made by any third party as a consequence of any negligent act or

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT - 2
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omission on the part of the Consultant or its employees while so engaged in any of the work or
services provided herein shall be the sole obligation of the Consultant.

1.6 INDEMNITY.

a. Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials,
employees and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or
suits including attorney fees, arising out of or resulting from the acts, errors or omissions
of the Consultant in performance of this Agreement, except for injuries and damages
caused by the negligence of the City.

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

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

1.7 INSURANCE.

a. Minimum Limits of Insurance. The Consultant shall, before commencing
work under this agreement, file with the City certificates of insurance coverage to be kept
in force continuously during this agreement, and during all work performed pursuant to
all short form agreements, in a form acceptable to the City. Said certificates shall name
the City as an additional named insured with respect to all coverages except professional
liability insurance. The minimum insurance requirements shall be as follows:

(1) Comprehensive General Liability. $1,000,000 combined single limit
per occurrence for bodily injury personal injury and property damage; $2,000,000
general aggregate;

(2) Automobile Liability. $300,000 combined single limit per accident
for bodily injury and property damage;

(3) Workers’ Compensation. Workers’ compensation limits as required
by the Workers’ Compensation Act of Washington;

(4) Consultant’s Errors and Omissions Liability. $1,000,000 per
occurrence and as an annual aggregate.
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b. Notice of Cancellation of Insurance. In the event that the Consultant
receives notice (written, electronic or otherwise) that any of the above required insurance
coverage is being cancelled and/or terminated, the Consultant shall immediately (within
forty-eight (48) hours) provide written notification of such cancellation/termination to the
City.

c. Acceptability of Insurers. Insurance to be provided by Consultant shall be
with a Bests rating of no less than A:VII, or if not rated by Bests, with minimum surpluses
the equivalent of Bests’ VIl rating.

d. Verification of Coverage. In signing this agreement, the Consultant is
acknowledging and representing that required insurance is active and current. Further,
throughout the term of this agreement, the Consultant shall provide the City with proof of
insurance upon request by the City.

[1.8  DISCRIMINATION PROHIBITED AND COMPLIANCE WITH EQUAL OPPORTUNITY
LEGISLATION. The Consultant agrees to comply with equal opportunity employment and not to
discriminate against client, employee, or applicant for employment or for services because of
race, creed, color, religion, national origin, marital status, sex, age or handicap except for a bona
fide occupational qualification with regard, but not limited to, the following: employment
upgrading; demotion or transfer; recruitment or any recruitment advertising; layoff or
terminations; rates of pay or other forms of compensation; selection for training, rendition of
services. The Consultant further agrees to maintain (as appropriate) notices, posted in
conspicuous places, setting forth the provisions of this nondiscrimination clause. The Consultant
understands and agrees that if it violates this nondiscrimination provision, this agreement may be
terminated by the City, and further that the Consultant will be barred from performing any
services for the City now or in the future, unless a showing is made satisfactory to the City that
discriminatory practices have been terminated and that recurrence of such action is unlikely.

1.9  UNFAIR EMPLOYMENT PRACTICES. During the performance of this agreement,
the Consultant agrees to comply with RCW 49.60.180, prohibiting unfair employment practices.

1.10 AFFIRMATIVE ACTION. Affirmative action shall be implemented by the Consultant
to ensure that applicants for employment and all employees are treated without regard to race,
creed, color, sex, age, marital status, national origin or the presence of any sensory, mental or
physical handicap, unless based on a bona fide occupational qualification. The Consultant agrees
to take affirmative action to ensure that all of its employees and agent adhere to this provision.

[11.11 LEGAL RELATIONS. The Consultant shall comply with all federal, state and local

laws and ordinances applicable to work to be done under this agreement. This contract shall be
interpreted and construed in accordance with the laws of Washington. Venue for any action
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commenced relating to the interpretation, breach or enforcement of this agreement shall be in
Snohomish County Superior Court.

[1.L12 INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. The Consultant’s relation to the City shall at all
times be as an independent contractor.

[11.13 CONFLICTS OF INTEREST. While this is a non-exclusive agreement the Consultant
agrees to and will notify the City of any potential conflicts of interest in Consultant’s client base
and will seek and obtain written permission from the City prior to providing services to third
parties where a conflict of interest is apparent. If a conflict is irreconcilable, the City reserves the
right to terminate this agreement.

[11.14 CITY CONFIDENCES. The Consultant agrees to and will keep in strict confidence,
and will not disclose, communicate or advertise to third parties without specific prior written
consent from the City in each instance, the confidences of the City or any information regarding
the City or services provided to the City.

ARTICLE IV. OBLIGATIONS OF THE CITY

IV.1 PAYMENTS. The Consultant shall be paid by the City for completed work for
services rendered under this agreement and as detailed in the scope of services as provided
hereinafter. Such payment shall be full compensation for work performed or services rendered
and for all labor, materials, supplies, equipment and incidentals necessary to complete the work.
Payment shall be on a time and expense basis, provided, however, in no event shall total
payment under this agreement exceed dollar amount in words and figure (S#,###). In the event
the City elects to expand the scope of services from that set forth in Exhibit A, the City shall pay
Consultant an additional amount based on a time and expense basis, based upon Consultant’s
current schedule of hourly rates.

a. Invoices shall be submitted by the Consultant to the City for payment
pursuant to the terms of the scope of services. The invoice will state the time expended,
the hourly rate, a detailed description of the work performed, and the expenses incurred
during the preceding month. Invoices must be submitted by the 20t day of the month to
be paid by the 15t day of the next calendar month.

b. The City will pay timely submitted and approved invoices received before
the 20" of each month within thirty (30) days of receipt.

IV.2  CITY APPROVAL. Notwithstanding the Consultant’s status as an independent
contractor, results of the work performed pursuant to this contract must meet the approval of

the City, which shall not be unreasonably withheld if work has been completed in compliance
with the scope of work and City requirements.

ARTICLE V. GENERAL
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V.1 NOTICES. Notices to the City shall be sent to the following address:

CITY OF LAKE STEVENS

C/0O Rebecca Ableman, Planning & Community Development Director
PO Box 257

LAKE STEVENS, WA 98258-0257

Notices to the Consultant shall be sent to the following address:

Perteet

Stephanie Hansen, Project Manager
2707 Colby Ave Ste 900

Everett, WA 98201

Receipt of any notice shall be deemed effective three (3) days after deposit of written
notice in the U.S. mail with proper postage and address.

V.2 TERMINATION. The right is reserved by the City to terminate this agreement in
whole or in part at any time upon ten (10) days’ written notice to the Consultant.

If this agreement is terminated in its entirety by the City for its convenience, a final
payment shall be made to the Consultant which, when added to any payments previously made,
shall total the actual costs plus the same percentage of the fixed fee as the work completed at
the time of termination applied to the total work required for the project.

V.3 DISPUTES. The parties agree that, following reasonable attempts at negotiation
and compromise, any unresolved dispute arising under this contract may be resolved by a

mutually agreed-upon alternative dispute resolution of arbitration or mediation.

V.4 NONWAIVER. Waiver by the City of any provision of this agreement or any time
limitation provided for in this agreement shall not constitute a waiver of any other provision.

DATED this day of ,2011.

CITY OF LAKE STEVENS , CONSULTANT

By By
VERN LITTLE, MAYOR

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
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GRANT K. WEED, CITY ATTORNEY
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EXHIBIT A
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City of Lake Stevens

Scope of Work

On-Call Planning Services

April, 2011

2707 Colby Avenue, Suite 900
Everett, WA 98201
1.800.615.9900 / 425.252.7700
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™
On-Call Planning Services Perteet

Agreement with Perteet Inc.

INTRODUCTION
The City of Lake Stevens will contract with Perteet Inc. to provide on-call planning services on an as-
needed basis. Perteet will act as the lead consultant and the primary point of contact for all services

under this contract.

|. Potential Services to be Provided

Upon request by the City, the Perteet Team shall be available on an on-call basis to perform
development reviews, provide technical analyses, and support city staff with planning documents, staff
reports, or data development/management in the following areas of expertise:

Site Plan Reviews
Plat Reviews
SEPA Checklists
Land Use Applications
Variances
Conditional Use Permits
Shoreline Permits
Landscape Reviews
Stormwater
Utilities
Traffic Studies
Critical Area Reviews
e  Wetland/Stream Delineations
e Ciritical Areas Studies & Mitigation Plans
e Federal and State Environmental Permitting
0 NEPA
0 Agquatic permitting (JARPA for Army Corps permits, ESA Section 7 Consultation, 401
Water Quality Certifications, Coastal Zone Management Certifications, Aquatic Use
Authorizations, and Hydraulic Project Approvals)
0 Agency coordination
0 NPDES Stormwater Notices and Surface Water Pollution Prevention Plans
O Forest Practices permits
e GIS Maintenance, Data Creation, and Analysis
e Mapping and Graphics

2. Task Orders

Work on any particular task shall not proceed until this contract is signed by Perteet Inc. and the City of
Lake Stevens. For each task order, a written or email approval of a task order shall be sent to Perteet
Inc. prior to start of work. Upon request, Perteet Inc. shall estimate the labor costs, materials, and time
necessary to complete an individual task. If anticipated costs under an approved task order will exceed
previously provided estimates, Perteet Inc. shall alert the City prior to continuation of services.

On-Call Planning Services Page | Scope of Work
City of Lake Stevens April, 2011
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™
On-Call Planning Services Perteet

Agreement with Perteet Inc.

3. Subcontractors

Sub-contracts shall be executed if and when warranted by a particular task order. Perteet Inc. may sub-
contract with the following entities for support services as noted:

Amec Earth and Environmental (Cultural Resources)
Hiller West, Consultant (Land Use)

HWA GeoSciences (Geotechnical)

Michael Minor & Associates (Air and Noise)

Tetra Tech (GIS)

The Transpo Group (Transportation Planning)

4. Hourly Rates

On-call services shall be invoiced at the consultants’ current rates at the time the task order is approved
by the City, unless negotiated in advance. Invoices shall include reimbursement for direct expenses,
including printing, mileage, travel expenses, purchased materials, copying, and GIS/CADD charges if
applicable.

Services provided under approved task orders shall be billed on a cost plus fixed fee basis. The rates for
Perteet Inc. staff include the cost of the labor, an overhead fee (162.58%), and a profit margin (30%). The
201 all-inclusive rates for relevant staff members are as follows:

Perteet Staff Member Rate per Hour

Sr. Planner/Manager $122.88

Engineer llI $112.53

Sr. Professional Land Surveyor $133.62

Lead Tech/Designer $100.94

Associate $154.72

Planner Il (GIS) $91.28

Accountant $89.09

Clerical $76.07

Travel @ current federal rate ($0.51)
GIS/Traffic Modeling $15.00

CADD Station $10.00

Color Copies $0.80 each
Authorized Sub-consultants Cost plus 10 percent

On-Call Planning Services Page 2

City of Lake Stevens

Scope of Work
April, 2011
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™
On-Call Planning Services Perteet

Agreement with Perteet Inc.

2011 hourly rates for main staff persons of potential sub-consultants are as follows (rates of other
personnel assigned to an individual task order may apply at the time the task order is approved):

Sub-Consultant Rate per Hour (Main Contact)
Amec $114.79

Hiller West $60.00

HWA GeoSciences $11853

Michael Minor & Associates $140.00

TetraTech $115.00

Transpo Group $137.33

Hourly rates are subject to change annually.

On-Call Planning Services Page 3 Scope of Work
City of Lake Stevens April, 2011
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PACE

Town Engineer, Town of Woodway

As the Town’s Consultant City Engineer, PACE provides plan reviews

for single family residence grading and drainage permits, short plat
applications, and right-of-way permit applications within the rown.
PACE provides expertise to Town staff on engincering issues within the
town. The team is responsible for the design and inspection of capital
improvement projects. PACE conducts pre-construction meetings and
oversecs drainage and erosion control inspections on construction projects.
A major accomplishment while working with Woodway has been the
adoption of a new stormwater manual and modification of the stormwater
code to encourage sustainability and Low Impact Development on all
future projects in the town.

_.;Reievance to Lake Stevens On-Call:
~As the Town's Ei ngmcc PACE is responmble:for reviewing all

and dralmgc permit aPPliﬁatlom for compliance with the _Woodwa}’ v
:: ._Mumcapal Code and the: Dep _ _tmenr of Ecology’s Stof e
Manual for Western Washington. PACE also i'é‘._«.’mws-éli_-subﬁdivi?i?ﬂ.’? ‘

-iand short plats ﬁoﬁ an engincering a and survey st :
‘addition, PACE pr0v1des civil engmeermg and planmng uput on
-':Condrtlolnl Use Permits, Staff reports to the’ Hearmg Examlner,
.Varlanccs and Codc amendmcnts D :

City Engineer, City of Normandy Park

As a City Engincering Consultant, PACE provided plan reviews for
right-of-way permit applications, grading and drainage permits, and short
plat applications. PACE was responsible for conducting pre-construction
meetings and providing drainage and erosion control inspections on
commercial projects. The team was involved with design and inspection of
capital improvement projects for the City. PACE provided the Ciry with
proposed language for land use code revisions to meet compliance with the
City’s municipal stormwater permit. Proposed code revisions included a
post-construction soil management requirement and the adoption of the
MOSt current King County Drainagc Manual,

_Water Des:gn Manual PACE vie .cd all subdwismns aﬁd shéfr o
mg and survcy standpomt In add1t1on, PACE :

_ piats from an engmc_
: provided cwd cngineermg and piannmg inputon Condmonai Uee
'Pcrnuts, Smﬁc rcports to thc chrmg Exammer, V1r1anccs ’llld Code
' amcndmcnts. ' '

12

Reference:
Terrance Bryant, Public Works
Direcror, {206) 542-0183

Staff:

* Ken Nilsen, City Engineer

= Amie Broadsword, Project Manager

» Steve Morales, Plan Reviews and
Inspection

Reference:
Peter Landry, (206) 248-8269

Stah‘
Ken Nilsen, City Engineer

* Amie Broadsword, Plan reviews
and Inspection

* Steve Morales, Plan reviews and
Inspections

* Kirk Utley, Inspections
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Construction Observation, City of Kenmore

PACE provided as-built plan reviews for the City of Kenmore from 2007 Reference:
~ 2010. The work was part of an on-call construction observation conerace Kent Vaughan, (425) 398-8900
with the City that included construction suppore from the pre-congeruction Staff:

meeting through final construction approval on all short plats, long plars, and

C()I‘E'IITICI'CER] construcrion.

As-builc plans were reviewed for conformance with as-buile conditions,
approved plans, road standards, and the 1998 King County Surface Water
Design Manual. In addicion to as-built plan review, we also provided general
review of proposed field changes throughout construction and coordinated

ap provals with the City.

_:better desxgn:_ and avmd pxtfails durliilg piah mwcw-;

Compensation

The Watershed Company, MAKERS and PACE team understands the City’s
need for economical on-call services for both its in-house projects and review of

W()l'k on Pl'Oj cCLs fOI' Clty p]'OpCl‘ty OWICIS.

Included below is a rable detailing a range of fees for routine and non-routine
services as requested in your RFP. Prices for services vary widely depending on
the complexity of projects and necded review as well as any corrections that may

need to be made.

An estimate for routine maintenance of Lake Stevens’ GIS database is also
included. This estimate reflects a conservative view of changes expected because
of the slow economy. However, we plan to make weekly updaces to your data so
that it is current and accurate. Qur efficiency will enable you to maintain the
city’s records on a budger

Following the routine service tables are 2011 billing races for all chree firms.
Typically, we expect to give you a written proposal for cach review or service
requested, outlining scope and a not-to-exceed cost.

+ Amie Broadsword, Project Manager

» Kirk Utley, Lead Inspector

* Steve Morales, Inspector

13
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PACE Engineers
- Billing
Positions B Rate
Senior Prmclpai S Clsiss
Principal Engineer, Prlnc:|pal Ptanner

Sr. PrOJect Manager_Sr Pnncupal Surveyor 3D Scannmg & i

Operator

$170

PFOjeCt Manager F’rlnmpai Surveyor

?Sr Project Engmeer Structural Engmeer, Sr Pro;ect Desugner :
'Survey Pro;ectMana er_ 3

Sr. PrOJect Piann:
.Operator o

Project Engmeer F’rOJect DeS|gner I, Pro;ect Planner, Sr. Project

Surveyor GIS IV, GIS/CAD Manager

$130

Sr. Engineer, Project Designer 1, St. Planner, Project Surve jor, Sr. [
CAD.Drafter, GIS Analystilil, St ingpector = 70

Stlgio0

Engineer I, Sr. Designer, Planner II, Sr. Party Chlef Survey
Technician Il, CAD Drafter lil, GIS Analyst Il, inspector Il

$110

}-Engmeerl Deagnerii Piannerl Survey_'___' ct

GIS Analyst 1, Inspector ) :

’"CAD Drafteril e

Jr. Engineer, Designer |, Jr. Planner, Party Chief CAD Drafterl

GIS Tech, Inspectorl Project Administrator

$89

Tech

: !nstrument Person GPS Assmtant Jr CAD Draﬁer IZSr Offlce s

Jr. Instrument Person, Office Tech Ili lntern

Office Tech II; Expedlter 1

$68

$48

Office Tech |, Expediter |
Direct Costs:
Expense ltem Rate
AdtoMieage | Maimum standard et alowable by S

Duplicating

$0.10 /page black and white
$1/page color

$10/ page black and white plot
$30/page color presentatlon plot

Elsctrofishing Equipment Rental | $100.00 / day.

Trimble Geo XH - GPS
Equipment Rental

$170.00 / day

Trimble GEQ XT.- GPS
‘Equipment Rental

 |ss000/day

Solomat Water Quallty Testmg
Equment Rental

$50 00/ day

Oiher Dlrect COStS At COSf

*Rates for 2011 only; escalator clause for cost of living may apply in fulure years

16
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT BETWEEEN
CITY OF LAKE STEVENS
AND The Watershed Company
FOR On Call Planning Services

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into in Snohomish County, Washington, by and
between CITY OF LAKE STEVENS, hereinafter called the "City," and The Watershed Company, a
Washington corporation, hereinafter called the "Consultant."

WHEREAS, the Consultant has represented, and by entering into this Agreement now
represents, that the firm and all employees assigned to work on any City project are in full
compliance with the statutes of the State of Washington governing activities to be performed
and that all personnel to be assigned to the work required under this agreement are fully
qualified and properly licensed to perform the work to which they will be assigned.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the terms, conditions, covenants and
performances contained herein below, the parties hereto agree as follows:

ARTICLE I. PURPOSE

The purpose of this agreement is to provide the City with consulting services to n Call
Planning Services including permit review, critical area report review and/or preparation
(biologist services), and Geographical Information services as described in Article Il. The general

terms and conditions of relationships between the City and the Consultant are specified in this
agreement.

ARTICLE Il. SCOPE OF WORK

The scope of work is set out in the attached Estimate of Professional Services for the On
Call Planning Services, hereinafter referred to as the "scope of services," Exhibit A. All services
and materials necessary to accomplish the tasks outlined in Exhibit A shall be provided by the
Consultant unless noted otherwise in the scope of services or this agreement.

ARTICLE Ill. OBLIGATIONS OF THE CONSULTANT
.1 MINOR CHANGES IN SCOPE. The Consultant shall accept minor changes,

amendments, or revision in the detail of the work as may be required by the City when such
changes will not have any impact on the service costs or proposed delivery schedule. Extra work,

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT - 1
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if any, involving substantial changes and/or changes in cost or schedules will be addressed as
follows:

Extra Work. The City may desire to have the Consultant perform work or render services
in connection with each project in addition to or other than work provided for by the
expressed intent of the scope of work in the scope of services. Such work will be
considered as extra work and will be specified in a written supplement to the scope of
services, to be signed by both parties, which will set forth the nature and the scope
thereof. All proposals for extra work or services shall be prepared by the Consultant at no
cost to the City. Work under a supplemental agreement shall not proceed until executed
in writing by the parties.

1.2 WORK PRODUCT AND DOCUMENTS. The work product and all documents listed
in the scope of services shall be furnished by the Consultant to the City, and upon completion of
the work shall become the property of the City, except that the Consultant may retain one copy
of the work product and documents for its records. The Consultant will be responsible for the
accuracy of the work, even though the work has been accepted by the City.

In the event that the Consultant shall default on this agreement or in the event that this
contract shall be terminated prior to its completion as herein provided, all work product of the
Consultant, along with a summary of work done to date of default or termination, shall become
the property of the City. Upon request, the Consultant shall tender the work product and
summary to the City. Tender of said work product shall be a prerequisite to final payment under
this contract. The summary of work done shall be prepared at no additional cost to the City.

Consultant will not be held liable for reuse of these documents or modifications thereof
for any purpose other than those authorized under this Agreement without the written
authorization of Consultant.

1.3 TIME OF PERFORMANCE. The Consultant shall be authorized to begin work under
the terms of this agreement upon signing of both the scope of services and this agreement and
shall complete the work within NA days, unless a mutual written agreement is signed to change
the schedule. An extension of the time for completion may be given by the City due to conditions
not expected or anticipated at the time of execution of this agreement.

1.4 NONASSIGNABLE. The services to be provided by the Consultant shall not be
assigned or subcontracted without the express written consent of the City.

.5 EMPLOYMENT. Any and all employees of the Consultant, while engaged in the
performance of any work or services required by the Consultant under this agreement, shall be
considered employees of the Consultant only and not of the City, and any and all claims that may
or might arise under the Workman’s Compensation Act on behalf of any said employees while so

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT - 2



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
ATTACHMENT 2 Page 124

engaged, and any and all claims made by any third party as a consequence of any negligent act or
omission on the part of the Consultant or its employees while so engaged in any of the work or
services provided herein shall be the sole obligation of the Consultant.

1.6  INDEMNITY.

a. Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials,
employees and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or
suits including attorney fees, arising out of or resulting from the acts, errors or omissions
of the Consultant in performance of this Agreement, except for injuries and damages
caused by the negligence of the City.

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

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

1.7 INSURANCE.

a. Minimum Limits of Insurance. The Consultant shall, before commencing
work under this agreement, file with the City certificates of insurance coverage to be kept
in force continuously during this agreement, and during all work performed pursuant to
all short form agreements, in a form acceptable to the City. Said certificates shall name
the City as an additional named insured with respect to all coverages except professional
liability insurance. The minimum insurance requirements shall be as follows:

(1) Comprehensive General Liability. $1,000,000 combined single limit
per occurrence for bodily injury personal injury and property damage; $2,000,000
general aggregate;

(2) Automobile Liability. $300,000 combined single limit per accident
for bodily injury and property damage;

(3) Workers’ Compensation. Workers’ compensation limits as required
by the Workers’ Compensation Act of Washington;

(4) Consultant’s Errors and Omissions Liability. $1,000,000 per
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occurrence and as an annual aggregate.

b. Notice of Cancellation of Insurance. In the event that the Consultant
receives notice (written, electronic or otherwise) that any of the above required insurance
coverage is being cancelled and/or terminated, the Consultant shall immediately (within
forty-eight (48) hours) provide written notification of such cancellation/termination to the
City.

c. Acceptability of Insurers. Insurance to be provided by Consultant shall be
with a Bests rating of no less than A:VII, or if not rated by Bests, with minimum surpluses
the equivalent of Bests’ VIl rating.

d. Verification of Coverage. In signing this agreement, the Consultant is
acknowledging and representing that required insurance is active and current. Further,
throughout the term of this agreement, the Consultant shall provide the City with proof of
insurance upon request by the City.

[1.8  DISCRIMINATION PROHIBITED AND COMPLIANCE WITH EQUAL OPPORTUNITY
LEGISLATION. The Consultant agrees to comply with equal opportunity employment and not to
discriminate against client, employee, or applicant for employment or for services because of
race, creed, color, religion, national origin, marital status, sex, age or handicap except for a bona
fide occupational qualification with regard, but not limited to, the following: employment
upgrading; demotion or transfer; recruitment or any recruitment advertising; layoff or
terminations; rates of pay or other forms of compensation; selection for training, rendition of
services. The Consultant further agrees to maintain (as appropriate) notices, posted in
conspicuous places, setting forth the provisions of this nondiscrimination clause. The Consultant
understands and agrees that if it violates this nondiscrimination provision, this agreement may be
terminated by the City, and further that the Consultant will be barred from performing any
services for the City now or in the future, unless a showing is made satisfactory to the City that
discriminatory practices have been terminated and that recurrence of such action is unlikely.

1.9  UNFAIR EMPLOYMENT PRACTICES. During the performance of this agreement,
the Consultant agrees to comply with RCW 49.60.180, prohibiting unfair employment practices.

1.10 AFFIRMATIVE ACTION. Affirmative action shall be implemented by the Consultant
to ensure that applicants for employment and all employees are treated without regard to race,
creed, color, sex, age, marital status, national origin or the presence of any sensory, mental or
physical handicap, unless based on a bona fide occupational qualification. The Consultant agrees
to take affirmative action to ensure that all of its employees and agent adhere to this provision.

[1.11 LEGAL RELATIONS. The Consultant shall comply with all federal, state and local
laws and ordinances applicable to work to be done under this agreement. This contract shall be
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interpreted and construed in accordance with the laws of Washington. Venue for any action
commenced relating to the interpretation, breach or enforcement of this agreement shall be in
Snohomish County Superior Court.

[1.12 INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. The Consultant’s relation to the City shall at all
times be as an independent contractor.

[11.13 CONFLICTS OF INTEREST. While this is a non-exclusive agreement the Consultant
agrees to and will notify the City of any potential conflicts of interest in Consultant’s client base
and will seek and obtain written permission from the City prior to providing services to third
parties where a conflict of interest is apparent. If a conflict is irreconcilable, the City reserves the
right to terminate this agreement.

[11.14 CITY CONFIDENCES. The Consultant agrees to and will keep in strict confidence,
and will not disclose, communicate or advertise to third parties without specific prior written
consent from the City in each instance, the confidences of the City or any information regarding
the City or services provided to the City.

ARTICLE IV. OBLIGATIONS OF THE CITY

IV.1  PAYMENTS. The Consultant shall be paid by the City for completed work for
services rendered under this agreement and as detailed in the scope of services as provided
hereinafter. Such payment shall be full compensation for work performed or services rendered
and for all labor, materials, supplies, equipment and incidentals necessary to complete the work.
Payment shall be on a time and expense basis, provided, however, in no event shall total
payment under this agreement exceed NA. In the event the City elects to expand the scope of
services from that set forth in Exhibit A, the City shall pay Consultant an additional amount based
on a time and expense basis, based upon Consultant’s current schedule of hourly rates.

a. Invoices shall be submitted by the Consultant to the City for payment
pursuant to the terms of the scope of services. The invoice will state the time expended,
the hourly rate, a detailed description of the work performed, and the expenses incurred
during the preceding month. Invoices must be submitted by the 20%" day of the month to
be paid by the 15t day of the next calendar month.

b. The City will pay timely submitted and approved invoices received before
the 20" of each month within thirty (30) days of receipt.

IV.2  CITY APPROVAL. Notwithstanding the Consultant’s status as an independent
contractor, results of the work performed pursuant to this contract must meet the approval of
the City, which shall not be unreasonably withheld if work has been completed in compliance
with the scope of work and City requirements.
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ARTICLE V. GENERAL
V.1 NOTICES. Notices to the City shall be sent to the following address:

CITY OF LAKE STEVENS

C/O Rebecca Ableman

PO Box 257

LAKE STEVENS, WA 98258-0257

Notices to the Consultant shall be sent to the following address:

The Watershed Company
Hugh Mortensen

750 Sixth Street S.
Kirkland, WA 98033

Receipt of any notice shall be deemed effective three (3) days after deposit of written
notice in the U.S. mail with proper postage and address.

V.2 TERMINATION. The right is reserved by the City to terminate this agreement in
whole or in part at any time upon ten (10) days’ written notice to the Consultant.

If this agreement is terminated in its entirety by the City for its convenience, a final
payment shall be made to the Consultant which, when added to any payments previously made,
shall total the actual costs plus the same percentage of the fixed fee as the work completed at
the time of termination applied to the total work required for the project.

V.3 DISPUTES. The parties agree that, following reasonable attempts at negotiation
and compromise, any unresolved dispute arising under this contract may be resolved by a

mutually agreed-upon alternative dispute resolution of arbitration or mediation.

V.4 NONWAIVER. Waiver by the City of any provision of this agreement or any time
limitation provided for in this agreement shall not constitute a waiver of any other provision.

DATED this day of ,2011.

CITY OF LAKE STEVENS , CONSULTANT

By By
VERN LITTLE, MAYOR

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT - 6
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

GRANT K. WEED, CITY ATTORNEY

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT - 7
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EXHIBIT A

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT - 8
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Exhibit A

Scope of Services for the PSA between City of Lake Stevens and The Watershed Company for
On-Call Planning Services

SCOPE OF SERVICES:

The consultant, in consultation with the City, shall prepare detailed scopes of work, budgets and
schedules for each task authorization. Services rendered through individual task authorizations
would encompass the following:

1. Development Review

1.1 Review services. The Consultant will provide development review services to the City,
upon request, to review development applications for consistency with the Lake Stevens
Municipal Code, including zoning, critical area, and public works standards, as well as
comprehensive planning policies and other applicable policies of the City.

1.2 Development applications. Development applications may include, but are not limited to:
[1Commercial and residential site plans;

[1Subdivisions;

[I1Shoreline permits;

[1Zoning map amendments;

[dVariances;

[1Conditional use permits;

L1Comprehensive plan amendments; and

[1Code amendments.

1.3 Tasks. Review services can include review of application materials for complete application
status, SEPA checklists, traffic studies, critical area studies and verification, setbacks and other
zoning standards, landscaping plans, mitigation plans, wildlife and fisheries habitat assessment
studies, mitigation construction monitoring, mitigation as-built documentation, mitigation
performance monitoring and reporting, utility and stormwater plans, preliminary and final plat
maps, and design review. Upon request, the Consultant will attend City meetings, including pre-
application meetings, review meetings, public hearings, and public meetings to support City staff
during the approval process.

1.4 Application materials and review times. The City shall provide the Consultant with a copy
of all application materials, and a reasonable time period to review the application, not less than
two weeks. The Consultant shall respond with a comment letter in writing, transmitted via e-
mail.

2. Environmental and Natural Resources

2.1 Tasks. The Consultant, upon request, will provide preparation and/or review of SEPA
checklists, SEPA determinations, preparation and/or review of critical area studies; wetland and
stream delineation studies, mitigation plans, wildlife and fisheries habitat assessment studies,
mitigation construction monitoring, mitigation as-built documentation, mitigation performance
monitoring and reporting, and other general assistance with or preparation of environmental
permitting documents (NEPA, JARPA, HPA, Shoreline, etc.) for City projects.

3. Geographic Information System (GIS)

3.1 Maintenance of GIS. The Consultant, upon request, will maintain the City’s GIS system and
update it as requested with new data development or from existing sources of data.

3.2 GIS Data Creation. The Consultant, upon request, will create GIS datasets for the City.
Data is to be determined by the City’s needs, but may include jurisdictional boundaries, zoning,
land use, development proposals, buildable lands, critical areas, topography, roadways, and
parcels.
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Exhibit A

Scope of Services for the PSA between City of Lake Stevens and The Watershed Company for
On-Call Planning Services

3.3 GIS Analysis. The Consultant, upon request, will provide analyses for the built and natural
environment. This includes, but is not limited to, impacts of land use alternatives, impervious
surface, screening for environmental impacts, capacity analysis, etc.

3.4 Mapping. The Consultant, upon request, will create maps and other graphics for the City.
Maps are available in digital format, plots, and document size for use within the City’s offices, for
sale to the public, for inclusion on the City’s website, or for presentation purposes.
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LAKE STEVENS CITY COUNCIL

%‘}, WL\ STAFF REPORT
LAKE STEVENS

Council Agenda June 27, 2011
Date:

Subject: Permitrax Permit Tracking System — Bitco Software LLC

Contact Person/ Rebecca Ableman Budget 2011-$1,000 Install
Department: Planning and Community Impact: 2012-$4,000 Install
Development Director 2012 -$5,000 maintenance &

annually thereafter

RECOMMENDATION(S)/ACTION REQUESTED OF COUNCIL:
The recommended action is for the City Council to authorize the Mayor to enter into an
agreement to purchase a new permit tracking system from Bitco Software LLC.

SUMMARY:

At the May 23™ meeting, staff presented the permit tracking system proposal by Bitco Software
of its Permitrax program for a significantly reduced rate (Attachment 1) in an effort to build its
client base. Council gave direction to proceed with the Contract Agreement and is before the
Council for consideration.

BACKGROUND:

The City purchased an upgrade package to the current permit tracking system known as
PTWIN. The cost of the upgrade, approximately $4,700 offered at a special discount, was
significantly less than any other system available (ranging from $50,000 to $250,000 in price
with annual maintenance fees between $10,000 and $32,000) providing an affordable solution
for replacing the antiquated and very cumbersome program that is operating. In addition, the
integrity of the system has been compromised on more than one occasion causing concern with
losing data and/or not having an operational program at all. Staff had been working with the
Company, URSA, to get the upgrade product but the business closed before releasing the
software. The Finance Division is working to recover the funds that were expended for the
upgrade.

A few other cities including Edmonds and Arlington are currently using Permitrax and have
given favorable ratings. The City’s Information and Technology Department has evaluated the
system and also rates it favorable. Staff was given a demonstration and supports the system
because of its ease of use, tracking capabilities, and report generation features (Attachment 2
product information).

Page 1 of 2
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DISCUSSION:

A permit tracking system is an essential tool for the Planning Department because it tracks land
use activity on a site over time, provides statistical data efficiently, tracks fee information, and
provides the status of a project and where it is in the review stage at any given time. The
current system provides some of that functionality but, among other issues, the reports that it
can generate still require a great deal of manual work to verify and put into easily read
documents. Permitrax will improve the City’s ability to serve permit customers and produce
more reliable data.

Bitco Software is interested in building its client base to help generate new customers and is
offering a system that regularly costs over $87,000, for the annual maintenance price. Given
the economic climate and budget constraints the request is to purchase the basic system that
would include tracking of permits only. Other optional modules can be added at a later time
such as the citizen access and linking the permit data to the GIS (mapping) system.

APPLICABLE CITY POLICIES:
NA

BUDGET IMPACT:

The purchase price is $5,000 for the basic system. The vendor has proposed $1,000 be paid in
2011 to begin setting up and the balance of $4,000 be paid in 2012 upon a completed
installation. An annual maintenance fee of $5,000 will be required starting in 2012. Building
Permit revenue has already exceeded the annual projection and this would be an appropriate
expenditure of these funds until or if the City is able to recover the expended funds from URSA.

ATTACHMENTS:
1- Permitrax Proposal

2- Permitrax Product Information

Page 2 of 2
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Bitco Software, LLC

PROPRIETARY SOFTWARE LICENSE AGREEMENT

For City of Lake Stevens, Washington

Subject to the provisions contained herein. Bitco Software, LLC ("Bitco
Software'™) hereby grants to the City of Lake Stevens, Washington (“'Customer' ) a
non-exclusive license to use the proprietary computer software products
('Licensed Program'™) and materials (‘'Licensed Materials'™) specified below.

SOFTWARE

Bitco Software, will furnish one (1) copy of the Licensed Program to Customer in
machine-readable object code form and provide one (1) copy of the Licensed
Materials to Customer containing detailed specifications for the operation and
use of the Licensed Program.

PRODUCT LICENSE AND SERVICE FEES

PermitTrax™ Suite

Software License Fee $0.00
(See Schedule 1, Section A)

Professional Services Fee $0.00
(See Schedule 1, Section B)

Software Annual Maintenance Fee $5,000.00
(See Schedule 1, Section C)
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CUSTOMER INFORMATION

Customer Name:
Address:

Attention:

Telephone Number:

Customer®s Designhated Site

Designated Site:

Address:

Billing Address:

Attention:

Telephone:

Shipping Address:

(1T different from above)

Attention:
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Bitco Software, LLC

City of Lake Stevens, Washington
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Bitco Software, LLC

PROPRIETARY SOFTWARE LICENSE AGREEMENT

Bitco Software, LLC
TERMS AND CONDITIONS

1. LICENSE. Bitco Software hereby grants to Customer a non-exclusive, non-
transferable license (the '"License') to use the Licensed Program and Licensed
Materials on the Designated Site, identified on Page 2 of this Agreement,
subject to the terms and conditions contained herein. The term of this license
is perpetual, commencing upon acceptance of this Agreement by Bitco Software.

This Agreement, the Licensed Program and Licensed Materials, to which it
applies, may not be assigned, sub licensed, or transferred by the Customer
without prior written consent from Bitco Software, which will not be
unreasonably withheld nor delayed.

2. USE. Bitco Software, shall be responsible for the delivery of the Licensed
Program(s) together with the documentation. The Customer shall be exclusively
responsible for the supervision, management and control of its use of the
Licensed Program(s), including without limitation; (i) assuring proper machine
configurations, audit controls and operating methods: (ii) establishing adequate
backup plans, based on alternative procedures and access to qualified
programming personnel; and (iii) implementing sufficient recovery procedures and
checkpoints to satisfy its requirements for security and accuracy of input, as
well as, system restart and recovery in the event of a malfunction.

The Licensed Program and Licensed Materials may be used only in the furtherance
of the internal operations of the Customer, its sub agencies and commissions or
its wholly owned or majority owned subsidiaries. In no event shall the Licensed
Program be used to process information by or for the benefit of third parties.

The Customer may, from time to time, change the Designated Site and/or the
location thereof to any computer site of the Customer or a subsidiary, provided
that in each case the Customer gives timely written notice thereof to Bitco
Software, LLC. During the term of this Agreement, and at any given time, the
Customer is authorized to use the Licensed Program on only one (1) of the
Customer™s computers and intended backup computer.

The Customer may not copy or otherwise reproduce the Licensed Program, or any
part thereof (except such copying, strictly limited in number, as is essential
for system backup, testing, maintenance or recovery purposes). The Customer may
reproduce the Licensed Materials solely for its own internal use provided that
all titles, trademarks, trade names, copyright notices, and other proprietary
notices of Bitco Software, are retained.

3. CONFIDENTIALITY. The ideas and the expressions hereof contained in the
Licensed Program and Licensed Materials are confidential, proprietary
information and trade secrets that the Customer will receive in confidence
unless and only to the limited extent required by Washington state statutes
governing the release of public records. The Customer shall not in any manner or
form disclose, provide or otherwise make available, in whole or in part, any
Licensed Program and/or Licensed Material to any third parties except for
Customer”s employees and consultants who are bound by appropriate non-
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Bitco Software, LLC

disclosures. The obligations expressed within this Section 3 shall survive
termination of this Agreement.

The Parties acknowledge and agree that all Parties™ information that is marked
"Confidential', except as specified below, that comes to be known by reason of
work under this Agreement, is confidential to each Party and will not be
disclosed to unauthorized third parties. The Parties will use the same standard
of care, and will bind their employees, agents or representatives to such
standard, to prevent disclosure of such confidential information as each uses to
protect its own confidential information and trade secrets. Information received
by either Party under this Agreement will not be considered confidential if the
information: (&) is not marked "Confidential™; (b) is known to the other Party
or is iIn the other Party"s possession at the time of executing this Agreement;
(c) is in the public domain at the time of disclosure; (d) is independently
developed by the other Party; or (e) is disclosed to the other Party by a third
party with written approval of the first Party.

The obligations expressed within this Section 3 shall survive termination of
this Agreement.

4. WARRANTIES. Bitco Software warrants that (i) it may lawfully grant the
license, (ii) neither the Licensed Program or Licensed Materials, or the use
thereof within the scope of the License, infringes a patent or copyright or is
claimed to be a trade secret of any person who has not consented to the granting
of the License, (iii) at the time of installation, and for so long thereafter as
Customer pays Maintenance Fees hereunder, the Licensed Program, will conform to
applicable printed documentation (i.e., all Licensed Materials, including User
Guides and Reference Manuals) delivered by Bitco Software to the Customer; (iv)
neither the Licensed Program nor the Licensed Materials contain any virus, time
bomb mechanism or other software or code that can disable or adversely affect
any and all of the Licensed Program or the Licensed Materials or destroy any
data or other software; and (v) both the Licensed Program and the Licensed
Materials are Year 2000 Compliant. THE FOREGOING WARRANTY IS IN LIEU OF ALL
OTHER WARRANTIES, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, THE IMPLIED
WARRANTIES OF TITLE, MERCHANTABILITY, AND FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE. No
employee or agent of Bitco Software is authorized to give a greater or different
warranty.

5. INDEMNIFICATION. Bitco Software, at its own expense, will defend and
indemnify against any action brought against the Customer based on a claim that
any Licensed Program infringed a United States patent, copyright or trademark
provided that (i) Bitco Software, shall be notified promptly in writing by the
Customer of any notice of such claim; (ii) Bitco Software, shall have the sole
control of the defense of any action on such claim and all negotiations for its
settlement or compromise; and (iii) the Customer shall permit Bitco Software, at
Bitco Software, option and expense, either to procure for the Customer the right
to continue using the Licensed Program or modify the Licensed Program so that it
becomes non-infringing.

6. LIABILITY. Except as provided for in Section 5 above, Bitco Software,
liability for damages to the Customer for any cause whatsoever, and regardless
of the form of action, shall be limited to the License Fees paid by the Customer
hereunder with respect to the affected Licensed Program. In no event will Bitco
Software, be liable for any lost profits, goodwill, or other consequential,
special or indirect damages suffered by the Customer in connection with or
arising from the performance of the Licensed Program, even if Bitco Software,

4 of 10



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
ATTACHMENT 1 Page 139

Bitco Software, LLC

has been advised of the possibility of such damages or for any claim against the
Customer by any other party.

7. MAINTENANCE PLAN. Upon due and punctual payment of the applicable Maintenance
Fees, the Customer shall receive:

New Releases: From time to time Bitco Software, may issue modified or enhanced
versions of the Licensed Program, herein referred to as a "New Release', and
will provide the Customer with one (1) complete copy of such New Release and one
(1) copy of the documentation updates. Following shipment of the New Release
materials, the previous release shall remain "current" for purposes hereof, for
a period of six (6) months: thereafter only the New Release will be current. New
Releases will only be issued to Customers who have a current Maintenance Plan in
effect. Bitco Software shall have no obligation hereunder to furnish the
Customer with separately priced components to a Licensed Program or Licensed
Materials except as explicitly described in this License Agreement, unless
Customer has entered into an additional License Agreement for such separately
priced components. Bitco Software, LLC shall continue to provide maintenance to
the Licensed Program so long as it continues to make the Licensed Program
commercially available.

Service: Upon receipt of written notice (e-mail acceptable) from the Customer
specifying failures or errors found in a Licensed Program, and upon receipt of
such additional information as Bitco Software, may request, Bitco Software, will
act in an expeditious manner to correct defects in the current release of such
Licensed Program, as long as it has not been substantially altered by Customer.
Bitco Software, will provide telephone support services during normal business
hours. Monday through Friday (9:30 AM - 5:00 PM, Pacific Standard Time). Bitco
Software, is not obligated to perform investigation and/or correction of defects
found by Bitco Software, to be in other than a current release, which has not
been substantially altered by the Customer.

The Maintenance Plan shall be automatically renewed on an annual basis and the
Customer shall pay therefore according to the then current Maintenance Fee,
unless the Customer elects to cancel the annual renewal of the Maintenance Plan,
effective upon any anniversary date of the commencement of the Maintenance Plan,
by providing written notice to Bitco Software, no less than thirty (30) days
prior to such anniversary date. Bitco Software, shall deliver to Customer an
invoice no less than sixty (60) days prior to such anniversary date. Such
invoice shall be due and payable within 60 days. Customer may elect at the
execution of this Agreement, or upon any anniversary date hereof, to purchase a
Multi-Year Maintenance Plan by paying in advance to Bitco Software, LLC
maintenance fees for two or more years and receiving a maintenance prepayment
discount of 10% (ten percent).

Bitco Software, in its sole discretion, shall establish Maintenance Fees payable
under this Section. Notwithstanding the above, for the first three years after
contract execution, the annual Maintenance Fees shall not be increased. For
years thereafter, any Maintenance Fee increases shall be limited to the percent
change in the U.S. Department of Labor Consumer Price Index (CPI1-U) for the
calendar year prior to the renewal date of the Maintenance Plan.

8. PAYMENT. All Product License and Services Fees outlined on Page 1 of this
Agreement are due and payable as described in Schedule 1, Section D (“"Payment
Terms™). All other fees and charges hereunder are due and payable in full upon
receipt of Bitco Software, invoice by Customer. There shall be added to all
charges hereunder (i) all reasonable shipping, handling, travel and other
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Bitco Software, LLC

reasonable out-of-packet expenses incurred by Bitco Software, in connection with
this Agreement or its performance; and (ii) amounts equal to any taxes paid or
payable by Bitco Software, however designated, levied, or based on this
Agreement, or on any Licensed Program or Licensed Materials, its charges or its
use, including without limitation, any value-added, royalty, federal, state or
local sales, use, and property taxes, and any taxes or amounts in lieu thereof,
exclusive, however, of taxes based on the net income of Bitco Software. Customer
will be charged interest at the rate of one and one-half percent (1-1/2%) per
month on all sums hereunder which remain unpaid thirty (30) days after due, with
such interest to commence on the due date.

9. GENERAL. The Customer acknowledges that he has read this Agreement,
understands 1t and agrees to be bound by all terms and conditions hereof. All
subsequent modifications, amendments, and waivers to this Agreement must be by
written instrument, executed by authorized representatives of the parties
hereto. In the event that any provision under this Agreement shall be deemed
illegal or otherwise unenforceable by any applicable statute or rule of law,
such provision shall be omitted and the entire Agreement shall not fail on
account thereof and the remainder of the Agreement shall continue in full force
and effect. No waiver of any breach of any provision of this Agreement shall
constitute a waiver of any other breach of any other provision hereof. Bitco
Software, LLC shall not be liable for delay or failure to perform its
obligations herein set forth if such delay or failure is due to any cause or
condition beyond its reasonable control. This Agreement shall be binding upon
and inure to the benefit of any successor of the Customer, who, whether by
merger, purchase, or otherwise, acquires all or substantially all of the assets
or business of the Customer.

Both parties agree that neither party shall solicit or hire the other party"s
employees involved directly in the relationship established by this Agreement as
an employee or as a consultant in the same geographical region. This provision
shall remain in effect until one (1) year has passed since the date the last
services were provided by Bitco Software to Customer. Both parties recognize
that their employees are valuable resources whose loss may be damaging to their
respective businesses, and therefore, violation of this restriction shall result
in the violating party making an immediate restitution payment of $250,000 to
the other, payable within 30 days of the start date of the hired employee or
consultant.

All notices and other communications hereunder shall be by written instrument
and shall be deemed given upon certified mailing with return receipt, addressed
to the party to be notified at the address set forth on Page 2 of this
Agreement, or to Bitco Software LLC.

This Agreement is governed and construed by the laws of the State of Washington.

This Agreement, including all Addenda, attached hereto, represents the complete
and exclusive statement of the agreements between the parties and supersedes all
prior agreements and representations between them. In the event of conflict
between general Terms and Conditions, Schedule 1 and the Addenda, the following
order of precedence shall apply: Schedule 1, Addenda, Terms and Conditions. This
Agreement s binding upon the parties upon execution by Customer and acceptance
by Bitco Software.

6 of 10



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
ATTACHMENT 1 Page 141

Bitco Software, LLC

Accepted By:

City of Lake Stevens, Washington Bitco Software, LLC

By By
(Authorized Signature) (Authorized Signature)
Cory Jorgensen, President
(Name and Title) (Name and Title)
(Date) (Date)
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Bitco Software, LLC

PROPRIETARY SOFTWARE LICENSE AGREEMENT

Bitco Software, LLC

SCHEDULE 1

City of Lake Stevens, Washington
Product Pricing, Configuration and Service Schedule

A. Licensed Program(s): License Fee

Application: PermitTrax™ Suite No Cost
Database: SQL Server
Licensed number of Users: Unlimited
Total License Fees (after all applicable discounts): No Cost
Note that the Customer is fully responsible for providing the relational
database management software and other third party software and systems
required for the operation of the Bitco Software, system.
B. Professional Services:
Service provided under this contract:
Implementation
Bitco Software agrees to design and implement new consoles for
client until go-live. This includes Document Design, Scripting and
Data Entry.
Data Conversion
Bitco Software Agrees to provide data conversions that will import
data into the application. This includes an Assessor conversion of
parcel and address data.

Reports

Bitco Software agrees to provide custom reports where canned reports
will not meet the needs of the client.

Training

Bitco Software will provide training to use the application.
After the completion of these professional services and customer goes LIVE
and is using the application to transact normal business, all Professional

Services will be at then-current-hourly rate.

Below are Estimated Milestones of Professional Services:
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Bitco Software, LLC
Contract Execution through Week 3:

Information gathering by Bitco Software for Implementation, Data
Conversion and Reports.

Week 4 through Week 8:

Data Conversion Delivered to Client for Review and sign off at end
of week 8.

Week 9 through Week 12:

Console Designs, Documents and Scripting for Review and sign off at
end of week 12.

Week 13 through Week 16:
Testing by Client, Custom Reports, Final Changes and Training.

After Week 16, Set a GO Live Date with Client.

Data Conversion Fee: No Cost
Implementation Fee: No Cost

Total Professional Services (after all applicable discounts): $ 0.00

Software Maintenance Fee:

Application: PermitTrax™ Suite $5,000.00

Customer hereby purchases, as part of this Agreement, Software Maintenance
Plan, commencing upon contract execution and extending for a term of one
(1) year. Customer will pay a software maintenance fee equal to
($6,200.00) for this Software Maintenance Plan.

Payment Terms:

Due and payable upon contract execution:

15t Year Annual Maintenance Fee (Partial) $1,000.00
Total: $1,000.00 + Tax
Due and Payable by Jan 31°%, 2012
1St Year Annual Maintenance Fee (In Full) $4,000.00
2" Year Annual Maintenance Fee $5,000.00
Total: $9,000.00

License Fee Basis:
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Customer acknowledges that the License Fees described herein are based on
the number of 11S Servers of the Licensed Program. The license fee
described herein is based on an unlimited number of users.

Accepted By:

City of Lake Stevens, Washington Bitco Software, LLC

By By
(Authorized Signature) (Authorized Signature)
Cory Jorgensen, President
(Name and Title) (Name and Title)
(Date) (Date)
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Product Information

* PermitTrax™ Land Management Suite

“n

"Changing How Government and Software are Brought Together"

¢ PO Box 814

e Edmonds, WA 98020

e (425) 367-4016

e http://www.bitcosoftware.com
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PRODUCT INFORMATION

PermitTrax™ Land Management Suite

PermitTrax™ is a full featured web based land management solution for government agencies
used primarily in the tracking of Building, Planning, and Engineering permits as well as Business
License and Code Enforcement. PermitTrax™ is distributed as a full product suite with a
complete set of modules included in the purchase price. PermitTrax™ was designed from the
ground up utilizing Microsoft .NET technology. These technologies present the user with a rich,
full featured thin-client multi-document interface allowing the user to work on more than one
item at a time.

PermitTrax™ Land Management Suite provides some of the following functions:
e Tracking of multiple types of Permits, Licensing, and Code Enforcement
e Automating multiple processes
e Tracking the Review process
e Detail information for Inspections, Conditions and Requirements
e Automated fee calculations
e Track and associate permits to Parcels, Addresses and Contractors
e Cashier module for tracking financial transactions
e Attach any type of electronic file such as photos, documents, correspondents
e Ability to add different levels of messaging for easy inter-office communication
e Create and publish documents such as permits, letters, certificates, licenses
e Email notifications
e Full function reporting

e Easy to use interface
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ALL-INCLUSIVE ANNUAL SERVICE PLAN

We are offering an All-Inclusive Annual Service Maintenance Plan. This fee is offered at
an additional cost of $500.00 per month, paid annually or monthly in addition to your
annual maintenance contract.

What is the All-Inclusive Annual Service Plan?

It includes all requests for changes, modifications and additions to PermitTrax™ during
the service plan period. You will no longer have to budget for extra services. You will
no longer ask the question “How Much will it cost to do this?” It’s all included.

Here is a list of some of the services included:
e New Permit Type Design and Implementation
e New Custom Reports
e Fee Modifications and Scripting
e Add/ Modify Custom Documents
e Implement newly developed application features
e Screen Modifications
e SQL Queries to extract custom data

There is no limit to modifications or additions of any sort. You want to add a new permit
type? It’s included!

Why would we do this?

We want to provide an application that our customers can use so they can better serve
their current customers while making your internal processes more efficient. As the
application evolves with new modifications, updates and improvements; the services you
provide change, the internal design of PermitTrax™ should do so as well, without
breaking the budget. We find that the ability to do your job in an efficient manner and
providing great service to your clients shouldn’t be defined by the amount of money it
takes to create those processes when they already exist.

It reminds us here at Bitco Software of times when we go places and want to do
something out of the ordinary, but told that we can’t because “There just isn’t a button for
it”.
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“DOING IT DIFFERENT!”

At Bitco Software, we do things different. Here are a few examples.
Application Design

PermitTrax™ is a 100% browser based application, which means that the application is
accessed completely through a web browser such as Microsoft Internet Explorer on the
client machine. There are no application modules installed on the client machine, which
makes the application easier to maintain for the IT department. Since the application runs
through a web browser, it is easy to give access to users located outside the agencies
network. Also, there is no need for a special wireless module for completing field
inspections, as it can be easily setup with a laptop and air card for full access over the
internet.

Technology

Utilizing Microsoft technologies, we are able to focus on the strengths of Microsoft
products, services and support. The complete PermitTrax™ Suite is developed using
Microsoft.NET technology. PermitTrax™ utilizes Microsoft SQL Server for data storage.
Once setup, SQL Server is a low maintenance system, which creates less management for
an agencies IT department. PermitTrax™ can run on SQL Server enterprise or the freely
distributed SQL Express edition, which is great for the smaller agencies.

Purchase Price

PermitTrax™ is priced competitively using a per server model instead of per user. Since
the application runs through a web server, it seems illogical to charge per user. While our
competitors are charging for add on modules, we include those modules and features with
the licensed application. Some of our competitors charge on a per user basis, which they
then calculate the annual maintenance based on your users. Some even base your
maintenance fees on your population. At Bitco Software, we charge the same flat rate for
maintenance for each customer.

Product Packaging

PermitTrax™ is packaged as a Land Management Suite. All features, upgrades and new
modules are included in the price when you purchase the licensed application. There is no
need to purchase new features as they become available - they are already included.

Low Maintenance

The PermitTrax™ product suite is a very friendly IT application. The application is
installed only on one server. As updates become available, maintenance is achieved with
a few clicks to install the latest version. Once installed, your whole client base is now
using the latest version.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PEOPLE

Bitco Software’s management team provides 12+ years experience developing
software solutions for government and private institutions. Our project leaders,
management and staff integrate with our customers creating a long lasting
relationship. Bitco Software strives to create a unified team environment so we
can clearly understand your business processes to apply our tactical methods of
implementation to get the job done right the first time.

Bitco Software has a vision of helping bring software and government together.
Your assessment team can be rest assured that our knowledgeable team will
provide the best service anyone can offer.

PRODUCT

Bitco Software is a leading software developer in the e-government market. e-
Government (short for electronic government, also known as e-gov, digital
government, online government or transformational government) is a diffused
neologism used to refer to the use of information and communication technology
to provide and improve government services, transactions and interactions with
citizens, businesses, and other arms of government.

The primary delivery models of e-Government can be divided into:
e Government-to-Citizen or Government-to-Customer (G2C)
e Government-to-Business (G2B)
e Government-to-Government (G2G)
e Government-to-Employees (G2E)
Within each of these interaction domains, four kinds of activities take place:

e pushing information over the Internet, e.g.: regulatory services, general
holidays, public hearing schedules, issue briefs, notifications, etc.
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e two-way communications between the agency and the citizen, a business,
or another government agency. In this model, users can engage in dialogue
with agencies and post problems, comments, or requests to the agency.

e conducting transactions, e.g.: lodging tax returns, applying for services
and grants.

e governance, e.g.: online polling, voting, and campaigning.

It is convenient and cost-effective for businesses, and the public benefits by
getting easy access to the most current information available without having to
spend time, energy and money to get it. E-government helps simplify processes
and makes access to government information more easily accessible for public
sector agencies and citizens.

For example, the Indiana Bureau of Motor Vehicles simplified the process of
certifying driver records to be admitted in county court proceedings. Indiana
became the first state to allow government records to be digitally signed, legally
certified and delivered electronically by using Electronic Postmark technology.
In addition to its simplicity, e-democracy services can reduce costs. Alabama
Department of Conservation & Natural Resources, Wal-Mart and NIC developed
an online hunting and fishing license service utilizing an existing computer to
automate the licensing process. More than 140,000 licenses were purchased at
Wal-Mart stores during the first hunting season and the agency estimates it will
save $200,000 annually from service.

The anticipated benefits of e-government include efficiency, improved services,
better accessibility of public services, and more transparency and accountability.

E-government allows citizens to interact with computers to achieve objectives at
any time and any location, and eliminates the necessity for physical travel to
government agents sitting behind desks and windows. Improved accounting and
record keeping can be noted through computerization, and information and forms
can be easily accessed, equaling quicker processing time. On the administrative
side, access to help find or retrieve files and linked information can now be stored
in databases versus hardcopies stored in various locations. Individuals with
disabilities or conditions no longer have to be mobile to be active in government
and can be in the comfort of their own homes.

PRIMARY CONTACT

Cory Jorgensen - President of Bitco Software, LLC



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
ATTACHMENT 2 Page 151

PO Box 814

Edmonds, WA 98020

Phone: (425) 367-4016

E-Mail: cjorgensen@bitcosoftware.com

COMPANY

Bitco Software LLC
Privately Owned Limited Liability Company formed in the state of Washington.

HEADQUARTERS

Edmonds, WA 98020

Bitco software is located in the City of Edmonds, Washington. All project
coordination is completed through this office.

LENGTH IN BUSINESS

Bitco Software LLC was established in December 2002.

MANAGEMENT BELIEFS

Bitco Software is dedicated to providing the industries best customer service,
support and product so we can insure our customers’ business visions and goals.
We recognize our customers as the foundation, creating a long lasting relationship
to help propel our products and services into the future as technologies change
and evolve.
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COMPANY EXPERIENCE

City of Edmonds, Washington
Address: 121 5th. Avenue North, Edmonds, Washington 98020
Phone: (425) 771-0220

Solutions Provided:
Permit Tracking Solution:

The Bitco Software PermitTrax™ Land Management Suite was implemented in the
Community Development Department tracking all land use applications. These include
Planning, Building, Engineering Permits, and Code Enforcement. Currently the City of
Edmonds processes approximately 400+ permits monthly.

Citizen Connect™ Public Access:

The Bitco Software Citizens Connect™ Module was added to the cities website for
citizen access to view the status of a permit. Also available is the ability to apply for
permits online.

San Luis Obispo County, California
Address: 1050 Monterey St., San Luis Obispo, CA 93408
Phone: (805) 781-5285

Solutions Provided:
Permit Tracking Solution:

The Bitco Software PermitTrax™ Land Management Suite was implemented in the
Public Works Department. These include Encroachment, Transportation, Road Closure
and Adopt-A-Road permits.

City of Arlington, Washington
Address: 238 N. Olympic Ave, Arlington, WA 98223
Phone: (360) 403-3445

Solutions Provided:
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Permit Tracking Solution:

The Bitco Software PermitTrax™ Land Management Suite is implemented in the
Community Development Department tracking all land use applications. These include
Planning, Building, Code Enforcement, Public Works and Utilities Permits.

City of North Bend, Washington
Address: 211 Main Ave N, North Bend, Washington 98045
Phone: (425) 888-7631

Solutions Provided:
Permit Tracking Solution:

The Bitco Software PermitTrax™ Land Management Suite is implemented in the
Community Development Department tracking all land use applications. These include
Planning, Building and Public Works Permits.

City of Black Diamond, Washington
Address: 24301 Roberts Drive, Black Diamond, WA 98010
Phone: (360) 886-2560

Solutions Provided:
Permit Tracking Solution:

The Bitco Software PermitTrax™ Land Management Suite was implemented in the
Community Development Department tracking all land use applications. These include
Planning, Building, Engineering Permits, Business License and Code Enforcement.

Citizen Connect™ Public Access:

The Bitco Software Citizens Connect™ Module was added to the cities website for
citizen access to view the status of a permit. Future implementation is in progress to
enable the online features for permit issuance and payment over the web.



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
ATTACHMENT 2 Page 154

PermitTrax™

This is the core of our Land Management Suite used for all day-to-day tracking purposes.
Administrator

Used to customize the PermitTrax™ application and to design the permitting process.
Cashier

The cashier module can be separated from the permit fees through the cashier module for
easy processing of payments.

Reports

Many canned reports exists in the system that can be filtered down to provide an endless
set of reports and data. Custom reports can be added to the system that canned reports
don’t meet.

Inspections

Easy functionality for inspectors to enter inspection comments. Adds the ability for
scheduling of inspections.

Mobile Access

Quick easy access to permit inspections with very little HTML overhead for updating
inspections in the field for use with mobile devices.
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DATABASE

The PermitTrax™ Land Management Suite uses Microsoft SQL Server to store the
application data using a relational database schema. Microsoft SQL Server is a logical
choice to storing data as it is an easy to use and maintain database application and
requires little maintenance once setup and installed. Microsoft SQL Server works
seamlessly within a Microsoft client/server infrastructure.

Low Cost option:

Microsoft also provides SQL Server Express, which is a no-cost option with the full
functionality of the full version with only a limitation on concurrent connections.

MOBILE COMPUTING

Since PermitTrax™ is a web based application no special applications or hardware are
required for real-time mobile transactions. Basically, PermitTrax™ is Mobile Ready.

PUBLIC ACCESS

Bitco Software provides a public access application called Citizens Connect™ that links
the PermitTrax™ Land Management Suite to the public. This module is customizable as
to what the citizen can view by an administrator. Citizens Connect™ also allows for
simple permits to be applied for over the internet, paid for and issued.

IMPLEMENTATION

Bitco Software provides a proven approach to a system implementation. We take a lot of
the hassle out of the data entry into the PermitTrax™ system. We do not want to take
you away from your clients so we provide that process for you. We help you gather the
information you need and discuss the many possibilities to customizing the system to fit
your current business processes. We believe that we are experts at what we do and we
should help you be the expert at what you do. Below is a systematic procedure we use to
implement the PermitTrax™ Land Management Solution and is usually a 4 — 6 month
process.

Step 1: Analysis

We will meet with you to analyze how you do business, create a plan and gather
data to start customizing your permits and processes. At this time we will install
the software and train your project leader.



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
ATTACHMENT 2 Page 156

Step 2: Implementation

We take what we received from you during the analysis of your business process
and configure the system to meet your needs. We do this in our offices in
Edmonds, Washington. We send periodic updates to be imported and reviewed in
a test environment.

Step 3: Completed Implementation Testing

Once all elements of the implementation step are tested, we go through a mock-
live test phase to make sure that everything converts correctly, designed to your
specifications and all processes work as designed. We use this stage to train the
rest of your staff on how to use the application and the processes that are
implemented.

Step 4: Go Live

Once the implementation process is complete and the configuration has been
validated for accuracy then we move all the information into a LIVE
environment. On the GO-LIVE date our staff is available on-site to help with any
questions with the new system.

Step 5: POST GO LIVE

Post-Implementation and continuing support is an important part of a strong and
lasting relationship with our clients. Bitco Software understands that problems
and issues can arise when a new system is implemented. Bitco Software commits
to providing the support, resources and knowledge to assist your staff before,
during and after the system goes live.

MAINTENANCE

Bitco Software’s annual maintenance fee covers all bug fixes, enhancements to the
product, telephone tech support and all upgrades. You will be notified if there is an
update available, what is new in that update, and how you can retrieve it. There are
currently four Releases a year at the end of each quarter.

Since Bitco Software’s PermitTrax™ Land Management Suite is web-based, the
maintenance is very easy. Your IT staff just downloads the new installation files and
installs them on the server. The next time you run PermitTrax™, you will have all the
new changes automatically. You do not have to go from computer to computer to install
these changes.

One of our goals at Bitco Software is to keep things easy. We handle all the technical
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problems and convert them into easy steps so a non-technical person can understand
them. We listen to our customers and track the questions that are asked; we then assess
those questions, and then change our product or procedures to eliminate the confusions.

DATA CONVERSIONS

Bitco Software is dedicated to making sure that we do everything to make your job easier
and the implementation process goes smooth. We can develop an application that makes
it easy for you to convert your old permit data into our database as well as parcel, address
and contractor data. This application is our Data Conversion Utility and is custom built
for your specific data conversions. With only three clicks of a button, the conversion
process starts and is completely automated.

To complete a data conversion, we need to get the data from you in an easy to read
format such as an ASCI|I text file that is delimited, or a Microsoft Access database. Our
conversion team will help you from the start to the end. If a conversion is part of the
service agreement, the conversion application is part of the PermitTrax™ Suite and is
covered under your annual maintenance agreement. If your assessor’s office changes the
format of your conversion, we will gladly modify this custom application to meet those
changes.

SUPPORT

Technical Support is provided at regular business hours between 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM
PST. This includes Telephone and E-Mail support. We currently use WebEXx to provide
remote support for our customers.

PROJECT TEAM LEAD

Bitco Software believes that we must work in a team environment with all of our projects
and your staff. Cory Jorgensen, Chief Executive Officer of Bitco Software, will act as
the Project Team Lead.

Position:
Chief Executive Officer
Summary:

Mr. Jorgensen has 20+ years of experience developing software including
development on permit tracking solutions before starting Bitco Software.
Using this knowledge lead him and his team to create the PermitTrax™
Land Management Suite. To further his knowledge and provide the best
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possible software Mr. Jorgensen has added Microsoft Certifications to
make a long-lasting foundation in an ever changing technological world.

Project Responsibilities:

Project Team Lead

Oversight to Software Development

Coordination between customer and Bitco Software technical team
Manage all technical aspects of implementation

Data Conversion Oversight

Business Analyst

Technical Skills/ Qualifications

Project Manager
Application Developer
Database Admin

Microsoft Certified Application Developer
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Product Screen Shots
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LAKE STEVENS CITY COUNCIL

i e STAFF REPORT
LAKE STEVENS

Council Agenda Date: 27 June 2011

Subject: Authorize Interlocal Agreement with Snohomish Conservation District for Support Services

Contact Mick Monken Budget Impact: TBD
Per son/Department: Public Works

RECOMMENDATION(S)/ACTION REQUESTED OF COUNCIL: Authorize the Mayor to
executethe IL A with Snohomish Conservation District.

SUMMARY/BACKGROUND: Snohomish Conservation District (District) can be used to provide
support services to the City for tasks and projects that are associated with natural resources. Services
provided by the District can include NPDES compliance, watershed management, localized flooding,
wetland management, low impact development, and drainage control.

The District was formed about 20 years prior to the City’s incorporate. As such, the residents of the City
have been included in this District and pay an annual fee of $5/year. Some of the costs associate with
using the District may be offset through the portion of the fees collected by the District from citizens of
the City of Lake Stevens.

In 2010, the District used its resources, at no cost to the City, to prepare and assist the City in submitting a
DOE grant for a Low Impact Development demonstration project for the City’s shop site. The City was
awarded a total grant of $117,431 (which includes a 25% match). The match of $29,400 is expected to
come from City and District direct staff costs. This project is approved for 2011-2013 and would be the
first expected services under this ILA. With this project, and others with the District, a scope of services
would be prepared and agreed upon by both parties. This would define the project, roles, finances, and
timing. It is anticipated that most services with the District would be through grant and direct staff costs
so no special budget line would be necessary.

APPLICABLECITY POLICIES: NA

BUDGET IMPACT: TBD in the development of a scope of service. Anticipated to be within
current existing budget.

ATTACHMENTS:

» Exhibit A: DRAFT ILA
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EXHIBIT A

INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT
BETWEEN
CITY OF LAKE STEVENS
AND
SNOHOMISH CONSERVATION DISTRICT
FOR JOINT OR COOPERATIVE SERVICES

April 1, 2011 through December 31, 2015

This Interlocal Agreement (hereinafter "Agreement") is entered into by and between the
City of Lake Stevens (hereinafter "City"), a political subdivision of the State of Washington, and
the Snohomish Conservation District (hereinafter "District"), a Washington municipal
corporation established pursuant to Chapter 89.08 RCW.

WHEREAS, the District was established pursuant to Chapter 89.08 RCW to undertake a
variety of activities relating to the conservation, management, and sustainability of natural
resources; and

WHEREAS, the District and City are authorized pursuant to the Interlocal Cooperation
Act, Chapter 39.34 RCW, to enter into agreements with one another for joint or cooperative
action; and

WHEREAS, the District’s boundaries include all of the City; and

WHEREAS, for over 60 years the District has assisted landowners and local governments
as they face resource management challenges relating to water quality and other natural resource
issues; and

WHEREAS, increasing demands for resource management programs, resulting from
more stringent regulations, urban development pressures, and public interest and awareness, has
put a strain on both District and City financial resources; and

WHEREAS, the District has outlined long term goals and objectives in its Long Range
Plan; and

WHEREAS, the District and City provide services for conserving and managing the
City’s natural resources; and

WHEREAS, the District and City recognize the need to continually refine and coordinate
their respective long and short term goals, objectives, and programs for managing and

conserving the City’s natural resources; and

NOW, THEREFORE, the District and City mutually agree as follows:
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I. PURPOSE
A. The recitals set forth above are incorporated herein by this reference.

B. The purpose of this agreement is to establish and define the terms and conditions for
the cooperative efforts to be undertaken by the city and the district to promote, facilitate, and
undertake certain conservation programs and activities.

C. This Agreement shall be implemented through an annual scope of work as provided in
Articles VI and VIL

II. DURATION OF AGREEMENT

A. This Agreement shall commence on April 1, 2011 and terminate December 31, 2015,
unless otherwise modified or terminated in accordance with the terms of this Agreement.

B. The activities described in Appendix 1-2011 that are performed after April 1, 2011,
shall be eligible for funding under this Agreement.

III. FUNDING

Funds for the resource management and conservation programs provided for in this
Agreement shall be from the City. The District and City shall endeavor to seek and obtain,
whenever possible, grants and other external funding sources to support the projects included in
the programs. In the event funding is not appropriated in the City budget this Agreement may be
suspended until funding becomes available, or at the option of either party, this Agreement may
be terminated as provided in Section VIII below.

IV. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE DISTRICT
A. Scope of Work

This Agreement shall be implemented through a scope of work. The City and District
shall negotiate a scope of work and budget for each year of this Agreement, which scope of work
and budget will coordinate and describe the conservation programs and activities to be
undertaken using funds from the City and District. The first annual scope of work and budget is
set out in Appendix 1-2011, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference, which
shall take effect on April 1, 2011. Subsequent annual scope of work and budget will be attached
to this Agreement labeled as Appendix 1-2012 (or subsequent year).

B. Future Scope of Work
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On or before December 1 of each year, the District will submit to the City, through the
Public Works Director, a proposed annual scope of work and budget that describes the District’s
conservation programs and activities proposed to be undertaken by the District with funds
obtained from the City in the succeeding year. The scope of work will be coordinated with City
conservation programs and activities. The District shall actively involve constituents and
partners in the development of proposed scope of work.

C. Program Reporting

On or before January 31 of each year, the District shall prepare and submit to the City,
through the Public Works Director, an annual report which shall summarize the work performed
and expenditures incurred during the preceding year for funding provided by the City and
evaluate the performance and results of the work performed. The reports shall also include, but
not be limited to, the following:

1. A description of work performed during the period and progress made to date.

2. A description of any adverse conditions that affected the program objectives and/or
time schedules, and actions taken to resolve them.

V. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE CITY
A. Cooperation with the District

The City shall assist the District in a timely manner in the preparation, review, and
modification of the scope of work, including accommodation of sensitive District timelines and
assistance in identifying and making plan modifications that are reasonably consistent with the
mission and goals of the District.

B. Payment of Billing Requests

The City shall provide payment within 30 days of an approved billing request submitted
by the District for work activities and expenditures identified by the agreed to scope of work and
budget.

VI. MAINTENANCE OF RECORDS

The District shall maintain all books, documents, receipts, invoices, and records,
including payroll records, necessary to sufficiently and properly reflect the expenditures
associated with this Agreement. The accounting records shall provide for a separate recording
and reporting of all receipts and expenditures. Financial records pertaining to matters authorized
by this Agreement are subject to inspection and audit by representatives of City or the State
Auditor upon request.

VII. AMENDMENTS AND MODIFICATIONS OF PROGRAM EXPENDITURES
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A. Changes in Approved Projects or Program Activities

The City, through the Public Works Director, must approve the removal, modification, or
addition of work identified in the annual scope of work.

B. Delays

Spending for some projects or program activities may be delayed because of extended
timeframes for obtaining supporting grant funds, holdups in the permit review/approval
processes, or other unforeseen circumstances. Variations in the scope of work or budget for these
reasons shall be documented between the District and the City.

VIII. TERMINATION

The City or District may terminate this agreement at any time with or without cause
providing 15 days advance notification in writing. In the event of termination the City shall pay
the District a pro-rated amount for work completed to the date of termination. All work product
shall be delivered to the City and shall become the property of the City.

IX. PROPERTY

Title to personal property purchased by the District in carrying out the scope of work
shall vest in the District.

X. GENERAL PROVISIONS
A. Notice

Except as set forth elsewhere in this Agreement, notice for purposes of this Agreement,
except service of process, shall be given by the District to the City by delivery to the Public
Works Director, 1812 Main Street; P.O. Box 257, Lake Stevens, WA 98258. Notice to the
District for purposes of this Agreement, except service of process, shall be given to the Chair of
the Board of Supervisors of the District and to the District Manager, 528 — 91* Ave. NE. Lake
Stevens, WA 98258.

B. Compliance with Laws

The District and the City shall comply with all federal, state, and local laws, statutes,
ordinances, rules and regulations applicable to the performance of this Agreement. The District
and the City agree to comply with all the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act and

all regulations interpreting or enforcing such act.

C. Indemnification
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The District and the City agree to protect, defend and hold harmless each other, its
elected and appointed officials, employees and agents, from and against all claims, demands and
causes of action of any kind or character, including any cost of defense and attorney’s fees,
arising out of any actions, errors or omissions of the other party, its officials, employees and
agents in performing this Agreement except for those arising out of the sole negligence of the
other party.

D. Insurance

The City and the District shall each obtain and maintain at all times hereunder (i) a
commercial general liability insurance policy with a minimum policy limit of $1,000,000 per
occurrence and $1,000,000 combined single limit per occurrence, (ii) a minimum umbrella
coverage of $3,000,000 each occurrence and $5,000,000 annual aggregate, and (iii) errors and
omissions coverage including employment practices liability $1,000,000 per occurrence and
$1,000,000 annual aggregate. Each party’s policy shall provide that such policy shall not be
terminated or reduced without thirty (30) days prior notice to the other party. The City and the
District will provide a certificate of insurance to the other party evidencing the aforementioned
coverage. In the alternative either party to this agreement may fulfill the insurance obligations
contained herein by maintaining membership in and coverage provided by a self-insurance
program pursuant to Chapter 48.62 RCW. In this regard, the parties understand that the party to
this agreement who is a member of such program is not able to name the other party as an
“additional insured” under its coverage provided by the self-insurance program.

E. Non-assignment

The District shall not subcontract, assign or delegate any of the rights, duties or
obligations covered by this Agreement without prior express written approval by the City.

F. Independent Contractor

The District will perform the services under this Agreement as an independent contractor
and not as an agent, employee, or servant of the City. The parties agree that the District is not
entitled to any benefits or rights enjoyed by employees of the City. The District specifically has
the right to direct and control the District’s own activities in implementing the scope of work in
accordance with the terms of this Agreement. The City shall only have the right to ensure
performance.

G. Interlocal Cooperation Act

The parties agree that no separate legal or administrative entities are necessary in order to
carry out this Agreement. If determined by a court to be necessary for purposes of the Interlocal
Cooperation Act, Ch. 39.34 RCW, an administrator or joint board responsible for administering
the Agreement will be established by mutual agreement. Any real or personal property used by
either party in connection with this Agreement will be acquired, held, and disposed of by that
party in its discretion, and the other party will have no joint or other interest herein. No
partnership or joint venture between the parties is created by this Agreement.
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XI. MISCELLANEOUS

A. No obligation in this Agreement shall limit the District or the City in fulfilling its
responsibilities otherwise defined by law.

B. The City shall cause this Agreement to be filed or listed pursuant to RCW 39.34.040
with the Snohomish County Auditor.

XII. ENTIRETY OF AGREEMENT

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the City and the District and
supersedes all proposals, oral and written, and all other communication between the parties in
relation to the subject matter of this Agreement. No other agreement exists between the City and
the District with regards to the instant subject matter except as expressly set forth in this
instrument. Except as otherwise provided herein, no modification of this Agreement shall be
effective until reduced to writing and executed by both parties.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the
latest date written below.

SNOHOMISH CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Accepted and executed this day of ,2011

By:
Mark Craven, Chair
Snohomish Conservation District

City of Lake Stevens
Accepted and executed this day of ,2011

By:
Vern Little, Mayor
City of Lake Stevens

Approved to Form:

City Attorney
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LAKE STEVENS CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT
%y@c&
LAKE STEVENS

Council Agenda Date: 27 June 2011

Subject:  Authorize Contract Amendment to the Eurasian Water milfoil Control Program
(2011) — Implementation of Application Strategy Plan and Post Services

Contact Person: Mick Monken Budget Impact: $167,824.83
Department: Public Works

RECOMMENDATION(S)/ACTION REQUESTED OF COUNCIL: Authorize amendment to the
current contract with AquaTechnex, LLC to perform the implementation of Application Strategy
Plan and post servicesfor an amount of $167,824.83

SUMMARY/BACK GROUND: On 25™ April 2011 the City Awarded the Eurasian Watermilfoil Control
Program (2011) contract to AquaTechnex and authorized the development of the Application Strategy
Plan (ASP). This contract was for $11,500. The ASP has been completed and was presented to staff on
15 June 2011. The implementation of the ASP is the next phase in this project where the initial treatment
and public outreach for the removal of the milfoil is performed.

In preparing the ASP, AquaTechnex performed reconnaissance in mid May for the 2011 season. They
used the 2010 Snohomish County distribution map as a baseline. The consultant team used a combination
of visual observations using water penetrating glasses and video, spot diving, and point intercept
sampling using a sampling rake. The team covered the entire potential milfoil growth area (littoral zone)
of the lake. Milfoil growth was observed and sampled in a number of the areas within the lake. The
majority of the plant growth had emerged about 2 feet in length as of 20" of May. The dense areas were
mostly on the north shore area of the lake.

Using the field collected information, AquaTechnex developed treatment maps and the application
strategy (areas needing coverage, application rates, and methods of treatment). In brief, the recommended
application date is the week of 11 July 2011. Following the initial treatment, post review of the effects,
monitoring of concentrations levels, and the development of a post application treatment strategy will
follow. These post services are included in this proposed contract amendment. The cost for the initial
treatment is $155,684.22 with the balance $13,140.61 for the post services.

To date, the City has received an approval from the DOE for the Triclopyr treatment. The City’s DOE
grant funding limits expenditures after 1 July 2011. The permit limits the application dates from 15" July
through 31* October 2011. AquaTechnex has been in contact with DOE regarding the start date and
doesn’t foresee a problem with an application the week prior to the permit date since triclopyr does not
have limitation on the fish window which is the controlling factor in the permit application dates.

APPLICABLE CITY POLICIES: None

BUDGET IMPACT: $167,824.83 in this action. 2011 budgetis $18 5,000 including $75,0 00 D OE
grant. The total allocated budget including this action is $179,324.83 (under budget by $5,675.17)

ATTACHMENTS:
» Attachment A: Draft Professional Service Agreement
» Attachment B: Project Budget Status
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ATTACHMENT A

SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT NO. 1
TO
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT
FOR
CITY OF LAKE STEVENS
LAKE STEVENS EURASIAN MILFOIL CONTROL PROJECT

This Supplemental Agreement No. 1 is made and entered into on the day of
, 2011, between the City of Lake Stevens, hereinafter called the "City" and
AquaTechnex, LLC, hereinafter called the "Consultant."

WITNESSETH THAT:

WHEREAS, the parties hereto have previously entered into an Agreement for
preparation of an application strategy plan for the initial and post treatment follow up of
the control of Eurasian Milfoil in Lake Stevens, hereinafter called the "Project," said
Agreement being dated 29" April 2011; and

WHEREAS, both parties desire to supplement said Agreement, by expanding the Scope
of Services to provide for Phase I, implementation of the application strategy plan and
to amend the total amount payable for this Agreement,

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the terms, conditions, covenants and
performance contained herein or attached and incorporated, and made a part hereof,
the parties hereto agree as follows:

Each and every provision of the Original Agreement for Professional Services dated 29"
April 2011, shall remain in full force and effect, except as modified in the following
sections:

1. Article Il of the Original Agreement, "SCOPE OF SERVICES", shall be
supplemented to include the Scope of Services as described in Exhibit A1, attached
hereto and by this reference made part of this Supplemental Agreement No. 1.

2. Article 1V of the Original Agreement, "OBLIGATIONS OF THE CITY",
Paragraph 4.1 Payments, the third sentence is amended to include the additional
Consultant fee of $167,824.83 and shall read as follows: "....shall total payment under
this agreement exceed $179,324.83."
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The Total Amount payable to the Consultant is summarized as follows:

Original Agreement $11,500.00
Supplemental Agreement No.1 $167,824.83
Supplemental Agreement No.2 $0.00
Supplemental Agreement No.3 $0.00
Grand Total $179,324.83

3. Article Ill, Section 3.3 of the Original Agreement, "TIME OF
PERFORMANCE", is amended to provide that all work shall be completed within 90
days.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this SUPPLEMENTAL
AGREEMENT NO. 1 as of the day and year first above written.

CITY OF LAKE STEVENS AquaTechnex, LLS
By: By:

Mayor Its
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:
City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Lake Stevens City Attorney
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Exhibit A1

Scope of Services

LAKE STEVENS EURASIAN MILFOIL CONTROL PROJECT
IMPLEMENTATION OF APPLICATION STRATEGY PLAN
POST TESTING AND SURVEY AND TREATMENT STRATEGY
(PHASE 11, 1lI, IV, V)

Work shall consist of the following:

1.

Implementation of application strategy plan — this is the initial implementation of
the consultant's developed application strategy plan (initial treatment) of the
triclopyr treatment that includes labor, equipment, materials, permitting, meetings
with the City and Public, and other associated cost in the implementation of the
consultant’s developed application strategy plan. Treatment shall be Renovate
triclopyr. A copy of the application strategy plan is attached and incorporated
into this scope of services.

Post application testing (per test) — Testing will be performed for up to 16 weeks
at 4 locations, or as agreed to by the City prior to any testing, for a estimated 36
post application tests. The testing is to monitor the concentrations of triclopyr.

Post treatment survey — performance of a follow up visual survey of the entire
littoral area to determine the effectiveness of the initial treatment. The survey will
include post-survey GIS mapping.

Post treatment strategy plan — preparation of a draft and final post treatment
strategy plan. This includes labor, equipment, materials, permitting, meetings
with the City and Public, and other associated cost in the preparation of the post
treatment strategy plan. Consultant is responsible to determine what is needed
in the post treatment strategy plan to perform any required post treatment.
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ATTACHMENT 1

Application Strategy Plan
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AquaTechnex, LLC

PO Box 30824

) Bellingham WA, 98228
Presented to City of Lake Stevens for WwWw.aguatechnex.com

Consideration by
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Introduction

AquaTechnex was selected by the City of Lake Stevens to perform the first phase to implement the
Integrated Aquatic Vegetation Management Plan (IAVMP) to target the noxious aquatic weed Eurasian
Milfoil. During the summer of 2010, the Community went through the process of developing a IAVMP to
help begin the process of targeting the invasive aquatic weed Eurasian Milfoil. This noxious weed has
become a major problem to lake residents in many areas of the lake. The planning process included
developing maps outlining problem areas, looking at all control options and developing a plan and
budget for the next ten years to implement the plan. During the year 2011, the plan called for
applications with Triclopyr based aquatic herbicides and a few follow up tasks.

AguaTechnex has completed the first phase of this project for 2011, we have performed a survey to be
used in recommending a treatment strategy to the City. This report summarizes this effort and provides
those recommendations.

Mapping

The mapping work that was performed during the summer of 2010 by Snohomish County diver teams
provided an excellent starting point for the 2011 mission. Their teams surveyed the littoral area of the
lake and developed a map that showed approximately 135 acres of the 200 acre littoral area had some
level of Eurasian Milfoil present. They mapped densities as they moved around the lake, from dense to
sparse. While this information gives a good picture of conditions at that point, a survey is a snapshot of
what is occurring at the time it is conducted. Eurasian Milfoil is an aggressive aquatic weed that can
expand rapidly from year to year when conditions are advantageous and developing an accurate
treatment map requires an understanding of conditions at the point of treatment. As such, our team
undertook a review of the littoral zone of the lake to confirm conditions and develop treatment
recommendations to the City.

AquaTechnex biologists visited Lake Stevens on May 17th, 19th and 20th to perform reconnaissance and
begin to develop treatment maps for the 2011 season. The team utilized the 2010 Eurasian Milfoil
distribution maps developed by Snohomish County Water Resources Staff as a baseline for the
reconnaissance efforts. The team used a combination of visual observation using water penetrating
glasses, and point intercept sampling using a sampling rake. The team circumnavigated the entire
littoral zone of the lake during this time frame.

Eurasian Milfoil growth was observed and sampled in a number of areas within Lake Stevens during this
effort. The majority of the plant growth had emerged from the lake sediments and grown to a 1-2 foot
length as of May 20th. This was a uniform observation lake-wide.

We were able to locate milfoil plants in a number of areas that had been mapped as Dense or Moderate.
We also noted some expansion of the communities in areas mapped as sparse, primarily along the north
shoreline of the lake and into the Bay where the City Dock and Ramp are located.
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The information collected in this time frame provided a good picture of conditions on the North
Shoreline. We did not see heavy growth as mapped in 2010 on the eastern shoreline and did not
observed many plants in the western shoreline areas mapped.

As such we provided an interem report to the City and indicated that additional mapping work was
necessary a bit later in the spring growing season. AquaTechnex biologists returned to the lake the
weeds of May 31st, the week of June 6th and completed survey efforts on June 14th.

The team used a combination of DGPS mapping equipment, visual observation with polorized glasses,
underwater video, rake sampling system and diver observation to review these areas. Where Eurasian
Milfoil was observed, the team created polygons or point locations using Trimble GeoXT GPS receivers
and mapping data loggers. Trimble units work seamlessly with ArcGIS. These files were downloaded
from the unit, processed for differential correction to gain submeter accuracy and exported to ArcGIS as
shapefiles.

The shapefiles were used to create polygons based on the herbicide selected for this mission and the
recommended applicatation rates that the herbicide would be applied at. This allowed the team to
calculate acres and average depths to developed recommended treatment levels in terms of herbicide
delivered. This information was presented to the City at a planning meeting on June 15th.

Observations

The IAVMP developed last summer by consultants hired by the City recommended that the entire 200
acre littoral area of the lake be targeted with the aquatic herbicide active ingredient Triclopyr. This
herbicide is systemic and selective for Eurasian Milfoil so it was a good choice as a control option. The
cost proposed in this document though was not accurate for this approach. This herbicide is used based
on density of plants present, the water depths where treatments are to occur and the application rate is
also sensitive to the expected contact exposure time the plants would receive. For example, shallow
areas where dense plant beds and little water exchange that would remove or dilute the herbicide can
be treated at lower rates. Narrow bands of Milfoil on shorelines exposed to wind and water driven
currents where the herbicide might be expected to move out of the treatment area rapidly require a
higher application rate. As such, the cost provided for the recommended approach was not accurate for
Lake Stevens and proposals received by the City reflected that. The City prepared grant applications and
a budget based on the IAVMP as written last year.

The other condition that drives our recommendations is that there are large areas of the littoral area of
the lake mapped as sparse in the 2010 mapping effort that remain that way. Much of the western
shoreline are has little or no Eurasian Milfoil present. In many of the areas where the weed is present,
the densities are well below treatment thresholds.

Recommended approach

The Eurasian Milfoil populations in many areas of Lake Stevens are ready for treatment with Triclopyr.
Based on our survey, we have developed a map that shows recommended treatment areas in Lake
Stevens for the initial treatment during the Summer of 2011. We created treatment polygons based on
water depths and plant densities. Two general treatment polygons were created, the first is for shallow
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well protected treatment plots, the second is for deeper water and less protected areas of the lake. The
acres of each polygon were calculated using ArcGIS software and exported to a planning spreadsheet.
The planning spreadsheet was used by our team to develop a recommended application rate based on
depth and probable water exchange. It then was used to calculate an amount of herbicide to apply and
the cost of that material.

The map presented here shows the locations of the lake that are proposed for treatment in the initial
application. There are 126.01 acres of the lake littoral area that we are proposing be targeted with
Triclopyr herbicide. The spreadsheet attached also shows the calculations and amounts that will be
applied to each polygon when the treatment is approved and moves forward.

The formulation of Triclopyr that is recommended for this project will be Renovate OTF granular. This
product is a controlled release granular pellet delivery system for the herbicide. The granules are
broadcast over the treatment area in a uniform pattern and the amount applied to each polygon is
determined by expected water volume and exchange. A label for Renovate OTF is attached.

The recommended approach would have the following budget:

e Approximately 34,097 pounds of Renovate OTF would be applied. The agency pricing for this
product is $3.45 per pound for 2011 and the total cost would be $117,634.83 for materials

e The permit used for aquatic herbicide applications has a number of public notification
requirements prior to and on the day of treatment. The budget for performing this work would
be $1,800.00.

o The logistics involved in delivery and handling of this amount of Renovate both to the lake and
on the lake would be $3,500.00

e The herbicide application costs to apply the material are proposed at $19,500.00.

e The total proposed budget for the initial treatment of Lake Stevens then would be $142,434.83
plus the appropriate sales tax

The approach to application would be as outlined here.

The permit has been secured by the City of Lake Stevens from the Washington Department of Ecology.
The application of herbicide is governed by this document and the conditions in it. Initially, the cover
letter to this permit indicated that Lake Stevens had a fish timing window and herbicides could not be
applied prior to July 15th. We discussed this with Kathy Hamel as there is no fish timing requirement for
this particular herbicide statewide and she concluded that this was an oversight and we can follow the
fish timing window for Renovate, there are no timing restrictions.

The next step is to deliver a business and residential notice to all dwellings on the lake shoreline. This
permit conditions allows residents to be aware of the treatment and any water use restrictions well
before the application actually occurs. AquaTechnex team members delivered this notification the week
of June 20th. We also will update our treatment web site and we did provide that address on the
delivered notices.
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The next step will be to receive the herbicide for this project. The City has offered to allow deliver to a
city facility. We will schedule that to occur just prior to the treatment dates so as to minimize the time
this material is present there.

The City has requested that we perform this application on the week of July 11th. Our plan would be to
mobilize our teams to the lake on the 11th. We will perform the shoreline posting required by this
treatment permit on the 11th (weather permitting) and be staged to begin the actual application on July
12th. We are assigning a number of vessels to this project with the objective of getting the treatment
completed with minimal impact on lake users. It is expected that if conditions are good, that this
application can be completed in 1-2 working days on the lake.

The IAVMP has a monitoring requirement as well. The plan proposed sampling beginning two weeks
after completion of the applications. This herbicide will be released from the OTF pellets over a 24-48
hour window and absorbed by the target plants. Renovate then is broken down by the environment. In
many cases it is below detection at two weeks. More importantly, there is an irrigation restriction,
residents can't use lake water from treated areas until the herbicide levels are below a certain
concentration. This information is important to those that water from the lake or have water rights. We
would recommend sampling at four locations 48 hours post treatment. We will receive these results
within 48 hours of that sampling event. Based on those results, we would then collect a second set of
samples from those sites and follow that same procedure. As soon as levels drop below irrigation
thresholds we would publish the all clear for irrigation on our web site. The cost for this per sampling
event would be:

e $300.00 for travel, collection of samples and overnight shipping to lab
e 5$85.00 per sample for Triclopyr residue
e 5$640.00 per sampling event would be the total cost

The levels of Triclopyr present should drop to no detect fairly rapidly. Itis anticipated that following this
sampling approach, within 3-4 sampling events we would reach this level.

A post treatment evaluation should be completed by our biologists and the areas of the lake not
exhibiting densities requiring treatment early in the summer should be evaluated mid summer as well.
It is important to document the efficacy of the applications performed within treatment areas. There
may be areas that did not exhibit enough milfoil growth to target at the beginning of the summer that
will expand to the point where treatment might be considered later in 2011 or in the 2012 efforts.

Any questions on this should be addressed to Terry McNabb. Thank you for your consideration.



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
4

TR

o .




City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
Page 182

Renovate Shallow Zone

Renovate Deep Zones
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Acres
25.71
8.33
2.65
2.09
6.21

15.54
12.61
18.35
5.92
7.75
7.64
2.69
4.45
3.08
0.011
1.06
0.81
1.12

126.021

Rate

34
34
34
34
34

34
34
34
54
54
41
54
54
41
34
54
54
54

Depth

5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00

8.00
8.00
8.00
8.00
8.00
8.00
8.00
8.00
8.00
8.00
8.00
8.00
8.00

Pounds OTF
4,370.70
1,416.10

450.50
355.30
1,055.70

4,226.88
3,429.92
4,991.20
2,557.44
3,348.00
2,505.92
1,162.08
1,922.40
1,010.24
2.99
457.92
349.92
483.84

34,097.05

Cost

3.45
3.45
3.45
3.45
3.45

v n ununn

3.45
3.45
3.45
3.45
3.45
3.45
3.45
3.45
3.45
3.45
3.45
3.45
3.45
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Herbicide
Notification
Herbicide Log
Application

Subtotal

$ 15,078.92
S 4,885.55
S 1,554.23
S 1,225.79
S 3,642.17
S 26,386.64

S 14,582.74
S 11,833.22
S 17,219.64
S 8,823.17
$ 11,550.60
S 8,645.42
S 4,009.18
S 6,632.28
S 3,485.33
S 10.32
$ 1,579.82
S 1,207.22
S 1,669.25
S 91,248.19

117,634.83
1,800.00
3,500.00

19,500.00

v n unun

$ 142,434.83
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If in eyes « Hold eye open and rinse slowly and gently
with water for 15 - 20 minutes. Remove
contact lenses, if present, after the first
5 minutes, then continue rinsing eye.

« Call a poison control center or doctor for
treatment advice.

If on skin or | « Take off contaminated clothing.

clothing * Rinse skin immediately with plenty of water
for 15 - 20 minutes.

« Call a poison control center or doctor for
treatment advice.
Aquatic Sites: For control of emersed, submersed and it swallowed | « Cal _ | q
floating aquatic weeds in the following aquatic sites: imam: d?acx)tleslo nfc(n:rotrr]g:trrﬁgme; dc\)/riceoctor
ponds; lakes; reservoirs; marshes; wetlands; « Have persgn sip a glass of water if able to
impounded rivers, streams and other bodies of water swallow.
that are quiescent; non-irrigation canals, seasonal « Do not induce vomiting unless told to do so
irrigation waters and ditches which have little or no by a poison control center or doctor.
continuous outflow. » Do not give anything by mouth to an
unconscious person.
For use in New York State, comply with Section 24(c) _
Special Local Need labeling for Renovate® OTF, If inhaled * Move person to fresh air.
SLN NY-070004 « If person is not bre.athlng., .cgll 911 oran
) dient am?ulat:}ce, therk: give am::c;al resptl)qatlon,
Active Ingredient: preferably mouth-to-mouth if possible.
triclopyr: 3,5,6-trichloro-2-pyridinyloxyacetic acid, « Call a poison control center or doctor for
triethylamine salt. . ... 14.0% further treatment advice.
Other Ingredients. . ......... ... i, 86.0%
TOTAL . o 100.0% Have the product container or label with you when calling

Acid equivalent: triclopyr - 10.0%.

Keep Out of Reach of Children

a poison control center or doctor, or going for treatment.
In case of emergency endangering health or the environment
involving this product, call INFOTRAC at 1-800-535-5053.

CAUTION/PRECAUCION

Si usted no entiende la etiqueta, busque a alguien para que
se la explique a usted en detalle. (If you do not understand
the label, find someone to explain it to you in detail.)

Precautionary Statements

Hazards to Humans and Domestic Animals

Causes moderate eye irritation. Avoid contact with eyes
or clothing.

USER SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS

Users should:

* Wash hands before eating, drinking, chewing gum, using
tobacco or using the toilet.

* Remove clothing immediately if pesticide gets inside, then
wash thoroughly and put on clean clothing.

Notice: Read the entire label. Use only according to label
directions. Before using this product, read “ Warranty
Disclaimer”, “Inherent Risks of Use”, and “Limitation of
Remedies” at end of label booklet. If terms are unacceptable,
return at once unopened.

If you wish to obtain additional product information, please visit our
web site at www.sepro.com.

EPA Reg. No. 67690-42
FPL 011808

Renovate is a registered trademark of Dow AgroSciences LLC.
Manufactured by: SePRO Corporation 11550 North Meridian Street, Suite 600
Carmel, IN 46032 U.S.A.



ENVIRONMENTAL HAZARDS

Under certain conditions, treatment of aquatic weeds can result in oxygen
depletion or loss due to decomposition of dead plants, which may cause
fish suffocation. Therefore, to minimize this hazard DO NOT treat more than
one-half (1/2) of the water area in a single operation and wait at least

10 days between treatments when susceptible plants are mature and have
grown to the water's surface, or when the treatment would result in
significant reductions in total plant biomass. Begin treatment along the shore
and proceed outwards in bands to allow fish to move into untreated areas.
Consult with the State agency for fish and game before applying to public
water to determine if a permit is needed.

AGRICULTURAL CHEMICAL: Do not ship or store with food, feeds, drugs
or clothing.

Directions for Use

It is a violation of Federal law to use this product in a manner
inconsistent with its labeling.

Read all Directions for Use carefully before applying.

Do not apply this product in a way that will contact workers or other
persons, either directly or through drift. Only protected handlers may be
in the area during application. For any requirements specific to your state
or tribe, consult the agency responsible for pesticide regulation.

General Information

When applying this product follow all applicable use directions,
precautions and limitations.

For Aquatic and Wetland Sites: Use Renovate OTF Granular herbicide for
control of emersed, submersed and floating aquatic weeds in the following
aquatic sites: ponds; lakes; reservoirs; marshes; wetlands; impounded rivers,
streams and other bodies of water that are quiescent; non-irrigation canals,
seasonal irrigation waters and ditches which have little or no continuous
outflow.

Obtain Required Permits: Consult with appropriate state or local water
authorities before applying this product in and around public waters. State
or local public agencies may require permits.

Recreational Use of Water in Treatment Area: There are no restrictions
on use of water in the treatment area for recreational purposes, including
swimming and fishing.

Livestock Use of Water from Treatment Area: There are no restrictions
on livestock consumption of water from the treatment area.

GENERAL USE PRECAUTIONS AND RESTRICTIONS

Chemigation: Do not apply this product through any type of irrigation
system.

Irrigation: Water treated with Renovate OTF may not be used for
irrigation purposes for 120 days after application or until triclopyr residue
levels are determined by laboratory analysis, or other appropriate means
of analysis, to be 1.0 ppb or less. This label describes both required and
recommended uses of a chemical analysis for the active ingredient, triclopyr.
SePRO Corporation recommends the use of an Enzyme-Linked
Immunoassay (ELISA) test for the determination of the active ingredient
concentration in water. Contact SePRO Corporation for the incorporation of
this analysis in your treatment program. Other proven chemical analysis for
the active ingredient may also be used. The ELISA analysis is referenced in
this label as the preferred method for the rapid determination of the
concentration of the active ingredient in the water.

— Seasonal Irrigation Waters: Renovate OTF may be applied during the
off-season to surface waters that are used for irrigation on a seasonal
basis, provided that there is a minimum of 120 days between Renovate
OTF application and the first use of treated water for irrigation purposes
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or until triclopyPrag'dné 84els are determined by laboratory analysis, or
other appropriate means of analysis, to be 1.0 ppb or less.

— Irrigation Canals/Ditches: Do not apply Renovate OTF to irrigation
canals/ditches unless the 120 day restriction on irrigation water usage
can be observed or triclopyr residue levels are determined by laboratory
analysis, or other appropriate means of analysis, to be 1.0 ppb or less.

—There is no restriction on use of treated water to irrigate
established grasses.

» Do not apply Renovate OTF directly to, or otherwise permit it to come into
direct contact with grapes, tobacco, vegetable crops, flowers, or other
desirable broadleaf plants, and do not permit dust to drift into these areas.

» Do not apply to salt water bays or estuaries.

« Do not apply directly to un-impounded rivers or streams.

« Do not apply on ditches or canals currently being used to
transport irrigation water or that will be used for irrigation within 120 days
following treatment or until triclopyr residue levels are determined to be
1.0 ppb or less.

* Do not apply where runoff water may flow onto agricultural land as injury
to crops may result.

Grazing and Haying Restrictions:
Except for lactating dairy animals, there are no grazing restrictions following
application of this product.

* Grazing Lactating Dairy Animals: Do not allow lactating dairy
animals to graze treated areas until the next growing season following
application of this product.

» Do not harvest hay for 14 days after application.

« Grazed areas of non-cropland and forestry sites may be spot treated if
they comprise no more than 10% of the total grazable area.

Slaughter Restrictions: During the season of application, withdraw
livestock from grazing treated grass at least 3 days before slaughter.

BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES FOR
DRIFT MANAGEMENT

Equipment used in the application of Renovate OTF should be carefully
calibrated to be sure it is working properly and delivering a uniform
distribution pattern. Aerial application should be made only when the wind
velocity is 2 to 10 mph.

Applications should be made only when there is little or no hazard for
volatility or dust drift, and when application can maintain Renovate OTF
placement in the intended area. Very small quantities of dust, which may not
be visible, may seriously injure susceptible plants, and Renovate OTF may
be blown outside of the intended treatment area under extreme conditions.
Do not spread Renovate OTF when wind is blowing toward susceptible
crops or ornamental plants that are near enough to be injured.

Avoiding drift at the application site is the responsibility of the applicator.
The interaction of many equipment and weather related factors determine
the potential for drift. The applicator is responsible for considering all these
factors when making decisions.

Ground Application Equipment: To aid in reducing drift, Renovate OTF
should be applied when wind velocity is low (follow state regulations; see
Sensitive Area under Aerial Drift Reduction Advisory below) or using a slurry
injection system.

AERIAL DRIFT REDUCTION ADVISORY

This section is advisory in nature and does not supersede the mandatory
label requirements.

Application Height: Applications should not be made at a height greater
than 10 feet above the top of the largest plants unless a greater height is
required for aircraft safety. Making applications at the lowest height that is
safe reduces drift potential.

Swath Adjustment: When applications are made with a crosswind, the
swath will be displaced downwind. Therefore, on the up and downwind
edges of the field, the applicator must compensate for this displacement by



adjusting the path of the aircraft upwind. Swath adjustment distance
should increase, with increasing drift potential (e.g. higher wind).

Wind: Drift potential is lowest between wind speeds of 2 - 10 mph (follow
state regulations). However, many factors, including equipment type,
determine drift potential at any given speed. Application should be avoided
below 2 mph due to variable wind direction and high inversion potential.
Note: Local terrain can influence wind patterns. Every applicator should
be familiar with local wind patterns and how they affect drift.

Sensitive Areas: Renovate OTF should only be applied when the
potential for drift to adjacent sensitive areas (e.g., residential areas, known
habitat for threatened or endangered species, non-target crops) is minimal
(e.g., when wind is blowing away from the sensitive areas).

AQUATIC WEEDS CONTROLLED BY RENOVATE OTF

alligatorweed pennywort
American lotus smartweed
bladderwort water chestnut™ '

Eurasian watermilfoil
milfoil species
parrotfeather ™
pickerelweed

" Not for use in California.
"Retreatment may be needed to achieve desired level of control.

Application Methods

Surface Application

Use a mechanical spreader such as a fertilizer spreader or mechanical
seeder, or similar equipment capable of uniformly applying Renovate OTF.
Before spreading any product, carefully calibrate the application equipment.
When using boats and power equipment, you must determine the proper
combination of (1) boat speed, (2) rate of delivery from the spreader, and
(3) width of swath covered by the granules.

yellow water lily (Nuphar spp., spatterdock)
white water lily (Nymphaea spp.)

water primrose (Ludwigia spp.)
watershield (Brasenia spp.)

Use the following formula to calibrate the spreader's delivery in pounds of
Renovate OTF per minute:

miles per hour x swath width (feet) x pounds per acre
495

= pounds per minute

Aerial Application (Helicopter Only)

Ensure uniform application. All equipment should be properly calibrated
using blanks with similar physical characteristics to Renovate OTF.

To avoid streaked, uneven or overlapped application, use an appropriate
tracking device (e.g. GPS). Refer to the Aerial Drift Reduction Advisory
section of this label for additional precautions and instructions for aerial
application.

Floating and Emersed Weeds

For control of water lily's (Nymphaea spp. and Nuphar spp.), watershield
(Brasenia spp.), and other susceptible emersed and floating herbaceous
weeds, apply 1.0 to 2.5 ppm a.e. triclopyr per acre. Apply when plants are
actively growing.

Use higher rates in the rate range when plants are mature, when the weed
mass is dense, in areas of greater water exchange, or for difficult to control
species. Repeat as necessary to control regrowth, but do not exceed a
total of 2.5 ppm a.e. triclopyr for the treatment area per annual growing
season.

Submersed Weeds

For control of Eurasian watermilfoil (Myriophyllum spicatum) and
other susceptible submersed weeds in ponds, lakes, reservoirs,
impounded rivers, streams, and other bodies of water that are
quiescent; non-irrigation canals, and seasonal irrigation waters, or
ditches that have little or no continuous outflow, apply Renovate OTF
using mechanical or portable granule spreading equipment. Rates should
be selected according to the rate chart below to provide a triclopyr
concentration of 0.50 to 2.5 ppm a.e. in treated water. Use of higher rates
in the rate range is recommended in areas of greater water exchange.
These areas may require a repeat application. However, total application
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of Renovate O'P:agﬂsﬂﬁﬁexceed an application rate of 2.5 ppm a.e.
triclopyr for the treatment area per annual growing season.

For optimal control, apply when Eurasian watermilfoil or other submersed
weeds are actively growing.

Concentration of Triclopyr Acid in Water (ppm a.e.)

Pounds Renovate OTF / acre
,’-I\:;/S.Water 0.5 ppm [0.75 ppm | 1.0 ppm | 1.5 ppm | 2.0 ppm | 2.5 ppm
pth (ft)
1 14 20 27 41 54 67
2 27 41 54 81 108 135
3 41 61 81 122 162 202
4 54 81 108 162 216 270

For applications greater in depth than 4 feet, when targeting difficult to
control species and/or in sites with high dilution potential, the following
formula should be used to calculate applications rates should greater than
270 pounds of Renovate OTF be needed to achieve desired weed control.
NOTE: Do not exceed 2.5 ppm a.e. triclopyr for the treatment area per
annual growing season.

average depth x target ppm x 27 = pounds of Renovate OTF per acre

Example Calculation:
6 foot average depth x 2.5 ppm x 27 = 405 pounds of
Renovate OTF per acre

SMALL SITE (LESS THAN 1/2 ACRE) / SPOT TREATMENT
APPLICATION

For small treatment sites of 1/2 acre or less use the rate chart below to
determine the application rate depending on average water depth to achieve
a concentration of 1.25 to 2.5 ppm a.e. Do not exceed 2.5 ppm a.e. triclopyr
for the treatment area per annual growing season. Use higher rates in small
treatment areas and in areas prone to higher dilution and for heavy weed
infestation. Use the lower rates for spot treatment application of areas less
prone to dilution and lighter weed infestations. For best results, split the total
application rate into three equal applications 8 to 12 hours apart. Apply
when water is calm.

Example: A 100 ft. by 40 ft. lakeshore swimming area with a 4 ft. average
depth, heavily infested with Eurasian watermilfoil

Step 1: Determine the area to be treated in square feet (ft?) by multiplying
the length of the area by the width.
—100 ft. x 40 ft. = 4,000 ft?

Step 2: Determine the amount of Renovate OTF to be used by consulting
the Renovate OTF Rate Chart for Areas Less than 1/2 Acre.
—Use 24.7 Ibs. of Renovate OTF total based on 4 foot average
depth in Rate Chart below.

Step 3: Apply Renovate OTF uniformly over weeds in treatment site in
three equal applications of 8.2 Ibs. each, 8 - 12 hours apart.

Renovate OTF Rate Chart for Areas Less than 1/2 Acre

Pounds Renovate OTF
Area (ft2) 3 foot average depth 4 foot average depth
1.25 ppm a.e. 2.5 ppm a.e. 125 ppmae. | 2.5ppma.e.

500 1.2 2.3 15 3.0

1,000 23 4.6 31 6.1
4,000 9.3 18.6 124 24.7
10,000 232 46.5 31.0 61.9
20,000 46.5 93.0 62.0 123.9

For applications with an area or depth not included in the above chart, the
following formula should be used to calculate application rates.

area (ft?)/43,560 x average depth x target ppm x 27 = pounds of
Renovate OTF



Example Calculation:
8,250 ft%43,560 x 4 foot average depth x 1.25 ppm x 27 = 25.6 pounds of
Renovate OTF

Small treatment application of Renovate OTF is recommended with
waterproof gloves or a hand spreader to uniformly distribute flakes on
target weeds.

Precautions for Potable Water Intakes:

For applications of Renovate OTF to control floating, emersed, and
submersed weeds in sites that contain a functioning potable water intake
for human consumption, see the chart below to determine the minimum
setback distances of the application from the functioning potable water
intakes.

Concentration of Triclopyr Acid in Water (ppm a.e.)

Required Setback Distance (ft) from Potable Water Intake
Area Treated
(acres) 0.75 ppm 1.0 ppm 1.5 ppm 2.0 ppm 2.5 ppm
<4 300 400 600 800 1000
>4-8 420 560 840 1120 1400
>8-16 600 800 1200 1600 2000
>16 - 32 780 1040 1560 2080 2600
>32 acres, Setback (ft) = | Setback (ft) = | Setback (ft) = | Setback (ft) = | Setback (ft) =
calculate a (800N (800*In (800*In (800*In (800*In
setback using | (acres) — 160) | (acres) — 160) | (acres) — 160) | (acres) — 160) | (acres) — 160)
the formula /3.33 /250 .67 .25
for the
appropriate
rate

Note: In = natural logarithm
Example Calculation 1:
to apply 2.5 ppm Renovate OTF to 50 acres:
Setback in feet = (800 x In (50 acres) — 160
= (800 x 3.912) — 160
= 2970 feet

Example Calculation 2:
to apply 0.75 ppm Renovate OTF to 50 acres:
Setback in feet = (800 x In (50 acres) — 160
3.33
= (800 x 3.912) — 160
3.33
= 892 feet

Note: Existing potable water intakes which are no longer in use, such as those
replaced by potable water wells or connections to a municipal water system, are not
considered to be functioning potable water intakes.

To apply Renovate OTF around and within the distances noted above from a
functioning potable water intake, the intake must be turned off until the triclopyr level in
the intake water is determined to be 0.4 parts per million (ppm) or less by laboratory
analysis or immunoassay.

WETLAND SITES

Wetlands include flood plains, deltas, marshes, swamps, bogs, and
transitional areas between upland and lowland sites. Wetlands may occur
within forests, wildlife habitat restoration and management areas and similar
sites as well as areas adjacent to or surrounding domestic water supply
reservoirs, lakes and ponds.

For control of emersed, floating or submersed aquatic weeds in wetland
sites, follow use directions and application methods associated with the
Floating and Emersed Weeds or Submersed Weeds sections on this label.

Use Precautions

Minimize unintentional application to open water when treating target
vegetation in wetland sites. Note: Consult local public water control
authorities before applying this product in and around public water.
Permits may be required to treat such areas.

IF ANY CONTENT ON THIS LABEL IS NOT UNDERSTOOD, OR
YOU NEED FURTHER ASSISTANCE, CONTACT A SEPRO AQUATIC
SPECIALIST WITH QUESTIONS SPECIFIC TO YOUR APPLICATION.

Renovate is a registered trademark of Dow AgroSciences, LLC.
© Copyright 2008 SePRO Corporation. Revised 3/5/08.
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Terms and Cbhditions of Use

If terms of the following Warranty Disclaimer, Inherent Risks of Use, and
Limitation of Remedies are not acceptable, return unopened package at
once to the seller for a full refund of purchase price paid. Otherwise, use
by the buyer or any other user constitutes acceptance of the terms under
Warranty Disclaimer, Inherent Risks of Use and Limitations of Remedies.

Warranty Disclaimer

SePRO Corporation warrants that the product conforms to the chemical
description on the label and is reasonably fit for the purposes stated on the
label when used in strict accordance with the directions, subject to the
inherent risks set forth below. SEPRO CORPORATION MAKES NO
OTHER EXPRESS OR IMPLIED WARRANTY OF MERCHANTABILITY
OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE OR ANY OTHER
EXPRESS OR IMPLIED WARRANTY.

Inherent Risks of Use

It is impossible to eliminate all risks associated with use of this product.
Plant injury, lack of performance, or other unintended consequences may
result because of such factors as use of the product contrary to label
instructions (including conditions noted on the label such as unfavorable
temperatures, soil conditions, etc.), abnormal conditions (such as
excessive rainfall, drought, tornadoes, hurricanes), presence of other
materials, the manner of application, or other factors, all of which are
beyond the control of SePRO Corporation as the seller. To the extent
permitted by applicable law all such risks shall be assumed by buyer.

Limitation of Remedies

To the fullest extent permitted by law, SePRO Corporation shall
not be liable for losses or damages resulting from this product (including
claims based on contract, negligence, strict liability, or other legal theories)
shall be limited to, at SePRO Corporation’s election, one of the following:
1. Refund of purchase price paid by buyer or user for product
bought, or
2. Replacement of amount of product used.

SePRO Corporation shall not be liable for losses or damages resulting
from handling or use of this product unless SePRO Corporation is promptly
notified of such losses or damages in writing. In no case shall SePRO
Corporation be liable for consequential or incidental damages or losses.

The terms of the Warranty Disclaimer above and this Limitation of
Remedies cannot be varied by any written or verbal statements or
agreements. No employee or sales agent of SePRO Corporation or the
seller is authorized to vary or exceed the terms of the Warranty Disclaimer
or Limitations of Remedies in any manner.

Storage and Disposal

Nonrefillable container. Do not reuse or refill this container. Offer
for recycling if available. Do not contaminate water, food, or feed
by storage and disposal. Open dumping is prohibited.

Pesticide Storage: Store in original container. Do not store near
food or feed. In case of leak or spill, contain material and dispose
as waste.

Pesticide Disposal: Wastes resulting from the use of this product
must be disposed of on site or at an approved waste disposal
facility.

Container Disposal (Plastic Bags): Completely empty bag into
application equipment. Then dispose of empty bag in a sanitary
landfill or by incineration, or, if allowed by state and local authorities,
by burning. If burned, stay out of smoke.

General: Consult federal, state, or local disposal authorities for
approved alternative procedures.
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ATTACHMENT B

BUDGET STATUS
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Eurasian Milfoil Treatment
Project Budget Status Report
Revision: 15-Jun-11
Overview of Project Phases
Phase RFP* Actual*
I Development of Application Strategy S 11,500.00 S 11,500.00
Il Implementation of Strategy Plan S 209,587.50 S 142,434.83
1] Follow Up Testing S 5,100.00 S 5,100.00
v Post Diver Survey S 4,500.00 S 4,500.00
V Development of Post Treatment Strategy Plan S 2,500.00 $ 2,500.00
WSST (8.6%) applied to Phase I, Ill, IV, V S 19,065.13 S 13,290.00
TOTAL Project Cost $ 252,252.63 $ 179,324.83
Approved 2011 Budget (DOE: $75,000; SC $20k?) S 185,000.00 S 185,000.00
Balance of Budget after Project S 67,252.63 $ (5,675.17)
NOTE
* Costs budget based on Initial Management Plan
** Cost of Implementation of Strategy Plan based on
actual field data collection and preparation of an updated
management plan.
Original Contract Amount (Phase I) S 11,500.00
Amendment No. 1 (Phase Il, 111, 1V, V) S 167,824.83
Total Contract S 179,324.83
PROPOSED SCHEDULE
News Release 22-Jun-11
Posting on City's Web Site 22-Jun-11
Contract Signed by AquaTechnex 23-Jun-11
Council Authorization 27-Jun-11
Contract signed by Attorney 28-Jun-11
Contract signed by Mayor 29-Jun-11
Execution of Contract 29-Jun-11
Article in Journal and Herald 29-Jun-11
Notice to Proceed 30-Jun-11
Dock Posting 11-Jul-11
Application of Treatment 12-Jul-11
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LAKE STEVENS CITY COUNCIL

i e STAFF REPORT
LAKE STEVENS

Council Agenda Date: 27 June 2011

Subject: Authorize to Purchase a Replacement for the City’s Existing Floating Dock

Contact Mick Monken Budget Impact:  $24,200
Per son/Department: Public Works

RECOMMENDATION(S)/ACTION REQUESTED OF COUNCIL: Authorize the purchase of a
replacement floating dock from AccuDock System for atotal budget not to exceed $24,200.

SUMMARY/BACKGROUND: The City has two floating docks located at the City’s boat launch area.
The most northern one is used nearly daily by rowers (Sculls) and small non-power water crafts. This
floating dock is a wood structure with unprotected Styrofoam floats. In the past few years, the dock has
deteriorated to a level that is beyond repair. This year the City received a HPA approval from the
Department of Fish and Wildlife (DFW) to perform a resurfacing of the floating dock to help keep the
docks safe while the City developed a replacement plan. This was a limited permit and the City is
required to remove the existing dock by the end of this year.

The City has explored replacement alternatives that would meet the requirements for the current usages
(primarily rowing activities), high durability, environmentally friendly, and have a low maintenance cost.
The City reviewed multiple options and developed a request for quotes. Because of the special needs of
rowing dock and to comply with the requirements of DFW, only three responded. An analysis was
performed of these three options along with a fourth developed by the City. The analysis, included in
Exhibit A, was a low level review that considered costs and basis benefits. The cost ranged from $27.95
to $36.57 per square foot. The lowest cost dock, AccuDock system, was considered to be the best value
for meeting the needs of the floating dock. This dock is designed for low profile uses, has a low slip
surface, and is low maintenance.

A permit had been applied for through the DFW and a verbal approval had been provided for the
recommended dock replacement. This was based on the new dock being a replacement of an existing
public facility. Once a replacement dock has been authorized for purchased, DFW will be notified of this
action and will seek a final approval from them for the replacement to proceed.

Funding will come from General Fund Reserves and a $6,000 contribution from the Lake Stevens
Rowing Club.

APPLICABLECITY POLICIES: NA

BUDGET IMPACT: $24,200 total budget which includes $18,200 from General Fund Reserves and
$6,000 from a contribution from the L ake Stevens Rowing Club.

ATTACHMENTS:

» Exhibit A: Float Dock Analysis

» Exhibit B: Contribution Commitment E-mail (Jon Brady)
» Exhibit C: AccuDock Layout
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EXHIBIT A

%/”L\ MEMORANDUM
LAKE STEVENS

To: Jan Berg, City Administrator
From:  Mick Monken, Public Works Director/City Engineer
Date: 23 May 2011

Subject: Float Dock Analysis- Revised

This memo has been prepared to document information on some alternatives for the replacement
of the existing plywood surfaced floating dock.

I have been in contact with the Department of Fish and Wildlife and had received a verbal
approval to replace the dock with a similar type dock. This means that the replacement docking
can match the existing in size and character.

The vendors contacted were identified through internet base searches. Each vendor was
provided a drawing of the existing dock and requested to provide a quote on a dock that could
provide a “rowing” type floating dock (5 to 8” free board). A total of 8 vendors were contacted
with only 3 providing a quote. Below is the information obtained and a brief analysis of each
dock type.

o Jet Dock — a modular system made up of air
filled plastic cubes (20” x 20”). The cubes are
interlocked and a cap is placed over the
connection to provide a solid surface area.

Estimated Cost (90°x8°4”)  $24,303
SF Cost $32.40

Pro
0 Changeable design

0 Replaceable units

0 Low slip surface

0 Low corrosion

Con

0 Can fill with water if leak



0 Caps on connectors can be removed
0 No-rigid surface between cubes

AccuDock - a modular system made up of
foam filled plastic deck panels (4’ x 8’). The
panels interlocked from the top and can be hinges
at any panel section. The surface is ridgid non-
slip.

Estimated Cost (90°x8”) $20,124
SF Cost $27.95
Pro

0 Changeable design

0 High vandal resistance

0 Low slip surface

0 Low corrosion

0 Rigid decking surface

0 Designed for rowing

Con

0 Can fill with water if leak
0 Caps on connectors can be removed
0 No-rigid surface between cubes
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Sullivan Flotation Systems —a 6” wood frame dock with 1 x 6 inch wood decking and
encased foam core floats. Braced with steel cross with galvanized at all gingers and pile

locations.

Estimated Cost (90°x8”) $23,550
SF Cost $32.71
Pro

0 Ridge decking
0 Designed for rowing

Con

0 High maintenance

0 High susceptibility to vandalism
0 Can have slippery deck
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. City Desi gn Wood Dock —a 10” wood frame dock with 25% light passage plastic
decking and encased foam core floats. Joints are galvanized.

Estimated Cost (90°x8”) $26,328
SF Cost $36.57
Pro

0 Ridge decking

0 Non-slip surface

0 Allows limited light to pass through

Con

0 High maintenance

0 Approximately 30 feet of dock may rest on lake bottom during lower lake levels
0 Labor needed for construction

Recommendation: The recommendation is the AccuDock product. This is based on the dock
system being especially designed for rowing/kayak/canoe usage with a low slip surface, encased
floatation devices, and that the system offers a high resistance to vandalism. The AccuDock
comes in panel sections that can easily be handled by two adults for removal and replacement if
necessary. It is estimated that of the docks reviewed in this analysis, the AccuDock would have
the lowest annual maintenance cost and has the lowest purchase cost.

The costs shown in this memorandum were based on requested quotes. If the City proceeds with
seeking bids, it is suggested that a budget be set as the base quote price plus a 20% contingency.
The contingency would be used for unexpected costs and to cover hardware needed for the
installation. With the AccuDock, the budget with the 20% included would be $24,200.
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ATTACHMENT A

Floating Dock Cost Estimate
City Design

Assumptions:
e Dockis built in sections 8 feet wide by 16 feet long

e Total dock length is 90 feet

e Dock frame will be treated lumber

e Decking will be “Thru Flow” type grating

e Deadloadis 15 1b/sf

e Liveloadis 301b/sf

e Buoyancy will be provided by Styrofoam billets

e Design is with a 40% submerged with only dead loading

Calculation of dead load
8 ft x 20 ft x 15 Ib/sf = 2,400 Ib

Calculation of live load
8 ft x 20 ft x 30 Ib/sf = 4,800 1b

Estimate billet needed - using table 1
Dead load at 40% submergence = 2.400 Ib /290 Ib = 8 (max allowed)
Live load available at 100% submergence = 8 x 730 Ib = 5.840 1b > 4,800 1b

Table 1. Buoyant Force of One Buoyancy Billet at Four Depths of Submergence

40% 50% 60% 100%
Submergence Submergence Submergence Submergence

Free- ||Buoyant|| Free- ||Buoyant|| Free- |[Buoyant|| Free- Buoyant
board! || Force? || board! || Force? || board! || Force? || board! Force?

Gn) || ) || Gn) || avby || Gn) || ab) | (in) (Ib)

Cu. Ft.

7"x20"x8 || 778 || 42 || 170 || 3.5 || 215 | 2.8 | 255 430

10"x 20" x &' 11.11 6 245 5 305 4 365 0 610

10"x24"x8' | 1333 | 6 | 290 |[ 5 || 365 || 4 | 440 | o | 730

Determine bearing area required to transfer the structure’s weight to the billets
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Using table 2 and average inland lakes
Design Factor used = 0.32
Total load bearing area = 2,400 If (DL) x 0.32 = 768 sq inches

Each billet load bearing area = 768 sq in / 8§ = 96 sq inches

Table 2. Design Factors

Location of Floating Design Factor
Structure

Sheltered Waters 0.24
Average Inland Lakes 0.32
Large Waters 0.40

Estimated Material Cost (labor assumed to be volunteer)

Billets 12 x $180 = $2,160
Lumber (framing) 224 bf x $2 $448
Decking (16 1fx 8 If) x $10 $1,280
Hardware $500
Total per 8 ft x 16 ft section $4,388
Estimated Material Cost for 96 foot dock = $4,388 x 6 $26,328
(Does not include labor. Shipping and taxes estimated in unit prices)
T A A
(880 LB} )
'J4' - 8 4'%4' Deck
“ SABAIAIAIL BeadLond o (7ot

T Live Load 40 PSF (5,120 LB)
al. TOTAL DESIGN LOAD (8,844 LB)

g *q i
Floation Unit Calculations:
F)
Float Size 2%4'x16*

It .
1. NONDNDND SXNDNDNDN UntCalcmcou480 = 12unis
1 1 /
Grating
Wood Dacking 96 SF

i ; Dacking Areas
-3l
4 / /
‘ 1Y
) \
Oper Grating Deck LEGEND

Decl c|n9\ ‘Lrw:l-;:tdé"n ::;Ln":: SSP&LED‘ Flost Area & Wood Deckng
l | I | | [ meomneewe

\ A n City of Lake Stevens
Floating Dock Section
Flootlon 3 January 2011

328F
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ATTACHMENT B

From: Jon Brady [mailto:jon_s_brady@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, June 22, 2011 12:11 PM

To: Mick Monken

Cc: Jan Berg; Becky Ableman; LSRC Board
Subject: Re: Floating Dock Replacement

Mick,

Bob and I are unable to make it today. Bob and I would still like to talk with you all about
a number of issues that affect the future of organized rowing on Lake Stevens but that will have
to wait for another occasion. At this time Lake Stevens Rowing Club is prepared to commit to
$6000 towards the purchase cost of the new AccuDock per the previously attached report's
recommendation..

Regards,

Jon

Jon Brady

Tel: 425 335 5948
Mob: 425 350 1127
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EXHIBIT C
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LAKE STEVENS CITY COUNCIL

N —— STAFF REPORT
LAKE STEVENS

Council Agenda Date: June 27, 2011
Subject: 2011 Aquafest Request to Serve Beer & Wine in VIP Booth July 30" 5 pm to 10 pm

Contact Person: Rebecca Ableman Budget Impact: None
Department: Planning and Community Development Director

RECOMMENDATION(S)/ACTION REQUESTED OF COUNCIL: Approve the Aquafest Committee’s
request to serve Beer and Wine in the VIP Booth during the 2011 Aquafest Celebration, July 30th from
5:00pm - 10:00pm (Attachment 1).

SUMMARY/BACKGROUND: On April 14, 2011, the Aquafest Committee submitted the permit
application, EVNT2011-12, to include serving Beer and Wine in the VIP Booth located in North Cove Park
(Attachment 2).

The Aquafest Committee is proposing that Beer and Wine be served in the VIP Booth on July 30" from
5:00 pm to 10:00 pm to invited guests only (Note that hours are increased from 2010 which were 6:00pm-
9:00pm). This proposal will have to meet the Washington State Liquor Control Board guidelines and
requirements for a Banquet Permit.

If Council approves the request the applicant will be required to provide a Certificate of Liability Insurance
and endorsement, specifically addressing the service of Wine and Beer and naming the City of Lake
Stevens as an additional insured and an approved Washington State Liquor Control Board Banquet
Permit.

APPLICABLE CITY POLICIES: Title 10.03.150 states, the City Council may permit the sale and
consumption of alcoholic beverages within a confined licensed area pursuant to an event permit issued
by the City and a permit issued by the Washington State Liquor Control Board. Any application to the City
Council for such a permit shall include a site plan identifying the specific areas to be licensed. In granting
such a permit, the Council may apply restriction reasonably calculated to comply with the purpose of the
Public/Semi-Public Zone as set forth in the Lake Stevens Land Use Ordinance.

BUDGET IMPACT: None

ATTACHMENTS:

> Attachment 1: Aquafest Permit — VIP Tent Serving Beer and Wine in North Cove Park Page 4
| 2 Attachment 2: Site Map
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LAKE STEVENS CITY COUNCIL

N STAFF REPORT
LAKE STEVENS

Agenda Date: June 27, 2011

Subject: Economic Development Strategy — Fiscal Impacts and Action Plan Review

Contact Person/ Jan Berg, Budget Impact: None
Department: City Administrator

Rebecca Ableman,

Planning & Community Development Director

RECOMMENDATION(S)/ACTION REQUESTED OF CITY COUNCIL:
For Council review.

SUMMARY/BACKGROUND:

Council commissioned Leland Consulting Group to complete an Economic Development Strategy (EDS)
last year. Council previously received the Economic Assessment and the Retail Forecast and Leakage
Analysis. These two documents provided the current community conditions as it relates to Economic
Development.

The strategy guided the Council’s effort and focus this year towards the Subarea Planning currently
budgeted and in progress. The Fiscal Impact Analysis (Attachment 1) and the Action Plan (Attachment 2)
are the final documents of the EDS plan and provide a more detailed framework for securing the City’s
fiscal stability into the future.

Fiscal Impact Analysis-This report focuses on the City's current revenue and expense forecast under a no
action scenario and the potential under redevelopment scenarios for the 4 growth centers based on the
City’s vision and analysis of real estate market conditions. The forecast period analyzed a twenty year
span from 2010 to 2030. Tables 1 through 3 on page 7 provide the specific growth numbers for retall,
office, and residential in each of the areas and have been used in conjunction with the public visioning
comments (Attachment 3) to establish the draft subarea plans and planned action land use alternatives
Lake Stevens Center and the 20" Street SE Corridor that will be introduced next month. And finally, the
analysis describes the potential revenue that could be generated through sales tax and property tax given
the realization of the redevelopment scenarios.

Action Plan-This document identifies specific actions the City could take to forward the strategy and
provides a recommended time frame of short (1-2 years), medium (3-5 years), and long (5+ years) for a
few of the actions (Note that Council did see an earlier draft of this plan). Some of these actions have
been completed or are already in progress. This plan is intended to be static and included suggestions
that should be evaluated periodically as well as establishing time frames for other actions. Staff will
review action plan progress with Council at the meeting.

APPLICABLE CITY POLICIES:
The Economic Development Strategy supports the City’s long-term fiscal health and will create the ability
to implement public programs and services for its citizens in the future.

BUDGET IMPACT:
No specific budget impact at this time.

ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment 1 — Fiscal Impact Analysis

Attachment 2 — Economic Development Strategy Action Plan
Attachment 3 — Subarea Plan Visioning Comments from the Public

CC Staff Report Fiscal Analysis and Action Plan 06-27-11 Page 1 of 1
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LELAND CONSULTING GROUP

Fiscal Impacts of Economic Development
Lake Stevens Economic Development Strategy

Date 6 January 2011

To Jan Berg and Becky Abelman, City of Lake Stevens
From Leland Consulting Group

CcC Mark Hinshaw, LMN Architects

Project No. 5066

The City of Lake Steven’s Economic Development Strategy envisions the potential for
significant redevelopment within the City’s three key economic development focus areas:
Downtown, Frontier Village, 20" Street SE Corridor, and the Hartford industrial area. This
redevelopment is expected to include new retail, employment, housing, public, and other uses.

This memorandum is one component of the City’s Economic Development Strategy and
addresses the fiscal impacts of potential redevelopment—in particular, potential property and
sales tax revenue implications, which are expected to have the greatest fiscal impact. The City
expenditures associated with redevelopment are not evaluated here. In addition, the City’'s
current and projected fiscal outlook is summarized in order to provide context for the fiscal
impacts.

Fiscal Context

Cities across the country are facing tremendous fiscal challenges as they weather the nation’s
ongoing economic storm. Cities and other governmental agencies have suffered from
plateauing or falling revenue from nearly all their traditional revenue sources, including
property, sales, and business taxes, fees and licenses, intergovernmental transfers, and other
sources. Most expenses, meanwhile, have not decreased at a comparable rate.

According to the Association of Washington Cities’ 2009 report State of the Cities, the fiscal
situation within the state’s cities is “an unsustainable tug-of-war,” in which, “city revenues don’t
keep pace with expenditures. Since the early part of this decade, important revenue sources
such as the property tax and the motor vehicle excise tax were capped or eliminated. Coupled
with increases in expenditures, many cities have struggled with basic service delivery.”
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In both the near and long term, the City of Lake Stevens is facing challenges and deficits that
will confront many cities across the state and country (see Figure 1 below). One of the key,
long-term structural challenges facing Lake Stevens and Washington’s other cities is the state’s
statutory 1 percent property tax revenue limitation (there are some exceptions to this limit,
which are outlined below). Assuming future inflation rates are consistent with past rates of
approximately 3 percent, this results in an effective, inflation-adjusted decrease in property tax
receipts of 2 percent per year, or a 66 percent reduction of revenue from this critical source.

Figure 1 shows the City’s current general fund seven-year fiscal forecast, with an
approximately $500,000 gap between revenues and expenditures in 2010, growing to a $1.37
million deficit in 2016. (This figure shows revenues and expenditures, but not the fund balance
carried over from previous years. In 2011, the City is expected to have a beginning fund
balance of approximately $850,000 carried over from 2010. In the short term, this balance will
allow the City to sustain services when expenditures are greater than revenues.) As a starting
point, the City is exploring how redevelopment can add approximately one million dollars of
annual revenue, or approximately 11 percent, to the general fund.

Figure 1. Lake Stevens General Fund Revenue and Expense Forecast
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Source: City of Lake Stevens, Leland Consulting Group.

Figure 2 following shows the City’s two most important revenue sources—property and sales
taxes—in the context of the City’s entire General Fund revenues (approximately $7.9 million in
2010). Combined, sales and property taxes make up nearly 60 percent of the City’s general
fund budget. Other taxes account for under a fifth of general fund revenues. The final quarter
is made up of nearly 60 other revenue types, including a variety of fees, permits, service
charges, fines, and intergovernmental transfers, each accounting for a very small part of the
total general fund revenues.
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Sales Tax,

I ‘ Figure 2. Lake Stevens’ 2010 General Fund Revenue Sources ($ millions)
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Source: City of Lake Stevens, Leland Consulting Group.

There are several basic strategies that the City can use to address its long term projected
deficits:

e Sales Tax. Of the City’s existing revenue sources, sales tax clearly has the most
promise to help the City’s over the long term, since it generally grows at approximately
the rate of inflation, and the City has the opportunity to attract more retail development.

e Property Tax. While the annual growth of the City’s “regular levy” is generally capped
at 1 percent per year, there are a number of critical exceptions. Revenues generated
by new construction, annexations, and state-assessed utility properties are exempted
from the one percent lid. In addition, there are two ways in which the City’s levy rate
can essentially be increased: the “levy lid lift” and “special” levies. Both have the
potential to effectively increase the City’s tax rate, but must be approved by voters (by a
50 and 60 percent vote, respectively).’

e Add new revenue sources. Potential new sources include the Real Estate Excise Tax
(REET), Business and Occupation (B & O) Tax applied to businesses rather than
utilities, transportation or other impact fees, other fees such as street maintenance or
park usage fees, or “enhanced service” fees, for example, for increased police
supervision at high activity commercial areas.

¢ Limit/contain growth in expenditures. Containing the growth of a City’s expenses on
infrastructure and services is difficult, particularly considering inflation. However, some
approaches that can be considered include rigorously prioritizing projects and
programs; “rightsizing” public works standards so that projects (particularly roads) are
not overbuilt; outsourcing or partnering to provide some functions, with issue-specific
governmental agencies, community groups, or the private sector (aka public-private
partnerships); attaching fees to costly services in order to manage demand; and cutting
projects and programs.

' A Revenue Guide for Washington Cities and Towns, Municipal Research and Services Center, 2009.
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Redevelopment Areas

As one element of the City’s Economic Development Strategy, Leland Consulting Group
worked with LMN Architects and the City to create a series of redevelopment forecasts for each
of the four economic development focus areas, shown in Figure 3 below. In addition, both the
Downtown and the 20th St. SE Corridor areas contain sub-areas that reflect the distinct
character of their component parts. These are the downtown core, grade road campus, and
other downtown; and 20th St. SE retail center, respectively. The “other downtown” sub-area is
not shown below because it is an inexact area around the downtown core in which some
incremental redevelopment is expected to occur.

Figure 3. Economic Development Focus Areas and Sub-Areas

Source: City of Lake Stevens, Leland Consulting Group.
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Redevelopment Scenarios

A “redevelopment scenario” for each of the four economic development focus areas is
described below. These scenarios are consistent with both the City’s vision, and Leland
Consulting Group’s analysis of real estate market conditions. However, they are also
aspirational—in other words, considerable effort on the part of the City, and good partnerships
with high-quality private-sector development partners will be necessary in order to realize the
complete scenario. The public sector actions necessary to realize the visions are outlined in
Leland Consulting Group’s Action Plan memorandum.

Page | 5

Downtown fulfills its potential as a revitalized lakeside village
that is vibrant while still quaint, community-oriented while also
offering unique and interesting experiences for out-of-towners.
The area continues to revitalize and adds a variety of uses
including new urban housing such as townhouses and
apartments, a limited but very important dash of retail,
restaurants, and a small amount of office space.

Frontier Village’s retail component is redeveloped and
significantly upgraded, with some additional retail space,
higher quality tenants that draw from a larger market area, and
much higher quality facades and public realm. While the
greater amount of retail space will be noticeable, the change in
appearance and quality (and associated higher taxable sales)
will be more dramatic. Employment, housing, civic, and
institutional uses are added to the district, injecting the West
Lake Gateway with more energy and vitality. The district is
renamed to reflect its new identity and role in the region.

The 20™ Street SE Corridor contains the City’s highest
concentration of jobs, particularly professional services,
engineering, and high-value added small manufacturers. At
full build out, employment is the dominant use along 20" St.
Attractive, multi-story office and industrial buildings along 20th
are integrated with several retail nodes that serve workers and
residents throughout north and east Snohomish County. Less
desirable segments of 20" and areas set back from the main
street fill out with housing. The district is renamed (as the
West Slope Business Center or other name) to reflect its new
identity and role in the region.

The Hartford Center continues to offer a low cost environment
for the City’s industrial businesses. It changes very little due to
its distance from most other employment and commerce
centers, and limited transportation and sewer infrastructure.



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
ATTACHMENT 1 Page 207

LELAND CONSULTING GROUP

Figure 4 and the tables on the following page show the estimated amounts of current and
future (2030) real estate development in the City’s economic development focus areas.
Current development is shown in the top bar within each development area; projected 2030
development is shown in the bottom bar.

All development estimates shown here are estimates. The amount of development and
redevelopment actually achieved in Lake Stevens will depend on a variety of factors, including
public sector actions, zoning and regulatory environment, economic and real estate market
conditions, cost and availability of capital, market credit capacity, and other factors. The 2030
development programs are not for a “full build out” situation; in other words, there is additional
capacity for development within the focus areas in the years and decades following 2030. The
methodology for this and other aspects of the development and fiscal forecasts is explained in
the Appendix.

Figure 4. Development Programs: Current and 2030
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Source: Leland Consulting Group, City of Lake Stevens.

This figure illustrates a number of insights about how redevelopment is expected to occur:

¢ The largest amount of net new development is expected to be added in the 20th St. SE
Corridor, because of its very large area, numerous undeveloped properties, good
location, and new infrastructure and urban services that will be added. The 20th St.
Retail Center is expected to contain the greatest amount of net new retail development.

¢ Most change in Frontier Village and Downtown will take place through redevelopment of
existing sites and buildings, rather than new development on vacant sites. Thus, the total
amount of net new development will be considerably less that in the 20" St. SE Corridor.
However, the new development will be tend to be of higher quality and somewhat more
dense, and will thus generate greater property and sales taxes.

¢ Housing is the most extensive land use, even in mixed use commercial areas such as the
20" St. SE Corridor. This is the case in almost all communities: residential
neighborhoods occupy the most land area.

¢ Almost no new development is expected to take place in the Hartford area.
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Development programs

The tables on this page are a quantitative representation of the information shown graphically
in Figure 4 above. Like the other land uses, housing development is expressed below in terms
of square feet. However, it is often easier to understand housing development in terms of
dwelling units. In order to convert from total development area to dwelling units, an average of
2,000 square feet per dwelling unit can be used, so that so that, for example, 1.5 million square
feet of development is equivalent to 750 new units.

Table 1. Current - 2010

Sub area

Retail Office/ Ind. Public Tofal
Emp.

20th Street Corridor 20th Street Retail Center - - - - - -
20th Street Corridor 50,000 - 1,070,000 - - 1,120,000
Frontier Village 680,000 230,000 1,170,000 - 2,080,000
Downtown Downtown Core 130,000 20,000 100,000 - 60,000 310,000

Grade Road - - - - - -
Other Downtown - - 670,000 - - 670,000
Hartford Industrial Hartiord Industrial - - 730,000 - 730,000
Total 860,000 250,000 3,010,000 730,000 60,000 4,910,000

Source: Leland Consulting Group, City of Lake Stevens.

Table 2. Future - 2030

Sub area

20th Street Corridor |20th Street Retail Center 315,000 25,000 - - - 340,000
20th Street Corridor 130,000 1,065,000 2,020,000 - 55,000 | 3,270,000
Frontier Village 820,000 375,000 1,355,000 - 35,000 2,585,000
Downtown Downtown Core 140,000 45,000 165,000 - 60,000 410,000
Grade Road 5,000 25,000 80,000 - 40,000 150,000
Other Downtown - - 885,000 - - 885,000
Hartford Industrial - 775,000 775,000

Total 1,410,000 1,535,000 4,505,000 775,000 190,000 8,415,000
Source: Leland Consulting Group, City of Lake Stevens.

Table 3. Net Change, 2010 — 2030

Sub area Gross Building Area (SF)
Housing Public
20th Street Corridor | 20th Street Retail Center 315,000 25,000 - - - 340,000
20th Street Corridor 80,000 1,065,000 950,000 - 55,000 2,150,000
Frontier Village 140,000 145,000 185,000 - 35,000 505,000
Downtown Downtown Core 10,000 25,000 65,000 - - 100,000
Grade Road 5,000 25,000 80,000 - 40,000 150,000
Other Downtown - - 215,000 - - 215,000
Hartford Industrial 45,000 45,000

Total 550,000 1,285,000 1,495,000 45,000 130,000 3,505,000
Source: Leland Consulting Group, City of Lake Stevens.
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Fiscal Impacts

Figure 5 shows the fiscal impacts of potential redevelopment associated with property and
sales tax revenues, along with current estimated revenues that are produced within the
economic development areas.? All revenue forecasts are based off of the City’s existing levies
and the development programs outlined above that forecast a total of approximately 3.5 million
square feet of new development. The chart highlights the following:

e The economic development focus areas currently account for about 38 percent of the
property tax revenues, and about two-thirds (67 percent) of the sales taxes, collected in
the City.

e The property and sales taxes collected within the economic development areas could
more than double in the next 20 years. Combined, new development could generate
approximately $2.8 million in net new general fund revenues—a large amount within the
context of the City’s total general fund budget and projected deficits.

Figure 5. Property and Sales Tax Revenue, 2010 and 2030
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Source: Leland Consulting Group.

Table 4. Property and Sales Tax Revenue, 2010 and 2030

Revenues
Citywide Dev. Focus Areas
2010

Property Tax $2,600,000 $1,000,000 $2,210,000 $1,210,000
Sales & Use Tax

From Retail $1,200,000 $1,290,000 $2,570,000 $1,280,000

From Construction $890,000 $100,000 $400,000 $300,000

Subtotal $2,080,000 $1,390,000 $2,980,000 $1,580,000
Total $4,680,000 $2,390,000 $5,190,000 $2,800,000

Source: Leland Consulting Group.

2 Sales tax figures include taxes generated by construction within the focus areas. All figures are in 2010
dollars; i.e., no inflation factor is included in future forecasts.
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Figures 6 and 7 show that the 20" St. SE Corridor and Frontier Village areas are expected to
generate most new revenues. The impact of the 20" St. Corridor should be no surprise given
the significant amount of new development possible there. Redevelopment in Frontier Village
will have a greater fiscal impact due to new sales taxes rather than property taxes. This is
because, while the total amount of development in Frontier Village will increase only by a
modest amount, the redevelopment that takes place there will be of a considerably higher
quality. The retail at Frontier Village, in particular, will generate more total sales and more
sales tax.

While the new revenues generated in downtown shown below are small, the City should bear
in mind that downtown is often “the heart of the community,” and thus impacts the entire city—
not just the property within its borders. For example, a thriving, exciting downtown that truly
capitalizes on the Lake Stevens lakefront should increase the desirability of (and property and
sales figures within) the entire community. This means that a healthy downtown can have a
positive impact on property citywide (not evaluated here).

Figure 6. Net New Sales Tax Revenues from Redevelopment

$0.0 Millions $0.2 $0.4 $0.6 $0.8 $1.0
20th Street Retail Center | $0.6
20th Street Corridor A $0.2
Frontier Village | $0.5
Downtown Core A $0.1

Grade Road $0.0

OtherDowntown | $0.0

Hartford Industrial | $0.0

Note: These figures represent sales taxes generated from traditional retail sales only, not revenue generated from construction.
Source: Leland Consulting Group.

Figure 7. Net New Property Tax Revenues from Redevelopment

$0.0 Millions $0.2 $0.4 $0.6 $0.8 $1.0
20th Street Retail Center ] $0.1
20th Street Corridor 1 $0.7
Frontier Village | $0.2
Downtown Core 1 $0.0

Grade Road $0.0

Other Downtown $0.1

Hartford Industrial $0.0

Source: Leland Consulting Group.
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Next Steps

The next phase of the City’s Economic Development Strategy is expected to commence in
early 2011. This work will allow the planning team to take a closer look at the geography,
recommended strategies, and development potential within three of the four focus areas (the
Hartford area will probably not be studied), and will provide more refined development
programs than those estimated here. The City and project staff should check the Phase 2
development programs to those developed here, and recalculate the tax revenue projections if
necessary.

A complete understanding of the fiscal impacts of developments requires a solid understanding
of the costs (such as transportation infrastructure, police, and parks) associated with new
development and redevelopment. The Phase 2 Economic Development Strategy will provide
some information about anticipated costs, though the specificity of cost information will depend
on the depth of the planning work.
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Appendices

The analysis in this memorandum was completed using the following methodology. Figures
and tables that show key calculations and data sources follows.

e Measure focus areas using ESRI ArcMap (GIS) and Google Earth.

e Estimate existing development within development areas based on GIS information
(building values), zoning, site visits, and sales and property tax receipts.

e Estimate future development program—future development area by land use type— at
full build out (2050) and planning horizon (2030), based on established economic
development visions, evaluation of comparable cities and projects, industry standard
floor area ratios (FAR), amount of developed and undeveloped land (GIS, review of
aerial images), current and anticipated real estate markets (Economic Assessment,
Leland Consulting Group), and redevelopment ratios (ratio of existing building to land
value in GIS). 2030 development is expected to be 50 percent of total potential build
out at 2050.

e Estimate current and future development values based on property tax base and
receipts (Snohomish County Assessor, City of Lake Stevens), industry standard
development values, estimated increase in quality and value of new buildings.

e Estimate total future retail sales based on current sales in Lake Stevens on a total (City
of Lake Stevens, Washington Department of Revenue) and per square foot basis, and
industry standard sales per square foot values (Urban Land Institute (ULI), International
Council of Shopping Centers (ICSC)).

e Calculate future property and sales tax (including construction sales tax) revenues
based on development program, values, sales, and current Lake Stevens tax rates (1.0
percent sales tax and $1.23 per $1,000 property value property tax). All construction
(and construction tax revenue generation) was assumed to take place over a ten-year
period given the large areas in which development was forecasted.

The project team was forced to make estimates for some of the figures in this analysis due to
limitations in the data available. Those limitations include but are not limited to:

e Gross building area (e.g. retail square footage) located on various sites was not
available through Lake Stevens’ GIS or other data sources (this is fairly typical—
building area is often not tracked by cities or counties).

e Sales tax revenues could not be aggregated to show total current revenues within focus
areas; sales tax revenues was only available on a citywide and per-store basis (for the
top 30 tax sources).
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Selected Tables and Figures

Table 5. Current Revenues, City of Lake Stevens

Revenues $ Millions Percent
Sales Tax $2,084,700 $2.1 26.5%
Property Tax $2,603,853 $2.6 33.1%
Other Taxes $1,372,948 $1.4 17.4%
Other Revenues $1,807,190 $1.8 23.0%
Total GF Revenues $7,868,691 $7.9 100.0%

Source: Leland Consulting Group.

Table 6. Current Sales and Use Tax Receipts

Retailers $1,198,100
Construction $886,600
Total Receipts, 2010 $2,084,700

Source: LCG estimate based on City of Lake Stevens data for top 30 sales and use tax generators.

Table 7. Focus Areas: Gross and Net Developable Areas

Sub area
Gross ROW & Buildable
Acres Undev. /1 Net
20th Street Corridor 20t StreetRetail Center /3 50 20% 40
20th Street Corridor 680 40% 408
Frontier Village 230 35% 150
Downtown Downtown Core 40 40% 24
Grade Road Site 40 60% 16
Other Downtown 80 40% 48
Hartford Industrial 270 45% 149

Source: Leland Consulting Group.

Table 8. Redevelopment Ratios

Redevelopment

Scenario Existing Development

Remains Redev

20th Street Corridor 20t StreetRetail Center /3 New development 0% 100%
20th Street Corridor Partial redevelopment 45% 55%

Frontier Village Partial redevelopment 40% 60%
Downtown Downtown Core Partial redevelopment 45% 55%
Grade Road Site New development 0% 100%

Other Downtown Partial redevelopment 80% 20%

Hartford Industrial Remains as is 100% 0%

Source: Leland Consulting Group.
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Table 9. Building Values per square foot

Land Use Type

Refail Office/ Housing Ind. Public Parks

Emp. Other

Current Development, all areas $200 $200 $160 $150 $0 $0
New and Redevelopment, all areas $275 $275 $250 $200 $0 $0
Percent Increase 38% 38% 56% 33% NA NA

Source: Leland Consulting Group.

Table 10. Floor Area Ratios - Current

Sub area Current Development FARs
Retail Office Housing L Public Parks Total Undev.
Other
20th Street Corridor 20t Street Retail Center /2
20th Street Corridor 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 -
Frontier Village 0.30 0.30 0.40 0.30 0.30 -
Downtown Downtown Core 0.30 0.30 0.40 0.30 0.30 -
Grade Road Site 0.30 0.30 0.40 0.30 0.30 -
Other Downtown 0.30 0.30 0.40 0.30 0.30 -
Hartford Industrial 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 -

Source: Leland Consulting Group.

Table 11. Floor Area Ratios — 2030 and 2050

Sub area 2030 & 2050 New & Redevelopment FARs

Retail Office/ Housing Ind. Public Other Total Undev.
Emp.
20th Street Corridor 20t StreetRetail Center /2 0.40 0.30 0.40 0.30 0.30 0.00
20th Street Corridor 0.30 0.30 0.40 0.30 0.30 0.00
Frontier Village 0.50 0.50 0.75 0.30 0.50 0.00
Downtown Downtown Core 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.30 0.30 0.00
Grade Road Site 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.30 0.30 0.00
Other Downtown 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.30 0.30 0.00
Hartford Industrial 0.30 0.30 0.40 0.30 0.30 0.00

Source: Leland Consulting Group.

Table 12. Development Value, 2030

Sub area Total Value

Ind. Public

Retail

Ofice/ Housing Parks Tofal Undev.

Emp. Other
20th Street Corridor 20t StreetRetail Center /2 $86,250,000  $7,185,000 $0 S0 $0 $0  $93,435000  $265,935,000
20th Street Corridor $33,425,000  $293,245,000  $435,005,000 $0 $0 $0 761,675,000  $637,325,000
Frontier Village $189,370,000  $91,475,000  $265,425,000 $0 $0 $0  $546,270,000  $419,810,000
Downtown Downtown Core $31,585,000  $11,060,000  $35,040,000 $0 $0 $0  $77,685000  $68,855,000
Grade Road Site $1,435000  $7,185000  $19,600,000 S0 $0 $0  $28,220,000  $31,090,000
Other Downtown $0 $0  $166,990,000 $0 $0 $0  $166,990,000  $59,790,000
Hartford Industrial $0 $0 $0 $119,030,000 $0 $0  $119,030,000  $9,530,000
Total $342,065,000  $410,150,000  $922,060,000  $119,030,000 $0 $0 $1,793,305,000 $1,492,335,000

Source: Leland Consulting Group.
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Table 13. Sales Tax Rates

Jurisdiction Rate
City of Lake Stevens  1.0%
County 1.1%
State 6.5%

Source: City of Lake Stevens.

Table 14. Taxable Sales per square foot

2010 2030
New GBA All GBA Enhanced
Area (sf) 1 0.39 1.39
Sales PSF $150 $206 $166 $182
Sales $150 $80 $230

Source: Leland Consulting Group.

Table 15. Assessed Value

Area Name Sub area Assessed Value

20th Street Corridor  20th Street Retail Center $0 $93,435,000 $93,435,000
20th Street Corridor $181,200,000 $761,675,000 $580,475,000
Frontier Village Frontier Village $369,200,000 $546,270,000 $177,070,000
Downtown Downtown Core $46,000,000 $77,685,000 $31,685,000
Grade Road $0 $28,220,000 $28,220,000
Other Downtown $107,200,000 $166,990,000 $59,790,000
Hartford Industrial Hartford Industrial $109,500,000 $119,030,000 $9,530,000
Total $813,100,000 $1,793,305,000 $980,205,000

Source: Leland Consulting Group.

Table 16. Property Value Revenue

Area Name Sub area Tax Revenue

2030 Net New

General Fund, 2010 General Fund, 2010 $8,765,005

Property Tax Revenue Property Tax Revenues, 2010 $2,603,853

20th Street Corridor 20th Street Retail Center $0 $115,113 $115,113
20th Street Corridor $223,241 $938,393 $715,152

Frontier Village Frontier Village $454,859 $673,011 $218,152

Downtown Downtown Core $56,673 $95,709 $39,036
Grade Road $0 $34,767 $34,767
Other Downtown $132,072 $205,734 $73,662

Hartford Industrial Hartiord Industrial $134,905 $146,646 $11,741

Total $1,001,749 $2,209,373 $1,207,624

Source: Leland Consulting Group.
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Table 17. Sales Tax Revenue, 2030

Revenue

General Fund, 2010 General Fund, 2010 $8,765,005 $8,765,005
Sales Tax Revenues, Sales Tax Revenues, 2010 $2,084,700 $2,084,700
20th Street Corridor  20th Street Retail Center $574,443 $574,443

20th Street Corridor $237,072 $162,072
Frontier Village Frontier Village $1,495,376 $475,376
Downtown Downtown Core $255,308 $60,308

Grade Road $9,118 $9,118

Other Downtown $0 $0
Hartford Industrial Hartford Industrial $0 $0
Total $2,571,317 $1,281,317

Source: Leland Consulting Group.

Table 18. Construction (Sales Tax) Revenues, 2030

Area Name Sub area Total Construction Total Revenue
Net New Costs Tax in Av.

Prop. Value (Tax Base) Revenue Year

20th Street Corridor 20th Street Retail Center $93,435,000 $38,541,938 $385,419 $38,542
20th Street Corridor $580,475,000 $239,445,938 $2,394,459 $239,446

Frontier Village Fronter Village $177,070,000 $73,041,375 $730,414 $73,041
Downtown Downtown Core $31,685,000 $13,070,063 $130,701 $13,070
Grade Road $28,220,000 $11,640,750 $116,408 $11,641

Other Downtown $59,790,000 $24,663,375 $246,634 $24,663

Hartford Industrial Hartford Industrial $9,530,000 $3,931,125 $39,311 $3,931
Total New Total New Developmen  $980,205,000 $404,334,563  $4,043,346 $404,335

Source: Leland Consulting Group.
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The purpose of this citywide Action Plan is to translate the Lake Stevens Economic Development Strategy into
a series of implementable actions. In order to move from strategy to action, the action plan first reiterates a
long-term strategic goal for the City, and then lists a series of actions that will move the City toward those
goals. Actions are categorized by the time frame during which they should be completed (short, medium, and
long term), a responsible party, and each action’s projected cost to the City (the cost of staff time is not
included in this cost).

Action plans for Downtown, Frontier Village, and the 20" Street Southeast Corridor will also be completed as
part of Phase 2 of the Economic Development Strategy. The framework or subarea plans that are completed
as part of that phase of work—and the types of uses, public facilities, design recommendations, and other
components they contain—uwill help to inform those action plans. This document does, however, set forth
strategic goals for those areas, which may be refined in the next phase.

Strategic planning requires that the City’s long-term vision be established first. Only then can an action plan be
established that outlines the steps required to reach that long-term vision. This process is sometimes called
-backcasting” and is illustrated below. Several long-term visions for the City are listed on the following pages.

Vision &
Goals

Actions

In addition to being linear processes, planning and implementation are also cyclical and iterative. Great plans
require reflection and revision over time. Revision enables the City to adjust its course by recognizing new
conditions and assets, and by integrating experience regarding what efforts have succeeded or failed. This
cycle is shown below.

Plan. (This Strategy is an example.) Establish the
City’s vision, goals, and processes. Make sure to
focus on outcomes rather than inputs.

Do. Implement the new plan and processes—if
possible, on a small scale first in order to ensure their
effectiveness.

Check. Measure your actions and compare actual
results to expected results.

Act/Analyze. Evaluate the differences and alter your

course if necessary. Determine how to make
changes that will result in improvement.

Lake Stevens Economic Development Strategy m Action Plan = January 2011 2



City of Lake Stevens
City Council Regular Agenda 6-27-11
ATTACHMENT 2 Page 219

Based on past plans and consultation with the City Council, staff, and stakeholders in the community, the
project team developed the following long term Economic Development goals for the City.

CW  Citywide

SE 20" Street
SE Corridor

FV Frontier Village

DT Downtown

H Hartford Area

The City of Lake Stevens is the Puget Sound’s favorite family-
friendly lakeside community; a great place to live, do business,
shop, visit, and enjoy the great outdoors; and a fiscally strong
community.

The 20th St. SE Corridor is a modern mixed-use corridor with
two or more nodes of attractive retail development
complemented by high-quality office and employment parks.

Frontier Village is redeveloped into an attractive, mixed-use
village, with retail, office, housing, and healthcare that takes
advantage of views of the lake and mountains.

Downtown continues to be the City's cultural, civic, and historic
heart. Civic uses and waterfront park spaces are expanded
and significantly upgraded; these are complemented by new
retail, restaurants, and housing development.

Hartford industrial area maintains its current mix of business
and industry, with some incremental change occurring.

The timeframes listed in the Action Plan below are defined as follows:

Short Present (Fiscal Year 2011) through FY 2012 (June 2012)
Medium FY 2013 - FY 2015
Long After FY 2015

Lake Stevens Economic Development Strategy m Action Plan = January 2011
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Goal The City of Lake Stevens is Puget Sound’s favorite family-friendly lakeside community; a great place to live, do

business, shop, visit, and enjoy the great outdoors; and a fiscally strong community.

Actions
# Action

Responsibility

Timing Budget

1 Economic Development Strategy

Complete the Economic Development Strategy in order to understand the development
context, create development and other targets, prioritize development areas and refine
redevelopment vision. (v indicates that this task is underway)

Evaluate physical, demographic, and real estate market conditions.
Adopt the Strategy.

Acknowledge and celebrate completed tasks and successes through personal praise,
press releases, web, and other media.

Revise and update the Strategy periodically. The strategy and action plan should be
revisited annually, and major revisions should be completed approximately every five
years.

2 Economic Development Strategy, Phase 2:
Complete Framework Plans/Subarea Plans for Economic Development Focus Areas

The scope of work for this phase is still being developed and refined by the City and
LMN Architects. General concepts are covered here based on the initial framework plan
approach; refer to the refined scope of work for subarea planning work task specifics.
Plans for Downtown, Frontier Village, and 20" St. Southeast should be completed, but
not the Hartford Industrial Area.

Confirm development character and program (based on Phase 1)
Check in with the community through open houses and City website.

Establish physical framework, including area subdistricts, transportation; open, green,
and public spaces; streets and streetscapes; major opportunity sites, anticipated
developments, and general redevelopment concepts.

Refine quantitative development program including types of uses, scale, locations, etc.

Lake Stevens Economic Development Strategy m Action Plan = January 2011
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Create an Implementation / Action Plans for each district (based on this model).
3 Organize and Staff for Economic Development

Define council, management staff, and line staff roles for Economic Development. l.e., City
define who does what.

Designate an economic development staff manager/point person (—ED.ead”). This * $40,000 per year

could be a staff person or an outsourced relationship. assuming external,
part time assistance

Consider renaming —Rnning” Department to Community and Economic Development

Create an annual and five-year budget for economic development resources (staff time,
external contracts, operations and capital projects). The actions in this action plan
should be one of the bases for budgeting.

Create an economic development web page or pages on the Lake Stevens web site, to
be updated and maintained regularly by economic development staff or consultant.
(Alternately, the City’s existing —Bsiness” page could be improved.) The City’s
character, assets, demographics, current businesses, and more should be outlined here.
Consider creating a blog where recent news can be posted.

4 Pursue Public Private Partnerships with the Development Community

Maintain dialogues with the Lake Stevens Chamber of Commerce, Snohomish County  City and/or ED
Economic Development Council (EDC), Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC), consultant
Washington State Department of Commerce, and others in order to stay up to date on

development trends.

Maintain contact with key property owners, developers, and other members of the
development community (some will be identified during District Framework Plans). For
example, the City should maintain relationships with the owners of the Frontier Village
property and others. Conduct driving tours of the City as necessary.

Pursue, negotiate, and complete public-private partnership real estate developments ‘ $100,000+ per year

with private sector partners. in real estate and
legal assistance.

Development
benefits will offset
costs.

5 Business Outreach and Retention

Attend quarterly or bi-annual Chamber of Commerce meetings. City and/or ED
consultant

3

Track and secure regional, state, and federal funding opportunities.

Establish lists of the top 25 existing businesses in Lake Stevens and the top 25 business
located near the City that could be attracted to the City. Focus on businesses whose
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executives already live in the City.

“

Call and meet with executives at the key existing and potential new businesses each
year. Understand what will keep them in the community, enable them to expand, or
relocate to the community.

6 Outreach to Public Institutions
Lake Stevens School District City

Create and maintain City-School District Working Group to identify and solve shared
challenges, including quality of education, shared use of facilities, transportation, etc.

Sno-Isle Library
Maintain City-Library Dialogue, plan for expanded library in Downtown Framework Plan
Higher Education

Establish relationships with Everett Community College and other public and private
community colleges with the potential to locate in Lake Stevens. Understand the
colleges’ physical and demographic needs.

Attract community college branch campus to Lake Stevens
Healthcare
Create list of five to ten main local healthcare providers.

Contact main healthcare providers in order to understand their expansion plans, interest *
in Lake Stevens, and desired physical, demographic, and other needs.

“

Attract additional healthcare provider(s) to Lake Stevens

7 Branding: Refine and Implement the Lake Stevens Brand City with marketing $35,000 per year for
Fulfill Lake Stevens’ potential to be the Puget Sound's premier active, family-friendly lakeside and design two years
community. consultants

“

Develop an ongoing communications program for Lake Stevens

Develop a marketing program, including print materials, for business recruitment. ‘ ?5,090 to $10,000
or printing

Update the City’s graphic presentation.

Implement the new brand with website, advertising, and in other media.
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8 Develop a Wayfinding, Gateway, and Signage program City with marketing
and design
consultants
Issue RFP for consultant to develop design program. ‘
Consultant designs new signage program with City oversight. ’ $35,000
Work with WSDOT to have —ke Stevens” added to I-5 exit signs. ‘
Install new signage. ‘ $25,000 per year for
two years
9 Define and Strengthen Districts and Neighborhoods
In order to respond to the importance of family and community in Lake Stevens, create a Staff
map of Lake Stevens’ neighborhoods.
Initiate process to gather residents’ input on neighborhood names, location, key Staff or consultant
strengths and weaknesses, desired improvements or amenities, and other attributes.
Define neighborhood names, locations, and action or improvement plan. Staff or consultant
Form neighborhood associations (may be independent non-profit groups) ‘
10  Review and revise zoning and other regulatory process
(If subarea plans are conducted during item 2 above, then some of these zoning and See above.

regulatory subtasks will be completed as part of that work; consult the Phase 2 scope of
work for details.)

Revise zoning/regulatory standards based on District Framework Plans and other input.  Consultant

New zoning standards should reflect the City’s desire for a greater degree of urbanity
and high quality design. New regulatory standards should include: zoning; incentives
and bonuses within the zoning code; illustrated design standards; enhanced street
standards; sign regulations; and landscape standards.

Develop a fast-track entitlement program for desired types of projects

Identify ways to increase select types of housing (e.g., senior housing)

Adopt revised zoning codes and design standards
11 Pursue Annexations

East RUTA: Proceed with discussions and analysis regarding annexation with adjacent  City
cities, county, and other parties if necessary.

Lake Stevens South: Proceed with discussions and analysis regarding annexation with
adjacent cities, county, and other parties if necessary.
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What

are the
problems
in this
area?

Economic Development

Transportation

Natural Features

Mix of Goods & Services

Housing

Parks and Recreation

Civic Spaces & Buildings

All developed, with no plan
Encourage redevelopment
with tax incentives

Improve zoning to encourage
redevelopment

Parking, circulation and
design not optimal

Not enough or very few jobs

No single area to enjoy lake

and spend money

No community identity

Poor I-5 access

No medical facilities

Lack of variety or shopping options

Poor access to Frontier Village
No pedestrian/bike access
Vernon Rd. - confusion
Vehicle-oriented

SR 9 and SR 204 problematic

Poor access from Lundeen
Park Way to gym and housing
Crosswalks scary

+ 3 separate groups who control it

No King County Metro Service
Poor visibility and access
Improve the trestle

Plowed over
+ View on a clear day
» No green or landscape

No variety in restaurants
Too many dentists, fast
food and sports bars

No hotel accommodations
Trader Joe's
Disjointed/disconnected

Too many big box drug stores

- No diversity

No connectivity residential to
business/commercial areas

No retirement or Senior housing
Single Family Residential housing
built where higher density and
mixed use could have gone

No trails

Power line easement is unused park
Nothing for kids to do

No indoor entertainment

No outdoor plazas or
meeting areas

No common architectural theme
Larger library

What do

Economic Development

Transportation

Natural Features

Mix of Goods & Services

Housing

Parks and Recreation

Civic Spaces & Buildings

Professional services
above retail

Taller buildings
Micro brewery/restaurant

Pedestrian and
bike access!

Improved vehicle access
and circulation

Preserve mountain and lake views

+ Repurpose wetland areas

Invest in public drainage

+ More public access and views to lake

Create a reason to stop

More diversity, less fast food
High end restaurant

and boutique shops

Mixed use business

- Minimize displacement
- Need mixed-use

- Senior housing

- Higher rise housing

Bike and hiking trails

Skate Park

Trails in power line easement,
connect with Marysville

Green building design

Locate community meeting
place; like Hagen Café

Plazas and meeting areas
Taller office buildings

you want H?tels Integrity between and |'.e5|dent|a| . Pr.otect e>.<isting hous.ing . que.theatre/complex . More industrial
to see in Mixed-use Market and Frontier - Specialty s.tores ' + Higher mixed us.e buildings + Swimming pool . Job creation
. Pedestrian friendly shopping areas . Microsoft bus to 20th Street + Restaurant with lake view « Entry level housing + Play I.and for young kids . Satellite Police
th|S area Gatherlhg places and mixed use . Perimeter road around . Condc.»s ' ' Bowling alley Combine Fire Dept. and Police
2 h Entertainment spots Lake Stevens Center + Redesign strip malls, something classy Dept. at Chapel Hill
In the Move Transit Center to better location . Move transit center + Boat, RV and trailer storage Social Services Center
future? REI Parking garages instead of parking lots + Micro Brewery Large coffee house
: Bulldozers . Connect sidewalks + No Strip malls
Higher density Pedestrian/bike access around lake + Hotel
Economic Development Transportation Natural Features Mix of Goods & Services Housing Parks and Recreation Civic Spaces & Buildings
Retail to harness lake + 91st Ave should be a boulevard with « Take advantage of lake views not - No more strip malls - No row or cluster housing . Parks in power line easements Small town feel
uses, i.e. kayak rental access to business properties currently utilized/promoted - Diversity, mixed use « Allow for open space . Trails connecting parks People spaces
Increased height limit to - People first, vehicles second + Walking areas through wetlands - More things for families to do here « Mixed use residential in fringe area . Pedestrian destinations Rooftop gathering place
take advantage of views Bike lane + No Costco or other large box stores Protect views ) . « Soccer dome/complex Create C'.ty gateway
. Cohesive design for + Greenery . No bikini baristas - Large yards no cookie cutter housing . Water Park Central library
DeS|red business development + Celebrate lake . Weather coverings "I\'/elzcg_nicla: alfxlfit_higher education
1 20th Street SE Business Park + No more housing . Fountains edical facilities
coli Ity No concrete and glass + Rustic lodge feel " Farmers Market
g + More youth activities
Cha ra Cter? Small town feel « Small business Office Park

No Big Box retail

Good design standards for all buildings
Something less 'Whitetrash’

Redmond Town Center

Encourage labs and testing facilities
No backs of buildings on Hwy 9

Campus for art and music education

*Comments listed in larger, bold type were given by multiple attendees.
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20th Street S.E. Corridor Subarea

Public Comments from the Subarea isionire: Mtecting-cnidarch 29, 2011

What

are the
problems
in this
area?

Economic Development

Transportation

Natural Features

Mix of Goods & Services

Housing

Parks and Recreation

Civic Spaces & Buildings

No identity

Gateway from trestle,
poor first impression
No sewer in key areas
There is no Economic
Development

Road full of litter and trash
Not bus friendly

Lacking medical laboratories
No infrastructure

No Family earning jobs

Lack of action resulted in lack
of economic development

No bike or pedestrian access
Traffic enforcement issues at S.
Lake Stevens and Davies Rd.
Too narrow, no sidewalks
Trestle bottle neck

Eliminate truck traffic on

20th, divert to Hwy 9

Car Pool/Transit Center

Poor circulation

Traffic issues, school and trestle

Too many dead ends

» Too many have become privatized,

keep natural features available for all

«+ Slopes
- Wetlands

No current goods or services

- Lacking medical

No dining
No retail

No restrictions for storing vehicles
in front yards - very ugly

Builders not held accountable

for unfinished projects

Poor housing stock

Lack of senior housing

No housing in proximity

of retail or services

No Design Standards

No City parks
Celebrate Dog Park
Connectivity

No ball fields

No active parks

What do

Economic Development

Transportation

Natural Features

Mix of Goods & Services

Housing

Parks and Recreation

Civic Spaces & Buildings

No big-box stores

Business Park w/open spaces
Sense of arrival/gateway
Technical school

. Park and Ride
. Bus shuttle between

retail centers
More roundabouts

- Maintain and enhance
+ Maximize views, height limitations
» Walking trails through wetlands

Hospital/Medical facilities
Mixed use business/retail
Hotel at Hwy 9/20th
Variety of retail, dining

. More mixed use

residential/commercial

. Condos with views

No more cookie cutter housing

- Small sports facility and fields

Walking trails along power line

« Open space and sports fields

within power line areas

- Gardens

Public Safety building/satellite
+ No tall buildings - 4 story max

Park and Ride
+ Sno-Isle Library branch
+ Cultural Event venue

Only small businesses + More traffic enforcement and shopping Bus access < ) _
you want Nice tea shops and cafes No trucks on 20th Street Movie Theatre Pedestrian improvements Civic R.ecreatlon Center - Performing arts center
toseein Develop community businesses - Microsoft connecter bus No industrial or storaqe faciliti - Senior Housing : Amphltheater Indoor social gathering places
Te ge facilities L - Trails
h q Light industrial Access limited to 20th Street More zoning for mixed use Neo-traditional subdivisions o
this area Big box stores, like Costco - Grid road system Day-care 9 - Wide sidewalks, bike lanes Developed picnic parks
0 ' B A Dog parks
; i No HUB development at . . . Lots of trees, setbacks for buildings
N the Erofelssmnal buildings Hwy 9 and 20th University or Higher Education - Small community parks
futu re? D;)tecare N Encourage multiple access points Buffers between commercial areas Skate park
Adi;'t' | heiaht and densit on 20th to prevent congestion BMX Parks
ition i nd densi
Commoer:alfe?a'la enstty 5 lanes multi, use connectivity
G : dD : ‘ + Mixed use, residential/commercial
Ar(::)ecrc))lr:rr]ﬂe rug stores Light rail link to Everett and Snohomish
u X
Warehouse facilities * Managed access
. Widening
Take advantage of views,
build up not out
Signage
Economic Development Transportation Natural Features Mix of Goods & Services Housing Parks and Recreation Civic Spaces & Buildings
Higher education Revolving bus around lake - Green buffers between 20th Children’s Birthday party venue Senior Cottage Housing Recreation Center - No tall buildings
No strip malls More roundabouts, fewer stop Street and development High end condos and mixed use Variety with aesthetic appeal Pools, water parks « Community meeting place
No Big Box retail signs and traffic signals . Open space Retail appealing to High School kids Encourage green building Off road trails for pedestrians and bikes integrated with small businesses
Rustic like Mill Creek Local traffic only Develop park on 20th Street No strip malls High density housing with open Acquire land for dog parks « Community buildings and spaces
. Town Center Better signage . No concrete walls or structures Big Box okay if done aesthetically and recreational space Parks with views « Farmers Market - shelter area
Desn’ed own Lente Gateway/entrance signage No graffiti can occur Mixed use with higher buildings Connections between + Wine walks
commun Ity Clean/green tech Covered walkways and Fiber Optic and High Speed Internet parks, non motorized « Artwalks
No Tire Stores bridges over Hwy 9 Dog park
No Walmart
character?

« Trader Joe's

Provide boat and trailer storage
Lifestyle Center
Pedestrian scale signs

« Commercial/retail

High tech
Natural elements
Ties into historical background

« Small business

*Comments listed in larger, bold type were given by multiple attendees.
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