
City Council meetings are wheelchair accessible. American Sign Language (ASL) interpretation  
is available upon request. Please phone (425) 295-0500 at least 48 hours in advance.  

Assisted Listening Devices are also available upon request. 
 

 

 
 

AGENDA 
 6:30 pm – 10:00 pm             
February 07, 2017          
 
Call to Order 
 
Roll Call 
 
Pledge of Allegiance 
 
Approval of Agenda              
              Estimate Time 
Presentations/Proclamations 
 

 

Student Liaison Reports 
 

6:40 pm 

Public Comment 
Note: This is an opportunity for the public to address the Council. Three-minutes limit 
per person or five-minutes if representing the official position of a recognized 
community organization. If you would like to show a video or PowerPoint, it must be 
submitted or emailed by 5 pm, the end of the business day, to the City Clerk, Melonie 
Anderson at manderson@sammamish.us. Please be aware that Council meetings are 
videotaped and available to the public.  
 

6:45 pm 

Consent Calendar 
• Payroll for period ending January 15, 2017 for pay date January 20, 

2017 in the amount of $ 341,494.73 
• Payroll for period ending January 31, 2017 for pay date February 03, 

2017 in the amount of $ 338,937.09 
1. Approval: Claims For Period Ending January 17, 2017 In The Amount  

Of $1,586,147.26 For Check No. 46322 Through 46441 
2. Approval: Claims For Period Ending February 7, 2017 In The Amount  

Of $2,058,753.46 For Check No. 46442 Through 46597 
3. Resolution: Revising The Rules Of Procedure For The City Council 
4. Ordinance: First Reading: Relating To Maintenance By The City Of 

Drainage Facilities, And Specifically Amending SMC Sections 13.20.090 And 
13.20.100; Providing For Severability; And Establishing An Effective Date 

5. Resolution: Granting Final Plat Approval Of The Canterbury Park Fka 
Mystic Lake Phase 2 Subdivision 

7:15 pm 

City Council, Regular Meeting 
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Assisted Listening Devices are also available upon request. 
 

6. Resolution: Authorizing Execution Of The Regional Coordination 
Framework For Disasters And Planned Events Agreement With King County 

7. Resolution: Establishing A Travel Policy That Conforms To State Law 
Requirements For City-Related Travel And Travel Expense 
Reimbursements 

8. Contract: Washington Trails Association Amendment 
9. Contract: Parks, Recreation and Open Space (PRO) Plan 

Consultant/Conservation Technix 
10. Approval: Minutes for December 6, 2016 Regular Meeting 
11. Approval: Minutes for December 13, 2016 Special Meeting 
12. Approval: Minutes for January 3, 2017 Regular Meeting 
13. Approval: Minutes for January 10, 2017 Special Meeting 

 
Public Hearings 
 

 

Unfinished Business 
14. Resolution: Providing Design Guidance For Phase 1 Of The Issaquah Fall 

City Road Improvement Project From 242nd Ave SE To Klahanie Dr SE 
Related To The Crossing Of The North Fork Of Issaquah Creek 

 

7:20 pm 

New Business 
 

 

15. Ordinance: First Reading Of The City Of Sammamish, Washington, 
Adopting A New Sammamish Municipal Code Chapter 2.70 Entitled 
Emergency Management Organization; Repealing Ordinance No. 
O99-39 And Resolution Nos. 2001-63 And R2005-213; Providing For 
Severability; And Establishing An Effective Date. 
 

7:45 pm 

16. Ordinance: First Reading Amending Section 2.50 of the Municipal 
Code related to Contracts 
 

8:00 pm 

17. Ordinance: First Reading finalizing amendments to the Shoreline 
Master Program (SMP) 
 

8:15 pm 

Council Reports/ Council Committee Reports 
 

• 2017 Council Committee Appointments 
 

8:30 pm 

City Manager Report 
 

• Financial Support: Spawning Grounds-Saving the Kokanee 
 

9:00 pm 

Executive Session – Potential Litigation pursuant to RCW42.30.110(1)(i) and 
Personnel pursuant to RCW42.39.110(g) 
 

9:15 pm 

Adjournment 10:00 pm 
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AGENDA CALENDAR 
 

Meeting 
Date 

Packet 
Material 
Due 

Time Meeting 
Type Topics 

Feb 2017     
Tues 2/14 2/08 6:30 pm Study 

Session 
Presentation: King County Land Conservation Initiative 
Overview 
Discussion: Land Acquisition Strategy and Policy 
Presentation: Transfer of Development Rights Program 
Presentation: Town Center Implementation Strategy Update 
Discussion: Public Comment at Council Meeting 

Tues 2/21 2/15 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Presentation & Discussion: Communications Strategic Plan 
Scope of Work 

Resolution: Approving the 2017 Budget and Work Program for 
A Regional Coalition for Housing (ARCH) 

 
Consent: 
Ordinance: Second Reading finalizing amendments to the 

Shoreline Master Program (SMP) 
Ordinance: Second Reading Emergency Management 
Ordinance: Second Reading Private/Public Partnership Code 

Revisions 
Resolution: Authorizing RCO Grant Application for Klahanie 

Park Improvements 
Resolution: Sammamish Community and Aquatic Center Project 

Acceptance 
Intent to Sign: Animal Control/King County 
Approval: Vehicle Purchase 

Mar 2017     
Mon 3/06 3/01 4:30 pm Study 

Session 
Presentation: Sammamish Heritage Society Funding Request 
Discussion: Police Services Analysis Scope of Work 
Discussion: Zackuse Creek Project Update 
Discussion: Issaquah Fall City Road Communications Plan 
 

Tues 3/07 3/01 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Presentation: Community Center Operations Update 
Presentation & Discussion: Intro to Regional Stormwater 
Presentation & Discussion: Lease Agreement with CWU 
 
Consent: 
Ordinance: Second Reading Amending Section 2.50 of the 

Municipal Code related to Contract Approval Authorization 
Contract: Human Services Needs Assessment Consultant/TBD 
Contract: Classification & Compensation Study Consultant/TBD 
Bid Award: Sammamish Landing Improvements 
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Tues 3/14 3/08 6:30 pm Study 
Session 

Discussion: Annexation Update 
Discussion: Development Code Update 
Discussion: CWU Lease Agreement 
 

Tues 3/21 3/15 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Department Report: Public Works 
Department Report: Parks & Recreation 
Presentation: Update on the Economic Development Analysis 
Presentation & Discussion: Parks, Recreation and Open Space 

(PRO) Plan Update 
Resolution: Approving Lease Agreement with CWU 
Interlocal Agreement: Issaquah School District Joint-Use 

Agreement 
 
Consent: 
Contract: Stormwater Rate Study Consultant/TBD 
Contract: Louis Thompson Hill Landslide Area Design 

Consultant/TBD 
Resolution: Project Acceptance Intelligent Transportation 

System Phase I 
 

Apr 2017     
Mon 4/03 3/29 4:30 pm Study 

Session 
Discussion: City Council Salary Study 
Discussion: Follow-up on Storm and Surface Water 

Comprehensive Planning Work 
 

Tues 4/04 3/29 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Department Report: Fire 
Department Report: Police 
Department Report: Admin Services 
Contract: Transportation Master Plan Consultant/TBD 
 
Consent: 
Contract: Communications Strategic Plan Consultant/TBD 
Bid Award: 2017 Asphalt Patching/TBD 
Bid Award: Inglewood Hill Overlay Project/TBD 
Bid Award: 2017 Citywide Pavement Overlay Contract/TBD 
Bid Award: 2017 Sidewalk Repair & ADA Ramp Retrofit/TBD 
Bid Award: Guardrail Repair Projects/TBD 
 

Tues 4/11 4/05 6:30 pm Study 
Session 

Discussion: Land Acquisition Strategy & Policy 
Discussion: Town Center Park Infrastructure Update 
Discussion: Issaquah Fall City Road Project Update 
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Tues 4/18 4/12 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Approval: 2017 Non-Motorized Transportation Project & 
Consultant Contract/TBD 

Approval: 2017 Intersection Improvement Project & Consultant 
Contract/TBD 

Approval: 2017 Neighborhood Transportation Projects & 
Consultant Contract/TBD 

Approval: 2017 Sidewalk Program Project & Consultant 
Contract/TBD 

Presentation & Discussion: Beaver Lake Way/Drive SE 
Neighborhood Traffic Improvement Project 

Ordinance: First Reading Electrical Code Adoption 
 
Consent: 
Contract: Traffic Count Program Consultant/TBD 
Bid Award: 212th Improvement Project (Snake Hill)/TBD 
Bid Award: Signal Pole & Mast Painting on 228th & Issaquah 

Pine Lake Road/TBD 
Ordinance: Second Reading Electrical Code Adoption 
Bid Award: Skyline Community Sports Field Turf Replacement 
 
 

May 2017     
Mon 5/01 4/26 4:30 pm Study 

Session 
Discussion: R-1 Land Use Density Analysis 
Discussion: Transportation Master Plan Update 
Discussion: Emergency Management Update 
 

Tues 5/02 4/26 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Proclamation: Affordable Housing Week 
Department Report: Finance 
Ordinance: First Reading Amending the Biennial Budget 

(carryforward requests) 
Public Hearing/Ordinance: First Reading Sign Code Update 
Public Hearing/Ordinance: First Reading Title 24 

Comprehensive Planning Process & Procedures Update 
 
Consent: 
Ordinance: First Reading Electrical Code Adoption 
 

Tues 5/09 5/03 5:00 pm 
 

Joint Study 
Session with 

Parks 
Commission 
& Planning 

Commission 

Department Report: Community Development 
Discussion: Urban Forestry Management Plan Scope of Work 
Discussion: Land Acquisition Study 
Discussion: Parks, Recreation and Open Space (PRO) Plan 

Update 
 



Last printed 2/2/17 

4 
 

Tues 5/16 5/10 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Ordinance: Second Reading Sign Code Update 
Ordinance: Second Reading First Reading Title 24 

Comprehensive Planning Process & Procedures Update 
Ordinance: First Reading: Inglewood Historic Plat Drainage 

Requirements 
Ordinance: First Reading Stormwater Maintenance Code 

Updates 
Hand-Off/Discussion: 2018-2023 Capital Plans 
• Parks Capital Improvement Plan 
• Stormwater Capital Improvement Plan 
• Transportation Improvement Plan 
• Information Technology Capital Improvement Plan 
• Facilities Capital Improvement Plan 

 
Consent: 
Ordinance: Second Reading Amending the Biennial Budget 

(carryforward requests) 
Contract: Fourth on the Plateau Fireworks 
Contract: Fourth on the Plateau Event Lighting 
Resolution: Youth Board Appointments 
Contract: City Hall Space Planning Consultant/TBD 
 
 

June 2017     
Mon 6/05 5/31 4:30 pm Study 

Session 
Discussion: Police Services Analysis 
Discussion: Internet Usage & Social Media Policies 
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Tues 6/06 5/31 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Ordinance: Second Reading: Inglewood Historic Plat Drainage 
Requirements 

Ordinance: Second Reading Stormwater Maintenance Code 
Updates 

Public Hearing: 2018-2023 Capital Plans 
• Parks Capital Improvement Plan 
• Stormwater Capital Improvement Plan 
• Transportation Improvement Plan 
• Information Technology Capital Improvement Plan 
• Facilities Capital Improvement Plan 

Resolution: Approving King County Animal Services Contract 
(Tentative) 

 
Consent: 
Bid Award: Beaver Lake Way/Drive SE Neighborhood Traffic 

Improvement Project/TBD 
Bid Award: Major Stormwater Drainage Facility Repairs & 

Solutions/TBD 
Bid Award: 212th Non-Motorized Gap Project/TBD 
Resolution: Inglewood Hill Stormwater Quality Retrofit Project 

Acceptance 
 

Tues 6/13 6/07 6:30 pm Study 
Session 

Discussion: Land Acquisition Strategy & Policy 
Discussion: 2018-2023 Capital Plans (if needed) 
• Parks Capital Improvement Plan 
• Stormwater Capital Improvement Plan 
• Transportation Improvement Plan 
• Information Technology Capital Improvement Plan 
• Facilities Capital Improvement Plan 

 
 

Tues 6/20 6/14 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Presentation: Economic Development Analysis Final Report 
Presentation & Discussion: Housing Strategy Update 
Presentation & Discussion: Neighborhood Character 
Resolution: Adopting 2018-2023 Capital Plans 
• Parks Capital Improvement Plan 
• Stormwater Capital Improvement Plan 
• Transportation Improvement Plan 
• Information Technology Capital Improvement Plan 
• Facilities Capital Improvement Plan 

 
Consent: 
Bid Award: SE 4th Street Improvement Project/TBD 
Bid Award: Louis Thompson Hill Landslide Area Project/TBD 
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July 2017     
Mon 7/03 6/28 4:30 pm Study 

Session 
Meeting Cancelled (Pending Council Approval) 

Weds 7/05 6/28 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Public Hearing/Ordinance: First Reading Comprehensive Plan 
Amendments Transportation Element 

Public Hearing/Ordinance: First Reading Comprehensive Plan 
Amendments Capital Facilities Element 

Presentation & Discussion: Introduction to Land Acquisition 
Policy 

Executive Session: Potential Land Acquisition 
 
Consent:  
Bid Award: Sahalee Way Stormwater Tightline Project (not 

related to Sahalee Way Project)/TBD 
 

Tues 7/11 7/05 6:30 pm Study 
Session 

Discussion: Transportation Master Plan  
Discussion: Stormwater Rate Study Update 
Discussion: Communications Strategic Plan 
Discussion: Parking Ordinance 
Discussion: Inattentive Driving Ordinance 
 

Tues 7/18 7/12 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Ordinance: Second Reading Comprehensive Plan Amendments 
Transportation Element 

Ordinance: Second Reading Comprehensive Plan Amendments 
Capital Facilities Element 

Resolution: Adopting a Land Acquisition Policy 
 
Consent: 
Bid Award: 2017 Crack Seal/TBD 
Bid Award: 2017 Intersection Improvement Project/TBD 
Bid Award: 2017 Neighborhood Transportation Projects /TBD 
Bid Award: 2017 Sidewalk Project/TBD 
Contract: Urban Forestry Management Plan Consultant/TBD 
 

Aug 2017    No 
meetings 

 

Sept 2017     
Mon 9/04 8/30 4:30 pm Study 

Session 
Discussion: Maintenance Facility Strategic Plan 
Discussion: Communications Strategic Plan  
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Tues 9/05 8/30 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Public Hearing/Ordinance: First Reading Stormwater Rate 
Update 

Ordinance: First Reading: City Parking Ordinance 
Ordinance: First Reading: Inattentive Driving Ordinance 
 
Consent: 
Bid Award: Enhanced Crosswalk on ELSP near SE 33rd 

Street/TBD 
 

Tues 9/12 9/06 6:30 pm Study 
Session 

Discussion: Parks, Recreation and Open Space (PRO) Plan 
Update 

Discussion: Human Services Needs Assessment  
Discussion: Zackuse Creek Culvert Replacement Project & Basin 

Plan Update 
 

Tues 9/19 9/13 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Department Report: Public Works 
Department Report: Parks & Recreation 
Resolution: Adopting Internet Usage & Social Media Policies 
 
Consent: 
Contract: Zackuse Creek Basin Plan Consultant/TBD 
Ordinance: Second Reading Stormwater Rate Update  
Ordinance: Second Reading City Parking Ordinance 
Ordinance: Second Reading: Inattentive Driving Ordinance 
 

Oct 2017     
Mon 10/02 9/27 4:30 pm Study 

Session 
Department Report: Police 
Presentation & Discussion: Police Services Analysis 
 

Tues 10/03 9/27 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Department Report: Fire 
Department Report: Administrative Services 
Resolution: Adopting Human Services Needs Assessment 
 
Consent: 
Bid Award: City Hall Space Planning Project/TBD 
 

Tues 10/10 10/04 6:30 pm Study 
Session 

Discussion: Transportation Master Plan  
Discussion: Parks, Recreation and Open Space (PRO) Plan 

Update 
Discussion: Big Rock Park Site B Master Plan Update 
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Tues 10/17 10/11 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Department Report: Finance 
Department Report: Community Development 
Resolution: Adopting the Communications Strategic Plan 
 
Consent: 
Contract: Intelligent Transportation System Phase II Design/TBD 
Resolution: Beaver Lake Preserve Project Acceptance 
Resolution: Skyline High School Turf Replacement Project 

Acceptance 
 

Nov 2017     
Mon 11/06 11/07 4:30 pm Study 

Session 
Discussion: Emergency Management Update 
Discussion: Business Continuity Plan (Information Technology) 
 

Tues 11/07 11/07 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Public Hearing/Ordinance: First Reading Mid-Biennial Budget 
Update 

Public Hearing/Ordinance: First Reading and Public Hearing: 
2018 Property Tax Levy 

 
Consent: 
 
 

Tues 11/14 11/14 6:30 pm Study 
Session 

Discussion: Parks, Recreation and Open Space (PRO) Plan 
Update 

Discussion: YMCA Property  
Discussion: Transportation Master Plan  
 

Tues 11/21 11/21 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

Public Hearing/Ordinance: First Reading School Impact Fee 
Updates 

Public Hearing/Resolution: Comprehensive Plan Amendments - 
2018 Docket 

 
Consent: 
Ordinance: Second Reading Mid-Biennial Budget 
Ordinance: Second Reading Property Tax Levy Rate 
Resolution: Fee Schedule 
Resolution: Salary Schedule 
Resolution: Medical Premium Co-Pay 
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Dec 2017     
Mon 12/04 11/29 4:30 pm Study 

Session 
 

Tues 12/05 11/29 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

 
Consent: 
Final Reading: Annual Amendment of Comprehensive Plan 
Contract: ADA Transition Plan Consultant/TBD 
Contract: Water Quality Monitoring Strategic Plan/TBD 
Contract: Park Landscape Maintenance/TBD 
Contract: ROW Landscape Maintenance/TBD 
Contract: ROW Slope Mowing/TBD 
Contract: Street & Park Sweeping/TBD 
Contract: Custodial Services/TBD 
Contract: Vactoring Services/TBD 
Contract: Tree Services/TBD 
Contract: Fence Repair 
 

Mon 12/11  6:30 pm  Volunteer Recognition Banquet 
Tues 12/12 12/06 6:30 pm Study 

Session 
Discussion: Parks, Recreation and Open Space (PRO) Plan 

Update 
 
 

Tues 12/19 12/13 6:30 pm Regular 
Meeting 

 
Consent: 
Contract: Beaver Lake Park Phase I Improvement Project Design 

Consultant/TBD 
 

 To Be Scheduled Parked Items Parked Items 
 • Economic Development 

Plan 
• Traffic Impact Fee 

Update 
• Discussion: Concurrency 

Ordinance 
• Contract: SE 24th St 

Sidewalk Design/TBD 
• Lake Sammamish Water 

Level 
 
 

• Drones in Parks 
 

• Mountains to Sound 
Greenway 

• Sustainability/Climate 
Change 

• Review of regulations 
regarding the overlay areas, 
low impact development 
and special protection areas 
for lakes 

• Discussion: Inner City Bus 
Service 

• Good Samaritan Law 
 





Sun Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat
1 2 3 4

8:30 am Acceptance
Art Exhibit

6:30 pm Parks
Commission Meeting

6:30 pm Planning
Commission Meeting

10:00 am Volunteer at
Lower Commons Park

7:00 pm Gen-Thriller
Murder Mystery
Theater Performance

5 6 7 8 9 10 11
5:00 pm Council
Office Hour

1:30 pm Human
Services Task Force
Meeting

6:00 pm Artists'
Opening Reception

6:30 pm City Council
Meeting

12 13 14 15 16 17 18
6:30 pm City Council
Special Meeting

6:30 pm City Council
Study Session

6:30 pm Land
Acquisition Strategy
Public Meeting #1

6:30 pm Planning
Commission Meeting
- Canceled

19 20 21 22 23 24 25
12:00 am President's
Day (Observed) - City
offices closed

6:30 pm City Council
Regular Meeting

6:30 pm Planning
Commission Special
Meeting

11:00 am Build-It
Sammamish LEGO
Event

26 27 28
6:30 pm Arts
Commission Regular
Meeting

6:30 pm Parks
Commission Meeting

6:30 pm Planning
Commission Meeting

6:30 pm Arts
Commission Regular
Meeting

Printer Friendly Calendar https://www.sammamish.us/news-events/city-calendar/
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Sun Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat

4:30 pm City Council
Study Session

5:00 pm Council
Office Hour

6:30 pm City Council
Regular Meeting

Printer Friendly Calendar https://www.sammamish.us/news-events/city-calendar/
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Sun Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat
1 2 3 4

6:30 pm Arts
Commission Regular
Meeting

6:30 pm Parks
Commission Meeting

6:30 pm Planning
Commission Meeting

6:30 pm Arts
Commission Regular
Meeting

5 6 7 8 9 10 11
4:30 pm City Council
Study Session

5:00 pm Council
Office Hour

6:30 pm City Council
Regular Meeting

12 13 14 15 16 17 18
6:30 pm City Council
Study Session

6:00 pm Sammamish
Youth Board

6:30 pm Planning
Commission Meeting

1:00 pm Make It A
Glass Day

19 20 21 22 23 24 25
6:30 pm City Council
Regular Meeting

26 27 28 29 30 31
6:30 pm Arts
Commission Regular
Meeting

4:30 pm City Council
Study Session

6:30 pm City Council
Regular Meeting

6:30 pm Parks
Commission Meeting
- Canceled

Printer Friendly Calendar https://www.sammamish.us/news-events/city-calendar/
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Sun Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat

5:00 pm Joint
Meeting with Parks &
Recreation
Commission and
Planning Commission

6:30 pm Parks
Commission Meeting

6:30 pm Planning
Commission Meeting

Printer Friendly Calendar https://www.sammamish.us/news-events/city-calendar/

2 of 2 2/2/2017 11:56 AM
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2017 Date Submitted: 1/30/2017 
 

Originating Department: City Manager 
 
Clearances: 
 Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Parks & Recreation 

☐ Admin Services ☐ Eastside Fire and Rescue ☐ Police 

 City Manager ☐ Finance & IT ☐ Public Works 

 
Subject:     Resolution Revising the Rules of Procedure for the Sammamish City Council  

 
Action Required:    Adopt the resolution revising Council Rules 

 
Exhibits:    1. Resolution 
  

 
Budget:    N/A 

 

 
Summary Statement:  
 
This resolution will revise the Council Rules of Procedure, including the procedure for electing the Deputy 
Mayor as approved by Council via Resolution R2010-398. 
 
Background:  
 
At the 2017 Council Retreat (January 19 -20, 2017) the Council agreed to add an additional study session 
to be held on the 1st Monday of each month, beginning at 4:30 pm and ending at 6:30 pm. The attached 
resolution has been revised to reflect that change. 
 
In 2010, the Council approved Resolution R2010-398, which provided for a one-year term for the Deputy 
Mayor. This language has been incorporated into the Council Rules of Procedure.  
 
Financial Impact: N/A 
 
Recommended Motion: Move to adopt the resolution revising the Council Rules of Procedure. 
 

City Council Agenda Bill 

Bill # 3



Bill # 3



 1 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

RESOLUTION NO. R2016-668 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, REVISING THE RULES OF PROCEDURE 
FOR THE CITY COUNCIL 

WHEREAS, Chapter 35A.11 RCW gives the City Council of each code city the power to 
organize and regulate its internal affairs within the provisions of Title 35A RCW; and  

WHEREAS, the City Council has adopted rules and procedures to assist in the conduct of 
City business; and 

 WHEREAS, the City Council wishes to revise its current Council Rules; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:  

Section 1.  Framework.  The following rules shall constitute the official rules of procedure for 
the Sammamish City Council and all prior rules are hereby superseded:  

A. All Council Meetings shall comply with the requirements of the Open Meetings 
Act (RCW Chapter 42.30).  All Regular Business Meetings, Special Meetings and 
Regular Study Sessions of the Council shall be open to the public; and  

B. In all decisions arising from points of order, the Council shall be governed by 
Robert’s Rules of Order (most current edition), a copy of which is maintained in 
the office of the Sammamish City Clerk.  

Section 2.  Meetings.  

A. Regular Business Meetings Dates, Times.  All regular meetings of the City 
Council shall be held at the times and locations specified by applicable ordinances 
and resolutions of the Council.  

 B. Meetings. 
 

1. Regular Business Meetings.  All regular meetings of the City Council 
shall be held on the First Tuesday and Third Tuesday of each month 
beginning at 6:30 pm.  

2. Regular Study Sessions. All rRegular study sessions of the City Council 
shall be held on the First Monday of each month beginning at 4:30 p.m. 
and ending at 6:30 p.m., and also on the Second Tuesday of each month 
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beginning at 6:30 pm.  Departmental work program updates should be 
included on a Study Session agenda on a quarterly basis.   

3. Should any meeting date occur on a legal holiday, the meeting shall be 
held on a day, time and place established by a majority vote of the 
Council.  Regular Study Sessions will normally be informal meetings 
for the purpose of reviewing: the upcoming Regular Business Meeting 
preliminary agenda; forthcoming programs and future Council agenda 
items; progress on current programs or projects; or other information 
the City Manager feels is appropriate.  Under special circumstances, 
final action may be taken at a Regular Study Session. 

4. Special Meetings.  Special Meetings may be held by the Council 
subject to notice requirements prescribed by State law.  Special 
Meetings may be called by the Mayor, Deputy Mayor, or any four 
members of the City Council by written notice delivered to each 
member of the Council at least twenty-four hours before the time 
specified for the proposed meeting.  The notice of such Special 
Meetings shall state the subjects to be considered, and no subject other 
than those specified in the notice shall be considered. 

5. Executive Sessions.  The Council may hold Executive Sessions from 
which the public may be excluded, for those purposes set forth in RCW 
42.30.110.  Before convening an Executive Session, the Presiding 
Officer shall announce the purpose of the Session and the anticipated 
time when the Session will be concluded. Should the Session require 
more time, a public announcement shall be made that the Session is 
being extended. 

6. Meeting Place.  Council Meetings will be held at Sammamish City 
Hall, located at 801 228th Avenue SE, Sammamish, Washington, 
98075, or as otherwise directed by the Council and properly noticed.  

7. Public Notice.  The City shall comply with the provisions of RCW 
35A.12.160.  

8. Adjournment.  Council Meetings shall adjourn no later than 10:00 pm. 
The adjournment time established thereunder may be extended to a 
later time certain upon approval of a motion by a majority of the 
Council. Any Councilmember may call for a “Point of Order” at 9:30 
p.m. to review agenda priorities.  

C. Attendance, Excused Absences.  Members of the Council may be excused from 
attending a City Council meeting by contacting the Mayor prior to the meeting 
and stating the reason for his or her inability to attend.  If the member is unable to 
contact the Mayor, the member shall contact the City Manager or City Clerk, who 
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shall convey the message to the Mayor.  Following roll call, the Presiding Officer 
shall inform the Council of the member’s absence, state the reason for such 
absence, and inquire if there is a motion to excuse the member.  This motion shall 
be non-debatable.  Upon passage of such motion by a majority of members 
present, the absent member shall be considered excused and the City Clerk will 
make an appropriate notation in the minutes. Councilmembers who do not follow 
the above process will be considered unexcused and it shall be so noted in the 
minutes.  As set forth in RCW 35A.13.020 and RCW 35A.12.060, a council 
position shall become vacant if a Councilmember fails to attend three consecutive 
regular meetings of the City Council without being excused by the City Council. 

 
D.  General Decorum.  

 
1. While the Council is in session, the members must preserve order and 

decorum, and a member shall neither, by conversation or otherwise, delay 
or interrupt the proceedings or the peace of the Council, nor disrupt any 
member while speaking, nor refuse to obey the orders of the Council or 
the Mayor, except as otherwise provided in these Rules.  
 

2. Any person making disruptive, impertinent, or slanderous remarks or who 
becomes boisterous while addressing the Council shall be asked to leave 
by the Presiding Officer and barred from further audience participation 
before the Council for that meeting.  

 
E. Quorum.  At all Council Meetings, a majority of the Council (four members) shall 

constitute a quorum for the transaction of business, but a lesser number may 
adjourn from time to time and may compel the attendance of absent members in 
such manner and under such penalties as may be prescribed by ordinance. 

 
F.  Voting.  The votes during all Council Meetings shall be conducted as follows:  

1. Unless otherwise provided for by statute, ordinance, or resolution, all 
votes shall be taken by voice, except that at the request of any 
Councilmember, a random roll call vote shall be taken by the City Clerk or 
the Presiding Officer may call for a show of hands.  In order to maintain 
an accurate record of all votes of the City Council, the City Clerk shall 
record by name in the meeting minutes any Councilmember who casts a 
vote against a motion or other matter. 

 
2. The passage of any ordinance, grant or revocation of franchise or license, 

and any resolution for the payment of money shall require the affirmative 
vote of at least a majority of the whole membership of the council. 

 
3. In case of a tie vote on any motion, the motion shall be considered lost.  
 
4. Each Councilmember shall vote on all questions put to the Council, unless 

a conflict of interest or other disqualifying matter under State law is 
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present.  Unless a member of the Council states that he or she is abstaining 
for the above reasons, his or her silence shall be recorded as an affirmative 
vote.  

 
Section 3.  Order of Business.  

A. Agenda and Council Packet Preparation. 
 

1. The City Clerk, under direction of the City Manager, will prepare a 
preliminary agenda for each Council Meeting specifying the time and place of 
the meeting and setting forth a brief general description of each item to be 
considered by the Council.  The preliminary agenda is subject to review by the 
Presiding Officer. 

2. An item for a Regular Business Council Meeting may be placed on the 
preliminary agenda by a majority vote or consensus of the Council, by the 
Mayor or Deputy Mayor in the absence of the Mayor, by the City Manager, or 
by any three Councilmembers who so advise the Mayor and City Manager no 
later than close of business on the Wednesday preceding such Regular 
Business Council Meeting.  

3. An item may be placed on the preliminary agenda for a Regular Business 
Council Meeting after the preliminary agenda is finalized only if a 
Councilmember or the City Manager explains the necessity for placing the 
item on the agenda and receives a majority vote of the Council to do so. 

4. Legally required advertised public hearings will have a higher priority over 
other agenda items scheduled for convenience rather than for statutory or 
other reasons. 

5. Agenda items that are continued from one meeting to another will have 
preference on the agenda to the extent possible. 

6. It is the intent of the City Council that council procedures be periodically 
reviewed as needed.  

 
B.  Consent Calendar.  

1. The City Manager, in consultation with the Presiding Officer, shall place 
matters on the Consent Calendar which (a) have been previously discussed by 
the Council, or (b) based on the information delivered to members of the 
Council, by the administration, can be reviewed by a Councilmember without 
further explanation, or (c) are so routine or technical in nature that passage is 
likely. 

 
2. The motion to adopt the Consent Calendar shall be non-debatable and have 
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the effect of moving to adopt all items on the Consent Calendar.  Since 
adoption of any item on the Consent Calendar implies unanimous consent, any 
member of the Council shall have the right to remove any item from the 
Consent Calendar.  If any matter is withdrawn, the Presiding Officer shall 
place the item at an appropriate place on the agenda for deliberation at the 
current or future Council Meeting.  

 
C. Public Comment and Testimony.  

 
The Council will take public comment or testimony at the Regular Business 
Meeting only during a Public Hearing or during the Public Comment period for 
no more than three minutes, or no more than five minutes when presenting the 
official position of a recognized organization.  The Presiding Officer shall retain 
the discretion to implement measures designed to accommodate all who wish to 
address the City Council, while also ensuring that sufficient meeting time remains 
for the City Council to complete all of the public’s other business included on the 
meeting agenda.  Depending on the circumstances, such measures may include 
but are not necessarily limited to amending the amount of time available to 
speakers (e.g., not more than two minutes), recessing a Public Hearing or Public 
Comment period to later on that meeting’s agenda, and similar measures designed 
to ensure an appropriate balance between the public’s right to be heard on a 
particular matter and the Council’s obligation to complete all of the public’s other 
business included on a meeting agenda.  
 
If a person appearing before the Council has more than one matter to bring up 
before the Council, that person, after speaking on one matter, will be given an 
opportunity to bring up other matters after other speakers have been given the 
opportunity to address the City Council.  The Presiding Officer may ask the rest 
of the Councilmembers if they have any questions before being excused.  After a 
citizen (or group of citizens) has made public comment, the Presiding Officer will 
respond to the citizen or group with one of the following actions:  

 
1. The commentator will be thanked for his/her input if it is a comment only;  
 
2. Staff will be directed to follow up if an administrative answer or problem 

resolution is required;  
 
3. The commentator will be requested to provide more information in writing 

to the City Clerk if further information is needed to clarify or formalize a 
request.  This information will be distributed to the Council before the next 
Regular Business Meeting or Regular Study Session;  

 
4. The item will be referred by the Presiding Officer to the City Manager for 

scheduling on a future Regular Study Session Agenda or a Regular 
Business Meeting Agenda; or  
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5. The item will be placed on that night’s agenda if it is an emergency or is 
driven by an imminent due date.  

 
The decision as to which alternative to use will be at the discretion of the 
Presiding Officer.  The Presiding Officer will verbalize a reason for his/her 
choice.  After the Presiding Officer’s decision, any Councilmember may make a 
motion to select one of the other alternatives.  If the motion is seconded, it will be 
discussed and voted upon.  Should the motion fail, the Presiding Officer may use 
the previously chosen alternative or may select a different one, again providing a 
verbal reason. [MK1] 

6. Identification of Speakers.  Persons testifying shall identify themselves for 
the record as to name, address and organization.  
 

7. Instructions for Speakers.  An instruction notice for speakers will be 
available at the meeting. Speakers will be advised by the Presiding Officer 
that their testimony is being recorded.  

 
D. Rules for Public Testimony during Public Hearings.  

 
The following rules shall be observed during any Public Hearing:  

 
1. Individuals will be allowed three minutes to speak, or five minutes when 

presenting the official position of a recognized organization, and each 
organization shall have only one five-minute presentation.  If a speaker 
purports to speak for an organization, club or other so as to lead the 
Council to believe that a number of persons support a position, then such 
person shall state how that position was developed by the group.  

 
2. The City Clerk shall be the timekeeper.  

’ 
Section 4.  Duties and Responsibilities for Councilmembers. 

A. Councilmember Job Description. 
 

The principal job of a City Councilmember is to make policy.  Policy making 
often takes the form of passing ordinances or resolutions. Councilmembers should 
base their policy making decisions on many factors after considering input from 
many sources, including the city staff, citizen’s groups, advisory commissions and 
others.  It is the councilmember’s responsibility to consider the merits of each 
idea and then approve, modify, or reject it.  Councilmembers should also consider 
community needs and available resources when making their decisions.  It is the 
job of the City Manager and staff to implement the policies set by the City 
Council.  
 

B. Public Statements. 
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Any member of the Council has a right to express personal views and opinions. 
However, statements representing the views or decisions of the Council must be 
authorized by a majority or consensus of the Council. Minority views or positions 
may be conveyed as well.  

 

C. Ethics Laws. 
 

State law provides a specific code of ethics for city officials. RCW 42.23.070 
prohibits a municipal official from: 
 

1. Using his position to secure special privileges or exemptions for himself 
or others. 

 
2. Directly or indirectly, giving or receiving any compensation, gift, gratuity, 

or reward from any sources, except the employing city, for a matter related 
to the official’s services. 

 
3. Accepting employment or engaging in business that the officer might 

reasonably expect would require him to disclose confidential information 
acquired by reason of his position. 

 
4. Disclosing confidential information gained by reason of the officer’s 

position, or use of such information for personal gain. 
 
D. Information Sharing. 

 
It is in the public interest that, to the greatest extent possible, all members of the 
City Council have an opportunity to be aware of and act upon the information that 
is available to other members. 
 
The City Council places a high value on conducting the public’s business in an 
open and transparent manner.  While Councilmembers are not expected to place 
on the record all contacts with City residents and other stakeholders on every 
matter, Councilmembers should place on the record all contacts with City 
residents and other stakeholders on matters about which a Councilmember 
reasonably believes the other Councilmembers should be apprised.  Examples of 
such matters would include but not be limited to contacts with opposing parties in 
litigation involving the City, vendors seeking contracts with the City, and matters 
of similar sensitivity.      
 

E. Confidentiality and Executive Sessions. 
 

Councilmembers must keep confidential all written materials and verbal 
information provided to them during Executive Sessions to ensure that the City’s 
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position is not compromised.  Confidentiality also includes information provided 
to Councilmembers outside of Executive Sessions when the information is 
considered to be exempt from disclosure under the Revised Code of Washington. 

 
 
 
F. Election of Mayor/Mayor Pro Tem.  

1. Swearing in of New Councilmembers.  New Councilmembers shall be 
sworn in by a member of the judiciary or by the City Clerk.  

2. Pursuant to RCW 35A.13.030, biennially, at the first meeting of the new 
council, the council shall choose a chair from among their number. The 
chair of the council shall have the title of mayor and shall preside at 
meetings of the council.  In addition to the powers conferred upon him or 
her as mayor, he or she shall continue to have all the rights, privileges, and 
immunities of a member of the council.  The mayor shall be recognized as 
the head of the city for ceremonial purposes.  He or she shall have no 
regular administrative duties.  Pursuant to Resolution 2010-398, the 
council shall select the deputy mayor on an annual basis, using the 
procedures of this section.   

 
3. The motion to elect the Mayor will be placed on the agenda of the first 

regular meeting and the election will occur at said meeting.  
 
4. No one Councilmember may nominate more than one person for a given 

office until every member wishing to nominate a candidate has an 
opportunity to do so. Nominations do not require a second vote.  The 
Chair will repeat each nomination until all nominations have been made.  
When it appears that no one else wishes to make any further nominations, 
the Chair will ask again for further nominations and if there are none, the 
Chair will declare the nominations closed.  A motion to close the 
nominations is not necessary. After nominations have been closed, voting 
for Mayor shall take place in the order nominations were made. 
Councilmembers will be asked for a voice vote and a raise of hands. As 
soon as one of the nominees receives a majority vote (four votes), then the 
Chair will declare him/her elected.  No votes will be taken on the 
remaining nominees.  If none of the nominees receives a majority vote, the 
Chair will call for nominations again and repeat the process until a single 
candidate receives a majority vote before the Office of Deputy Mayor is 
opened for nominations.  A tie vote results in a failed nomination.  

 
5. In the temporary absence of the mayor, the deputy mayor shall perform 

the duties and responsibilities of the mayor with regard to the conduct of 
meetings and emergency business.  In the event that the mayor is unable to 
serve the remainder of his or her term, a new mayor shall be elected at the 
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first regular meeting following the conclusion of the mayor’s term.  In the 
event the deputy mayor is unable to serve the remainder of his or her term, 
a new deputy mayor shall be elected at the first regular meeting following 
the conclusion of the deputy mayor’s term.  

 
6. A super majority vote (5 councilmembers) shall be required to approve a 

motion to remove the Mayor or Deputy Mayor from office for serious 
cause.  
 

G. Duties of Mayor and Deputy Mayor. 
 

1. Presiding Officers.  The Mayor, or in his or her absence, the Deputy 
Mayor, shall be the Presiding Officer of the Council. In the absence of 
both the Mayor and the Deputy Mayor, the Council shall appoint one of 
the members of the Council to act as a temporary Presiding Officer.  

 
2. Presiding Officer’s Duties.  It shall be the duty of the Presiding Officer to:  

A. Call the meeting to order;  
 
B. Keep the meeting to its order of business; 
 
C. Control discussion in an orderly manner;  
 
D. Give every Councilmember who wishes an opportunity to speak when 

recognized by the chair;  
 
E. Permit audience participation at the appropriate times;  
 
F. Require all speakers to speak to the question and to observe the rules 

of order;  
 
G. State each motion before it is discussed and before it is voted upon; 

and  

H. Put motions to a vote and announce the outcome.  
 

3. Presiding Officer, Questions of Order.  The Presiding Officer shall decide 
all questions of order, subject to the right of appeal to the Council by any 
member.  

 
4. Presiding Officer, Participation.  The Presiding Officer may at his or her 

discretion call the Deputy Mayor or any member to take the chair. 
 
5. Request for Written Motions.  Motions shall be reduced to writing when 

requested by the Presiding Officer of the Council or any member of the 
Council. All resolutions and ordinances shall be in writing.  

Exhibit 1



 10 

 
Section 5. Advisory Committees and Staff. 

A. Appointment to Advisory Bodies.  

1. Vacancies may be advertised so that any interested citizen may submit an 
application. Applicants are urged to be citizens of the City of Sammamish, 
but applications from residents living outside of the corporate boundaries 
may be considered if authorized by the resolution or ordinance 
establishing the advisory body.  
 

2. Appointments to advisory bodies will be made by the City Council during 
a regularly scheduled meeting.  
 

3. Newly appointed advisory body members will receive a briefing by the 
commission, committee, or task force chairperson and/or City staff 
regarding duties and responsibilities of members of the advisory body.  
 

4. Appointees to advisory bodies may be removed prior to the expiration of 
their term of office by a majority vote of the City Council.  

 
B. Key Staff Duties.  

Any City employee shall attend a City Council meeting when requested by the 
City Manager for clarification or explanation of agenda items.  

Section 6. Council Committees/Appointments. 
 

A. Council committees are policy review and discussion arms of the City Council. 
Committees may study issues and develop recommendations for consideration by 
the City Council. Committees may not take binding action on behalf of the City. 

 
B. Council committee structure shall be as determined by the city council and may 

include: 
 

1. Council Committees – Standing Committees established for special purposes, 
tasks or time frames (three or fewer Councilmembers); 

 
2. Subcommittees of the City Council – Ad hoc and informal working or study 

group (three or fewer Councilmembers); and 
 
3. Councilmember Appointments – To task teams or City Advisory Boards, 

commissions and committees (three or fewer Councilmembers). 
 
D. The Chair of any Council Committee or  Subcommittee, and the City’s 

representative to any external Board or Commission (e.g., Eastside Transportation 
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Partnership), shall provide a written report to the City Council within a reasonable 
time after each meeting of a Committee, Subcommittee, or other External Body. 

Section 7. Effect/Waiver of Rules. These rules of procedure are adopted for the sole benefit of 
the members of the City Council to assist in the orderly conduct of Council business. These rules 
of procedure do not grant rights or privileges to members of the public or third parties. Failure of 
the City Council to adhere to these rules shall not result in any liability to the City, its officers, 
agents, and employees, nor shall failure to adhere to these rules result in invalidation of any 
Council act. The City Council may, by a majority vote, determine to temporarily waive any of 
the provisions herein.  

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF THIS ______16th DAY OF 
FEBRUARY, 20167.  

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 

______________________________ 
Mayor Donald J. Gerend 

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 

______________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 

Approved as to form: 

______________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 

Filed with the City Clerk: January 27, 2016 
Passed by the City Council: February 16, 2016 
Resolution No.:  R2016-668 

Exhibit 1

January 30, 2017



Exhibit 1



Page 1 of 2 
 

 
  

Meeting Date: February 7, 2017 Date Submitted: 1/30/2017 
 
Originating Department: Public Works 

 
Clearances: 
 Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Public Safety 

☐ Admin Services ☐ Finance & IT  Public Works 

 City Manager ☐ Parks & Recreation   

 
Subject:    Private Property Storm and Surface Water Management Responsibilities 
  

 
Action Required:    First Reading of the ordinance 

 
Exhibits:    1. Draft Ordinance  

2. Draft SMC 13.20.090 and SMC 13.20.100 Amended 
3. Resolution R2016-700 Shared Public/Private Property Storm and Surface Water 

Management Responsibilities  
 

Budget:    Storm Water Capital and Maintenance Funds (408, 438) 
 

 
Summary Statement: 
The City Council directed staff to develop a policy clarifying the conditions under which the City would 
consider making public investments in privately owned storm water systems last fall. Staff worked with 
the Finance Committee to review the proposal.  Based on the committee’s input and direction, staff 
presented the draft policy to the City Council for discussion and review on September 20, 2016 and 
October 4, 2016.  The City Council adopted Resolution R2016-700 on October 18, 2016 and requested 
that the appropriate municipal codes reflect the intent described in the resolution. 
 
Background: 
There are a number of privately owned storm water facilities and systems in Sammamish.  Most were 
installed under King County’s standards and jurisdiction prior to when the City incorporated.  One well 
known example is the Tamarack neighborhood, located just north of Louis Thompson Road.  Several 
Tamarack homeowners approached the City to fund an improvement of their privately owned storm 
water system which consists of ditches, culverts and overland flow.  The road is not constructed to 
current standards either.  The homeowners want the City to construct a formal drainage system by 
collecting and conveying the storm water from their neighborhood down to East Lake Sammamish 
Parkway.   
 
The City did not have a policy or code that provided clear guidance in determining whether to make 
public investments on a private system such as those that the Tamarack neighbors requested. The City 
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Council passed Resolution R2016-700 which was intended to provide policy guidance regarding public 
investments in private storm water systems.  It is also intended to give flexibility to the Council on a 
case-by-case basis to take on some or all ownership responsibilities for privately-owned stormwater 
systems if certain conditions are met. 
 
The City Council also directed staff to codify the policies created in the resolution.  Staff therefore 
recommends amending Sammamish Municipal Code (SMC) 13.20.090 Drainage facilities accepted by 
Sammamish for maintenance (Amended), and SMC 13.20.010 Drainage facilities not accepted by 
Sammamish for maintenance (Amended). 
 
Financial Impact: 
Adoption of the policy does not in and of itself impact the budget. However, it may provide the 
opportunity for the City to invest in private stormwater improvement projects. Funding for any potential 
projects allowed under the new policy would be considered by separate action of the City Council. 
 
Recommended Motion: 
Conduct first reading of the draft SMC 13.20.090 and SMC 13.20.100 code amendments on February 7, 
2017 and adopt the final ordinance on February 21, 2017. 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

ORDINANCE NO.  O2017-_______ 
______________________________________________________________________ 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, RELATING TO MAINTENANCE BY THE 
CITY OF DRAINAGE FACILITIES, AND SPECIFICALLY 
AMENDING SMC SECTIONS 13.20.090 AND 13.20.100; 
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND ESTABLISHING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE 

 
WHEREAS, Sammamish Municipal Code (SMC) Sections 13.20.090 and 13.20.100 relate 

to the maintenance of drainage facilities by the City; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend SMC Sections 13.20.090 and 13.20.100 to 

provide that, in circumstances where a clear public benefit exists for the City to provide resources 
or otherwise participate in the acquisition and maintenance of a private storm or surface water 
system component, the City should quantify that public benefit in relationship to the cost of any 
such acquisition; 

 
 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1.  SMC 13.20.090 (Drainage facilities accepted by Sammamish for 
maintenance), Amended and SMC 13.20.100 (Drainage facilities not accepted by 
Sammamish for maintenance), Amended. Sammamish Municipal Code Section 13.20.090 
(Drainage facilities accepted by Sammamish for maintenance) and Sammamish Municipal Code 
Section 13.20.100 (Drainage facilities not accepted by Sammamish for maintenance) are hereby 
amended per Attachment A. 

 
Section 2.  Severability.  Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this 

Ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, be declared unconstitutional or 
otherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this Ordinance be pre-empted by state 
or federal law or regulation, such decision or pre-emption shall not affect the validity of the 
remaining portions of this Ordinance or its application to other persons or circumstances. 

 
Section 3.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of 

the City, and shall take effect and be in full force five (5) days after the date of publication. 
 
ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 

THE ______ DAY OF _________, 2017. 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
Mayor Donald J. Gerend 

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
 
  
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
      
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
Filed with the City Clerk: January 31, 2017 
First Reading:   February 7,  
Passed by the City Council: 
Date of Publication:   
Effective Date:   
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13.20.090  Drainage facilities accepted by Sammamish for maintenance.   
 
(1) The City is responsible for the maintenance, including performance and operation, of 
drainage facilities which have formally been accepted for maintenance by the director. 
 
(2) The City may assume maintenance of privately maintained drainage facilities only if (i) the 
City first determines that a clear public benefit will result, greater in scope than the public cost, 
from the use of public resources to participate wholly or partially in the maintenance of a private 
storm or surface water drainage system component, and (ii) all of the following conditions have 
been met: 
 
(a) All necessary easements or dedications entitling the City to properly maintain the drainage 
facility have been conveyed to the City; 
 
(b) The director has determined that the facility is in the dedicated public road right-of-way or 
that maintenance of the facility will contribute to protecting or improving the health, safety and 
welfare of the community based upon review of the existence of or potential for: 
 
(i) Flooding, 
 
(ii) Downstream erosion, 
 
(iii) Property damage due to improper function of the facility, 
 
(iv) Safety hazard associated with the facility, 
 
(v) Degradation of water quality or in-stream resources, or 
 
(vi) Degradation to the general welfare of the community; and 
 
(c) The director has declared in writing acceptance of maintenance responsibility by the City. 
Copies of this document will be kept on file in the department of public works. 
 
(3) The director may terminate the department’s assumption of maintenance responsibilities in 
writing after determining that continued maintenance will not significantly contribute to 
protecting or improving the health, safety and welfare of the community based upon review of 
the existence of or potential for: 
 
(a) Flooding; 
 
(b) Downstream erosion; 
 
(c) Property damage due to improper function of the facility; 
 
(d) Safety hazard associated with the facility; 
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(e) Degradation of water quality or in-stream resources; or 
 
(f) Degradation to the general welfare of the community. 
 
Copies of this document will be kept on file in the department of public works. 
 
(4) A drainage facility which does not meet the criteria of this section shall remain the 
responsibility of the applicant required to construct the facility and persons holding title to the 
property for which the facility was required.    
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13.20.100  Drainage facilities not accepted by Sammamish for maintenance.   
 
(1) The person or persons holding title to the property and the applicant required to construct a 
drainage facility shall remain responsible for the facility’s continual performance, operation and 
maintenance in accordance with the standards and requirements of the department and remain 
responsible for any liability as a result of these duties. This responsibility includes maintenance 
of a drainage facility which is:  
 
(a) Under a maintenance guarantee or defect guarantee;  
 
(b) A private road conveyance system;  
 
(c) Released from all required financial guarantees prior to July 7, 1980; 
 
(d) Located within and serving only one single-family residential lot;  
 
(e) Located within and serving a multifamily or commercial site unless the facility is part of an 
approved shared facility plan;  
 
(f) Located within or associated with a short subdivision or subdivision which handles runoff 
from an area of which less than two-thirds is designated for detached or townhouse dwelling 
units located on individual lots unless the facility is part of an approved shared facility plan;  
 
(g) Previously terminated for assumption of maintenance responsibilities by the department in 
accordance with this chapter; or  
 
(h) Not otherwise accepted by the City for maintenance.  
 
(2) Prior to the issuance of any of the permits for any multifamily or commercial project required 
to have a flow control or water quality treatment facility, the applicant shall record a declaration 
of covenant as specified in the Surface Water Design Manual. The restrictions set forth in such 
covenant shall include, but not be limited to, provisions for notice to the persons holding title to 
the property of a City determination that maintenance and/or repairs are necessary to the facility 
and a reasonable time limit in which such work is to be completed.  
 
(a) In the event that the titleholders do not effect such maintenance and/or repairs, the City may 
perform such work upon due notice. The titleholders are required to reimburse the City for any 
such work. The restrictions set forth in such covenant shall be included in any instrument of 
conveyance of the subject property and shall be recorded with the records and licensing services 
division of King County.  
 
(b) The City may enforce the restrictions set forth in the declaration of covenant provided in the 
Surface Water Design Manual.  
 
(3) Prior to the issuance of any of the permits and/or approvals for the project or the release of 
financial guarantees posted to guarantee satisfactory completion, the person or persons holding 
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title to the subject property for which a drainage facility was required shall pay a fee established 
by the director as set forth in the City resolution to reasonably compensate the City for costs 
relating to inspection of the facility to ensure that it has been constructed according to plan and 
applicable specifications and standards.  
 
(4) The duties specified in this section with regard to payment of inspection fees and 
reimbursement of maintenance costs shall be enforced against the person or persons holding title 
to the property for which the drainage facility was required.  
 
(5) Where not specifically defined in this section, the responsibility for performance, operation 
and maintenance of drainage facilities and conveyance systems, both natural and constructed, 
shall be determined on a case-by-case basis.  In any such case-by-case analyses, the City shall 
only be responsible for the performance, operation and maintenance of drainage facilities and 
conveyance systems if a determination is first made pursuant to the criteria set forth in SMC 
13.20.090(2) as now in effect or as may be subsequently amended. (Ord. O2011-304 § 1 (Att. 
A)) 
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2017 Date Submitted: February 1, 2017 
 

Originating Department: Community Development 
 
Clearances: 
 Attorney  Community Development ☐ Parks & Recreation 

☐ Admin Services ☐ Eastside Fire and Rescue ☐ Police 

 City Manager  Finance & IT  Public Works 

 
Subject: A Resolution approving the 50-lot Final Plat for Canterbury Park formerly known as the Mystic 
Lake Phase 2 subdivision 

 

 
Action Required:     Approve Resolution 

 
Exhibits:  1.        Resolution 

2. King County Hearing Examiner Decision 
3. Mitigation and Settlement Agreement 
4. Compliance Matrix 
5. Map of Final Plat 
6.       Vicinity Map 

 

 
Budget:   N/A  

 

 
Summary Statement: The developer of the Canterbury Park Phase 2 (formerly known as Mystic Lake 
Phase 2) subdivision is seeking to record for Final Plat, which will create 50 single family lots from one 
existing parcel equaling 8.39 acres zoned residential, 4 units per acre (R-4). 
 
Background: The Canterbury Park Phase 2 subdivision is located wholly within the Mystic Lake Annexation 
area and was incorporated into the City of Sammamish on March 23, 2016 through the Mystic Lake 
Annexation. The preliminary plat was processed by King County upon receipt of a complete application 
for subdivision in June of 2012, and approved by the King County Hearing Examiner on November 22, 
2013. Prior to subdivision, the property included 3 single family residences. The King County Hearing 
Examiner Report and Decision is included as Exhibit 2. The preliminary plat was designed and approved 
to be constructed in two phases, creating a total of 115 lots where Phase 1 included 65 lots and Phase 2 
included 50 lots.  
 
Following King County Hearing Examiner approval, project construction began through issuance of 
construction permits from King County. The first phase of the project was constructed, inspected, and 
Final Plat recorded through King County before the effective date of the City annexation of Mystic Lake. 
Construction of the second phase of the project was initiated through construction permit issued under 
King County, although work was only partially complete upon annexation by the City. All active permits 
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related to the second phase were transferred to the City upon annexation and from that point forward 
the City has been responsible for permit administration and inspection. Construction is now complete and 
the applicant has applied for Final Plat approval with the City, such that the Canterbury Park Phase 2 Final 
Plat may be recorded.  
 
The property consists of 1 lot and is located on the north side of Northeast 14th Street, Sammamish, WA; 
described as King County Assessor’s parcel 1330630720. 
 
Project SEPA review was conducted by King County with review of the application for subdivision. During 
the SEPA review process, in response to concerns raised by the City, the City and the developer entered 
into a Mitigation and Settlement Agreement on July 18 of 2013, addressing payment of impact fees and 
provision for additional amenities for the Canterbury Park project, in addition to other projects in the 
244th Avenue annexation areas. The Mitigation and Settlement Agreement is attached as Exhibit 3.  SEPA 
Determination of Non-significance (DNS) was issued for the proposal on September 30, 2013, which 
provided a 21-day appeal period. There was an appeal of the DNS filed.  The King County Hearing Examiner 
heard the SEPA appeal in conjunction with conducting the public hearing for the subdivision approval. The 
Hearing Examiner denied the SEPA appeal and approved the preliminary plat with conditions. 
 
Tree Retention: 
The Canterbury Park Phase 2 (FKA Mystic Lake) subdivision application is vested and subject to King 
County’s tree retention requirements in effect on June 14, 2012. Review of project compliance with 
County tree retention requirements was completed by King County through review and approval of 
project construction permits prior to the City’s annexation of the property. Annexation of the project site 
occurred after site clearing. Following annexation and clearing City site inspectors have been engaged in 
site construction inspections, although no trees have been retained within the development area. Tree 
retention was accounted for within the large critical areas tracts on the north side of the property that 
were dedicated with the first phase of the subdivision and recorded through the Phase I Final Plat under 
King County before City annexation. 
 
Site Improvements Installation: 
Required street and drainage site improvements are complete and have been inspected and accepted 
by the City of Sammamish. The applicant posted a Public Roads and Drainage Facilities (Two Year) 
Maintenance and Defect Agreement with financial security devices in the form of a surety bond on 
December 9, 2016, in the amount of $397,245.70 and a cash deposit on December 9, 2016 in the 
amount of $10,000. 
 
Street Tree Installation: 
Required street trees have been installed and have been inspected and accepted by the City of 
Sammamish. The applicant posted a Street Trees (Two Year) Maintenance and Defect Agreement with 
financial security device in the form of surety bond on December 9, 2016, in the amount of $8,039.70. 
 
Landscaping and Recreation Improvements Installation: 
Required landscaping and recreation improvements have been installed and have been inspected and 
accepted by the City of Sammamish. The applicant posted a Landscaping, Recreation, and Associated 
Improvements (Two Year) Maintenance and Defect Agreement with financial security device in the form 
of a surety bond on December 9, 2016, in the amount of $23,047.50. 
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Critical Areas Restoration and Mitigation: 
All required critical areas restoration and mitigation was reviewed, approved, and completed with the 
first phase of the project under King County. The restoration and mitigation work was installed, 
inspected, and is now under a five-year maintenance and monitoring plan supported by a financial 
security device that has been transferred to the City for implementation following annexation. There is 
no proposed or required critical areas restoration or maintenance included in this second phase of the 
project. This Final Plat does include one Critical Area Tract (Tract L). A protective fence and signage was 
required along the edge of Tract L and has been installed and inspected. Maintenance of this fence and 
associated signage is covered under the Landscape and Recreation maintenance and defect financial 
security device(s).   
 
Transportation Mitigation Fees: 
The applicant paid 30% percent of the traffic mitigation impact fee, in conformance with the Mitigation 
and Settlement Agreement (Exhibit 3), in the amount of $142,500.00 on October 12, 2016. The balance 
of the street mitigation impact fee will be paid at the time of building permit issuance on a per lot basis. 
 
School Mitigation Fees paid to the City of Sammamish: 
The applicant paid 50% percent of the applicable Lake Washington School District impact fees in the 
amount of $233,160.00 on October 12, 2016. The balance of the school mitigation impact fee will be 
paid at the time of building permit issuance on a per lot basis for 48 of the 50 new lots with credit given 
for 2 demolished residences. 
 
Park Impact Fees: 
Park Impact fees, as described in the Mitigation and Settlement Agreement (Exhibit 3), will be paid at 
the time of building permit issuance on a per lot basis.  
 
The applicant has demonstrated to the City of Sammamish that all of the Preliminary Plat approval 
conditions for the Canterbury Park (FKA Mystic Lake) Phase 2 subdivision have been met. 
 
Financial Impact: N/A 
 
Recommended Motion: Approve the Resolution for the 50-lot Canterbury Park (FKA Mystic Lake) Phase 
2 subdivision authorizing the Mayor to sign the Final Plat. 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

Resolution No. R2017- 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON, 
GRANTING FINAL PLAT APPROVAL OF THE CANTERBURY PARK 
fka MYSTIC LAKE PHASE 2 SUBDIVISION  

 
 WHEREAS, the City Council has received a recommendation of approval for the final 
plat of Canterbury Park (formerly known as Mystic Lake) Phase 2 subdivision; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the proposed final plat and finds that it 
conforms to all terms of the preliminary plat approval and applicable land use laws and 
regulations; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council desires to grant final approval to the 50-lot plat of the 
Canterbury Park fka Mystic Lake Phase 2 Subdivision;  
  
 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DO RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Section 1.  Adoption of Hearing Examiner’s Findings and Conclusions. 
The City Council hereby adopts the findings and conclusions included in the King County 
Hearing Examiner’s decision of November 22, 2013, for the preliminary plat approval of the 
Mystic Lake Subdivision L12P0003.   
 
Section 2.  Grant of Approval.  The City Council hereby grants final approval to the plat of the 
Canterbury Park fka Mystic Lake Phase 2 Subdivision (50-lots). 
 

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 
THE ____ DAY OF FEBRUARY 2017. 
      
 

                                                                                                   CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
 
         ________________________ 
         Mayor Donald J. Gerend 
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ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Michael Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  January 31, 2017 
Passed by the City Council:   
Resolution No.:  R2017- 
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Canterbury Park Phase II (fka Mystic Lake II)

1 12
General 

Conditions
Compliance with all platting provisions of Title 19A of the King County Code. Applicant has complied

The final plat is consistent with the provisions of Title 

19A of the King County Code and SMC 19A.12.040.

2 12 Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

All persons having an ownership interest in the subject property shall sign on the 

face of the final plat a dedication that includes the language set forth in King 

County Council Motion No. 5952.

Complete

The Phase II final plat has been prepared to comply 

with this form, and altered to benefit the City of 

Sammamish.  TOLL WA LP is the sole owner of Phase 

II and an authorized representative will sign on behalf 

of TOLL WA LP.   A updated subdivision guarentee 

dated 10/20/2016 is included in the final plat submittal 

for review.

3 12

Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

The plat shall comply with the base density and minimum density requirements 

ofthe R-4 zone classification. All lots shall meet the minimum dimensional 

requirements of the R-4 zone classification or shall be shown on the face of the 

approved preliminary plat, whichever is larger, except that minor revisions to the 

plat which do not result in substantial changes may be approved at the discretion 

ofthe Department of Permitting and Environmental Review.  Any/all plat boundary 

discrepancy shall be resolved to the satisfaction of DPER prior to the submittal of 

the final plat documents. As used in this condition, "discrepancy" is a boundary 

hiatus, an overlapping boundary or a physical appurtenance which indicates an 

encroachment, lines of possession or a conflict of title.

Complete

The plat conforms with the base density and minimum 

density requirements of the R-4 zone classification and 

all lots meet the minimum dimensional requirements 

unless approved on the face of the approved 

preliminary plat.  Note: A revision to the Preliminary 

Plat Map was approved by King County DPER on 

January 23, 2014 that resulted in minor revisions.  

Additionally, minor revisions were made to the project 

for additional critical areas mitigation that was required.  

The Approved engineering plans for Phase I and 

Phase II reflect these revisions. 

4 12
Prior to Final 

Construction 

Approval

All construction and upgrading of public and private roads shall be done in 

accordance with the King County Road Design and Construction Standards 

established and adopted by Ordinance No. 15753, as amended (2007 

KCRD&CS).

Complete

King County DPER has approved Phase II engineering 

plans.  Phase II public and private roads have been 

constructed in accordance with the approved 

engineering plans and were inspected by the city of 

Sammamish.

5 12
General 

Conditions

The applicant must obtain the approval of the King County Fire Protection 

Engineer for the adequacy of the fire hydrant, water main, and fire flow standards 

of Chapter 17.08 of the King County Code.

Complete

A Fire Systems Plan approval for Phase II water 

system, road profiles and fire hydrant locations was 

approved under FIRO14-0034 on June 9th 2015.

6A 12

General 

Conditions

The drainage facilities shall meet the requirements of the 2009 King County

Surface Water Design Manual (KCSWDM). The west subbasin on the site drains 

to Mystic Lake and is subject to the Flood Problem (Level III) Flow Control and 

Basic Water Quality Requirements in the KCSWDM. The east subbasin is subject 

to the Conservation Flow Control and Basic Water Quality Requirements.

Complete

The project complies with conditions A. and B. King 

County DPER has approved Phase II final engineering 

plans which comply with these conditions.  Phase II 

drainage facilities will be constructed per the approved 

plans.

6B 12
General 

Conditions

The baseline, undeveloped site condition shall be treated as 100% forested. In 

addition, it shall be demonstrated that all the acres in the west subbasin basin 

have been properly accounted for (i.e., either routed to a stonnwater vault or 

included in the analysis as bypass).

Complete Same as above

Applicant's ReplyComment # Category Hearing Examiner Conditions of Approval Dated 11/22/2013
HE Decision Page 

#
Staff Comments
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Canterbury Park Phase II (fka Mystic Lake II)

Applicant's ReplyComment # Category Hearing Examiner Conditions of Approval Dated 11/22/2013
HE Decision Page 

#
Staff Comments

7 12/13

Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

To implement the required Best Management Practices (BMPs) for treatment of 

storm water, the final engineering plans and technical information report (TIR) 

shall clearly demonstrate compliance with all applicable design standards. The 

requirements for best management practices are outlined in Chapter 5 of the 

2005 KCSWDM. The design engineer shall address the applicable requirements 

on the final engineering plans and provide all necessary documents for 

implementation. The final recorded plat shall include all required covenants, 

easements, notes, and other details to implement the required BMP's for site 

development.  The required BMP's shall also be shown on the individual 

residential building permit applications upon submittal of the permits. The 

individual building permit applications shall also include the required covenants, 

easements, notes and other details to implement the BMP design.

Complete

The project meets the 2005 King County Storm Water 

Drainage Manual Best Management Practices (BMP) 

requirement using the 10% lot area reduction.  A 

drainage adjustment was approved to allow for this 

project to meet the 10% lot area reduction on a site 

wide basis.  To ensure each of the two phases of the 

Mystic Lake plat could stand alone, Phase I was 

designed such that when all lot area reductions within 

Phase I were combined, Phase I lots met and 

exceeded the 10% lot reduction requirement within 

Phase I.  Phase II has been designed in the same 

manner and Phase II will meet or exceed the 10% lot 

reduction requirement within Phase II.  Each lot within 

Phase II has an allowable impervious surface listed in 

Sheet #2 Note #11  of the final plat, which that lot will 

be bound to.  Required individual lot covenants will be 

recorded against lots as part of the building permit approval 

process for each lot.

8 13

General 

Conditions

The 100-year floodplain for any onsite or adjoining streams, wetlands, and Mystic 

Lake, shall be shown on the engineering plans and the final plat per Special 

Requirement 2 of the 2009 KCSWDM.

Complete

The flood plain was depicted on both the Phase I and 

Phase II engineering plans. The 100-year flood plain is 

fully contained within Tract A of Phase I of Mystic Lake 

and is depicted on the face of the Phase I recorded 

plat.  Canterbury Park – Phase I – King County 

Recording No. 20160315000945.  

9 13 General 

Conditions

The proposed subdivision shall comply with the 2007 King County Road Design 

and Construction Standards (KCRD&CS), including the following requirements:
Applicant has complied

Phase I and Phase II were designed to comply with the 

2007 King County Road Design and Construction 

Standards.

9a 13
General 

Conditions

A. Roads A, B, C, and D (the internal roads) shall be improved at a minimum to 

the urban subaccess street standard.
Complete

Phase I and Phase II approved engineering plans 

comply with this requirement.  Phase I and Phase II 

were improved per the approved engineering plans.

9b 13

General 

Conditions

B. FRONTAGE: NE 14th Street (from 244th A venue NE west to Road D) shall be 

improved to the urban neighborhood collector street standard on the north side, 

providing 18 feet of pavement for the east 150 feet and 16 feet of pavement to 

Road D and a minimum 12 feet pavement width on the south side, including 

adequate drainage conveyance provisions per the KCRD&CS. This improvement 

shall be designed in general conformance with the Preliminary Grading and Utility 

Plan received May 30, 2013, unless otherwise approved by DPER.

Complete

Together, Phase I and Phase II approved engineering 

plans comply with this requirement.  Phase I and Phase 

II were improved per the approved engineering plans.

9c 13

General 

Conditions

C. FRONTAGE: NE 14th Street (from Road D to the west plat boundary) shall be 

improved to the urban neighborhood collector half street standard, including 

adequate drainage conveyance provisions per the KCRD&CS. This improvement 

shall be designed in general conformance with the Preliminary Grading and Utility 

Plan received May 30, 2013, unless otherwise approved by DPER.

Complete

Phase II approved engineering plans comply with this 

requirement.  Phase II has been improved per the 

approved engineering plans.
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Canterbury Park Phase II (fka Mystic Lake II)

Applicant's ReplyComment # Category Hearing Examiner Conditions of Approval Dated 11/22/2013
HE Decision Page 

#
Staff Comments

9d 13

Prior to/or 

concurrent with 

Final Plat

D1. Sufficient right-of-way shall be dedicated along the NE 14th Street

frontage improvements above, including 1 foot behind the sidewalk, per the

KCRD&CS.

D2. Sufficient right-of-way shall be conveyed or dedicated to accommodate 42feet 

of right-of-way width, as measured from the existing centerline of244lh

A venue NE, long the property's frontage.

Complete

Sufficient right-of-way is shown on the approved 

engineering plans for those portions where these 

requirements are applicable to Phase II and are 

proposed for dedication in the final plat map for Phase 

II.

9e 13

General 

Conditions

E. Joint Use Driveway (JUD) tracts shall be improved to the joint use driveway

standard per Section 3.01 of the KCRD&CS. Notes regarding ownership and

maintenance of the joint use driveways shall be shown on the final plat.

Complete

No joint use driveway tracts are included in Phase II.  

See Item 9F for language regarding private access 

tracts.

9f 13
Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

F. Private Access Tracts (PAT) shall be improved to the private access tract 

standard per Section 2.09 of the KCRD&CS. Notes regarding ownership and 

maintenance of the private access tracts shall be shown on the final plat.

Complete

Phase II engineering plans comply with this 

requirement.  Notes regarding ownership and 

maintenance of Private Access Tracts (PAT) are 

included on the Phase II final plat, Canterbury Park – 

Phase II, Sheet #2, Tract Notes.

9g 14

Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

G. No direct access, with the exception of private access tracts and joint use

driveways, shall be allowed to NE 14th Street. A note to this affect shall be shown 

on the final plat.

Complete
A.      This restriction has been noted on the final plat, 

Canterbury Park - Phase II, sheet 2, note #10.

9h 14

General 

Conditions

H. A Road Variance (file no. VARR13-0011) is approved for this site. All 

conditions of approval for this variance shall be met prior to approval of the 

engineering plans. These conditions include a requirement for a gated emergency 

access to 244th A venue NE. A temporary emergency access easement shall be 

shown on the final/recorded plat. This easement may be relinquished when DPER 

or its successor agency deems it unnecessary.

Complete

Phase I and Phase II engineering plans have been 

approved and have been constructed based on 

compliance with the conditions of approval of road 

variance VARR13-0011. 

9i 14
General 

Conditions

I. Modifications to the above road conditions may be considered according to the 

variance provisions in Section 1. 1 2 of the KCRD&CS.
Applicant has complied

No additional modifications to the above road 

conditions were considered.

10 14
General 

Conditions

The applicant must obtain the approval of the King County Fire Marshal for the 

adequacy of the fire hydrant, water main, and fire flow standards of Chapter 17.08 

of the King County Code.

Complete

As noted in response to condition 5, a Fire Systems 

Plan approval for Phase II fire hydrants was obtained 

from the King County Fire Protection Engineer .
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Canterbury Park Phase II (fka Mystic Lake II)

Applicant's ReplyComment # Category Hearing Examiner Conditions of Approval Dated 11/22/2013
HE Decision Page 

#
Staff Comments

10a 14

General 

Conditions

A. Prior to or concurrent with the submission of engineering plans, the applicant 

shall do one of the following:

i. Provide a recorded restriction on the development of all homes in the plat,

in language approved by the King County Fire Marshal, to require

sprinklers; or

ii. Obtain the approval of the King County Fire Marshal to remove the

sprinkler requirement from the subdivision by providing a minimum 20-

foot wide fire lane with minimum 28-foot wide curb to curb internal roads

with parking restricted to one side. Provide "No Parking- Fire Lane"

signs and/or other markings approved by the Fire Marshal pursuant to

KCC 17.04.420, provided signage dimensions and material specifications

shall comply with the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices

(MUTCD). The homeowners association shall be responsible for

monitoring and inspecting parking compliance and signage on a regular

basis. DPER shall review and approve the relevant homeowner

association covenants, conditions and restrictions language. A note

referencing this requirement shall be recorded on the final plat.

Complete

i) The plat will not be recording a restriction requiring homes 

in the plat require sprinklers because the Fire Systems Plan 

approval of the hydrants, combined with, King County Fire 

Marshal approval of a Fire Lane Signage plan for Phase II, 

discussed in response to section ii. below will eliminate the 

need for the fire sprinkler requirement.                                                                 

ii) A Fire Systems Plan of the Hydrant Locations has been 

approved for Phase II.   Phase II engineering plans were 

approved 3/22/16. A Signage plan was submitted and 

approved for Phase II by the city of Sammamish and includes 

fire lane signage specifications and locations.  See responses 

to items B and C below for memorialization of requirments 

on the final plat.

10b 14
Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

B. Appropriate provisions shall be made for maintenance of the fire lane signage, 

sign reflectivity and/or other markings by the homeowner's association, subject to 

approval and monitoring by the Fire Marshal pursuant to KCC 17.04.420.

Complete

Note #3 on sheet 2 of the final plat establishes the 

HOA obligation to maintain fire lane signage and an 

obligation to enforce the no parking requirement are 

also noted on the Phase II final plat, Canterbury Park – 

Phase II.

10c 14 Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

C. A 3-foot wide private easement for installation and maintenance of the "No

Parking - Fire Lane" signs shall be provided pursuant to conditions. Failure to

privately maintain the signage and enforce parking restrictions may result in code 

enforcement action in accordance with King County Code Titles 17 and 21 or 

similar provisions for successor agencies.

Complete

 A 3-foot wide easement is  granted and conveyed to 

the Canterbury Park Homeowners Association over 

that portion of all lots and tracts immediately adjacent 

to and parallel with all public rights-of-way dedicated 

within the plat of Canterbury Park Phase II on sheet 2 

Note #13 for placement of “No Parking – Fire Lane” 

sign.  

10d 15
General 

Conditions

D. Note: Compliance with the requirements of approval from the King County Fire 

Marshal may require wider roadway sections than are called for in the 2007 King 

County Road Standards. A 36-foot wide (curb-to-curb) roadway is required to 

allow for parking without any restrictions.

Complete

Phase II will restrict parking to one side of all internal 

public rights-of-way with “No Parking-Fire Lane” signs 

to be installed per the approved  Signage plan for 

Phase II.

10e 15

General 

Conditions

E. Permitted alternatives to roadways wider than required under the KCRD&CS 

would include either ( 1) the conveyance of a minimum 3-foot wide private 

easement abutting the public right-of-way for the private installation and HOA 

maintenance and enforcement of"No Parking Fire Lane" signs, and the 

installation of these signs, or, (2) installation of a fire suppression system meeting 

the requirements of the Fire Marshal in each unit/structure.

Complete See response to condition A.ii. and condition D. above.

10f 15

Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

F. A note referencing the selected alternative, as appropriate, shall be placed 

upon the final plat map- and the easement shown if alternative (1) is selected.
Complete

 See response to condition A.ii. Above, and easement 

language referenced on the final plat, sheet 2, note #13

11 15
General 

Conditions

All utilities within proposed rights-of-way must be included within a franchise 

approved by the King County Council prior to final plat recording.
Complete

All franchise utilities are franchises approved by King 

County Council.
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Canterbury Park Phase II (fka Mystic Lake II)

Applicant's ReplyComment # Category Hearing Examiner Conditions of Approval Dated 11/22/2013
HE Decision Page 

#
Staff Comments

12 15

Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

The applicant or subsequent owner shall comply with King County Code 14.75, 

Mitigation Payment System (MPS), by paying the required MPS fee and 

administration fee as determined by the applicable fee ordinance. The applicant 

has the option to either:

(1) pay the MPS fee at the final plat recording, or                                            (2) 

pay the MPS fee at the time of building permit issuance. If the first option is 

chosen, the fee paid shall be the fee in effect at the time of plat application and a 

note shall be placed on the face of the plat that reads, "All fees required by King 

County Code 14. 75, Mitigation Payment System (MPS), have been paid." If the 

second option is chosen, the fee paid shall be the amount in effect as of the date 

of building permit application.

Complete

A Traffic Mitigation fee deposit of 30% has been paid to 

the City of Sammamish per item #3 of the 

"MITIGATION AND SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT" 

between the city of Sammamish and Toll WA LP.    

This agreement negateds MPS fees in favor of traffic 

mitigation fees due to development of the project inside 

the city of Sammamish.  The balance of the traffic 

impact fee is recorded on sheet 2, Note #4 of the Final 

Plat.

13 15
Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

Lots within this subdivision are subject to King County Code 21A.43, which 

imposes impact fees to fund school system improvements needed to serve new 

development. As a condition of final approval, 50 percent of the impact fees due 

for the plat shall be assessed and collected immediately prior to the recording, 

using the fee schedules in effect when the plat receives final approval. The 

balance of the assessed fee shall be allocated evenly to the dwelling units in the 

plat and shall be collected prior to building permit issuance.

Complete

50% of the School Impact fees have been paid as 

required prior to recording of the Phase II final plat, 

Canterbury Park – Phase II.  The balance will be 

allocated evenly to the dwelling units in the plat and will 

be collected prior to building permit issuance.  A note 

to this effect is on the Phase II final plat, Canterbury 

Park – Phase II, sheet 2, Note #5.

14 15
Prior to Final 

Construction 

Approval

The proposed subdivision shall comply with the Critical Areas code as outlined in 

KCC 21A.24. Permanent survey markings and signs, as specified in KCC 

21A.24.160, shall also be addressed prior to final approval. Temporary marking of 

critical areas and their buffers (e.g. with bright orange construction fencing) shall 

be placed on the site and shall remain in place until all construction activities are 

complete.

Complete

1)      The approved Phase II engineering plans reflect this 

condition and Phase II final plat reflects this condition.  

Critical Areas signs have been installed in locations as noted 

on the approved Phase II engineering plans.

15 15 General 

Conditions

Preliminary plat review has identified the following specific requirements which 

apply to this project. All other applicable requirements from KCC 21A.24 shall 

also be addressed by the applicant:

Applicant has complied Noted.

15a 15
General 

Conditions

A. The Critical Areas shown on the site plan received May 30, 2013 have been

verified and approved by King County DPER staff.                                           

Complete Noted

15b 16

General 

Conditions

B. The Category 1 wetland in the east basin shall have a 217.5-foot buffer as 

measured from the wetland edge. The Category 11 wetland shall have a 140 

footbuffer as measured from the wetland edge. These buffers may utilize buffer 

averaging. The buffers may also be reduced a 25-foot maximum, subject to BMPs 

per KCC 21A.24.

Complete

Critical Areas Buffers were shown on the approved 

Phase I engineering plans and the approved Phase II 

engineering plans.  Buffer averaging and buffer 

reduction options are noted.

15c 16 General 

Conditions

C. A final buffer averaging/mitigation plan with planting, if proposed, shall be

submitted during engineering review.
Complete

Final Buffer Mitigation plans were included in both the 

approved Phase I engineering plans and the approved 

Phase II engineering plans.
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Canterbury Park Phase II (fka Mystic Lake II)

Applicant's ReplyComment # Category Hearing Examiner Conditions of Approval Dated 11/22/2013
HE Decision Page 

#
Staff Comments

15d 16

General 

Conditions

D. The wetlands and buffers shall be placed in Critical Area Tracts (CAT) for long 

term protection. Fencing (split rail or equivalent) of the CAT is required.
Complete

A.      Both the Category I and Category II wetland were place 

within Tract A of the recorded plat of Canterbury Park – 

Phase II– King County Recording No. 20160315000945.  

Note:  Tract A had fence and critical area signs installed as 

part of Phase I construction. There is an offsite wetland 

located west of the site that has a 50’ buffer that partially 

overlaps into Phase II.  This buffer is located within Tract K 

as depicted on the approved Phase II engineering plans and 

will be located within Tract L on the Phase II final plat, 

Canterbury Park – Phase II.

15e 16

General 

Conditions

E. A 15-foot building set back line (BSBL) is required from the edge of the CAT 

and shown on all affected lots. The BSBL does not apply to paved roads, 

driveways and structural and non-structural fill.

Complete

The 15’ BSBL line for setbacks from the edge of the 

Critical Area Tract (CAT) is shown on all lots abutting 

CAT boundaries from Phase I and the CAT located 

within Phase II.  This is reflected on the approved 

Phase II engineering plans and is reflected on the 

Phase II final plat, Canterbury Park – Phase II where 

applicable.

15f 16

General 

Conditions

F. The final mitigation plan, if any, shall include three years of monitoring and a 

financial guarantee to assure long term implementation and success.
Complete

 No Critical Area Mitigation is required as part of Phase II 

construction.  All critical area mitigation was completed with 

Phase I construction.  A Critical Areas Bond (FING14-0075, 

Bond No. 81961961) was posted prior to the start of 

construction of Phase I. An Agreement to Complete Critical 

Area Mitigation and/or Restoration FING14-0075 was 

submitted at the same time as the Critical Areas Bond and 

outlines the requirements for commencement and 

completion of monitoring.  

15g 16
Prior to Final 

Construction 

Approval

G. Prior to construction activities the CAT boundaries shall be clearly marked with 

both bright orange construction and erosion control fencing. The fencing shall 

remain in place until all construction activities are complete.

Complete

All Critical Area fencing and signage around the 

perimeter of Tract A, Phase I was installed with Phase I 

construction.  Fencing along Tract K (Tract L on Phase 

II final plat) as depicted on the approved Phase II 

engineering plans will be installed with Phase II 

construction.
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Canterbury Park Phase II (fka Mystic Lake II)

Applicant's ReplyComment # Category Hearing Examiner Conditions of Approval Dated 11/22/2013
HE Decision Page 

#
Staff Comments

15h 16

General 

Conditions

H. The engineering plans shall be submitted and reviewed by Critical Areas Staff. 

In particular, the plans shall address possible steep slope hazards in the vicinity 

of Lot 50 and potentially Lot 34.

Complete

A.      Steep slope hazards were addressed during completion 

of engineering plans for Phase I and Phase II.  Easements, 

and buffers as needed to mitigate for any steep slope 

hazards are reflected on the approved Phase I engineering 

plans and approved Phase II engineering plans.  No specific 

steep slope buffers or critical area BSBL’s from a steep slope 

impact Phase II lots as the Category I Wetland buffer 

resulted in greater buffer impacts.  As noted the Category I 

Wetland was contained within Tract A of the recorded plat 

of Canterbury Park – Phase II– King County Recording No. 

20160315000945.  The 15’ bsbl from the critical area buffer 

is shown on the Phase II lots where they abut Tract A of 

Phase I on both the approved Phase I engineering plans and 

the Phase II final plat, Canterbury Park – Phase II.

15i 16

General 

Conditions

I. The sewer line trail within the buffer is an allowed alteration subject to 

mitigation. A conceptual mitigation plan has been reviewed and approved by 

Critical Areas Staff. The impact of the unstable soils in the vicinity of exploration 

pit EP-18 on the sewer line shall be addressed in those engineering plans.

This condition was addressed with Phase I.

15J. The following note shall be shown on the final engineering plan and recorded 

plat: 

RESTRICTIONS FOR CRITICAL AREA TRACTS AND

CRITICAL AREAS AND BUFFERS

Dedication of a critical area tract/critical area and buffer conveys to the

public a beneficial interest in the land within the tract/critical area and

buffer. This interest includes the preservation of native vegetation for all

purposes that benefit the public health, safety and welfare, including

control of surface water and erosion, maintenance of slope stability, and

protection of plant and animal habitat. The critical area tract/critical area

and buffer imposes upon all present and future owners and occupiers of

the land subject to the tract/critical area and buffer the obligation,

enforceable on behalf of the public by King County, to leave undisturbed

all trees and other vegetation within the tract/critical area and buffer. The

vegetation within the tract/critical area and buffer may not be cut, pruned,

covered by fill, removed or damaged without approval in writing from the

King County Department of Permitting and Environmental Review or its

successor agency, unless otherwise provided by law.

The common boundary between the tract/critical area and buffer and the

area of development activity must be marked or otherwise flagged to the

satisfaction of King County prior to any clearing, grading, building

construction or other development activity on a lot subject to the critical

16/17

Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

Applicant has complied - only change is 

"King County" replaced with "Sammamish"

 The note is shown on the approved Phase II engineering 

plans and the Phase II final plat, Canterbury Park – Phase II, 

Sheet 3, Sensitive Area Provisions.

15j
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Canterbury Park Phase II (fka Mystic Lake II)

Applicant's ReplyComment # Category Hearing Examiner Conditions of Approval Dated 11/22/2013
HE Decision Page 

#
Staff Comments

area tract/critical area and buffer. The required marking or flagging shall

remain in place until all development proposal activities in the vicinity of

the critical area are completed.

No building foundations are allowed beyond the required 15-foot building

setback line, unless otherwise provided by law.

16 17
Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

A homeowners' association or other workable organization shall be established to 

the satisfaction ofDPER which provides for the ownership and continued 

maintenance of the recreation tracts and critical area tracts. An easement shall be 

provided to King County over the recreation tract for maintenance of the storm 

water facilities.

Complete

The Canterbury Park Homeowners Association has been 

incorporated and ownership and maintenance obligations 

for recreation tracts and critical areas tracts have been 

spelled out on both the recorded plat of Canterbury Park – 

Phase II– King County Recording No. 20160315000945, and 

the Phase II final plat, Canterbury Park – Phase II, Sheet 1, 

Note 1.

17 17 General 

Conditions

Suitable recreation space shall be provided consistent with the requirements of 

KCC 21A.l4.180 and KCC 21A. 14.190 (i.e., sport court[s], children's play 

equipment, picnic table[s), benches, etc.).

Complete Noted.

17a 17

General 

Conditions

A. A detailed recreation space plan (i.e., location, area calculations, dimensions, 

landscape specs, equipment specs, etc.) shall be submitted for review and 

approval by DPER and King County Parks prior to or concurrent with the submittal 

of engineering plans. The plans must include additional recreation facilities per 

KCC 21 A.l4 .180E, and fencing and landscaping along the road perimeter to 

alleviate potential conflicts between users of recreation tract and vehicles.

Complete

Approved Phase II engineering plans include an 

approved recreation space plan, including fencing and 

landscaping as required, in Tract K of the Final Plat.

17b 17
Prior to/or 

concurrent with 

Final Plat

B. A performance bond for recreation space improvements shall be posted prior 

to recording of the plat.
Complete

A maintenance bond will be posted for recreation 

improvements prior to final plat recording, as all 

improvements are complete and inspected.

18 17

General 

Conditions

Zipper lots shall comply with the requirements ofKCC 21A.l4.030. Appropriate 

notes shall be shown on the engineering plans and final plat.
Complete

Note as discussed above under item 9)H. the approved 

Road Variance VARR13-0011 also allowed for 

standard driveway openings for zipper lots within both 

Phase I and Phase II to be increased from a maximum 

of 30 feet to a maximum of 35 feet as well as a 1-foot 

offset of the driveway from the adjacent property line to 

better accommodate shared driveway configurations.  

This variance was has been noted on the Phase II final 

plat, Canterbury Park – Phase II, sheet 2 Note #16 and 

references lots to which this would be applicable.

19 17 Prior to Final 

Construction 

Approval

The existing well shall be abandoned per DOE requirements. Complete

The existing wells were abandoned during site 

demolition pior to Phase I.  A termination of well 

covenant was recorded prior to the recording of the 

Phase I final plat.

20 17
General 

Conditions

Street trees shall be provided as follows (per KCRD & CS 5.03 and K.C.C. 

21A.16.050):
Applicant has complied Noted.

20a 17 General 

Conditions

A. Trees shall be planted at a rate of one tree for every 40 feet of frontage along 

all roads. Spacing may be modified to accommodate sight distance requirements 

for driveways and intersections.

Complete
A street tree plan meeting these requirements is part of 

the approved Phase II engineering plans.
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Canterbury Park Phase II (fka Mystic Lake II)

Applicant's ReplyComment # Category Hearing Examiner Conditions of Approval Dated 11/22/2013
HE Decision Page 

#
Staff Comments

20b 18
General 

Conditions

B. Trees shall be located within the street right-of-way and planted in accordance 

with Drawing No. 5-009 of the 1993 King County Road Standards, unless King 

County Department of Transportation determines that trees should not be located 

in the street right-of-way.

Complete

The majority of Phase II trees will be located on lots 

and not in right of way as depicted on the approved 

Phase II engineering plans.

20c 18 General 

Conditions

C. If King County determines that the required street trees should not be located 

within the right-of-way, they shall be located no more than 20 feet from the street 

right-of-way line.

Complete
A street tree plan meeting these requirements is part of 

the approved Phase II engineering plans.

20d 18
Conditions to 

appear on the 

face of the final 

plat

D. The trees shall be owned and maintained by the abutting lot owners or the

homeowners association or other workable organization unless the county has 

adopted a maintenance program. Ownership and maintenance shall be noted on 

the face of the final recorded plat.

Complete

The Phase II final plat, Canterbury Park - Phase II 

Sheet #2 Note #8  directs that Street Trees shall be 

owned and maintained by Canterbury Park 

Homeowners association.

20e 18

General 

Conditions

E. The species of trees shall be approved by DPER if located within the right-of-

way, and shall not include poplar, cottonwood, soft maples, gum, any fruitbearing 

trees, or any other tree or shrub whose roots are likely to obstruct sanitary or 

storm sewers, or that is not compatible with overhead utility lines. 

Complete
A street tree plan meeting these requirements is part of 

the approved Phase II engineering plans.

20f 18

Prior to/or 

concurrent with 

Final Plat

F. The applicant shall submit a street tree plan and bond quantity sheet for review 

and approval by DPER prior to engineering plan approval.
Complete

A street tree plan is part of the approved Phase II 

engineering plans.  Additionally a street tree Bond 

Quantity work sheet was submitted  to King County for 

review prior to engineering plan approval, and 

resubmitted to Sammamish after completion for the 

purpose of obtaining a Maintenance and defect bond.

20g 18 General 

Conditions

G. The applicant shall contact Metro Service Planning at (206) 684-1622 to

determine if 244th Avenue NE is on a bus route. If so, the street tree plan shall 

also be reviewed by Metro.

Applicant has complied This comment is only applicable to Phase I.

20h 18

Prior to/or 

concurrent with 

Final Plat

H. The street trees must be installed and inspected, or a performance bond 

posted prior to recording of the plat. If a performance bond is posted, the street 

trees must be installed and inspected within one year of recording of the plat. At 

the time of inspection, if the trees are found to be installed per the approved plan, 

a maintenance bond must be submitted or the performance bond replaced with a 

maintenance bond, and held for one year. After one year, the maintenance bond 

may be released after DPER has completed a second inspection and determined 

that the trees have been kept healthy and thriving.

Complete

Phase II street trees have been installed and 

inspected.  A maintenance bond for a period of (1) year 

is in place.

20 (cont) 18
Prior to Final 

Construction 

Approval

A landscape inspection fee shall also be submitted prior to plat recording. The 

inspection fee is subject to change based on the current county fees.
Complete

Fees for plat inspections were paid to the City of 

Sammamish upon transfer of permitting and inspection 

responsibilities for this project.
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Vicinity Map 

 
 

*King County iMap does not correctly reflect the Mystic Lake Annexation that occurred through Sammamish Ordinance O2016-405. 
(shaded area west of 244th Avenue NE has been annexed into the City of Sammamish) 
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2017 Date Submitted: 2/1/2017 
 

Originating Department: City Manager 
 
Clearances: 
 Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Parks & Recreation 

☐ Admin Services ☐ Eastside Fire and Rescue ☐ Police 

 City Manager ☐ Finance & IT ☐ Public Works 

 
Subject:    A Resolution authorizing the City’s participation in the Regional Coordination 

Framework for Disasters and Planned Events.  
 

Action Required:    Approve Resolution 
 

Exhibits:    1. Resolution and Agreement 
2. Regional Coordination Framework for Disasters and Planned Events 

 
Budget:    N/A 

 

Summary Statement:   
The Regional Coordination Framework for Disasters and Planned Events (RCF) is a document describing 
how King County governments, nonprofits, private sector companies and tribal nations coordinate 
together during disaster response. The Agreement is a companion document to the RCF that specifies 
the legal conditions which apply to the sharing of resources and financial compensation when the 
Agreement is invoked. The Agreement and RCF are voluntary and augment, rather than replace, mutual 
aid agreements. Adopting this Resolution to become a signatory partner will facilitate regional 
coordination during a disaster.   

Adopting the RCF was identified as a priority in the Emergency Management Gap Analysis completed in 
2016. Most of the King County jurisdictions have adopted the RCF including Issaquah, Redmond, 
Bellevue and Mercer Island. In addition, there are numerous other non-profits and private sector 
companies that have also adopted the RCF 

Background:  
The RCF is a voluntary guide to regional response and short term recovery actions. The RCF applies to 
any disaster or planned event that simultaneously challenges multiple jurisdictions within King County or 
affects a single entity to such a degree that it relies upon external assistance.  

Signatory partners are those organizations from the public, private, tribal and non-profit sectors in King 
County that are committed to working together in accordance with the RCF and have signed the 
associated Agreement. There is no preferential treatment or priority given to those partners who are 

City Council Agenda Bill 
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signatory to the Agreement versus those who are not. The benefit of being a signatory partner to the 
RCF and the Agreement is to save time during a disaster by having decision making authority for 
jurisdictions already in place and on file. 

Financial Impact:   
Pursuant to the Agreement, authorized costs for City resources that are deployed to provide emergency 
assistance would be reimbursed by the requesting party. Likewise, if the City were to request assistance, 
the City would be responsible for reimbursement of assistance costs to the responding party.   
 
Recommended Motion:   
Move to approve the Resolution, included as Exhibit 1, authorizing the City Manager to sign the Regional 
Coordination Framework Agreement with King County. 

Bill # 6



EXHIBIT 1 

1 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

RESOLUTION NO. R2017- 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 

WASHINGTON, AUTHORIZING EXECUTION OF THE 

REGIONAL COORDINATION FRAMEWORK FOR DISASTERS 

AND PLANNED EVENTS AGREEMENT WITH KING COUNTY. 

WHEREAS, the City of Sammamish is located in King County, Washington; and 

WHEREAS, the King County Office of Emergency Management (“KCOEM”) has been tasked 
with coordinating countywide disaster response through many governmental organizations; and 

WHEREAS, KCEOM has established the King County Regional Coordination Framework for 
Disasters and Planned Events (“Framework”), which enables participating jurisdictions to facilitate a 
systematic, coordinated and effective response to multi-agency or multi-jurisdictional disasters or 
planned events that occur within the geographic boundaries of King County; and 

WHEREAS, the Framework is a voluntary guide to regional response and short term recovery 
actions, and invites participation from organizations from the public, private, tribal, and non-profit 
sectors in geographic King County committed to working together as partners in accordance with this 
Framework; and 

WHEREAS, KCEOM requires that an agreement be executed to address the legal and financial 
obligations of partners sharing personnel, equipment materials and/or support during a disaster or major 
planned event under the Framework; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the value of participating in this Framework will enable 
pre-planning with multiple jurisdictions in preparation for manmade and natural disasters that may affect 
our region;  

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 

WASHINGTON, DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1.     The City Manager is hereby authorized to execute the Regional Coordination 

Framework Agreement with King County in the form attached hereto as Attachment A. 

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON THE 

__ DAY OF FEBRUARY 2017. 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 

______________________________ 

Mayor Donald J. Gerend 
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2 

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 

Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 

Approved as to form: 

Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 

Filed with the City Clerk: 

Passed by the City Council: 

Resolution No: R2017- 
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AGREEMENT 

Regional Coordination Framework 
for Disasters and Planned Events 
for Public and Private Organizations 
in King County, Washington 

February 2014
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 Regional Coordination Framework AGREEMENT 

2 AGREEMENT, Regional Coordination Framework 

Updating Process of former “Omnibus Legal and Financial Agreement” 

As the development of the ‘Regional Disaster Plan’ began in 1999, there was also a need to 

create a ‘mechanism to share resources.’  The Plan focused on establishing a cooperative and 

voluntary platform linking private businesses, nonprofit organizations, government agencies, 

and special purpose districts.  A legal document was needed to address emergency assistance 

covering the legal and financial obligations of partners sharing personnel, equipment 

materials and/or support during a disaster. 

Back in 1999 to 2001, legal advisors from King County Prosecuting Attorney’s Office and 

several other public and private entities worked together to frame the appropriate legal and 

liability language forming the ‘Omnibus Legal and Financial Agreement.’  The Agreement 

withstood the legal review and approval of many public, private and nonprofit organizations 

that thereafter signed onto the Plan and Omnibus. 

As the Plan transitioned and evolved into the ‘Framework,’ the time was also appropriate to 

revisit the Omnibus.  Over the twelve year tenure of the Omnibus, mutual aid methodology 

and practices had evolved at the regional, State and Federal levels; as well as alterations in 

the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) public assistance arena. 

In 2012 a subcommittee of the Regional Disaster Planning Work Group began the process to 

revisit the Omnibus language.  The subcommittee existed of legal advisors from King 

County, City of Auburn and City of Seattle and emergency managers from King County, 

Seattle, Bellevue, Zone 1, Zone 3 and Washington State.  Through several meetings 

leveraging the guidance and expertise of the legal and mutual aid subject matter experts 

involved, the subcommittee finalized the current draft of the ‘AGREEMENT for 

Organizations Participating in the Regional Coordination Framework for Disasters and 

Planned Event for Public and Private Organizations in King County, Washington.’  A large 

percentage of the original language has stayed the same with a few language and terminology 

updates. The key areas of adjustment include:   

New Changes 

Document re-titled to ‘Agreement’ – simpler title; Replaced ‘Omnibus Legal and Financial 

Agreement’ 

Replaced ‘Plan’ wording throughout document with ‘Framework’ 

Replaced ‘Omnibus’ wording throughout document with ‘Agreement’ 

Terminology changes made by replacing ‘borrower’ and ‘lender’ with ‘requester’ and 

‘responder’ 

Adjusted language in ‘Article I – Applicability’ to say “…located in King County.”; 

Replaced “…in and bordering geographic King County.” 

Updated verbiage in ‘Article II – Definitions’ on ‘Basic Plan’ and ‘Package’ since it is now a 

‘Framework’ 

Cleaned-up language in ‘Article II – Definitions’ on ‘Emergency’ 
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3 AGREEMENT, Regional Coordination Framework 

Cleaned-up language in ‘Article II – Definitions’ on ‘Emergency Contact Points’ 

Updated respective sections with correct King County Office of Emergency Management 

address; Former ‘7300 Perimeter Road’ address 

Updated verbiage in ‘Article IV – Role of Emergency Contact Point for Signatory Partners 

Renaming to and cleaned-up language in ‘Article VI – Payment and Billing’; Formerly titled 

‘Article VI – Payment for Services and Assistance’ 

Cleaned-up language in  ‘Article VIII – Requests for Emergency Assistance’ 

Removed section ‘IX – General Nature of Emergency Assistance’; Repetitive of existing 

language 

Renaming to ‘Article IX – Provision of Equipment’; Formerly ‘Article X – Loans of 

Equipment’ 

Renaming to ‘Article X – Provision of Materials and Supplies’; Formerly ‘Article XI – 

Exchange of Materials and Supplies’ 

Renaming to ‘Article XI – Provision of Personnel’; Formerly ‘Article XII – Loans of 

Personnel’ 

Renaming to and cleaned-up language ‘Article XII – Record Keeping’; Formerly ‘Article 

XIII – Record keeping’ 

Renaming to and cleaned-up language ‘Article XIII – Indemnification, Limitation of 

Liability, and Dispute Resolution’; Formerly ‘Article XIV – Indemnification and Limitation 

of Liability’ 

Articles following have been renumbered and renamed appropriately 
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4 AGREEMENT, Regional Coordination Framework 

AGREEMENT 
for organizations participating in the 

 Regional Coordination Framework for Disasters and Planned Events 
for Public and Private Organizations in King County, Washington 

This AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is entered into by the public and private 
organizations who become signatories hereto (“Signatory Partners”) to facilitate the 
provision of Emergency Assistance to each other during times of emergency. 

WHEREAS, the Signatory Partners have expressed a mutual interest in the 
establishment of an Agreement to facilitate and encourage Emergency Assistance 
among participants; and 

WHEREAS, the Signatory Partners do not intend for this Agreement to 
replace or infringe on the authority granted by any federal, state, or local 
governments, statutes, ordinances, or regulations; and 

WHEREAS, in the event of an emergency, a Signatory Partner  may need 
Emergency Assistance in the form of supplemental personnel, equipment, materials 
or other support; and 

WHEREAS, each Signatory Partner may own and maintain equipment, 
stocks materials, and employs trained personnel for a variety of services and is 
willing, under certain conditions, to provide its supplies, equipment and services to 
other Signatory Partners in the event of an emergency; and 

WHEREAS, the proximity of the Signatory Partners to each other enables 
them to provide Emergency Assistance to each other in emergency situations. 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and 
agreements hereinafter set forth, each Signatory Partner agrees as follows: 

Article I - APPLICABILITY. 

A private or public organization located in King County, Washington, may become a 
Signatory Partner by signing this Agreement and becoming bound thereby.  This 
Agreement may be executed in multiple counterparts. 
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5 AGREEMENT, Regional Coordination Framework 

Article II - DEFINITIONS. 

A. ‘Assistance Costs’ means any direct material costs, equipment costs,
equipment rental fees, fuel,  and the labor costs that are incurred by the
Responder in providing any asset, service, or assistance requested.

B. ‘Emergency’ means an event or set of circumstances that qualifies as an
emergency under any applicable statute, ordinance, or regulation.

C. ‘Emergency Assistance’ means employees, services, equipment,
materials, or supplies provided by a Responder in response to a request
from a Requester.

D. ‘Emergency Contact Points’ means persons designated by each Signatory
Partner who will have (or can quickly get) the authority to commit available
equipment, services, and personnel for their organization.

E. ‘King County Emergency Management Advisory Committee (“EMAC”)’ is
the Committee established in King County Code 2.36.055.

F. ‘Regional Coordination Framework for Disasters and Planned Events for
Public and Private Organizations in King County’ (“Framework”) means an
all hazards architecture for collaboration and coordination among
jurisdictional, organizational, and business entities during emergencies in
King County.

G. ‘Requester’ means a Signatory Partner that has made a request for
Emergency Assistance.

H. ‘Responder’ means a Signatory Partner providing or intending to provide
Emergency Assistance to a Requester.

I. ‘Signatory Partner means any public or private organization in King
County, WA, that enters into this Agreement by signature of a person
authorized to sign.

J. ‘Termination Date’ is the date upon which this agreement terminates
pursuant to Article V.
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6 AGREEMENT, Regional Coordination Framework 

Article III - PARTICIPATION. 

Participation in this Agreement, and the provision of personnel or resources, is 
purely voluntary and at the sole discretion of the requested Responder. Signatory 
Partners that execute the Agreement are expected to: 

A. Identify and furnish to all other Signatory Partners a list of the
Organization’s current Emergency Contact Points together with all
contact information; and .

B. Participate in scheduled meetings to coordinate operational and
implementation issues to the maximum extent possible.

Article IV - ROLE OF EMERGENCY CONTACT POINT FOR SIGNATORY 
PARTNERS. 

Signatory Partners agree that their Emergency Contact Points or their designees 
can serve as representatives of the Signatory Partner in any meeting to work out the 
language or implementation issues of this Agreement. 

The Emergency Contact Points of a Signatory Partner shall: 

A. Act as a single point of contact for information about the availability of
resources when other Signatory Partners seek assistance.

B. Maintain a manual containing the Framework, including a master copy
of this Agreement (as amended), and a list of Signatory Partners who
have executed this Agreement.

C. Each Signatory Partner will submit its Emergency Contact Information
Form to the King County Office of Emergency Management
(“KCOEM”). KCOEM will maintain a list showing the succession in all
the Signatory Partners.  This list will include names, addresses, and
24-hour phone numbers of the Emergency contact points (2-3 deep) of
each Signatory Partner.  Note: the phone number of a dispatch office
staffed 24 hours a day that is capable of contacting the Emergency
contact point(s) is acceptable.

Article V - TERM AND TERMINATION. 

A. This Agreement is effective upon execution by a Signatory Partner.
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7 AGREEMENT, Regional Coordination Framework 

B. A Signatory Partner may terminate its participation in this Agreement
by providing written termination notification to the EMAC, care of the
KCOEM, 3211 NE 2nd Street, Renton WA  98056, or by Fax at 206-
205-4056.  Notice of termination becomes effective upon receipt by
EMAC which shall, in turn, notify all Signatory Partners.  Any
terminating Signatory Partner shall remain liable for all obligations
incurred during its period of participation, until the obligation is
satisfied.

Article VI - PAYMENT AND BILLING. 

a. Requester shall pay to Responder all valid and invoiced Assistance Costs within
60 days of receipt of Responder’s invoice, for the Emergency Assistance services
provided by Responder.  Invoices shall include, as applicable, specific details
regarding labor costs, including but not limited to the base rate, fringe benefits rate,
overhead, and the basis for each element; equipment usage detail and, material cost
breakdown.

b. In the event Responder provides supplies or parts, Responder shall have the
option to accept payment of cash or in-kind for the supplies or parts provided.

c. Reimbursement for use of equipment requested under the terms of this
Agreement, such as construction equipment, road barricades, vehicles, and tools,
shall be at the rate mutually agreed between Requester and Responder.  The rate
may reflect the rate approved and adopted by the Responder, a rate set forth in an
industry standard publication, or other rate.

Article VII - INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. 

Responder shall be and operate as an independent contractor of Requester in the 
performance of any Emergency Assistance.  Employees of Responder shall at all 
times while performing Emergency Assistance continue to be employees of 
Responder and shall not be deemed employees of Requester for any purpose.  
Wages, hours, and other terms and conditions of employment of Responder shall 
remain applicable to all of its employees who perform Emergency Assistance.  
Responder shall be solely responsible for payment of its employees’ wages, any 
required payroll taxes and any benefits or other compensation.  Requester shall not 
be responsible for paying any wages, benefits, taxes, or other compensation directly 
to the Responder’s employees.  The costs associated with requested personnel are 
subject to the reimbursement process outlined in Article XI.  In no event shall 
Responder or its officers, employees, agents, or representatives be authorized (or 
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represent that they are authorized) to make any representation, enter into any 
agreement, waive any right or incur any obligation in the name of, on behalf of or as 
agent for Requester under or by virtue of this Agreement. 

Article VIII - REQUESTS FOR EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE. 

Requests for Emergency Assistance shall be made by a person authorized by the 
Requester to make such requests and approved by a person authorized by 
Responder to approve such requests.   If this request is verbal, it must be confirmed 
in writing within thirty days after the date of the request. 

Article IX - PROVISION OF EQUIPMENT. 

Provision of equipment and tools loans is subject to the following conditions: 

1. At the option of Responder, equipment may be provided with an
operator.  See Article XI for terms and conditions applicable to use of
personnel.

2. Provided equipment shall be returned to Responder upon release by
Requester, or immediately upon Requester’s receipt of an oral or written
notice from Responder for the return of the equipment.  When notified to
return equipment to Responder, Requester shall make every effort to
return the equipment to Responder’s possession within 24 hours
following notification. Equipment shall be returned in the same condition
as when it was provided to Requester.

3. During the time the equipment has been provided, Requester shall, at its
own expense, supply all fuel, lubrication and maintenance for
Responder’s equipment. Requester shall take proper precaution in its
operation, storage and maintenance of Responder’s equipment.
Equipment shall be used only by properly trained and supervised
operators.  Responder shall endeavor to provide equipment in good
working order. All equipment is provided “as is”, with no representations
or warranties as to its condition, fitness for a particular purpose, or
merchantability.

4. Responder’s cost related to the transportation, handling, and
loading/unloading of equipment shall be chargeable to Requester.
Responder shall submit copies of invoices from outside sources that
perform such services and shall provide accounting of time and hourly
costs for Responder’s employees who perform such services.
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5. Without prejudice to Responder’s right to indemnification under Article
XIII herein, in the event equipment is lost, stolen or damaged from the
point the Requestor has the beneficial use of the equipment, or while in
the custody and use of Requester, or until the Requestor no longer has
the beneficial use of the equipment, Requester shall reimburse
Responder for the reasonable cost of repairing or replacing said
damaged equipment.  If the equipment cannot be repaired within a time
period required by Responder, then Requester shall reimburse
Responder for the cost of replacing such equipment with equipment
which is of equal condition and capability.  Any determinations of what
constitutes “equal condition and capability” shall be at the discretion of
Responder.  If Responder must lease or rent a piece of equipment while
Responder’s equipment is being repaired or replaced, Requester shall
reimburse Responder for such costs.  Requester shall have the right of
subrogation for all claims against persons other than parties to this
Agreement that may be responsible in whole or in part for damage to the
equipment.  Requester shall not be liable for damage caused by the sole
negligence of Responder’s operator(s).

Article X - PROVISION OF MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES. 

Requester shall reimburse Responder in kind or at Responder’s actual replacement 
cost, plus handling charges, for use of partially consumed, fully consumed, or non-
returnable materials and supplies, as mutually agreed between Requester and 
Responder.  Other reusable materials and supplies which are returned to Responder 
in clean, damage-free condition shall not be charged to the Requester and no rental 
fee will be charged.  Responder shall determine whether returned materials and 
supplies are “clean and damage-free” and shall treat material and supplies as 
“partially consumed” or “non-returnable” if found to be damaged. 

Article XI - PROVISION OF PERSONNEL. 

Responder may, at its option, make such employees as are willing to participate 
available to Requester at Requester’s expense equal to Responder’s full cost, 
including employee’s salary or hourly wages, call back or overtime costs, benefits 
and overhead, and consistent with Responder’s personnel union contracts, if any, or 
other conditions of employment.  Costs to feed and house Responder’s personnel, if 
necessary, shall be chargeable to and paid by Requester.  Requester is responsible 
for assuring such arrangements as may be necessary for the safety, housing, meals, 
and transportation to and from job sites/housing sites (if necessary) for Responder’s 
personnel.  Responder shall bill all costs to Requester, who is responsible for paying 
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all billed costs. Responder may require that its personnel providing Emergency 
Assistance shall be under the control of their regular leaders, but the organizational 
units will come under the operational control of the command structure of Requester. 
Responder’s employees may decline to perform any assigned tasks if said 
employees judge such task to be unsafe.  A request for Responder’s personnel to 
direct the activities of others during a particular response operation does not relieve 
Requester of any responsibility or create any liability on the part of Responder for 
decisions and/or consequences of the response operation.  Responder’s personnel 
may refuse to direct the activities of others.  Responder’s personnel holding a 
license, certificate, or other permit evidencing qualification in a professional, 
mechanical, or other skill, issued by the state of Washington or a political subdivision 
thereof, is deemed to be licensed, certified, or permitted in any Signatory Partner’s 
jurisdiction for the duration of the emergency, subject to any limitations and 
conditions the chief executive officer and/or elected and appointed officials of the 
applicable Signatory Partners jurisdiction may prescribe in writing.  When notified to 
return personnel to Responder, Requester shall make every effort to return the 
personnel to Responder promptly after notification. 

Article XII - RECORD KEEPING. 

Time sheets and/or daily logs showing hours worked and equipment and materials 
used or provided by Responder will be recorded on a shift-by-shift basis by the 
Responder and will be submitted to Requester as needed.  If no personnel are 
provided, Responder will submit shipping records for materials and equipment, and 
Requester is responsible for any required documentation of use of material and 
equipment for state or federal reimbursement.  Under all circumstances, Requester 
remains responsible for ensuring that the amount and quality of all documentation is 
adequate to enable reimbursement. 

Article XIII – INDEMNIFICATION, LIMITATION OF LIABILITY, AND DISPUTE 
RESOLUTION. 

A. INDEMNIFICATION.  Except as provided in section B., to the fullest
extent permitted by applicable law, Requester releases and shall indemnify,
hold harmless and defend each Responder, its officers, employees and
agents from and against any and all costs, including costs of defense, claims,
judgments or awards of damages asserted or arising directly or indirectly
from, on account of, or in connection with providing, or declining to provide, or
not being asked to provide, Emergency Assistance to Requester, whether
arising before, during, or after performance of the Emergency Assistance and
whether suffered by any of the Signatory Partners or any other person or
entity.
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Requester agrees that its obligation under this section extends to any claim, 
demand and/or cause of action brought by or on behalf of any of its 
employees, or agents.  For this purpose, Requester, by mutual negotiation, 
hereby waives, as respects any indemnitee only, any immunity that would 
otherwise be available against such claims under the Industrial Insurance 
provisions of Title 51 RCW of the State of Washington and similar laws of 
other states. 

B. ACTIVITIES IN BAD FAITH OR BEYOND SCOPE.  Any Signatory
Partner shall not be required under this Agreement to indemnify, hold
harmless and defend any other Signatory Partner from any claim, loss, harm,
liability, damage, cost or expense caused by or resulting from the activities of
any Signatory Partners’ officers, employees, or agents acting in bad faith or
performing activities beyond the scope of their duties.

C. LIABILITY FOR PARTICIPATION.  In the event of any liability, claim,
demand, action or proceeding, of whatever kind or nature arising out of
rendering of Emergency Assistance through this Agreement, Requester
agrees to indemnify, hold harmless, and defend, to the fullest extent of the
law, each Signatory Partner, whose only involvement in the transaction or
occurrence which is the subject of such claim, action, demand, or other
proceeding, is the execution and approval of this Agreement.

D. DELAY/FAILURE TO RESPOND.  No Signatory Partner shall be liable
to another Signatory Partner for, or be considered to be in breach of or default
under, this Agreement on account of any delay in or failure to perform any
obligation under this Agreement, except to make payment as specified in this
Agreement.

E. MEDIATION AND ARBITRATION. If a dispute arises under the terms
of this Agreement, the Signatory Partners involved in the dispute shall first
attempt to resolve the matter by direct negotiation.  If the dispute cannot be
settled through direct discussions, the parties agree to first endeavor to settle
the dispute in an amicable manner by mediation. Thereafter, any unresolved
controversy or claim arising out of or relating to this Contract, or breach
thereof, may be settled by arbitration, and judgment upon the award rendered
by the arbitrator may be entered in any court having jurisdiction thereof.

F. SIGNATORY PARTNERS LITIGATION PROCEDURES.  Each
Signatory Partner seeking to be released, indemnified, held harmless or
defended under this Article with respect to any claim shall promptly notify
Requester of such claim and shall not settle such claim without the prior
consent of Requester.  Such Signatory Partners shall have the right to
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participate in the defense of said claim to the extent of its own interest. 
Signatory Partners’ personnel shall cooperate and participate in legal 
proceedings if so requested by Requester, and/or required by a court of 
competent jurisdiction. 

Article XIV - SUBROGATION. 

A. REQUESTER’S WAIVER.  Requester expressly waives any rights of
subrogation against Responder, which it may have on account of, or in
connection with, Responder providing Emergency Assistance to Requester
under this Agreement.

B. RESPONDER’S RESERVATION AND WAIVER.  Responder
expressly reserves its right to subrogation against Requester to the extent
Responder incurs any self-insured, self-insured retention or deductible loss.
Responder expressly waives its rights to subrogation for all insured losses
only to the extent Responder’s insurance policies, then in force, permit such
waiver.

Article XV - WORKER’S COMPENSATION AND EMPLOYEE CLAIMS. 

Responder’s employees, officers or agents, made available to Requester, shall 
remain the general employees of Responder while engaged in carrying out duties, 
functions or activities pursuant to this Agreement, and each Signatory Partner shall 
remain fully responsible as employer for all taxes, assessments, fees, premiums, 
wages, withholdings, workers’ compensation, and other direct and indirect 
compensation, benefits, and related obligations with respect to its own employees. 
Likewise, each Signatory Partner shall provide worker’s compensation in compliance 
with statutory requirements of the state of residency. 

Article XVI - MODIFICATIONS. 

Modifications to this Agreement must be in writing and will become effective upon 
approval by a two-thirds affirmative vote of the Signatory Partners. Modifications 
must be signed by an authorized representative of each Signatory Partner. EMAC 
will be the coordinating body for facilitating modifications of this Agreement.   

Article XVII- NON-EXCLUSIVENESS AND PRIOR AGREEMENTS. 
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This Agreement shall not supersede any existing mutual aid agreement or 
agreements between two or more governmental agencies, and as to assistance 
requested by a party to such mutual aid agreement within the scope of the mutual 
aid agreement, such assistance shall be governed by the terms of the mutual aid 
agreement and not by this Agreement.  This Agreement shall, however, apply to all 
requests for assistance beyond the scope of any mutual aid agreement or 
agreements in place prior to the event. 

Article XVIII - GOVERNMENTAL AUTHORITY. 

This Agreement is subject to laws, rules, regulations, orders, and other 
requirements, now or hereafter in effect, of all governmental authorities having 
jurisdiction over the emergencies covered by this Agreement or the Signatory 
Partner. Provided that a governmental authority may alter its obligations under this 
Agreement only as to future obligations, not obligations already incurred. 

Article XIX - NO DEDICATION OF FACILITIES. 

No undertaking by one Signatory Partner to the other Signatory Partners under any 
provision of this Agreement shall constitute a dedication of the facilities or assets of 
such Signatory Partners, or any portion thereof, to the public or to the other 
Signatory Partners.  Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to give a 
Signatory Partner any right of ownership, possession, use or control of the facilities 
or assets of the other Signatory Partners. 

Article XX - NO PARTNERSHIP. 

This Agreement shall not be interpreted or construed to create an association, joint 
venture or partnership among the Signatory Partners or to impose any partnership 
obligation or liability upon any Signatory Partner.  Further, no Signatory Partner shall 
have any undertaking for or on behalf of, or to act as or be an agent or 
representative of, or to otherwise bind any other Signatory Partner. 

Article XXI - NO THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARY. 

Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to create any rights in or duties to any 
third party, nor any liability to or standard of care with reference to any third party.  
This Agreement shall not confer any right, or remedy upon any person other than the 
Signatory Partners.  This Agreement shall not release or discharge any obligation or 
liability of any third party to any Signatory Partners. 

Attachment AExhibit 1



 Regional Coordination Framework AGREEMENT 

14 AGREEMENT, Regional Coordination Framework 

Article XXII - ENTIRE AGREEMENT. 

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement and supersedes any and all prior 
agreements of the Parties, with respect to the subject matters hereof. 

Article XXIII - SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS. 

This Agreement is not transferable or assignable, in whole or in part, and any 
Signatory Partner may terminate its participation in this Agreement subject to Article 
V. 

Article XXIV - GOVERNING LAW. 

This Agreement shall be interpreted, construed, and enforced in accordance with the 
laws of Washington State. 

Article XXV - VENUE. 

Any action which may arise out of this Agreement shall be brought in Washington 
State and King County. Provided, that any action against a participating County may 
be brought in accordance with RCW 36.01.050. 

Article XXVI - TORT CLAIMS. 

It is not the intention of this Agreement to remove from any of the Signatory Partners 
any protection provided by any applicable Tort Claims Act.  However, between 
Requester and Responder, Requester retains full liability to Responder for any 
claims brought against Responder as described in other provisions of this 
agreement. 

Article XXVII - WAIVER OF RIGHTS. 

Any waiver at any time by any Signatory Partner of its rights with respect to a default 
under this Agreement, or with respect to any other matter arising in connection with 
this Agreement, shall not constitute or be deemed a waiver with respect to any 
subsequent default or other matter arising in connection with this Agreement.  Any 
delay short of the statutory period of limitations, in asserting or enforcing any right, 
shall not constitute or be deemed a waiver. 
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Article XXVIII - INVALID PROVISION. 

The invalidity or unenforceability of any provisions hereof, and this Agreement shall 
be construed in all respects as if such invalid or unenforceable provisions were 
omitted. 

Article XXIX - NOTICES. 

Any notice, demand, information, report, or item otherwise required, authorized, or 
provided for in this Agreement shall be conveyed and facilitated by EMAC, care of 
the KCOEM, 3511 NE 2nd Street, Renton WA  98056, Phone:  206-296-3830, Fax: 
206-205-4056.  Such notices, given in writing, and shall be deemed properly given if
(i) delivered personally, (ii) transmitted and received by telephone facsimile device
and confirmed by telephone, (iii) transmitted by electronic mail, or (iv) sent by United
States Mail, postage prepaid, to the EMAC.
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Signatory Documentation Sheet 

The Regional Coordination Framework for Disasters and Planned Events for Public and 

Private Organizations in King County, Washington is intended to be adopted as the 

framework for participating organizations, within King County, to assist each other in 

disaster situations when their response capabilities have been overloaded. Components, as of 

January 2014, are the following: 

 Regional Coordination Framework for Disasters and Planned Events for Public

and Private Organizations in King County

 Agreement (legal and financial)

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Signatory Partner hereto has caused this Regional 

Coordination Framework for Disasters and Planned Events to be executed by duly authorized 

representatives as of the date of their signature: 

ORGANIZATION: ADDRESS: 

__________________________________ 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE: DATE: 

____________________________________ 

____________________________________ 

____________________________________ 

Please submit this form to the King County Office of Emergency Management 

3511 NE 2
nd

 Street 

Renton, WA  98056 
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February 2014 

Emergency Management Partners, 

As we arrive at another milestone in our regional planning efforts here in King County, we would like to 

share a brief look back on the cornerstone efforts of the ‘Regional Disaster Plan’ and its notable history. 

It is reality that disasters do not respect jurisdictional boundaries, let alone economic environments. Our 

citizens throughout King County expect the public, private, non-profit and tribal entities to work together 

in responding to and recovering from a disaster.  Geographical King County is 2,134 square miles of 

diverse terrain with over 1.9 million people, 39 cities, over 120 special purpose districts, two tribal 

nations, and over 700 elected officials. With our population density, complex system of governance, and 

significant hazards we face, disasters present the need to plan for a coordinated response among 

governments, non-profits and businesses. 

In 1998, elected officials from Seattle, Suburban Cities and King County passed a motion (#10566) to 

initiate the planning efforts of a ‘regional response plan and mechanism to share resources.’ That effort 

was pioneering new territory by establishing a cooperative and voluntary platform linking private 

businesses, non-profit organizations, government agencies, and special purpose districts. Through 

collaborative planning and participation, hundreds of entities can behave in a coordinated manner, 

provide assistance to each other and maintain their authority. 

The King County Office of Emergency Management (KCOEM) began the ‘regional planning’ effort in 

1999 and formed the Regional Disaster Planning Task Force (now the Regional Disaster Planning Work 

Group).  Any and all partnering disciplines, agencies and organizations were invited to the table and 

actively participated in taking the ground breaking steps to create the ‘Regional Disaster Plan for Public 

and Private Organizations in King County.’  Over a two-year period many meetings were held, numerous 

ideas and concepts discussed and debated, and multitudes of briefings and updates all contributed to a 

collaborative and transparent regional planning process. Throughout the process the multi-disciplinary 

groups representing King County Emergency Management Advisory Committee (EMAC) and the King 

County Regional Policy Committee were briefed and engaged.  By early 2001, a Basic Plan and legally 

vetted ‘Omnibus Legal and Financial Agreement’ were completed, and then…  September 11
th
 occurred. 

All of us found ourselves in a new era.  Our view of the world changed significantly post September 11
th
 

and we collectively recognized the need to be even more collaborative in our emergency management 

efforts. Even the largest of cities would not be able to do it alone. The cumulative efforts of all those 

engaged partners had moved the regional plan from a concept to the reality of an actual plan ready for 

signature and implementation. In January 2002, with EMAC endorsement, the EMAC Chair Barb Graff 

(City of Bellevue Emergency Management) and Co-Chair Bill Wilkinson (Port of Seattle) initiated the 

inaugural promulgation of the ‘Regional Disaster Plan for Public and Private Organizations in King 

County.’  By December 2002, 99 cities, fire districts, businesses, schools, water and sewer districts and 

non-profits were official signatory partners. That same year the 9-11 Commission and the National 

Association of Counties (NACo) formally awarded and recognized KCOEM for the regional 

collaboration and planning endeavor – the ‘Regional Disaster Plan.’ 
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The original Regional Disaster Plan was designed using the model of the Federal Response Plan, i.e. a 

basic plan followed by a series of “Emergency Support Functions,” such as communications and 

transportation. Through the following years and various Presidential Directives (transitions to the 

National Response Plan and the National Incident Management System), the Regional Disaster Planning 

effort continued to engage regional partners from public, private, non-profit and tribes and alternations 

were made to keep the Plan current. Additional promulgations occurred with Plan updates and more 

signatory partners joined. With the last official promulgation and signatory process in March 2008, and 

with continued interest since then, there are currently 145 signatories. 

Over time partners and the region have matured with additional focused planning efforts (mass care, 

evacuation, regional catastrophic, etc.), putting the Regional Disaster Plan in a good position to evolve. 

After over a year’s work of transformation, the Plan (along with the associated Agreement, which is the 

legal and financial document addressing sharing of resources; formerly the ‘Omnibus’) are in a new state. 

Embodying again true regional coordination, the Plan has transitioned to a new format: ‘Regional 

Coordination Framework for Disasters and Planned Events.’ In a streamlined form, the new Framework 

(like the former Plan) facilitates a systematic, coordinated, and effective response to multi-agency or 

multi-jurisdictional disasters or planned events that occur within the geographic boundaries of King 

County. By leveraging existing plans, the Framework focuses on five key areas of coordination: 

 Direction and Coordination 

 Information Collection, Analysis and Dissemination 

 Public Information 

 Communications 

 Resource Management  
 

All emergency management partners will be provided the opportunity to review and comment on this new 

and fresh Framework through an identified process. The goal is to roll out the Framework and Agreement 

to all partners in January 2014 for official promulgation and signature. Regional Disaster Planning Work 

Group and EMAC members will be active in informing and promoting the intent and benefits of the 

Framework and Agreement. 

The efforts put forth by the Work Group have been well coordinated, and the EMAC has been kept 

apprised and has advised as needed. We look forward to your agency and organization officially joining 

in supporting this Framework. Through this Framework, together we can assist one another in a more 

coordinated response, which will ultimately assist in the quicker recovery of our communities and 

economy. 

Sincerely, 

 

Dominic Marzano, Chair    Gail Harris, Vice Chair  

City of Kent Emergency Management   City of Shoreline Emergency Management 
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Introductory Materials 

Promulgation 

The Regional Coordination Framework (formerly the Regional Disaster Plan) is intended 
to embody the true essence of regional collaboration and coordination. From its 
inception in 1998, by King County Motion #10566, this regional plan “... allows for 

shared resources and cooperation within existing capabilities and is consistent with 
emergency management priorities established by the governing body of each 
jurisdiction, special district, organization or appropriate agency.” The value of the 
Framework that is that the organizational networking and administrative workload can 
be coordinated in advance of a disaster, thus expediting the response capability from 
partner to partner and throughout the region. 

Approval and Implementation 

The Regional Disaster Planning Work Group (RDPWG) is the inter-jurisdictional and 
multi-disciplinary group responsible for developing, enhancing, and maintaining the 
Regional Coordination Framework. The RDPWG consists of representatives from 
regional partners and serves as a subcommittee to the King County Emergency 
Management Advisory Committee (EMAC), which in turn serves as an advisory entity to 
the King County Executive and the King County Office of Emergency Management 
(OEM). All emergency management partners are included and encouraged to 
participate throughout the review and vetting process. 

Modifications to the Framework and its related documents are shared and distributed to 
all partners. Ongoing reviews and feedback shall occur routinely. When Framework 
modifications have been vetted through the RDPWG and initial review conducted by 
partners, the RDPWG Chair/Co-Chair will present them to EMAC for review and 
endorsement.  In accordance with King County Motion #10566, “Any draft regional plan 
proposed by the Emergency Management Advisory Committee (EMAC) should be 
submitted through each jurisdiction, special district, organization, or appropriate agency 
governing body for review and comment.” Therefore, all updated documentation is 
presented for ‘Open Comment’ for at least 30 days. Emergency management partners 
are responsible for reviewing and vetting through their internal channels for any 
concerns and/or issues. Those concerns and/or issues that arise may be documented 
and sent to the King County Office of Emergency Management. All comments will be 
reviewed and addressed by the RDPWG, which will in turn recommend amendments 
and/or changes to EMAC for consideration and recommendation. 
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The RDPWG holds open meetings, keeps all partners apprised of work and products, 
and provides reports to EMAC. According to King County Motion #10566, the RDPWG 
in coordination with EMAC, will “…report to the regional policy committee periodically on 

its progress in developing the plan, and bring forward to the regional policy committee 
significant policy issues arising in the process.” 

Distribution 

EMAC will formally endorse the Framework and associated Agreement, and through 
their ‘letter of endorsement,’ begin encouraging adoption by partners (public, private, 

non-profit) within their respective jurisdiction, agency and/or organization. The King 
County Office of Emergency Management will be responsible for collecting, gathering 
and maintaining the emergency contact information for participating partners as well as 
the signatory sheets for those partners who are signatory to this Framework’s 

associated Agreement. 

In recognition of the expanding nature of this Framework and the partnerships it 
encourages, a comprehensive distribution list cannot be provided within this document.  
Please visit the King County Office of Emergency Management website for a full and 
current listing of partners to the Regional Coordination Framework and signatories to 
the associated Agreement. 
http://www.kingcounty.gov/safety/prepare/EmergencyManagementProfessionals.aspx 
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I. Purpose, Scope, Situation Overview and Assumptions 

 

Purpose 

The Regional Coordination Framework for Disasters and Planned Events facilitates a 
systematic, coordinated, and effective response to multi-agency or multi-jurisdictional 
disasters or planned events that occur within the geographic boundaries of King County, 
Washington. It provides a framework whereby cooperative relationships can be formed 
among public, private, tribal and non-profit organizations in order to accomplish this 
common goal. Through the implementation of this framework, the resources and 
capabilities of the public, private, tribal and non-profit sectors can be more efficiently 
utilized to minimize the loss of life and property and to protect the environmental and 
economic health within King County.  

The Regional Coordination Framework is a voluntary guide to regional response and 
short term recovery actions. Signatory partners are those organizations from the public, 
private, tribal, and non-profit sectors in geographic King County that are committed to 
working together in accordance with this framework and have signed the associated 
Agreement. There is no preferential treatment or priority given to those partners who are 
signatory to the Agreement versus those who are not. The benefit of being a signatory 
partner to the RCF and the Agreement is to save time during a disaster by having 
decision making authority for jurisdictions already in place and on file.  

Scope 

The RCF applies to any disaster or planned event that concurrently challenges multiple 
jurisdictions or multiple disciplines within King County or affects a single entity to such a 
degree that it relies upon external assistance. The Framework and the associated 
Agreement are intended to be utilized in conjunction with other state and local 
emergency plans, including but not limited to mutual aid agreements such as the Intra-
state Mutual Aid System (within Washington State), the Emergency Management 
Assistance Compact (state-to-state), other public, non-governmental organization, tribal, 
or private sector agreements, and the Pacific Northwest Emergency Management 
Arrangement (States of Alaska, Idaho, Oregon and Washington and the Province of 
British Columbia).  

The Framework addresses strategic response activities and allocation of incoming 
scarce resources for those disasters or planned events where normal emergency 
response processes and capabilities become overtaxed, or where there is a need for 
regional coordination of response operations shared situational awareness and 
coordinated public information due to the complexity or duration of the disaster(s). The 
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associated Agreement articulates the financial aspects of voluntarily participating in 
accordance with the Framework. 

Although the focus is on disaster response, the Framework assumes future coordinated 
efforts to address regional protection, mitigation, preparedness, and recovery issues. 
Likewise, while relationships with other counties and neighboring jurisdictions are not 
specifically included in this Framework, they are not precluded from participating as a 
partner. 

The framework describes five key areas of coordination: 
 Direction and Coordination 
 Information Collection, Analysis and Dissemination 
 Public Information 
 Communications 
 Resource Management  

Situation Overview 

Disasters and planned events can present unique challenges to the public and private 
sectors for the efficient and effective use of resources, the protection of lives and 
property, the protection of the regional economy, and the preservation of the 
environment or other essential functions. Natural or human-caused hazards may have 
impacts sufficient to require partners to seek assistance or manage emergency 
resources and supplies through use of this Framework. Specific information about 
natural or human-caused hazards may be accessed from emergency management 
jurisdictions. 

Planning Assumptions  

 No perfect response is implied by the availability of this framework 
 Local, regional, and state resources may not be sufficient to respond to all needs 

in a timely fashion 
 Damages to regional infrastructure may result in unreliable communications and 

slow delivery or distribution of requested resources 
 Impacts to some partners may require assistance from other partners, adjacent 

counties, the State of Washington, Emergency Management Assistance 
Compact partners, or the Federal Government and other entities 

 Emergencies may require the establishment and/or multi-jurisdictional 
coordination of emergency actions  

 Participation in the Regional Coordination Framework is voluntary  
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 Acquisition, use, and return of resources as well as the reimbursement for those 
resources are guided by the associated Agreement 

 Regional policy decision-making participants will vary from disaster to disaster 
 All partners will comply with federal, state, and local legal obligations 
 The King County Office of Emergency Management (KCOEM) will serve as the 

lead for regional emergency management activities. KCOEM will activate the 
Regional Communications and Emergency Coordination Center (RCECC) in 
support of disaster response or planned event coordination, during which the 
RCECC will be the focal point for information sharing and regional resource 
coordination 

 First responders will continue to be directed by their incident commanders 
 Each partner will retain its own internal policies, processes, authorities, and 

obligations and organize and direct its internal organization continuity 

II. Concept of Operations 

In the event of a disaster or planned event requiring central coordination at the RCECC, 
operational authority will remain with partners and local incident commanders. Local 
procedures will be followed and Emergency Operations Centers or Emergency 
Coordination Centers (EOCs or ECCs) staffed in accordance with partner plans. 
Procedures governing internal actions will be maintained by the partner. All necessary 
decisions affecting response, protective actions, and advisories will be made by those 
officials under their existing authorities, policies, plans, and procedures. Use of and 
adherence to the Regional Coordination Framework is voluntary.  

The Framework provides a structure for disaster response operations that: 

 Uses geographic divisions or zones of the county to: 
o Facilitate coordination of information sharing 
o Assist in the management of resource request processes, prioritization 

and tracking 
 Provides centrally coordinated emergency functions within the region utilizing the 

King County RCECC  
 Provides a mechanism for regional policy decision-making 
 Augments existing mutual aid agreements by providing pre-designated legal and 

financial ground rules for the sharing of resources  
 Is consistent with the National Incident Management System (NIMS) and is 

based on the Incident Command System (ICS) 
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Figure 1: King County Emergency Coordination Zones (2012) 

 

Geographic Divisions 

Predetermined geographic divisions of the County have facilitated efficient preplanning 
efforts as well as the sharing of information and coordination of priorities, operations, 
and application of resources during a disaster or planned event. The three Regional 
Emergency Coordination Zones correlate to the existing King County Fire Zones are 
(see Figure 1): 

 Emergency Coordination Zone 1 – North and East King County 
 Emergency Coordination Zone 3 – South King County  
 Emergency Coordination Zone 5 - the City of Seattle  

Each Zone may develop protocols and procedures for carrying out inter- and intra-zone 
coordination and response functions. During the response to a disaster or planned 
event, these zone coordination functions may operate through a Zone Coordinator from 
the King County RCECC or in a decentralized location. 

Organizations that provide services throughout geographic King County (“regional 
service providers”) may not have the resources to coordinate their service delivery and 
response activities directly with all three Emergency Coordination Zones 
simultaneously. Instead, these regional service providers may provide a single point of 
coordination through the King County RCECC. Examples of regional service providers 
include: public health/medical, banking and finance, energy, transportation, information 
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and telecommunications, agriculture, emergency services, chemical industry, food, 
water, etc. Regional service providers may provide a representative directly to the 
affected zone and/or the King County RCECC. 

Central Coordination 

Where central coordination of regional emergency actions is needed, the King County 
RCECC may provide a location from which to coordinate.  

In accordance with the National Response Framework, the King County RCECC utilizes 
a hybrid response organization that embeds subject matter experts into the Incident 
Command System structure through Emergency Support Functions (ESFs). The ESFs, 
listed below, represent fifteen broad categories that enable subject matter expertise, like 
resources, and similar capabilities to be aligned into groups to aid coordination. 

ESF 1 – Transportation 
ESF 2 – Communications 
ESF 3 – Public Works & Engineering 
ESF 4 – Fire Response 
ESF 5 – Emergency Management 
ESF 6 – Mass Care, Housing, & Human 
Services 
ESF 7 – Resource Management 
ESF 8 – Public Health, Medical and 
Mortuary Services 

ESF 9 – Search & Rescue 
ESF 10 – Oil & Hazardous  Materials 
ESF 11 – Agriculture & Natural Resources 
ESF 12 – Energy 
ESF 13 – Public Safety & Security 
ESF 14 – Recovery 
ESF 15 – External Affairs 
ESF 20 – Military Support to Civil 
Authorities

In its role as an Emergency Coordination Center, the King County RCECC facilitates 
operational response at the regional level and supports operational response activities 
that are managed at the local level; the RCECC does not make operational decisions 
for local jurisdictions or partners unless specifically requested. Rather, the RCECC 
facilitates regional support activities that have been developed collaboratively amongst 
the appropriate stakeholders, represented through the ESFs and Zone Coordinators. 

When the RCECC has been activated, Zone Coordinators and regional service 
providers may coordinate their efforts from the King County RCECC, via their respective 
ESF Coordinator, the EOC/ECC of their local emergency management jurisdiction or 
most impacted partner. Coordination between regional service providers and partners 
may be from locations remote to the RCECC by electronic means. Healthcare 
organizations will coordinate through the Northwest Healthcare Response Network, 
which will in turn coordinate with emergency management jurisdictions through ESF 8, 
Public Health, Medical and Mortuary Services. 
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When the RCECC has not been staffed by ESFs, partners will continue to coordinate 
with other partners, contractors, or mutual aid partners and will brief their local 
EOC/ECC or emergency management office (with emergency management jurisdiction 
as defined in RCW 38.52) and the King County Office of Emergency Management 
(KCOEM) Duty Officer if appropriate,. Partners should establish a relationship with their 
local emergency management jurisdiction in advance. 

Once the RCECC has been activated, the RCECC will be contacted through the main 
RCECC email, radio talk group, or phone number. Information and resource requests 
will be directed to the most appropriate combination of zone coordinator(s), logistics, 
planning, or operations (ESFs) sections for their actions. 

The King County RCECC Regional Communications and Emergency Coordination 
Center (KC RCECC) facility is located at 3511 NE 2nd Street, Renton, Washington, 
98056. 

Transition from regional response to regional long-term recovery 

Response efforts at the RCECC entail the immediate actions needed to protect lives 
and safety of the population, protect or affect temporary repairs to infrastructure, and 
protect property or the environment. Long-term recovery includes permanent repair, 
relocation, or replacement of that infrastructure or property. Long-term recovery may 
take months or many years depending on the nature of impacts. Long-term recovery 
and potential federal assistance to tribal nations, the public and private sectors is 
governed by the Stafford Act and other documents with specific terms including the 
Code of Federal Regulations and Treaties. A separate document addresses regional 
long-term recovery. 

III. Responsibilities 

 

In accordance with Ordinance 17075, King County Government has the responsibility to 
foster cooperative planning within regional concepts to its emergency mitigation, 
preparedness, response, and recovery efforts and to serve as the coordinating entity for 
cities, county governmental departments and other appropriate agencies during 
incidents and events of regional significance. In addition, King County shall enter into 
mutual aid agreements in collaboration with private and public entities in an event too 
great to be managed without assistance. 
 
When an emergency impacts regional King County, the King County RCECC and local 
EOCs or ECCs may be staffed to address the consequences of the emergency impacts 
to the public, government, and regional partners or to support regional first responders. 
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This section of the framework introduces the concept of a regional coordination process 
that may be needed to enact emergency powers, suspend or limit civil liberties, 
coordinate executive decisions, determine strategies for the allocation of scarce 
resources or transition into long term recovery. The diagram below describes the 
structure and relationship of regional organizations in response. Also, see Direction and 
Coordination as well as the Terms and Definitions at the end of this framework. 

All Signatory Partners will: 

 Identify an Emergency Point of Contact 
 Work with their authorized emergency agency in their operations or coordination 

centers as identified under RCW 38.52.070 
 Develop, maintain, and utilize internal emergency plans and procedures 
 Direct information and resource communications to their local Emergency 

Operations or Coordination Center,  or the RCECC Section as appropriate 
 Equip and train a workforce to sustain emergency operations 
 Participate in the development of this framework 
 Seek and secure mutual aid documentation 
 Abide by the caveats of the this Framework’s associated Agreement  
 Request regional decision-making on policy issues as needed 

The mechanism for regional policy coordination: 

 Collaboration on the execution of emergency powers, suspension or limitation of 
civil liberties  

 Collaboration to establish strategic priorities for the allocation of limited resources 
in support of King County strategic goals and regional objectives 

 Communicate with partners and the general public directly or to the public 
through the RCECC Joint Information Center (JIC) 

Elected and Appointed Officials will: 

 King County Executive will Serve as the facilitator of the mechanism for regional 
policy decision-making 

 Establish and work through their authorized Emergency Operations or 
Coordination Centers 

 Utilize their established emergency and continuity plans 
 Identify Emergency Points of Contact for the jurisdiction with full authority to 

commit or request resources, personnel, and make decisions on behalf of the 
jurisdiction 
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 Work with and through their designated emergency managers for resource needs 
that cannot be filled within their jurisdiction, mutual aid agreements, available 
private sector sources, or within the emergency management zone 

 Coordinate with private sector partners through their designated EOC or ECC 
 Issue emergency proclamations and implement authorized emergency powers 
 Coordinate selection and implementation of emergency powers through the 

mechanism for regional policy decision-making 
 Abide by the caveats of the this Framework’s associated Agreement 

RCECC Incident Manager will: 

 Direct RCECC coordination activities 
 Recommend formation of and composition of a mechanism for regional policy 

decision-making 
 Keep the those involved with regional policy decision-making informed of policy 

issues, incident coordination and progress 
 Communicate regional policy decisions to the RCECC staff 
 Recommend and have drafted a County emergency proclamation as needed 
 Work with and direct the Joint Information Center and functional sections of the 

activated RCECC 
 Host Zone Coordinators and regional partners as liaisons to the RCECC  
 Establish and adjust regional objectives, identify policy issues, and allocate 

resources with input from Zone Coordinators and regional service providers  
 Facilitate regional situational awareness, Common Operation Picture and 

information sharing with regional partners and the public 
 Facilitate an effective and efficient resource management process  

RCECC Joint Information Center will: 

 Communicate information to the public and partners that may affect their lives, 
safety, health, property, or services 

 Implement a Joint Information System to assist in coordinating public information 

Zone Coordinator(s) may: 

 Represent the cities within their designated zone in the RCECC 
 Collect and communicate information to the RCECC and the Incident Manager  
 Collaborate with the Incident Manager to establish and adjust regional objectives, 

identify policy issues, and allocate resources 
 Direct partner representatives to seek resources within their zone before 

forwarding requests to the RCECC  
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 Request regional decision-making on policy issues with notice to the emergency 
managers 

 Maintain situation awareness on needed policy issues and resource requests  
 Make limited operational decisions on behalf of their designated zone 
 Facilitate information sharing between RCECC and Zone 

RCECC Sections will: 

 Develop situational awareness and support information sharing throughout the 
region and up to the state. 

 Receive, allocate, track resource issues from county departments and regional 
partners.  Any resources that cannot be provided from within the geographic 
county shall be attained via contract or forwarded onto the state for action.   

 Manage and retain documentation in support of the incident. 
 Serve as network control for regional radio communications between regional 

Emergency Operations or Coordination Centers 

Local Authorized EOCs and ECCs will: 

 Work within their organization’s and zone’s resources and capabilities before 
requesting resources from the RCECC 

 Communicate resource requests to the RCECC Logistics Section and their Zone 
Coordinator in the RCECC when availability within their zone has been 
exhausted 

 Include private sector, non-governmental sector, and tribal nations in local EOC 
decisions, information sharing and resource management 

 Utilize the appropriate mechanism for resource requests to the RCECC 
 Support the functions and protocols established in this framework 
 Have or can quickly get the authority to commit available equipment, services, 

and personnel to the (borrowing) organization 
 Participate in decision making conference calls or physical meetings as 

appropriate and conditions allow 

Emergency Contact Points will: 

 Be in an established line of succession that includes names, addresses, and 24-
hour phone numbers for each partner 

 Make emergency contact information available to regional partners, King County 
OEM, and the RCECC when staffed 

 Have or can quickly get the authority to commit available equipment, services, 
and personnel to the (borrowing) organization 
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 Participate in decision-making conference calls or physical meetings as 
appropriate and conditions allow 

Resource Lenders will: 

 Make available such resources as will not deter the Lender of the ability to 
continue efforts toward its own response objectives 

 Abide by the conditions described in the this Framework’s associated Agreement 

Resource Borrowers will: 

 First seek and exhaust access to resources within their organizational authority 
 Seek mutual aid and commercial resources within their emergency management 

zone 
 Request resources through the King County RCECC in accordance with the this 

Framework’s associated Agreement 

State of Washington will: 

 Seek and accept damage reports and situation reports from the King County 
RCECC 

 Accept and process resource requests received from the King County RCECC 
 Seek sources of assistance to fill regional King County logistical needs 
 Proclaim a state of emergency, if warranted 

Federal government will: 

 Provide response assistance to the State of Washington as available and 
requested under a state proclamation of emergency 

 Direct appropriate federal agencies to lend assistance to the State of Washington 
where possible 

 As appropriate, declare a state of emergency in support of response and 
recovery from the impacts of an emergency in Washington State and/or to 
regional tribal nations 

IV. Direction and Coordination 

 

The Regional Coordination Framework does not carry the authority of code. It is a 
voluntary agreement between partners to the Regional Coordination Framework and the 
associated Agreement and any annexes that may be crafted for the benefit of the 
region. King County and each authorized emergency management agency within King 
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County are required to have, maintain, and implement their own emergency plans in 
accordance with Revised Code of Washington (RCW) 38.52. Similarly, other public 
entities, private sector, non-governmental organizations (NGOs), and tribal nations may 
maintain plans that describe how they will direct and manage emergencies within their 
scope of authority. The National Incident Management System (NIMS), National 
Response Framework and King County Ordinance 17075 are the basis for the regional 
direction and coordination function described here. 
 
Purpose 

The purpose of this section is to identify a mechanism for regional policy decision-
making, a process for policy coordination and strategies for the allocation of limited 
resources to regional disasters within established criteria and priorities. 

Situation and Scope 

Tactical direction and control of resources available to onsite/on scene incident 
commanders remains within the established organizational direction of the incident 
commander. See this Framework’s associated Agreement. 

Loaned employees remain the employees of the lending organization while under the 
direction of the borrowing organization during their assignment. 

Where regional policy decision-making is needed, elected officials may enact 
emergency powers, suspend or limit civil liberties, coordinate executive decisions, 
determine strategies for the allocation of scarce resources under proclaimed 
emergencies. Regional Partners may not be bound by all of the regional decisions 
made. Decisions may impact regional partners that are not signatories to the 
Framework’s associated Agreement. 

All political subdivisions retain the authority to direct requests for assistance to the 
Washington State Governor’s Office and the State Emergency Management EOC. 

Establishing Regional Decision-Making 

Regional policy decision-making may be informed by the King County Executive, Local 
Health Officer, the legal representative(s) of cities and tribal nations as required by the 
disaster and subject matters experts, as necessary. Initial coordination between 
impacted regional partners may occur through the initiation of a conference call by the 
King County RCECC, the request for such coordination by one or more Zone 
Coordinators, or at the request of one or more partners. Subsequent meetings, whether 
at the RCECC or by conference call will be scheduled and announced to all authorized 
emergency management agencies in sufficient time to allow maximum participation. 
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Coordination meetings and call announcements will include representatives from 
authorized emergency management agencies under RCW 38.52.070 and tribal nations. 
The interests of private sector and non-governmental organizations should be 
represented by their most appropriate authorized emergency management agency. 

The King County Executive or designee will facilitate the meetings whether virtual or 
conducted at the RCECC. Partners and representatives participating in regional policy 
decision-making may vary from disaster to disaster depending on the experienced 
impacts to the region. All partner representatives must have the authority to represent 
their organization for consensus decision-making and commitment or request 
resources. Verification of personnel will be conducted internally through local EOCs or 
ECCs. 

 

Figure 2: Information and escalation flow for regional policy decisions 

Establish regional response priorities, policies, and decisions 

Information guiding the decision-making process will be made available to all partners 
prior to the conference call or physical meeting. 
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Policy deliberations will occur between the County Executive and whichever cities and 
tribal nations are needed to participate in regional policy decision-making. When 
regional decision-making is needed, all attempts will be made to come to consensus on 
all decisions. 

General criteria for policy decisions will include doing the most good possible within 
each category and may include but is not limited to: 

 Preservation of life, safety and preservation of human health 
 Caring for vulnerable populations 
 Preservation of public infrastructure and property 
 Protection of the regional economy 
 Protection of the environment 
 Preservation of private property 

The King County Incident Manager will assign someone to document the 
announcement of the conference call and/or physical meeting, the participants and 
attendees, the agenda, decisions, next steps, and known or anticipated future 
conference calls or meetings times/dates and locations as may apply. 

Policy decisions will be communicated through local Emergency Operations and 
Coordination Centers and disseminated via the Joint Information System. 
 

V. Information Collection, Analysis, and Dissemination 

 

For the purposes of the Regional Coordination Framework, the collection, analysis, and 
dissemination of information include Situational Awareness and Public Information.  

Situational Awareness 

Situational awareness is knowing what is going on around the region, understanding 
what needs to be done in the region, and distributing such information to regional 
partners. 

Purpose 

The purpose of this section is to describe the process of how the region establishes and 
maintains situational awareness during regional incidents and events. This process is 
critical to effectively create stability, implement response, and undertake recovery within 
the region. With this process documented, the region will have a major component of its 
Common Operating Picture (COP) established. 
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Situation and Scope 

Situational awareness is developed by timely and accurate information about the level 
of impact, resources currently utilized in the response, resources available to support 
the response, and perceived needs of the jurisdiction, partner and public. Each entity 
manages the information and needs specific to that entity and its area of responsibility. 
When entities share their specific situational awareness with each other and partners 
develop an understanding of each other’s impacts and needs, a Common Operating 
Picture (COP) is created. The development and management of situational awareness 
and a Common Operating Picture are vital to effective and efficient response and 
proactive planning on a regional level. 

Responsibilities 

It is expected that all partners (public entities, tribal nations, private sector, and non-
governmental organizations) manage their own situational awareness streams. When 
disasters occur, impacted partners will consolidate damage and situational information 
with their most appropriate emergency management jurisdiction EOC or ECC. Local 
EOCs and ECCs will relay all appropriate information to the King County RCECC. The 
region’s situational awareness and Common Operating Picture are dependent on all 
streams of information. 

The County Zone Coordinators will play a pivotal role by incorporating information from 
their related geographic areas into the region’s COP. The King County RCECC will 

have the responsibility to collate these streams into a shared situational awareness as 
part of the region’s COP.  

Concept of Operations 

Information collection, analysis, and dissemination are critical elements that must be 
maintained before, during, and after a disaster. Through coordination and collaboration, 
KCOEM and regional partners support a regional information management strategy 
through all phases of emergency management with a particular emphasis on both 
preparedness and response to ensure a smooth transition into a response drive 
information management cycle.   

Since situational awareness is part of a larger COP, an information management cycle 
(often referred as a reporting cycle) will be developed to facilitate regional partners 
providing their information streams. The cycle will identify when information will be 
collected and distributed. 

The 24 hour cycle of the regional planning clock consists of two operational shifts within 
the RCECC, beginning at 0700 and 1900 respectively. In general, the RCECC will 
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compile information and publish it in a situation report every 12 hours. Additionally, 
snapshots, brief updates to the more complete situation report, may be generated every 
three hours. Partners are expected to maintain the capability to share and receive 
information and to actively participate in information sharing within the region.  

Recognizing that not every incident will occur on a timetable to easily fit within the 24 
hour planning clock established; the King County RCECC may adjust the planning clock 
as necessary but will always strive to attain a 0700 and 1900 cycle. One benefit of the 
planning clock is the pre-determined sequence of events that are necessary to best 
prepare for and inform critical decision making throughout the response coordination. 
The planning clock recognizes the importance of sequencing events where the 
collection and analysis of available information is followed by internal briefings, 
distribution of information to partners and the public, internal and external conference 
calls, and objective setting for future operational periods. The schedule of these 
information management steps recognizes the local and national media deadlines for 
the morning work commute (usually about 0430) and the evening commute deadline 
(usually about 1500).  

Fundamental products of situational awareness such as snapshots, situation reports, 
etc., are designed to represent the current situation and ultimately project the future 
status of an incident or event. Essential elements of information will be identified for 
each disaster or planned event. At a minimum the following essential elements of 
information will be incorporated within snapshots and situation reports: 

 Current situation or situation update 
 Availability of regional services 
 Local operation and coordination center activation status(es)  
 Impact on and response by geographic area (i.e. city or zone) or Emergency 

Support Function (i.e. transportation, public health, utility, etc)  

References 

 Zone 1, 3, and 5 Situation Report Templates 
 KC RCECC Situation Report and Snapshot Templates 
 King County CEMP 
 List of Plans-Reference to “Plans Inventory” 

VI. Public Information 

A cooperative and technically effective use of the media, Internet, social media 
channels, and community warning systems will provide the best chance of conveying 
life-safety and public awareness information to large numbers of at-risk people.  
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Purpose 

The purpose of this section is to establish a regional Joint Information System (JIS) that 
will support emergency response through the effective development, coordination, and 
dissemination of emergency public information in the event of a wide-spread emergency 
or disaster within King County. The expected outcomes of this coordinated planning 
effort are intended to facilitate: 

 Coordinating communications between agencies, tribal nations, and 
organizations with the media and public for accurate and consistent messaging 

 Establishing a central point for information distribution on behalf of partners 
needing public information assistance as well as facilitating regional information 
coordination 

 Expanding the utility of electronic notification systems to include online multi-
organizational systems to intentionally enhance information sharing amongst 
partners 

 Establishing and/or utilizing redundant community warning systems to ensure 
messaging is sent to impacted areas by the most expedient means possible 

Situation and Scope 

When multiple regional partners recognize a need to coordinate the distribution of 
emergency information to the public, a Joint Information System may provide a process 
for consistent messaging. A Joint Information System may include a wide range of 
public, private, non-governmental, or tribal partners to include partners from beyond the 
geographic boundaries of King County.   

Responsibilities 

All partners are invited to contribute to this communication capability. While there are 
some agencies, prescribed by law or designated authority, that are responsible to enact 
specific systems, such as the Emergency Alert System and other jurisdictional or 
community warning systems (i.e. reverse 911 capabilities), it is with the combined and 
coordinated use of all our collective communication systems that we can reach the 
broadest number of people with the most accurate information. 

Public and Tribal Entities  

E911 Centers in King County, The King County RCECC, Public Health - Seattle 
& King County, cities, special purpose districts, and Tribal EOC’s, National 

Weather Service, Washington State Emergency Management Division, are all 
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examples of public sector organizations and Tribal Nations with warning and 
notification capabilities. These organizations use their access to electronic 
notification systems, websites, web based systems, reverse dialing from 911 
database, social media, PIO’s, media releases, phone banks, trap lines, and 

volunteers who hand deliver information to disseminate and receive critical 
information.  

Private Sector 

Private partners can aid in warning and notification by coordinating the release of 
critical information or receiving information through their own internal 
communication processes and working within the Regional Joint Information 
System (see below for definition) to disseminate and receive critical information.  

Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) 

Non-government organizational partners also aid in reaching the more vulnerable 
populations that may not receive warning messages from more traditional 
means. Ensuring that NGOs support the receipt and dissemination of critical 
information is critical to meeting the needs of vulnerable community members.  

Concept of Operations 

This section assumes that regional partners will establish a public information function 
to provide emergency information and warning to their respective communities and 
constituent’s before, during, and after a disaster or planned event. This emergency 
information function should include the coordination of information with other affected 
organizations. For the purposes of the Regional Coordination Framework, we are 
addressing the need to coordinate for a wide scale disaster with regional impacts. 

Notification and Warning 

There are multiple warning systems that currently exist throughout all levels of 
government that provide alert and warning notification to governmental agencies as well 
as the public. Details on specific systems can be accessed through the appropriate local 
emergency management jurisdiction. Non-governmental, private and non-profit partners 
should be familiar with the various systems available through their respective 
emergency management jurisdiction. All partner organizations should also be familiar 
with the various systems utilized by partner emergency management jurisdictions to 
activate support personnel and Emergency Contact Points identified in accordance with 
this Framework. All partner organizations are encouraged to use their agency’s email, 

social media sites, and phone systems to pass on appropriate warnings to employees 
and customers. 
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Joint Information Centers/System (JIC/JIS) 

Joint Information Centers (JICs) are physical and centralized locations from which 
public affairs and critical emergency information responsibilities are performed. JICs 
facilitate operation of a Joint Information System (JIS) – the mechanism used to 
organize, integrate, and coordinate information to ensure timely, accurate, accessible, 
and consistent messaging across multiple jurisdictions and organizations.  

The King County RCECC will activate a regional JIC/JIS as needed to verify and align 
various streams of information, and release timely messages to the media, key 
stakeholders, and the general public. This information is issued in cooperation with 
affected jurisdictions, agencies, and organizations. Regional partners may be asked to 
send a representative to assist with JIC/JIS operations, either through direct support 
within the JIC or via remote access (phone, internet, video conferencing). This does not 
preclude any jurisdiction, agency, organization, or Tribal Nation from issuing information 
that pertains to them exclusively; however it is highly recommended that the regional 
JIC/JIS be informed of those communications.  

References 

 King County CEMP ESF 15  
 King County Emergency Coordination Center Operations Manual 
 King County Public Information Officers (PIO) Procedures Guidelines 
 Regional Joint Information Center (JIC) Manual 

VII. Communication 

 

The ability to communicate through a variety of different mediums in order to share 
timely information and to gain accurate situational awareness is critical during disasters 
and planned events. During a large scale regional disaster it is paramount to sound 
decision-making. 

Purpose 

The purpose of this section is to establish a communication process where regional 
partners will have the capability to access information “lines” to the King County 

RCECC, while establishing one central location to collect, prioritize, and disseminate 
information. These access modalities can generate from several different technologies. 
Redundant systems are in place for better odds of gaining access during times when 
many of these communication modes may not be functional. 
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Situation and Scope 

This section of the Framework describes the communications process and systems 
needed to manage information collection and distribution during a disaster or planned 
event as the organizational structure expands and contracts within geographic King 
County. 

Responsibilities 

It is expected that all partner organizations will endeavor to obtain and maintain a 
variety of ways to communicate their status and resource needs to their respective 
emergency management jurisdiction and the King County RCECC during disasters and 
planned events. The King County Office of Emergency Management will test these 
internal communication systems on a regular basis to ensure communication 
connectivity with regional partners. Maintaining communication connectivity is critical to 
successful response during a disaster. It is expected that regional partners will work 
with KCOEM to maintain their internal communications systems, test them, and improve 
upon them as resources allow. 

King County RCECC may act as a network control manager for radio frequencies and 
talk groups used to maintain situation awareness, support decision-making, manage 
resources, or to continue regional services. 

Concept of Operations 

To facilitate internal communication for situational awareness, partners have a variety of 
means at their disposal to give and receive information.  

Emergency communications includes tools, processes, interoperability, and redundancy 
that govern the management of information, warning and notifications, decision-making, 
and resource management. Survivable infrastructure is an important element of the 
support needed to ensure continuous communications within and between regional 
partners. Available tools may include email, regular phone service, cell phones, 800 
MHz radios and talk groups, VHF radio frequencies, amateur radio, facsimiles, the 
internet, social media, reverse 911 programs, or other technology. 

King County, in cooperation with other local jurisdictions and organizations, will support 
regional collaboration and information sharing. The RCECC will serve as the primary 
information hub for regional communications including a regional Common Operating 
Picture. Information on operational or policy topics may be posted as available. 
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References 

 King County Communications Plan 
 Tactical Interoperable Communications Plan 

 

VIII. Administration, Finance, and Logistics 

This section to the Regional Coordination Framework describes the maintenance of the 
document and the management of resources in response to emergency impacts to 
geographic King County. The financial management of costs and expenses incurred 
during an emergency is covered in the associated Agreement to this Framework. 

Resource Management 

Mutual Aid is considered the pre-agreed sharing of resources between entities to 
support response activities. During a disaster or planned event, requests for mutual aid 
within the zone should be the first call for help. During a disaster or when requests for 
mutual aid cannot be granted, any threatened participating organization can request 
resources from other participating organizations. This document facilitates the sharing 
of resources amongst regional partners willing and able to share resources.  

The Resources section of the Regional Coordination Framework Agreement addresses 
resource lending and borrowing protocols.  When a disaster is large or complex enough 
to initiate an emergency proclamation from the city, county or state level; various 
emergency powers may be enacted to aid and support resource management. Only 
jurisdictional cities, counties and tribal nations can sign an emergency proclamation. If 
further support is needed, the chief elected official or their successor/designee of the 
affected partner will proclaim an emergency, and then contact their designated Zone 
Coordinator or other Point of Contact and/or the King County RCECC to request further 
assistance.  

Assistance may be requested by using one of the following mechanisms: 

 A request or supply of resources under the auspices of this Framework’s 

associated Agreement, or 
 A request or supply of resources under the auspices of Intra-State Mutual Aid or 

Emergency Management Assistance Compact, or 
 A request or supply of resources under the auspices of another form of mutual 

aid or other assistance. 
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Resource management involves knowing what resources are available to the region or 
county (inventory), identifying them based on what they are and what they can do (type 
and kind) and developing procedures and protocols for their use (request, dispatch, 
demobilization/recall). 

Purpose 

The purpose of this section is to describe a resource management process which 
regional partners within King County will follow in a disaster. 

Situation and Scope 

This section of the Framework describes the processes for management of regional 
finance and logistics during and after a disaster impacting regional partners to the 
Regional Coordination Framework and associated Agreement. This Framework 
expands on those principals described under Intra-State Mutual Aid RCW 38.56 for 
sharing resources. 

Responsibilities 

Regional partners will endeavor to obtain the ability identify, inventory, request, deploy, 
track and recall the critical resources needed to respond to, and recover from, any 
disaster.  

Logistical and resource coordination will be through the three King County Emergency 
Coordination Zones and the King County Regional Communications and Emergency 
Coordination Center (RCECC). 

The staff of the activated RCECC will coordinate and support regional resource 
management activities in collaboration with the region’s Resource Management 

Workgroup through all phases of emergency management. Since resource 
management is critical to a successful resolution during a disaster, it is important that 
each regional partner commits to establish a process to describe, inventory, request, 
deploy and track resources within their jurisdictions and to work in a cooperative effort 
with the King County RCECC.  

Equipment, supplies, and personnel needed by partner organizations should be sought 
first from within their own agency/jurisdictions/organization, other local sources, mutual 
aid agreements, then within the King County Fire/Emergency Management zone, and 
then from King County RCECC. Resource needs beyond the capacity of the local level 
and King County will be forwarded to the State of Washington or through the State to 
the Federal Government. 
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Regional Coordination Framework partners will follow the legal and financial guidelines 
established in the associated Agreement. 

In situations where important resources are scarce, the regional decision-making 
mechanism may be utilized to recommend strategies for resource management. The 
King County Executive, or designee, still retains the authority for King County 
government resource priorities and distribution. As noted earlier and also reflected in 
the Framework’s associated Agreement, all entities retain authority over their resources, 

and respective elected officials retain authority over their government resource priorities 
and distribution. See Direction and Coordination. 

Concept of Operations 

King County Office of Emergency Management maintains a 24/7 duty officer capability 
to assist partners during events when coordination needs arise. When activated for 
disasters or planned events, the RCECC will be the focal point for resource 
management for all regional partners within King County, King County government and 
unincorporated areas. 

KC RCECC, in cooperation with other local jurisdictions, will  

 Provide technology to assist with the primary tasks associated with resource 
management 

 Manage a process to describe, inventory, request and track resources 
 Activate these systems before and during a disaster/event 
 Dispatch resources before and during a disaster/event 
 Deactivate/demobilize or recall resources during or after a disaster/event 

The KC RCECC will accept resource requests utilizing information provided on 
accepted forms. The resource requests will be accepted by: phone, email, radio, 
facsimile, hardcopy or any verifiable electronic method. Confirmation of receipt with the 
requestor will be made as soon as possible. 

Requests for resources should be stated in terms of need (i.e. type and kind, mission 
requirements, etc.) and the particular resource if known. Should clarification of the 
request be required, follow-up may be conducted by a RCECC Logistics Section staff 
member, appropriate Zone Coordinator, or appropriate ESF representative. 

The KC RCECC will update the resource request status, ensuring full disclosure of 
where the request is within the process. All requested resources will be tracked through 
completion of assignment as many resources will be in high demand amongst the many 
regional partners within King County. Effective and efficient response coordination is 
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aided by expeditious reassignment of resources from partner to partner rather than 
having a high demand resource is completely demobilized from the disaster and 
returned to its parent organization prior to reassignment to another requesting partner. 

The borrowing organization will maintain status and resource information for effective 
and efficient resource use. Resources committed to a disaster will remain available to 
that incident site until they are released by the on-scene command structure or re-called 
by their own organization. 

When resources are no longer needed, they will be released and demobilized by the on-
scene Incident Commander/Manager, the organization that made the initial request, or 
the RCECC Incident Manager. The requestor must ensure that the resource is in the 
agreed upon condition prior to returning to the lending agency or vendor. In addition, the 
requestor must communicate the resource status to the KC RCECC for tracking. 

References 

 Memorandum of Understanding for Coordinated Policy and Decision Making 
During an Emergency 

 Resource Typing System Governance Document 
 King County CEMP ESF 7 Resource Support 
 KC RCECC Resource Request Process 
 Revised Code of Washington 38.56 

 

IX. Document Development and Maintenance 

 

Planning Limitations 
This Framework and associated Agreement forge new territory as a cooperative 
agreement among public and private organizations, and as such, may not have 
completely anticipated the issues in public/private cooperation and resource sharing. 
During simulations, exercises, or real disaster, interactions may occur that illustrate 
shortcomings in the design that would require modifications or clarifications in this 
Framework.  

In a situation where the King County RCECC cannot perform the duties outlined in this 
document, those duties could be assumed by the Washington State EOC. 

Regional partners to this Framework will make every reasonable effort to prepare for 
their responsibilities identified within this document in the event of a disaster. However, 
all resources and systems are vulnerable to natural, technological and human caused 
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disasters and may be overwhelmed. Regional partners can only attempt to respond 
based on the situation, information and resources available at the time. 

There is no guarantee implied by this Framework that a perfect response to a disaster 
or planned event will be practical or possible. Regional partners, including their officials 
and employees, shall not be liable for any claim based upon the exercise of, or failure to 
exercise or perform a public duty or a discretionary function or duty while carrying out 
the provisions of this Framework. 

Training and Exercises 

Training 

Training is a vital component to helping all regional partners understand the purpose 
and scope of the document. Collaboratively, regional partners are responsible for 
training their organizations to the purpose, scope and operations of the Framework. The 
King County Office of Emergency Management is responsible for assisting potential 
partners with training their community or organization. The training effort can be 
accomplished through presentations to public, private and non-profit organizations on 
the benefits of working within the auspices of the Regional Coordination Framework. 

Exercises 

Exercises are conducted to determine if the Framework is operationally sound. 
Exercises of the Regional Coordination Framework may be conducted collectively as a 
county region, by zone or by individual partner. Evaluations of exercises will identify 
strengths and weaknesses encountered during the exercise and may identify necessary 
changes to the document and components. In conjunction, training may also be 
identified to facilitate in overall effectiveness of the Framework and its support 
documents. 

Ongoing Document Development and Maintenance 

This framework has been developed and will be regularly updated by the Regional 
Disaster Planning Work Group. The Work Group consists of representatives from 
regional partners and serves as a subcommittee to the King County Emergency 
Management Advisory Committee (EMAC), which in turn serves as an advisory entity to 
the King County Executive and the King County Office of Emergency Management 
(OEM). 

The King County OEM will ensure continuity of the Regional Disaster Planning Work 
Group, which will coordinate updates to this document. King County OEM will maintain 
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and publish the Framework and supporting materials on the King County OEM web site 
at http://www.kingcounty.gov/prepare.  

Suggested changes will be considered yearly and can be mailed to: King County Office 
of Emergency Management, 3511 NE 2nd Street, Renton WA 98056. Faxes will be 
received at (206) 205-4056. Telephone messages can be left at OEM’s general number: 

(206) 296-3830. The King County OEM Plans Manager is the staff person specifically 
tasked with the maintenance of the Regional Coordination Framework, its associated 
Agreement and any annexes to the Framework. 

Modifications to this Regional Coordination Framework and its associated Agreement 
will be developed by the Regional Disaster Planning Work Group and then submitted to 
the Emergency Management Advisory Committee   for review and comment. Further 
vetting with regional partners beyond the membership of EMAC will also be conducted. 

X. Terms and Definitions 

‘Agreement’ – refers to identical agreements executed in counterparts which bind the 
executing signatory partners to its terms and conditions to provide and receive 
Emergency Assistance. The terms and conditions of the Agreement are all identical and 
the execution of the Agreement binds a signatory partner to all other signatory partners 
who have executed identical Agreements in counterparts. To be effective for purposes 
of receiving Emergency Assistance, this Agreement and the Regional Coordination 
Framework must be fully executed and received by the King County Office of 
Emergency Management. 

‘Borrower’ – refers to a signatory partner who has adopted, signed and subscribes to 
the associated Agreement, and has made a request for emergency assistance and has 
received commitment(s) to deliver emergency assistance pursuant to the terms of the 
Agreement. 

‘Disaster’ – refers to but is not limited to, a human-caused or natural event or 
circumstance within the area of operation of any participating partner causing or 
threatening loss of life, damage to the environment, injury to person or property, human 
suffering or financial loss, such as: fire, explosion, flood, severe weather, drought, 
earthquake, volcanic activity, spills or releases of hazardous materials, contamination, 
utility or transportation emergencies, disease, infestation, civil disturbance, riots, act of 
terrorism or sabotage; said event being or is likely to be beyond the capacity of the 
affected signatory partner, in terms of personnel, equipment and facilities, thereby 
requiring emergency assistance. 
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‘Emergency Contact Points’ – refers to the persons, in a line of succession, listed on the 
Emergency Contact Information Form to be submitted to the Zone Coordinator and the 
King County Office of Emergency Management by each partner. The list includes 
names, addresses, and 24-hour phone numbers of the Emergency Contact Points of 
each partner. The people listed as Emergency Contact Points will have (or can quickly 
get) the authority of the partner to commit available equipment, services, and personnel 
for the organization. Note: The phone number of a dispatch office staffed 24 hours a 
day that is capable of contacting the Emergency Contact Point(s) is acceptable. 

‘Emergency Operations or Coordination Center (EOC/ECC)’ – refers to a location from 
which coordination of emergency response and recovery functions can be hosted. 

‘Framework’ – ‘Regional Coordination Framework for Public and Private Organizations 
in King County’ (“Framework”) means an all-hazards architecture for collaboration and 
coordination among jurisdictional, organizational and business entities during 
emergencies in King County.   
 
‘Lender’ – refers to a signatory partner who has signed the Agreement and has agreed 
to deliver Emergency Assistance to another signatory partner pursuant to the terms and 
conditions of the Agreement. 
 
‘Long-term Recovery’ – (FEMA description) refers to the phase of recovery that may 
continue for months or years and addresses complete redevelopment and revitalization 
of the impacted area. 

‘National Incident Management System’ (NIMS) – (FEMA description) refers to the 
systematic, proactive approach to guide departments and agencies at all levels of 
government, nongovernmental organizations, and the private sector to work seamlessly 
to prevent, protect against, respond to, recover from, and mitigate the effects of 
incidents, regardless of cause, size, location, or complexity, in order to reduce the loss 
of life and property and harm to the environment. 

‘RCECC’ – refers to the King County Regional Communications and Emergency 
Coordination Center; the location from which information and resource management is 
conducted in support of disasters or planned events. 

‘Region’ – refers to geographic King County and its adjacent jurisdictions. 

‘Regional Partners’ – refers to all public, private, non-governmental, or tribal 
organizations that may or may not be signatory/subscribing organizations to the 
Regional Coordination Framework, the associated Agreement and its annexes. 
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‘Regional Policy Decision-Making’ – refers to the mechanism established to enact 
emergency powers, suspend or limit civil liberties, coordinate executive decisions, 
and/or determine strategies for the allocation of scarce resources under proclaimed 
emergencies.    

‘Regional Service Providers’ – refers to those organizations, both public and private, 
that provide services to the region. These may include but are not limited to: adult and 
juvenile detention facilities, water and sewer utilities, power companies, transit, food 
distribution, or other services. 

‘Response’ - (FEMA description) refers those capabilities necessary to save lives, 
protect property and the environment, and meet basic human needs after a disaster has 
occurred. 

‘Short Term Recovery’ – (FEMA description) refers to the phase of recovery which 
addresses the health and safety needs beyond rescue, the assessment of the scope of 
damages and needs, the restoration of basic infrastructure and the mobilization of 
recovery organizations and resources including restarting and/or restoring essential 
services for recovery decision-making.  

‘Signatory Partners’ – refers to those organizations signatory to the associated 
Agreement of the current Regional Coordination Framework. 

‘Zone(s)’ – refers to those geographic areas conforming to the fire response zones in 
King County and designated Zone 1 (north and northeast county), Zone 3 (south and 
southeast county to include Vashon Island), and Zone 5 (the City of Seattle). 

‘Zone Coordination Function’ – refers to those activities that may include pre-planning, 
training, or information collection and resource status activities within a particular Zone. 

‘Zone Coordinators’ – refers to those individuals who may perform the Zone 
Coordination Function. 

 

XI.  Authorities and References 

 

RCW 38.52.070 (summary) 

Incorporated jurisdictions in King County are mandated by RCW 38.52.070 to perform 
emergency management functions within their jurisdictional boundaries. Although 
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special purpose jurisdictions and private businesses are not mandated under RCW 
38.52, this framework allows such entities to participate in this regional response plan. 

RCW 38.56 Intrastate Mutual Aid System (summary) 

Code that describes the sharing of resources between political subdivisions of 
Washington State, documents like mutual aid agreements, and others governing the 
terms under which resource may be borrowed, loaned, and reimbursement protocols. 

King County Ordinance 17075, May 2, 2011 

The King County Office of Emergency Management is tasked with regional coordination 
in disaster preparedness, response, recovery and mitigation by King County ordinance 
17075.  

Excerpts: “The mission of the office of emergency management shall be to provide for 
the effective direction, control, and coordination of county government emergency 
services functional units, to coordinate with other governments and the private, non-
governmental sector, in compliance with a state-approved comprehensive emergency 
management plan, and to serve as the coordinating entity for cities, county 
governmental departments, and other appropriate agencies during incidents and events 
of regional significance. 

And,  

“Foster cooperative planning at all levels to enable a uniform and rational approach to 
the coordination of multi-agency and multi-jurisdictional actions for all regional 
mitigation, preparedness, response, and recovery efforts.” 

The Washington Mutual Aid Compact (WAMAC) 

The Washington Mutual Aid Compact (WAMAC) is the operational implementation of 
the Intrastate Mutual Aid System and provides for resource sharing between 
governments in response to a disaster which overwhelms local and mutual aid 
resources. The elements of this Regional Coordination Framework are designed to work 
in conjunction with the operational elements of WAMAC. 

Mutual Aid Agreements 

Any participating organization may enter into separate emergency assistance or mutual 
aid agreements with any other entity. No such separate agreement shall terminate any 
responsibility under the Regional Coordination Framework or associated Agreement.  
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2017 Date Submitted: 2/7/2017 
 

Originating Department: Parks and Recreation 
 
Clearances: 
 Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Public Safety 

☐ Admin Services  Finance & IT ☐ Public Works 

 City Manager ☐ Parks & Recreation   

 
Subject:    A Resolution for the purpose of amending Section 2.2 of the City’s travel policy 

 
Action Required:    Adoption of the Resolution 

 
Exhibits:    1. Resolution 

 
Budget:    This Resolution has no budgetary impact 

 

 
Summary Statement: This resolution amends the City’s current travel policy as it relates to pre-
authorization and rates of reimbursement for travel by City Council members. 
 
Background: The City’s travel policies were overhauled in 2015.  After over a year of experience with 
the new policy in place staff has identified areas where administrative changes in the policy will ease 
traveler burden, while still maintaining best practices. 
 
The following section of the travel policy is proposed to be amended as follows: 
  
Strike section 2.2 from the travel policy, in its entirety: 
 “Hotel, airfare, and rental car expenses incurred by City Councilmembers must have approval, by 
the Finance Committee, before travel arrangements are reserved.  All hotel, airfare, and rental car 
arrangements for City Council will be booked by the City Manager’s Executive Assistant.” 
 
The new section 2.2 will read as follows: 
 “Travel by City Councilmembers to conferences, specified in the budget, and local meetings do not 
require preapproval for attendance.  All other travel requires preapproval by the Finance Committee before 
travel arrangements are reserved.  The rate of reimbursable costs, including budgeted travel, for all hotel, 
airfare, and rental car expenses for City Councilmembers will be determined by the City Manager or 
designee.  (It is recommended that price determination take place a minimum of five weeks prior to 
travel.)” 
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The wording in the new section 2.2 above was reviewed and discussed at length at the Finance Committee 
in 2016 and the text above was recommended for approval.  Passage of this resolution by City Council 
would authorize staff to incorporate this into existing City policy. 
 
Financial Impact: None. 
 
Recommended Motion:  Approve the resolution. 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

RESOLUTION No. R2017-_____ 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
  A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 

WASHINGTON, ESTABLISHING A TRAVEL POLICY 
THAT CONFORMS TO STATE LAW REQUIREMENTS 
FOR CITY-RELATED TRAVEL AND TRAVEL EXPENSE 
REIMBURSEMENTS 

  
 WHEREAS, it is necessary to provide the City of Sammamish with a travel policy and 
procedures that comply with State law requirements of Chapter 42.24 RCW; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council desires to ensure that the City’s system of travel and 
reimbursement of expenses conforms to the requirements imposed by State law; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, certain revisions to the current policy are recommended to ease in the 
administration of the policy and allow more efficient and cost effective booking of travel in 
advance of events to obtain early registration, airfare and other pricing discounts. 
 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DO RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Section 1. Adoption of Amended Travel Policy section 2.2 that will read as follows: 
 
“Travel by City Council to conferences, specified in the budget, and local meetings does not 
require preapproval. All other travel requires preapproval by the Finance Committee before travel 
arrangements are reserved.  The rate of reimbursable costs, including budgeted travel, for all hotel, 
airfare, and rental car expenses for the City Council will be determined by the City Manager or 
designee.  (It is recommended that price determination take place a minimum of five weeks prior 
to travel.)” 
 
 PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 
THE _____ DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2017. 
 
       CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Mayor Donald J. Gerend 
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ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  February 2, 2017 
Passed by the City Council: 
Resolution No.:   R2017-______ 
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2017 Date Submitted: 1/27/2017 
 

Originating Department: Parks and Recreation 
 
Clearances: 
 Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Public Safety 

☐ Admin Services ☐ Finance & IT ☐ Public Works 

 City Manager  Parks & Recreation   

 
Subject:    Beaver Lake Preserve Phase IIA Trail Improvements: Washington Trails Association 

Contract Amendment 
 

Action Required:    Authorize the City Manager to sign a contract amendment with the Washington 
Trails Association to continue constructing trails as part of the Beaver Lake Preserve 
Phase IIA Trail Improvements project. 

 
Exhibits:    1. Contract Amendment 

2. Original Contract 
 

Budget:    $250,000 is allocated in the 2017-18 Parks CIP for the Beaver Lake Preserve Phase IIA 
Improvements. 

 

 
Summary Statement:  
Washington Trails Association (WTA) was awarded a contract on March 22, 2016 for trail construction 
services at Beaver Lake Preserve. Under this contract amendment, WTA will facilitate twenty (20) 
additional work parties at Beaver Lake Preserve between April and September, 2017.  The cost for the 
twenty (20) additional work parties is $15,000. This contract amendment is required to secure our place 
on the WTA work calendar this spring through fall. 
 
These additional work parties will complete an accessible trail extension to the lake and a soft surface 
trail loop south of Beaver Lake Drive SE. We are anticipating three to four work parties each week, 
consisting of 10 to 12 volunteers at each work party. WTA maintains an extensive volunteer database 
and will likely draw from that pool to help fill the volunteer crews. In addition to work parties that will 
be open to the public, WTA will also run private volunteer events with the local high schools, Boy Scouts, 
Sammamish YMCA and other interested groups. They will continue intermittent work parties in the 
summer and return in the fall if there is any remaining work to be completed. 
 
The original scope of work included 30 work parties (approximately 3,000 volunteer hours) in April 2016. 
To date, WTA has built approximately one-half mile of new trails, completed all trails north of Beaver 
Lake Drive SE and constructed three crossings where new trails cross wetlands and an existing stream. 
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Background:  
WTA is a non-profit agency that manages a large volunteer work force to support and facilitate trail 
construction in all areas of Washington State. A similar partnership agreement was successfully utilized 
to construct trails as part of the Beaver Lake Preserve Phase I Improvement Project in which WTA and 
City staff-led work parties constructed over 1.35 miles of trails. WTA was also a key partner in 
constructing the extensive trail network at Evans Creek Preserve. 
 
Fees are paid to WTA to support the administration of this volunteer program including supervisory staff 
(provided by WTA), training, construction oversight and other necessary items, such as work tools and 
safety equipment. The City will provide the materials needed to construct the trails and provide 
additional staff support as needed during the trail construction project. 
 
Project Background/Overview: 
Beaver Lake Preserve is a 76-Acre property located northwest of Beaver Lake. The property is bisected 
by West Beaver Lake Drive SE. Phase I improvements were constructed from January 2006 to July 2007 
and included completion of 1.35 miles of trails, a 10-car gravel parking lot, an informational sign kiosk 
and a portable restroom with enclosure.  
 
Phase IIA improvements began in the spring of 2016 and consist of additional trails to close an existing 
trail loop as well as trail extensions to Beaver Lake. Three new crossings were constructed where the 
new trails cross wetlands and an existing stream. Other proposed improvements consist of restoration 
to the picnic meadow, site furniture, signage and a few viewing platforms. 
 
Financial Impact: 
The contract amendment with WTA is in the amount of $15,000. The total authorization amount 
requested for this contract is $16,500. This includes a contract with WTA in the amount of $15,000. The 
remaining authorized amount of $1,500 will cover additional trail construction services (if needed). The 
initial contract with WTA was $25,100, bringing the total contract to $41,600. 
 
A total of $250,000 is allocated in the 2017-18 Parks CIP budget for the Beaver Lake Preserve Phase IIA 
design and construction project.  
 
Recommended Motion:  
Authorize the City Manager to execute Contract Amendment #1 with the Washington Trails Association 
in the amount of $15,000 for trail construction services for the Beaver Lake Preserve Phase IIA Trail 
Improvements project and authorize an additional 10% contingency (total authorization not-to-exceed 
$16,500) for additional trail construction services if needed. 
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2017 Date Submitted: 2/1/2017 
 

Originating Department: Parks and Recreation 
 
Clearances: 
 Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Public Safety 

☐ Admin Services  Finance & IT ☐ Public Works 

 City Manager ☐ Parks & Recreation   

Subject:    PRO Plan Update Consultant Contract   
 

Action Required:    Authorize the City Manager to sign a contract with Conservation Technix to provide 
consulting services for the 2018 Parks, Recreation and Open Space (PRO) Plan 
Update.   

 
Exhibits:    1. Consultant Services Contract  

 
Budget:    An allocation of $200,000 was approved in the 2017-2018 budget for the PRO Plan 

Update Project.  
  

 

 
Summary Statement:   
The Parks and Recreation Department desires to entire into a contract with Conservation Technix to 
update the Parks, Recreation and Open Space (PRO) Plan. This project was included in the 2017-18 
budget and identified as one of the priority plan updates for this biennium.  
 
The PRO Plan is part of the City’s Comprehensive Plan and is consistent with the guidelines established 
by the Growth Management Act.  The current PRO Plan was adopted in 2012 and to maintain eligibility 
for state grants, the City is required to update the plan every six years. The PRO Plan update is 
scheduled to be completed (approved by City Council) by the end of February 2018. Upon award of this 
contract, the planning process will commence beginning with a robust public outreach process. 
 
A Request for Proposals was issued for consultant services to complete the PRO Plan update at the end 
of 2016.  A total of six firms responded to the RFP. Based on work with projects of a similar nature, the 
experience and qualifications of the consulting team, reference checks and the ability to meet the 
project timeline, Conservation Technix was selected to perform this work. 
 
 
 

City Council Agenda Bill 

Bill #9



Page 2 of 3 
 

Background:   
Since updating the PRO Plan in 2012, much has changed in Sammamish. This includes the construction 
of the Community and Aquatic Center, thereby expanding the civic campus and introducing many new 
recreation opportunities to the community. Also since 2012, the City has received parkland donations, 
undergone a significant annexation and completed a number of park improvement projects. All of these 
changes impact parks services in Sammamish and will be a component of the PRO Plan update. 
 
Looking to the future, the PRO Plan establishes goals and policies that provide the framework for 
addressing strategic growth, development and improvement of the City’s parks and recreation system. 
This update will also now include a recreation trails component, which was previously included in the 
Trails, Bikeways and Paths (TBP) Plan. The City Council recently decided to suspend this plan in favor of 
including non-motored planning as component of the PRO Plan and the Transportation Master Plan. 
 
General Project Scope of Work: 
At the November 1, 2016 regular meeting, the City Council confirmed the general scope of work for this 
planning process and that input was used to develop the final scope of work as further described below.  
A more detailed task and deliverable schedule is available in the attached contract Scope of Work on 
page 9. 
 

1. Existing Conditions and Baseline Analysis (February – April) 
Review of existing plans and studies, demographics and trends, base mapping and spatial 
analysis as well as parkland, trail and amenity inventory and assessment.  

 
2. Community Engagement (February – September) 

A vigorous approach consisting of a public involvement plan, branding and templates, 
project webpage, social media plan, stakeholder interviews and briefings, public meetings 
(3), community event presence, Virtual Town Hall, database development and reporting for 
all engagements. This phase also involves coordination with the statistically valid survey 
component of the Land Acquisition Planning Process.    
 

3. Community Needs Assessment (March – July) 
Includes a needs assessment and gap analysis for City park infrastructure, assessment and 
benchmarking of level of service standards, as well as a recreation, volunteer and cultural 
arts programming assessment. 
 

4. Draft Plan Review (July – September) 
The draft Plan will include a compilation of analyses and recommendations from the 
planning process, including chapters detailing public process, system inventory, community 
needs, goals and implementation strategies. A prioritized and updated Capital Facilities Plan 
will also be part of this project. A State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) Checklist will be 
completed as part of the project and will run September through December.  

5. Final PRO Plan Review and Approval (October – February)  
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During this last phase, the draft and final document will be reviewed by the Arts, Parks & 
Recreation and Planning Commission as well as the City Council. 
 

One important consideration of this planning process is timing. In order to be eligible for state grants, 
which is the primary source of significant park funding, this plan must be adopted by the end of 
February 2018. The work demand and thorough public process makes for a tight project timeline and 
any significant delays could push completion beyond the state’s early March deadline for eligibility 
submittal.  

 
Financial Impact: 
The contract with Conservation Technix is a not-to-exceed agreement of $162,590. However, the total 
authorization amount requested is $178,890. The balance is a 10% contingency amount to cover any 
additional services, if needed during the 14-month project. This $178,890 allocation is within the 
approved 2017-18 budget allocation of $200,000. 
 
Recommended Motion:    
Authorize the City Manager to execute a contract with Conservation Technix in the amount of $162,590 
for consultant services for the Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan Update project and authorize an 
additional 10% contingency (total authorization not-to-exceed $178,890) for additional services needed 
during this project.  
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COUNCIL MINUTES 
Regular Meeting 

December 6, 2016 
 
Mayor Don Gerend called the regular meeting of the Sammamish City Council to order at 6:30 pm. 
 
Councilmembers present:  
Mayor Don Gerend 
Deputy Mayor Ramiro Valderrama 
Councilmember Tom Hornish 
Councilmember Kathy Huckabay 
Councilmember Bob Keller 
Councilmember Christie Malchow 
Councilmember Tom Odell 
 
Staff present:   
Lyman Howard, City Manager 
Jessi Bon, Deputy City Manager 
Jeff Thomas, Community Development Director 
Aaron Antin, Finance/IT Director 
Jennifer Dilly, Accounting Manager 
Jodi Bass, Finance Specialist II 
Angie Feser, Parks & Recreation Director 
Steve Leniszewski, Public Works Director 
Andrew Zagars, City Engineer 
Doug McIntyre, Senior Planner 
Mike Kenyon, City Attorney  
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk  
 
Roll Call/Pledge of Allegiance 
 
Roll was called. Councilmember Hornish led the pledge. 
 
Approval of Agenda 
 
Councilmember Hornish requested to remove #4 - Contract Amendment: Inglewood Stormwater Retrofit 
Project/Osborn and Councilmember Huckabay requested to remove #6 - Approval: Minutes for the November 8, 
2016, Special Meeting. 
 
They will be moved to the beginning of Unfinished Business. City Manager Lyman Howard also announced that 
there will be the addition of an Executive Session prior to the City Manager’s Report. 
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to approve the agenda as amended. Councilmember Malchow 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
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Presentations/Proclamations 
 
 Government Financial Officers Association Award – Finance Department 

Aaron Antin, Finance/IT Director introduced the staff involved in receiving the award. They are 
Jennifer Dilly, Accounting Manager and Jodee Bass, Finance Specialist II. The Finance Department 
has won this award for 7 previous years. 
 

Student Liaison Report,  
 
Eastlake Student Liaison – Tyler Zangaglia 
The school held a Veteran’s Day drive to collect items to make care packages for veterans and current 
service members. They created 70 care packages.  The Winter Wishes Program will be held in November as 
well.  
 
Executive Session - Evaluating Qualifications of an Applicant pursuant to RCW 42.30.110(h), Potential 
Property Acquisition pursuant to RCW 42.30.110(1)(b) and Potential Litigation pursuant to RCW 
42.30.110(1)(i) 
 
Council retired to Executive Session at 6:45 pm and returned at 7:14 pm and took the following action:  
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to authorize the City Manager to enter into a property transfer 
agreement for Section B of the Big Rock Park, consisting of 20 acres, from Mary Pigott, to be effective 
December 31, 2016. Councilmember Malchow seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
Public Comment 
 
John Tremble, 2813 194th Avenue SE, showed a PowerPoint presentation regarding the Eastlake Sammamish trail 9 
(Presentation available upon request of the City Clerk at manderson@sammamish.us). 
 
Layna Crofts, 22912 SE 37th, spoke regarding the YMCA property and what she hopes will be done to the 
property. She asked if there are already plans to build an indoor recreation facility on the property. 
 
Carvel Moore, 4299 E. Lake Sammamish Shore Ln. SE, spoke regarding Phase 2a of the East Lake Sammamish 
Trail. He is concerned that clearing and grading will continue even though the trail permit is currently under 
appeal. 
 
Deb Sogge, Isabel Brown, Sammamish Chamber of Commerce, showed a presentation regarding the 
activities of the Chamber this year (presentation is available upon request of the City Clerk at 
manderson@sammamish.us). 
 
Michael Seals, 2280 244th Avenue SE, representing five property owners who requested an up zone for their 
property to be placed on the 2017 Comprehensive Plan Docket.  
 
Starke Shelby, 2856 244th Ave NE, is a part of the five property owners requesting an up-zone and expressed 
disappointment that their docket request was not going to be approved tonight. 
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Jake Oaks, 2253 237th Place NE, Representing the Boy Scout Troop #571, spoke regarding the increased 
traffic around Inglewood Junior High.  
 
John Metcalf, 700 235th Avenue NE, one of the five property owners requesting an up-zone for their 
property. He expressed disappointment that their docket request is not going to be considered. 
 
Stacy Peters, 4040 240th Place SE, spoke regarding the YMCA property. She encouraged the City to analyze 
what the best use of this property would be.  
 
Reid Brockway, 167 E. Lake Sammamish Lane NE, does not feel the County should be allowed to continue 
clear and grade activities while the trail permit is under appeal. 
 
Cheryl Hooper, 2002 251st Place SE, showed a PowerPoint presentation regarding the YMCA property. She 
was supportive of leaving the property as it is (presentation available upon request of the City Clerk at 
manderson@sammamish.us.). 
 
Courtney Hertzog, 4115 205th Avenue SE, spoke in favor of an indoor sports facility for the YMCA property. 
 
Aneleise van Brevo, 14745 245 Avenue, spoke in favor of an indoor sports field on the YMCA property for 
soccer and lacrosse 
 
Woody Hertzog, 4115 205th Avenue SE, spoke in favor of building the indoor facility as well as saving the 
trees. The City is very short of indoor recreational facilities 
 
Mary Wictor, 408 208th Avenue NE, spoke regarding the Stormwater Comprehensive Plan under 
consideration for approval tonight. 
 
Jan Bird, 2310 223rd Avenue SE, spoke regarding the YMCA property and feels development of that property 
could create stormwater runoff which could damage the surrounding streams. She suggested using the Mars 
Hill Church for a soccer facility. 
 
Lakshmi Puvvadi, 3100 244th Avenue NE, spoke regarding the 2017 docket request for rezoning their 
property. 
 
Trinh Ho, 21127 SE 28th Place, spoke regarding the YMCA property. She would not like to see it developed.  
 
Dan Young, 2558 Audubon Park SE, would like to see the YMCA property left natural and not developed. 
 
Jolie Imperatori 745 2nd Avenue NW, Issaquah, spoke regarding the 2017 docket request for up-zoning. She 
requested the Council put their request on the docket so their project could move forward 
 
Jennifer Kim, 4001 239th Place SE, showed a PowerPoint regarding the YMCA property (available upon request 
of the City Clerk manderson@sammamish.us).  
 
Sharon Steinbus, 24933 SE 14th Street, thanked City staff for their partnership with volunteers. She spoke in 
favor of not developing the YMCA property. 
Will Arnold, 22393 SE 21st Street, spoke in support of the City purchasing the YMCA property and leaving it in 
a natural state.  
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Harry Shedd, 2313 Shalee Way SE, spoke about the Sammamish Heritage Society. He would like Council to 
consider adding some additional funding for the Society.  
 
Mike Parrot, 2311 Eastlake Sammamish Place, spoke about the Eastlake Sammamish Trail. He doesn’t feel the 
trail needs to be 18 feet wide for the whole length. 
 
Ilene Stahl, 21553 SE 20th Lane, feels developing the YMCA property will create runoff and will result in the 
loss of trees.  
 
Consent Agenda 
Payroll for period ending November 15, 2016 for pay date November 18, 2016 in the amount of $ 
348,895.03 
 
Approval: Claims For Period Ending December 6, 2016 In The Amount Of $1,871,311.91 For Check No. 45929 
Through 46091 
 
Ordinance: Third Reading, Updating The Sammamish Stormwater Comprehensive Plan; Providing For 
Severability; And Establishing An Effective Date (R2016-424) 
 
Contract: Development Review Services/Site Development 
 
Contract Amendment: Inglewood Stormwater Retrofit Project/Osborn 
 
Approval: Minutes for the November 1, 2017 Regular Meeting 
 
Approval: Minutes for the November 8, 2016 Special Meeting 
 
Council recessed from 8:59 – 9:18 pm 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Odell moved to approve the Consent Agenda. Councilmember Hornish seconded. 
Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
Public Hearing 
 
Ordinance: First Reading, Related To Surface Water Management; Amending Title 13 Of The Sammamish 
Municipal Code; Adopting The 2016 King County Surface Water Design Manual And Sammamish Addendum 
Thereto; Providing For Severability; And Establishing An Effective Date 
 
Public Works Director Steve Leniszewski and Senior Stormwater Program Manager Tawni Dalziel were available 
to answer questions. 
 
Deputy Mayor Valderrama questioned why the provisions for stormwater for the three major lakes in 
Sammamish were removed from the 2009 Stormwater Plan. Staff will look into that. 
 
Public Hearing opened at 9:23 pm. 
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Public Comment 
 
Jan Bird, spoke previously, spoke in support of some of the changes to this plan regarding stormwater 
ponds. 
 
Sharon Steinbis, spoke previously, spoke in support of the plan, especially the regulations for more natural 
stormwater ponds. 
 
Mary Wictor, spoke previously, the City should be limiting people’s interaction with the stormwater ponds.  
 
Public Hearing was continued to December 13, 2016 meeting. 
 
The City Manager confirmed that the City will be purchasing additional rain gauges.  
 
Ordinance: First Reading, Relating To Low Impact Development In The City; Amending Chapter 21a.85 And 
Sections 16.15.020, 21a.15.112, 21a.15.625, 21a.15.731, 21a.25.030, 21a.15.190, 21a.30.030 21a.30.140; 
21a.35.055, 21a.35.060, 21a.35.070; 21a.40.120, 21b.15.080, 21b.15.230, 21b.15.310, 21b.25.040; 
21b.30.040, 21b.30.050, 21b.30.070, 21b.30.160, 21b.30.170, 21b.35.220, 21b.85.030 And 21b.85.040 Of 
The Sammamish Municipal Code; Providing For Severability; And Establishing An Effective Date 
 
Public Works Director Steve Leniszewski and Senior Stormwater Program Manager Tawni Dalziel were available 
to answer questions. 
 
Councilmember Huckabay questioned if there are soil areas in the City with high phosphorus content that 
would cause more problems by infiltration of stormwater than piping it straight to the lake. Ms. Dalziel 
explained that there are requirements for testing the soil to ensure that LID measures would be appropriate. 
 
Councilmember Keller questioned whether the bracketed text in 21B.25.040 is correct “21B.25.040 
Provisions to obtain additional (bonus) residential density or commercial development capacity.  
(1) Bonus Residential Dwelling Units. SMC 21B.25.030 identifies the “maximum density” and “allocated 
density” for each Town Center zone. Projects may obtain additional density by complying with the 
affordable housing provisions set forth in Chapter 21B.75 SMC, by the incorporation of site amenities 
subject to TC-D zone residential dwelling unit transfers, and/or through the City’s transfer of development 
rights (TDR) program (subject to the adoption by the City council including the Town Center as a receiving 
site)? He also questioned when the City will be looking into developing an internal TDR program. Mr. 
Howard said this topic will be coming to Council in the next couple months. 
 
Public Hearing opened at 9:41. 
 
Public Comment 
 
Mary Wictor, spoke previously, she is concerned that use of LID could cause problems with the groundwater 
and should not be used near wells. She does not agree with giving an additional building height allowance 
for using LID techniques. 
 
Public Hearing was continued to December 13, 2016 meeting at 9:46 pm. 
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Ordinance: First Reading, Authorizing Use Of Condemnation Pursuant To Chapter 8.12 RCW As Required For 
The SE 4th Street Improvement Project; And Authorizing Payment Therefor From The City's Transportation 
Capital Improvement Program Fund 
 
Mr. Leniszewski gave the staff report. Staff is currently working to purchase the necessary right of way for 
the project. Condemnation is just a step to ensure that the project can continue on schedule. The City rarely 
actually condemns any property.  
 
Councilmember Hornish clarified that the City will only be getting approval to condemn for the three-lane 
option, not approval to purchase. Mr. Howard confirmed that. 
 
Public Hearing opened at 9:53 pm and continued to the January 3, 2016 Council meeting with no public 
comment. 
 
Ordinance: Third Reading, Amending Title 14, Public Works Standards Of The Sammamish Municipal Code 
By Amending Chapter 14.01, Public Works Standards Adopted  
 
Mr. Leniszewski and City Engineer Andrew Zagars reviewed the proposed changes to the plan since the last 
hearing.  
 
MOTION: Councilmember Hornish moved to extend the meeting until 11:00 pm. Councilmember Odell 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously, 7-0. 
 
Mr. Leniszewski and City Engineer Andrew Zagars recapped the questions that Council had proposed since 
the last reading.  
 
At Councilmember Odell’s request, conifers have been added to the tree plant list, but can only be used in 
large enough areas. The Parks Department has requested the removal of Douglas Fir from the list. 
Councilmember Odell would like to discuss this list at a later date. Council accepted the addition of the new 
list. Deputy City Manager Jessi Bon reminded Council that this will be part of the Urban Forestry Plan, which 
will begin next year. 
 
Council reached consensus that all cul de sacs will have sidewalks on both sides of the street. 
 
Council was supportive of having the amenity strip requirement in cul de sacs. 
 
Staff suggested increasing the right of way for local roads to 68 feet in areas where the zoning is higher than 
R-4 to allow for parking on both sides of the street. Council was in agreement with this.  
 
Bus pull-outs will be considered as part of the Transportation Master Plan. 
 
Council was agreeable to having breaks in the fences every 100 feet where applicable. 
 
Councilmember Malchow expressed some concerns over the language in the introductory chapter. Staff 
proposed to change the language to the following: The City Manager or his or her designee shall have the 
authority to amend these standards without further City Council action, provided that any such 
amendments shall be in writing and shall be limited in scope and effect to procedural or clarifying 
amendments intended to update these standards to address changes in technology or construction 
practices, and other non-substantive amendments. An example of such a permitted amendment would be 

Bill #10 



 

\\chfs001\home\manderson\City Council Minutes\2016\1206rm - minutes.doc 7 

to replace a reference to the bottom lift of asphalt used in street Construction from ATB (asphalt treated 
base) to HMA (hot mix asphalt). 
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to extend the meeting until 12:00 am. Councilmember Odell 
seconded. 
 
Consensus was reached on leaving “shall” in regard to connectivity in Chapter 7.5. 
 
Public Hearing opened at 11:06 pm. 
 
Public Comment 
 
Mary Wictor, spoke previously, provided written comments (available upon request of the City Clerk at 
manderson@sammamish.us).  
 
David Hoffman, Master Builders Association, thanked staff for the time they have spent on the 
Public Works Standards. 
 
Public Hearing closed at 11:18 pm. 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Hornish moved to approve the ordinance, as amended, adopting the updated 
Public Works Standards. Councilmember Odell seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0 (O2016-425). 
 
Unfinished Business 
 
Ordinance: Second Reading, Amending The Housing Element Of The City Of Sammamish Comprehensive 
Plan 
 
Director of Community Development Jeff Thomas and Senior Planner Doug McIntyre gave the staff report. 
He introduced consultant, Deborah Munkberg and Arthur Sullivan from ARCH. The compliance deadline with 
the Growth Hearings Board is December 9, 2016. Staff showed a PowerPoint presentation (available on the 
City’s website at www.sammamish.us). 
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to adopt the ordinance amending the Housing Element of the 
City of Sammamish Comprehensive Plan. Councilmember Keller seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0 
(O2016-426). 
 
Mr. Howard explained that the City will perform a needs assessment in 2017 as part of developing a 
strategic housing plan.  
 
 
Resolution: Related To Setting The Comprehensive Plan Amendment Docket For 2017 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Odell moved to adopt the resolution adopting Items 6 and 7 and setting the 2017 
Comprehensive Plan Docket for 2017. Councilmember Huckabay seconded. Motion carried 7-0 (R2016-709). 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Huckabay moved to suspend the rules of order to consider other docket items. 
Councilmember Odell seconded. Motion failed 3-4 with Councilmembers Hornish, Malchow, Keller and 
Deputy Mayor Valderrama dissenting. 
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Deputy Mayor Valderrama does not believe that Council should be suspending the rules as it sets a bad 
precedent.  

 
Contract Amendment: Inglewood Stormwater Retrofit Project/Osborn 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Hornish moved to authorized the City Manager to sign the contract amendment with 
Osborn Consulting in an amount not to exceed $30,000 with a $6,000 management reserve. Councilmember 
Huckabay seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
Approval: Minutes for the November 8, 2016 Special Meeting 
 
Councilmember Huckabay asked for the language in the motion regarding 2017/2018 Budget should be 
amended by changing the words in motion from “property rights” to “easements. 

 
MOTION: Councilmember Hornish moved to change the words property rights to easements. 
Councilmember Huckabay seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
New Business 
 
Ordinance: First Reading, Authorizing The City Manager To Accept Certain Routine Real Property 
Conveyances On Behalf Of The City; Providing For Severability; And Establishing An Effective Date 
 
Parks & Recreation Director Angie Feser and Susan Cezar, Special Projects Manager gave a PowerPoint 
presentation (available on the City’s website at www.sammamish.us). 
 
Councilmember Odell asked that the City Manager prepare a quarterly or biannual report on the number of 
easements approved and the purpose. 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Huckabay moved to approve the ordinance. No second. 
 
Council Reports/Committee Reports 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Hornish moved to table Council reports. Deputy Mayor Valderrama 
seconded.  
 
City Manager Report  
 
Council cancelled the January 17, 2017 Council meeting. Council will have a joint meeting with City of 
Issaquah on January 18 at 6:30 pm. 
 
Executive Session –  Property acquisition pursuant to RCW 42.30.110(1)(b) 
 
Council retired to Executive Session at 12:01 am and returned at 12:47 am. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 12:48 am. 
 
__________________________________ _______________________________ 
    Melonie Anderson, City Clerk      Donald J. Gerend, Mayor 
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COUNCIL MINUTES 
Special Joint Meeting 

December 13, 2016 
 
Call to Order 
 
Open Joint Meeting with Planning Commission 
 
Planning Commissioners present: 

Eric Brooks   Position 1 
Shanna Collins   Position 3 
Larry Crandall   Position 4 
Frank Blau  Position 6 
Nancy Anderson  Position 7 
 

Discussion: Sign Code Amendments 
Charlotte Archer, Assistant Attorney with Kenyon Disend discussed the regulations of signs after Reed v. 
Town of Gilbert, Arizona and showed a powerpoint presentation (Presentation available on the Sammamish 
website at www.sammamish.us ) 
 
Discussion: Neighborhood Character 
Jeff Thomas, Community Development Director introduced Frank Blau, Planning Commissioner, who lead 
a discussion on Neighborhood Character and showed a presentation. (Presentation available on the 
Sammamish website at www.sammamish.us ) 
 
Jeff Thomas stated that the Planning Commission will review the information, include public input and 
bring recommendations back to the City Council in the first quarter of 2017.  
 
Mayor Don Gerend called the Special meeting of the Sammamish City Council to order at 7:00 pm. 
 
Councilmembers present:  
Mayor Don Gerend 
Deputy Mayor Ramiro Valderrama 
Councilmember Tom Hornish 
Councilmember Kathy Huckabay 
Councilmember Bob Keller 
Councilmember Christie Malchow 
Councilmember Tom Odell 
 
Staff present:   
Lyman Howard, City Manager 
Jessi Bon, Deputy City Manager 
Beth Goldberg, Director of Administrative Services 
Jeff Thomas, Community Development Director 
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Angie Feser, Parks & Recreation Director 
Kyle Endelman, Parks & Recreation Deputy Director  
Anjali Meyer, Parks & Recreation Project Manager 
Kellye Hilde, Project Manager for Town Center 
Steve Leniszewski, Public Works Director 
Cheryl Paston, Public Works Deputy Director 
Tawni Dalziel, Public Works Senior Stormwater Program Manager 
Mike Sugg, Management Analysist 
David Goodman, Management Analysist 
Mike Kenyon, City Attorney 
Charlotte Archer, Assistant City Attorney  
Lita Hachey, Deputy City Clerk  
 
Roll Call/Pledge of Allegiance 
 
Roll was called. Councilmember Odell led the pledge. 
 
Approval of Agenda 
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to approve the agenda as amended. Councilmember 
Malchow seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
Deputy Mayor Ramiro Valderrama requested to remove Item # 2, contract: Prosecution Services/Moberly 
and Item # 5, Contract: Legal Services/Kenyon Disend from the Consent Agenda and placed under new 
business. 
 
Student Liaison Report - None 
 
Presentations/Proclamations 
 
Proclamation: Reaffirming Principles and Values 
 
Each Councilmember participated in reading the following proclamation: 
 
In the wake of a contentious and discordant national election, we take this moment to pause and 
reaffirm our principles and values. 
As your City government, our role is to bring people together and not divide them. Our job is to be 
welcoming of all people and all ideas in recognition that we truly are stronger and  
smarter together. We need to recognize certain essential principles and conduct our  
government and hopefully our lives consistent with those principles.   
Consequently, as your City Council, we pledge: 

To do all we can to foster civil discourse. 
To ensure that City services are always provided in a manner that does not  

discriminate on the basis of race, sex, religion, national origin, disability, sexual  
orientation or gender identity.  

To foster a community that always encourages people to achieve their potential and help others to 
do similarly. 

To protect our air, water and other parts of our natural environment to protect the health and 
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futures of our families and future generations. 
To welcome, without reservation, new people from all parts of our world, with an  

abiding faith in their potential to be part of and strengthen our community.  
To never marginalize or demonize any person or group of people. 
To respect and listen to people and their ideas. 
To understand that we have a responsibility not just to ourselves but to others in our  

region including many who are not as fortunate. 
To do all we can to ensure that our children will inherit a world that includes all of the good that the 

world our parents brought us into had.  
To encourage that our national, state and regional leaders uphold these same values.  

We commit to regularly remind ourselves of these principles and  
to judge ourselves and our City by our adherence to them. 
 Proclaimed, this 13th day of December, 2016. 
 
City manager, Lyman Howard stated that this proclamation will be framed and on display in the main 
lobby at City Hall.  
 
Presentation: YMCA Property 
 
Angie Feser, Parks and Recreation Director and Anjali Meyer, Parks and Recreation Project Manager 
gave a staff update and presentation. Jessi Bon, Deputy City Manager gave a brief review of the lease 
agreement with the YMCA and some ideas for next steps for developing the property. (Presentation 
available on the Sammamish website at www.sammamish.us ) 
 
Consultants available for questions:  

Nell Lund, The Watershed Company 
Katie Hogan, Tree Solutions Inc. 
Marcus Byers , Kleinfelder 

 
YMCA staff in attendance: 

Marcia Isenberger, Regional Executive 
 
Don Crowe, CEO at Arena Sports, gave an overview of what is involved with running an indoor 
recreational soccer facility and answered Council’s questions.  
 
Councilmember Hornish would like to know when staff needs some clear direction from the Council. 
 
City Council directed staff to work with the YMCA to adjust the timeline stipulated in the lease 
agreement, to extend the deadline of June, 2018, for one additional year and to possibly report back to 
Council as early as January 3, 2017.  
 
Public Comment 
 
Stacy Bowman, 2667 320th Ave SE, member of Save Lake Sammamish: spoke regarding the proposed 
development of the YMCA property near Pine Lake Middle School. She would like to preserve the 
natural setting and not build on the site.  
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Diya and Maya Sahota, 3rd & 6th Graders, spoke about the Tamarack neighborhood and did a 
demonstration on how the property has incurred a problem with home building in their community over 
the years. The problems with soil saturation in front of their home. They requested a drainage trunkline 
in Tamarack.  
 
Jeeta Sahota, 402 209th Ave NE, spoke regarding the Tamarack neighborhood and the problems with 
stormwater and drainage. Resolution of needs and issues. She would like to see something done sooner 
than later.  
 
Paul Patterson, 22414 2 NE 28th St, spoke regarding the Hampton Woods HOA. They would like to see 
changes to the signage restrictions and would like to work with the City in the concept and design of 
these signs.  
 
Lyman Howard stated that staff will implement a plan in the first quarter of next year. Staff will contact 
Mr. Patterson about this matter.  
 
Denise Darnell, 2121 200th Ave SE, spoke regarding the proposed YMCA property and would like to see 
the area remain as is.  
 
Layna Croft, 22912 SE 37th St, spoke regarding the proposed YMCA property and would like to see the 
area remain as is. She requests that the Council uphold the terms of the contract with the YMCA. She 
feels that the City should continue to lease the land and not build on this land.  
 
Deb Sogge, Sammamish Chamber of Commerce, spoke about businesses in Sammamish. She likes that 
the City Manager really listens to the needs of the business community. She presented a plaque to the 
Mayor and City Manager for this devotion to the businesses in Sammamish.  
 
Kathryn Wyatt, 22916 SE 37th St, spoke regarding the YMCA property. As a long term resident, she would 
like to see the land preserved as a beautiful piece of land for citizens to enjoy.  
 
Jenny Bodell, 44702 38th Pl SE, spoke in favor of preserving the YMCA property as it is today. She would 
like to save the habitat of the wildlife in the area.  
 
Athena Burk Bravo, 6th Grade at Pine Lake Middle School, she spoke about preserving the YMCA 
property and leaving the animal habitats. She doesn’t feel the land should be used for anything else but 
trails or bike trails.  
 
Kelsey Bullock, 6th Grade at Pine Lake Middle School, spoke about the YMCA property. 
 
Dan Young, 2558 Audubon Park Dr. SE, spoke about the YMCA property and the character of the 
community. He feels the Council needs to move forward and direct the developers to what our vision is.  
 
Lisa Van Brevo, 14745 245th Ave SE, representing girls’ youth lacrosse organizations. There are not a lot 
of fields available in Sammamish and these young girls need an indoor field. She would like to see a 
facility built in Sammamish.  
 
Wesley Hertzog, 4115 205th Ave SE, spoke in favor of an indoor soccer field on the YMCA property.  
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Kathy Bravo, 22101 SE 32nd St, spoke about preserving the YMCA property. 
 
Mary Wictor, 408 208th Ave NE, commented on neighborhood character and showed a presentation 
(available upon request to the City Clerk, manderson@sammamish.us ) 
 
Laura Grob, 118 211th Pl NE, Tamarack neighborhood, spoke regarding removing a tree on her property 
without having to pay a huge permitting fee.  
 
Lyman Howard will follow-up with Ms. Grob on the tree issue.  
 
Council recessed from 9:00 pm – 9:10 pm 
 
Consent Agenda 
 
Appointment/Contract: Hearing Examiner Services/Galt 
Contract: Prosecution Services/Moberly 
Amendment: Contested Case Services/Moberly 
Contract: Public Defense Services/Stein, Lotzkar & Starr 
Contract: Legal Services/Kenyon Disend 
Contract: Recycling Events/Olympic Environmental 
Grant: 2017/2018 Human Services Grant/YMCA Camp Terry 
Contract: Land Use Bill Board Installation/Morup Signs, Inc. 
Contract: Electrical Inspection Services/West Coast Code Consultants 
Contract: Electrical Inspection Services/BHC Consultants 
Contract: Arboricultural Services/American Forest Management 
Contract: Arboricultural Services/Herrera Environmental Consultants 
Contract: Building Inspection Services/BHC Consultants 
Contract: Building Plan Review Services/Clarity Consultants 
Contract: Environmental Services/The Watershed Company 
Contract: Environmental Services/ESA 
Contract: Development Review Services/Otak 
Contract: Town Center Design & Engineering Support/KPG 
Contract: Custodial Services/Top to Bottom Janitorial 
Contract: Electrical Maintenance/Sequoyah 
Contract: Pressure Washing/Mr. PressureWash 
Contract: Building Commissioning/Ecotone 
Contract: HVAC Repair & Maintenance/Pacific Air Control 
Contract: Keycard Access Maintenance/Western Hardware 
Contract: Plumbing Repair & Maintenance/Hermanson 
Contract: Parks Landscaping/Badgley’s 
Contract: Sports Turf Maintenance/Rich Landscaping, Inc. 
Contract: Residential Pond Mowing/AtWork! 
Contract: ROW Slope Mowing/Plantscapes 
Contract: ROW Landscaping/Badgley’s 
Contract: Street & Parks Sweeping/Best Parking Lot 
Contract: Vactoring Services/Everson’s Econo Vac 
Contract: Fence Repair/Industrial Solutions NW 
Contract: Tree Services/Swift Tree Care, Inc. 
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Contract: 2017 Ebright Creek Water Quality/48 North 
Agreement: SE 4th Street Utility Undergrounding/PSE 
Amendment: SE 4th Street Design/Perteet 
Contract: Economic Development/CIA 
Contract: Social Media/Kimsey 
Contract: Animal Care and Control Service/Regional Animal Services of King County 
Resolution: Final Acceptance Eastlake High School Turf Replacement Project (R2016-710) 
Ordinance: Authorizing The City Manager To Accept Certain Routine Real Property Conveyances 
On Behalf Of The City; Providing For Severability; And Establishing An Effective Date (O2016-
427) 
Approval: Minutes for the November 15, 2016 Regular Meeting 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Hornish moved to approve the Consent Agenda as amended. Deputy 
Mayor Valderrama seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0.  
 
Public Hearing 
 
Ordinance: Second Reading, Related To Surface Water Management; Amending Title 13 Of The 
Sammamish Municipal Code; Adopting The 2016 King County Surface Water Design Manual And 
Sammamish Addendum Thereto; Providing For Severability; And Establishing An Effective Date  
 
Steve Leniszewski, Public Works Director introduced Tawni Dalziel, Public Works Senior Stormwater 
Program Manager and Wayne Carlson with AHBL Consultants, who gave a staff update on the Surface 
Water Design Manual (showed a presentation available on the Sammamish website at 
www.sammamish.us ) 
 
Councilmember Huckabay requested a follow-up on the till level and cover of fill. Ms. Dalziel with check 
the Stormwater Design manual and make any needed changes before the effective date.  
 
Public Hearing opened at 9:33 pm and closed at 9:40 pm with the following comments. 
 
Public Comment 
 
Mary Wictor, 408 208th Ave NE, commented on her essential edits and would like to have them included 
in the manual (handed out an comment sheet to Council, available upon request to the City Clerk, 
manderson@sammamish.us )  
 
Councilmember Keller requested adding photographic records of changes to the manual for historical 
purposes. 
 
Councilmember Odell directed the City Manager to have the staff come back with the updates once 
completed no later than the end of April 2017.   
 
MOTION: Councilmember Hornish moved to approve the Ordinance (O2016-428), Related To Surface 
Water Management; Amending Title 13 Of The Sammamish Municipal Code; Adopting The 2016 King 
County Surface Water Design Manual And Sammamish Addendum Thereto; Providing For Severability; 
And Establishing An Effective Date as was discussed and amended tonight. Councilmember Huckabay 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
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Ordinance: Second Reading, Relating To Low Impact Development In The City; Amending Chapter 
21a.85 And Sections 16.15.020, 21a.15.112, 21a.15.625, 21a.15.731, 21a.25.030, 21a.15.190, 
21a.30.030 21a.30.140; 21a.35.055, 21a.35.060, 21a.35.070; 21a.40.120, 21b.15.080, 21b.15.230, 
21b.15.310, 21b.25.040; 21b.30.040, 21b.30.050, 21b.30.070, 21b.30.160, 21b.30.170, 21b.35.220, 
21b.85.030 And 21b.85.040 Of The Sammamish Municipal Code; Providing For Severability; And 
Establishing An Effective Date 
 
Tawni Dalziel, Public Works Senior Stormwater Program Manager and Wayne Carlson with AHBL 
Consultants, gave a staff update on the Low Impact Development code update. (showed a presentation 
available on the Sammamish website at www.sammamish.us ) 
 
Public Hearing opened at 9:52 pm and closed at 9:59 pm with the following comments. 
 
Public Comment 
 
Mary Wictor, 408 208th Ave NE: commented on the Low Impact Development. She feels that there 
should be a one-year warranty bond to ensure that the project is completed. She listed changes that she 
has prepared to the wording of the document. (Comments available upon request to the City Clerk, 
manderson@sammamish.us ) 
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to extend the meeting until 11:30 pm. Councilmember 
Malchow seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Malchow moved to strike the option to go from 15 feet to 50 feet with 
building height incentive, in Attachment G, page 34 of 67 (Items 3-4) SMC21A.85(4). Councilmember 
Hornish seconded. Motion carried 6-1 with Councilmember Huckabay dissenting. 
 
Councilmember Huckabay does not feel that it is necessary to remove this option as it has never been 
used in the past.  
 
Ms. Dalziel would like to ensure that the amendments to be passed, include the discussion in her 
presentation further defining critical areas that is in the exhibit attached to the ordinance.  
 
MOTION: Councilmember Malchow moved to adopt the Ordinance (O2016-429) Relating To Low Impact 
Development In The City; Amending Chapter 21a.85 And Sections 16.15.020, 21a.15.112, 21a.15.625, 
21a.15.731, 21a.25.030, 21a.15.190, 21a.30.030 21a.30.140; 21a.35.055, 21a.35.060, 21a.35.070; 
21a.40.120, 21b.15.080, 21b.15.230, 21b.15.310, 21b.25.040; 21b.30.040, 21b.30.050, 21b.30.070, 
21b.30.160, 21b.30.170, 21b.35.220, 21b.85.030 And 21b.85.040 Of The Sammamish Municipal Code; 
Providing For Severability; And Establishing An Effective Date as amended. Deputy Mayor Valderrama 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0.  
 
Ordinance: O2016-417 Of The City Of Sammamish, Washington, Amending The Surface Water 
Design Manual And Section 13.20.020 Of The Sammamish Municipal Code Relating To Surface 
Water Management; Providing For Severability; And Declaring An Emergency 
 
City Manager Howard stated that we are holding a public hearing with regards to an emergency 
ordinance amending the stormwater requirements for Tamarack neighborhood. This agenda 
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item becomes mute with the passage of the previous ordinance (O2016-429) but there is a 
requirement to hold a public hearing within 60 days of an emergency ordinance.  
 
Public Hearing opened at 10:18 pm and closed at 10:26 pm with the following comments. 
 
Public Comment 
 
Mary Wictor,408 208th Ave NE, suggested several changes and had questions to be addressed. (comments 
available upon request to the City Clerk, manderson@sammamish.us ) 
 
Jeffrey Weems, 941 206th Ave NE, his group has concerns about the emergency ordinance passed two 
years ago on Inglewood Hill Road plat. He stated that he appreciates the work being done on Inglewood 
Hill Road with the trunkline improvements.  
 
Unfinished Business – None 
 
New Business 
 
Contract: Prosecution Services/Moberly 
 
Director of Administrative Services, Beth Goldberg gave an overview of the contract for Prosecution services.  
This is the first increase in the four years of service for Ms. Moberly and the staff of her law firm.  
 
Deputy Mayor Valderrama questioned why this contract did not go out to bid. He would like to see this come 
back in two years as a Request For Proposal (RFP).  
 
Ms. Goldberg stated that there were no structural changes that were needed in this contract as was the case 
with the Public Defense Services.  
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to approve the Contract with Prosecution Services/Moberly to 
direct the City Manager to go out to bid in the next budget cycle. Councilmember Keller seconded. 
  
AMENDMENT: Councilmember Hornish moved to not require an RFP but approve this bill as proposed.  
Councilmember Huckabay seconded. Amendment carried by a vote of 6-1 with Deputy Mayor Valderrama 
dissenting. 
 
MAIN MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to approve the Contract with Prosecution 
Services/Moberly as amended. Councilmember Keller seconded. Motion carried 6-1 with Deputy Mayor 
Valderrama dissenting.  
 
Contract: Legal Services/Kenyon Disend 
 
City Manager Lyman Howard gave a statement of support for our current legal counsel.  
Beth Goldberg gave a staff update on the services provided by Kenyon Disend. They have institutional 
knowledge from working with the City over many years.  
 
MOTION: Councilmember Keller moved to approve the 2017-2018 Contract for Legal Services/Kenyon 
Disend. Councilmember Malchow seconded. Motion carried 6-1 with Deputy Mayor Valderrama dissenting. 
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Deputy Mayor Valderrama questioned the wording of the contract and feels the previous increases have 
been switching from Cost of Living Adjustment (COLA) to percentage increases. He feels that there has been 
an inconsistency over the years relating to how the increases have been given.  
 
Council Reports/Committee Reports 
 
Councilmember Tom Odell has resigned from the YMCA (Y) board as the City’s representative, to avoid 
any potential conflict of interest in decisions that involve the Y and the Y property. The Transportation 
Committee meets at 9:30 am tomorrow. He attended the Transportation Technology Conference a 
couple weeks ago. He attended the Growth Management Planning Council meeting today and will be 
joining the flood control group which has implications for Lake Sammamish.  
 
Councilmember Christie Malchow spoke regarding the YMCA property and she would like to defer the 
decisions on the property until the PRO plan update and the land acquisition strategies are complete.   
 
MOTION: Councilmember Malchow moved to defer decisions on the YMCA owned property and the 
planning process until the PRO plan update and land acquisition strategies are complete. To authorize 
the City Manager to meet with the YMCA or staff to renegotiate the contract to extend the deadline for 
one additional year until June of 2019 as well as engage the Parks Commission in the process. 
Councilmember Hornish seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
AMENDMENT: Valderrama moved to continue with a feasibility study, non-site specific and to look at an 
advisory vote. No second.  
 
Councilmember Bob Keller spoke regarding an open motion from the November 15, 2016 Council 
Meeting that needs to be voted on as it was left on the table.  
 
MOTION: Councilmember Keller directed the City Manager to initiate a formal policy discussion and 
review on R1 zoning, on a City-wide basis, related to any up zoning. The process should include review of 
the historical establishment of all R1 zoning and any related overlays, environmental and wild life 
impacts, any current comprehensive plan direction, potential traffic, infrastructure, parks (Emerald 
Necklace) and school related impacts. The process should follow our legislative review on land use 
including prior evaluation by the planning commission. Councilmember Malchow seconded. Motion 
carried unanimously 7-0. 

He suggested that Council also vote on the Transfer of Development Rights (TDR) programs for 
Sammamish. The primary use of this program would be to focus on the density and protect 
neighborhood character. City Manager Howard stated that this is on our work plan.  

MOTION: Councilmember Keller moved to direct the City Manager to put it on the agenda to look at the 
TDR program in Sammamish as amended. Councilmember Hornish seconded. Motion carried 
unanimously 7-0. 

AMENDMENT: Councilmember Odell would also direct the City Manager to also look outside the City for 
the TDR program. Councilmember Malchow seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0.  
 
Councilmember Kathy Huckabay attended the Eastside Fire and Rescue (EF&R) meeting. She stated that 
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the Deputy Chief’s salary needs to be addressed. She also attended the Regional Transit committee 
meeting and has worked with staff to complete an ordinance that provided the RTC opportunity to 
review, comment on and make recommendations on transit and how transit will be provided in the 
future. She attended the conference on Advanced Technology and commented on flying cars.  
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to extend the meeting until 11:45 pm. Councilmember 
Malchow seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0.  

Deputy Mayor Ramiro Valderrama attended the Advanced Transportation conference with his 
fellow councilmembers. He also attended the EF&R meeting.  
 
Mayor Don Gerend stated that an AD-Hoc committee needs to be appointed for the City 
Manager Lyman Howard’s performance review.  
 
MOTION: Councilmember Huckabay moved to appoint Councilmember Keller, Councilmember 
Odell and Councilmember Malchow to an ad-hoc committee for the City Manager’s 
performance review. Deputy Mayor Valderrama seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0.  
 
City Manager Report  
 
Mr. Howard reminded Council that, through our changeover of solid waste providers, the City is 
encouraging composting of food scraps etc. More information has been sent out to all households and is 
on the city website.                            
He received today from Public Works, a traffic analysis for the Mars Hill Church and the Central 
Washington University. Council will receive a copy by email tomorrow. The conclusion from the analysis 
is that it would have little or no impact on vehicular operations and intersections in the short and long 
term.  
The GIS system updates are behind schedule and the Beta site is not up yet and more implementation is 
needed. A GIS assessment with be conducted in January of 2017.  
 
Mr. Howard thanked Council for a great year and all the accomplishments achieved during 2016. 
 
Mayor Don Gerend reflected on the passage of a long time Sammamish citizen and close friend, Jim 
Kahn. He showed a slide show of photos with some of Mr. Kahn’s life achievements.  
 
Executive Session – None 
 
Meeting adjourned at 11:50 pm 
 
__________________________________ _______________________________ 
    Lita Hachey, Deputy City Clerk          Donald J. Gerend, Mayor 
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COUNCIL MINUTES 
Regular Meeting 

January 3, 2017 
 
Mayor Don Gerend called the regular meeting of the Sammamish City Council to order at 6:30 pm. 
 
Councilmembers present:  
Mayor Don Gerend 
Deputy Mayor Ramiro Valderrama 
Councilmember Tom Hornish 
Councilmember Kathy Huckabay 
Councilmember Bob Keller 
Councilmember Christie Malchow 
Councilmember Tom Odell 
 
Staff present:   
Lyman Howard, City Manager 
Jessi Bon, Deputy City Manager 
Aaron Antin, Finance Director 
Jeff Thomas, Community Development Director 
David Pyle, Deputy Director Community Development 
Angie Feser, Parks & Recreation Director 
Steve Leniszewski, Public Works Director 
Cheryl Paston, Deputy Director Public Works 
Andrew Zagars, City Engineer 
Jed Ireland, Senior Project Manager 
Jim Grueber, Senior Project Manager 
Mike Kenyon, City Attorney  
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk  
 
Roll Call/Pledge of Allegiance 
 
 Roll was called. Den 7 Troop 682 led the Flag Ceremony and Pledge 

 
Approval of Agenda 
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to approve the agenda. Councilmember Odell seconded. 
Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
Student Liaison Report 
 
Presentations/Proclamations 
 Election: Deputy Mayor 2017 – Councilmember Hornish nominated Councilmember Malchow. 

Councilmember Odell nominated Councilmember Keller.  
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Vote: Malchow – 3-4 with Mayor Gerend, Councilmembers Odell, Huckabay and Keller 
dissenting. 
Vote: Keller – 7-0. 

 
 Presentation: Reserve Police Officers Recognition 

 
Mayor Gerend recognized Reserve Offices Andrew Tilton and Matt Seybold for their volunteer 
work with the Sammamish Police Department. Andrew is receiving the gold award for his 870 
hours of volunteer work. Matt Seybold is receiving the bronze award for more than 150 hours of 
volunteer work.  

 
Public Comment 
 
Larry Crandall, 4335 Issaquah-Pine Lake Road SE, thanked the City for all it has done for him. 
 
Jill Loveland, 25710 SE 32nd Place, is concerned that there is no “End School Zone” sign on the Duthie Hill 
Road. 
 
Bill Way, 3451 E Lake Sammamish Shore Lane NE, spoke regarding boat docks on Lake Sammamish that 
are part of an upland development 1,400 ft. away from the dock. He feels the docks should not be 
approved. 
 
Charles Meyers, 2121 E Lake Sammamish, spoke in opposition to the newest phase of the East Lake 
Sammamish Trail. He does not believe that their current permit complies with Sammamish Code, 
specifically the requirements of proof of ownership. 
 
Mark Cross, 247 208th Avenue NE, spoke regarding the docks being built on Lake Sammamish without 
the requirements for restrooms and parking. He feels the code should be changed to require that. He 
also spoke about the East Lake Sammamish Trail and the lack of ownership. 
 
Jan Bird, 3310 221st Avenue SE, thanked Council for approving the clearing and grading permit for the 
next phase of the East Lake Sammamish Trail.  She also agrees with the previous speaker regarding the 
docks on Lake Sammamish.  
 
Reid Brockway, 167 E. Lake Sammamish Shore Lane NE, Representing the Sammamish Home Owners 
(SHO) group. He read prepared comments written by George Toskey. 
 
Jennifer O’Neal, 22506 NE 39th, Representing Cultural Navigators Program, thanked the City Council for 
their Human Service Grant.  
 
Consent Agenda 
Payroll for period ending November 30, 2016 for pay date December 5, 2016 in the amount of $ 
340,373.09 
Payroll for period ending December 15, 2016 for pay date December 20, 2016 in the amount of $ 
333,413.03 
Approval: Claims For Period Ending December 15, 2016 In The Amount Of $3,124,948.52 For Check No. 
46092 Through 46212 
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Approval: Claims For Period Ending January 3, 2017 In The Amount Of $566,006.53 For Check No. 46213 
Through 46321 
Contract: Geotechnical Services/HWA Geosciences, Inc. 
Approval: 2017 Vehicle Replacements 
Approval: 2017 Vehicle Purchases 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Hornish moved to approve the Consent Agenda. Councilmember Odell 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
Public Hearing 
Ordinance: Second Reading, Authorizing Use Of Condemnation Pursuant To Chapter 8.12 RCW As 
Required For The SE 4th Street Improvement Project; And Authorizing Payment Therefor From The City's 
Transportation Capital Improvement Program Fund 
 
Public Hearing opened at 7:21 pm. 
 
Public Comment 
 
James Jordan, 634 SE 222nd, He was speaking on behalf of the neighbors along 222nd Avenue SE. They 
will lose their mailboxes along SE 4th Street. He would like someone to come and explain to him and his 
neighbors what their options are.  
 
Public Hearing closed at 7:25 pm. 
 
Councilmember Valderrama requested notification regarding any properties that end up going to 
condemnation. Councilmember Malchow suggested that another letter be sent out to the affected 
property owners explaining the process and timeline in more detail.  
 
MOTION: Councilmember Odell moved to approve the ordinance authorizing us of condemnation for 
the SE 4th Street Improvement Project and authorizing payment therefor from the City’s Transportation 
Capital Improvement Program Fund. Councilmember Huckabay seconded. Motion carried unanimously 
7-0 (O2017-430). 
 
Unfinished Business - None 
 
New Business 
 
Discussion: Transportation Master Plan Scoping 
Deputy City Manager Jessi Bon introduced the discussion. She was joined by Paul Feusel and Michael 
Lapham from KPG, John Cunningham, consultant and Deputy Public Works Director Cheryl Paston. They 
showed a PowerPoint presentation (available on the City’s website at www.sammamish.us). 
 
Councilmember Huckabay hopes the scope of work will include emerging technologies and a wider 
range of safety than just schools. Councilmember Hornish asked if the plan will provide a prioritization 
between all types of projects, not just prioritizing different types of projects. 
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MOTION: Councilmember Malchow moved to approve the proposed scope of work and authorize the 
City Manager to proceed with consultant procurement and selection after the Council Retreat. 
Councilmember Valderrama seconded. Motion carried 7-0. 
 
Councilmember Valderrama feels the Council should have a discussion on prioritization before 
approving this contract. He feels this should be discussed at the Council retreat. 
 
Council recessed for 5 minutes. 
 
Discussion: Sahalee Way Update 
 
City Engineer Andrew Zagar and Senior Project Engineer Jed Ireland gave the staff report and showed a 
PowerPoint presentation (available on the City’s website at www.sammamish.us).  
 
Councilmember Valderrama is concerned that this project will just move the traffic down closer to SR 
202 and won’t really solve the current problems.  
 
Contract: Sahalee Way Improvement Project Design/Perteet, Inc. 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Odell moved to authorize the City Manager to execute a contract with 
Perteet, Inc. not to exceed $1,575,176 for Engineering and Professional Services and administer a 
management reserve of $80,000 for the Sahalee Way Widening Project. Councilmember Huckabay 
seconded. Motion failed 3-4 with Mayor Gerend and Councilmembers Valderrama, Hornish and 
Malchow dissenting. 
 
Councilmember Valderrama does not support moving forward on this project because it will not solve the 
congestion problem. Councilmember Malchow feels that the City staff has not sent out the appropriate 
information to the public about what this project will or will not accomplish. Councilmember Hornish is not 
wanting to move forward on the project. Mayor Gerend also feels that this project will not solve congestion, 
and the money for this project could be used on other projects that will solve congestion problems. 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Valderrama moved to extend the meeting until 12:00 pm. Councilmember 
Huckabay seconded. Motion carried 6-1 with Councilmember Odell dissenting. 
 
Discussion: Eastside Transportation Partnership 2017 Legislative Priorities 
 
Council directed Councilmember Odell to support these priorities at the next Eastside Transportation 
Partnership meeting. 
 
Resolution: 2017 Legislative Priorities 
 
Council requested changes to the first paragraph regarding Comprehensive Transportation Package 
Addressing City Transportation Needs. City Manager Howard will make the changes and bring the 
priorities back at the next meeting on the Consent Agenda. 
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Proclamation: Schools Choice Week 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Valderrama moved to proclaim January 22-28 as Schools Choice Week in 
Sammamish. Councilmember Malchow seconded. Motion carried 4-3 with Deputy Mayor Keller and 
Councilmembers Odell and Huckabay dissenting. 
 
Councilmembers Odell, Huckabay and Deputy Mayor Keller did not feel they have enough information 
on the organization sponsoring the proclamation. 
 
Council Reports/Committee Reports 
 Regional Committees – The Council approved the following regional committee 

members. 
 
2017 Regional Committees: 
 
 YMCA Board (Board meets monthly; subcommittees meet monthly or other frequencies as needed) 
• None at present 
 
Eastside Transportation Partnership (ETP) 
• Kathleen Huckabay 
• Tom Odell 
• Don Gerend (alternate) 
 
Eastside Fire and Rescue (meets monthly) 
• Bob Keller 
• Ramiro Valderrama-Aramayo 
• Christie Malchow (alternate) 
 
EF&R Finance and Administrative Committee (meets monthly) 
• Kathleen Huckabay  
• Bob Keller (alternative) 

 
Emergency Medical Services Advisory Task Force (3-4 times per year) 
• Bob Keller 

 
Kokanee Working Group (quarterly) 
• Tom Odell 
• Kathy Huckabay 
• Don Gerend 

  
Sound Cities Association PIC (meets monthly) 
• Bob Keller (alternate) 
• Christie Malchow  
 
Salmon Recovery Council WRIA 8 - Water Resource Inventory Area (meets monthly) 
• Tom Odell 
• Don Gerend (alternate) 
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City Manager Report  
Mr. Howard confirmed that the Council will have a joint meeting with the Issaquah City Council on 
January 24, 2017. 
 
Executive Session – To Evaluate the Qualifications of Candidates for Appointment pursuant to RCW 
42.10.110(1)(h), To Review the Performance of a Public Employee pursuant to RCW 42.10.110(1)(g), 
Potential Litigation pursuant to RCW 42.10.110(1)(i), and Potential Property Acquisition pursuant to 
RCW 42.10.110(1)(b) 
 
Council adjourned to Executive Session at 11:18 pm. 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Huckabay moved to reappoint the following members to the Parks 
Commission: 
 
Loreen Leo 
Katherine Low 
Cheryl Wagner 
 
Councilmember Keller seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Odell moved to reappoint Lin Garretson to a four year term on the Arts 
Commission. Councilmember Valderrama seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Huckabay moved to appoint the following members to the Beaver Lake 
Management District: 
 
John Burdekin 
Heather Grassman 
Del Goehner 
Joe McConnell 
Bassem Bejjani 
 
Councilmember Malchow seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
Council agreed to interview the following applicants for the Planning Commission at the January 10, 
2017 Special Meeting. 
 
Jane Garrison 
Roisin O’Farrell 
Eric Peterson 
Matthew Petrich 
Dan Young 
 
Meeting adjourned at 12:20 pm. 
 
__________________________________ _______________________________ 
    Melonie Anderson, City Clerk      Donald J. Gerend, Mayor 
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COUNCIL MINUTES 
Special Meeting 

January 10, 2017 
 
 
Mayor Don Gerend called the special meeting of the Sammamish City Council to order at 5:30 
pm. 
 
Roll Call – Roll was called 
 
Executive Session: To Review the Performance of a Public Employee pursuant to RCW 
42.30.110(1)(g) and Potential Property Acquisition pursuant to RCW 42.30.110(b) 
 
Lyman Howard, City Manager announced that the Executive Session will be extended until 6:45 
pm.  
 
Council adjourned to Executive Session at 5:32 pm and returned at 6:43 pm with no action.  
 
Return to Special Meeting       6:45 pm 
 
Councilmembers present:  
Mayor Don Gerend 
Deputy Mayor Bob Keller 
Councilmember Tom Hornish 
Councilmember Kathy Huckabay 
Councilmember Christie Malchow 
Councilmember Tom Odell 
Councilmember Ramiro Valderrama 
 
Staff present:   
Lyman Howard, City Manager 
Jessi Bon, Deputy City Manager 
Jeff Thomas, Community Development Director 
Aaron Antin, Finance/IT Director 
Angie Feser, Parks & Recreation Director 
Kyle Endelman, Deputy Director 
Steve Leniszewski, Public Works Director 
Andrew Zagars, City Engineer 
Sam Park, Public Works Senior Project Engineer 
Tim Larson, Communications Manager 
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Mike Kenyon, City Attorney  
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
Lita Hachey, Deputy City Clerk  
 
Roll Call – Roll was called 
 
Pledge of Allegiance – Councilmember Valderrama led the pledge. 
 
Approval of Agenda 
 
Councilmember Hornish moved to change the agenda and have Public Comment moved to 
after the first Recognition in Presentations and Proclamations. Councilmember Valderrama 
seconded.  
 
City Manager Howard suggested that we start with Public Comment and when King County 
Councilmember Lambert arrives, break for her recognition at that time.  
 
MOTION: Councilmember Hornish moved to approve the agenda. Councilmember Valderrama 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously 6-1 with Councilmember Huckabay dissenting.  
 
Public Comment 
 
Gene Morel, 2933 E Lk Sammamish Pkwy SE, spoke regarding the East Lake Sammamish Trail 
(ELST) and the problems that homeowners are having with the permitting process. (Handed out a 
comment sheet to City Council, available upon request to the City Clerk, manderson@sammamish.us ) 
 
Arul Menzez, 3145 E Lk Sammamish Shore Lane SE, spoke regarding the ELS Trail  (Handed out a 
comment sheet to City Council and showed a PowerPoint presentation, available upon request to the City Clerk, 
manderson@sammamish.us ) 
 
Annette McNabb, 3143 E Lk Sammamish Shore Lane SE, spoke regarding the ELS Trail and the 
issues they have with the permitting process. She would like the City to rescind the Shoreline 
Substantial Development Permit granted to King County.   
 
Doug Schumacher, 3141 E Lk Sammamish Shore Lane SE, spoke regarding the ELS Trail and 
suggested pulling back the King County permit.  
 
Councilmember Lambert arrived at meeting. 
 
Presentations/Proclamations 
 
Recognition: King County Councilmember Kathy Lambert 
Ms. Lambert spoke about the Best Start for Kids program, Sports for Youth, Medication for 
Pets- Medical plan for pets, New program called “Aces” for children. Invitational Meeting on 
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January 18th about the Solid Waste program. Spoke regarding the Puget sound Regional 
Council. Presented Mayor Gerend with a check for 2 grants in the amount of $85,000.00 for 
Parks and Recreation projects.  
 
Mayor Don Gerend presented Councilmember Lambert with a proclamation and gifts. 
Read the following proclamation: 
 
Whereas, King County Councilmember Kathy Lambert represents the residents of 
District 3, the largest of the nine Council districts; and 
Whereas, more importantly, she also represents the very fine people of Sammamish; 
and 
Whereas, she has always been willing to listen and share her thoughts with Sammamish 
city officials in a collaborative and helpful way; and 
Whereas, she has recently helped the city obtain two grants (for our parks), one for 
$35,000 and another for $50,000; and 
Whereas, King County Councilmember Kathy Lambert is on the board of directors for 
the Eastside Human Services Forum and Hopelink; and 
Whereas, she uses her influence as the Chair of the Council’s Committee of the Whole 
and as Vice Chair of the Budget Committee for the good of all communities; and 
Whereas, she is our ally, our representative, and our friend in a distant courthouse; 
Now therefore, I, Don Gerend, Mayor of the City of Sammamish, to hereby proclaim, on 
behalf of the entire Sammamish City Council, and our entire community, the deepest 
gratitude and affection for our champion, King County Councilmember Kathy Lambert. 
 
Public Comment, continued 
 
Councilmember Huckabay suggested if there might be a different forum that could be used for 
citizens to present their various property issues. 
Mr. Howard suggested setting up a special meeting with the ELS Trail citizens to discuss the 
individual complaints and to meet with staff, either individually or in a group setting.  
 
Ted Davis, 3139 E Lk Sammamish Shore Lane SE, spoke regarding the ELS Trail and the issues 
that citizens are having with the permitting process with King County.  
 
Mike Kenyon, City Attorney, stated that the deadline on January 27th is just for public to provide 
comments on the pending applications for shoreline substantial development permits (SSDP). 
The County has applied for two permits, the SSDP and a clear and grade permit.  
 
Mr. Morel, (spoke previously), spoke on behalf of Mr. Miller, Mr. Conger and Mr. Stewart 
explaining the issues they have with property taxes and the permitting process.  
 
Chris Large, 2811 E Lk Sammamish Pkwy SE, spoke regarding the ELS Trail permitting issues and 
asked the Council to rescind the permit application for the Trail.  
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Shawn Huarte, 3003 E Lk Sammamish Pkwy SE, spoke regarding the ELS Trail issues and having 
Mr. Morel’s parking moved to his property.  
 
Mary Wictor, 408 208th Ave NE, spoke about Public Input Challenges (PowerPoint available upon 
request to the City Clerk, manderson@sammamish.us ) 
 
Margaret Klomp, 149 E Lk Sammamish Shore Lane NE, spoke regarding a dispersion area near 
their home and she would prefer that the drainage go through the wetland area instead. (Handed 
out a comment sheet to City Council, available upon request to the City Clerk, manderson@sammamish.us ) 
 
Charles Meyer, 2121 E Lk Sammamish Place SE (representing the Sammamish Homeowners 
Board SHO) spoke regarding the East Lake Sammamish Trail.  
 
Skip Buchanan, 813 E Lk Sammamish Pkwy NE, spoke about his request for flexibility regarding 
the vegetation on his property and trying to save 30 arborvitaes bushes.  
 
Reid Brockway, 167 E Lake Sammamish Shore Lane NE, spoke regarding the ELS Trail lawsuit. 
 
Darren Pritt, 1433 E Lk Sammamish Shore Lane SE, spoke regarding the trail in the Mint Grove 
neighborhood. He is concerned about safety and emergency vehicle access.  
 
Ray Spencer, 133 E Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE, spoke about his issues with the Trail 
permitting and ownership of the properties.  
 
Sharon Steinbis, 24933 SE 14th Street, thanked City Council for their support of the Washington 
Native Plant Stewardship program in Sammamish.  
 
Councilmember Malchow acknowledged Ms. Steinbis for the recognition she received from the 
Native Plant Stewardship Committee from the Washington State level as Steward of the Year.  
 
Jeff Gelfuso, 1423 E Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE, Mint Grove neighborhood, expressed his 
frustration with the Trail process and would like to know what can be done to improve this.  
 
John Landry, 1225 E Lk Sammamish Shore Land SE, Mint Grove, He asked Council about the 
driveway grades and emergency vehicles ability to access.  
 
City Manager Howard reminded citizens that there is currently a representative from King 
County available for discussions and to review individual proposed plans at Sammamish City 
Hall. The clear & grade permit has not been issued and will not be until all the City’s issues are 
dealt with. King County is currently suing the City over this permit.  
Councilmember Huckabay would like to see the Trail permit information on the City website so 
it would be clear what the status is on each permit.  
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Doug Borrell, Mint Grove, 1317 E Lk Sammamish Shore Lane SE, concerned about the safety 
and access by emergency vehicles. Spoke about a culvert situation near his home. He would like 
to have the 300 trees saved from being cut down at the entrance to their community.  
 
Jeff Thomas, Director of Community Development, commented about the Trail permitting 
process and the amendments sent to the Shoreline Hearings Board and Department of Ecology. 
The process changed zoning type from R2 to R4 and is still pending final approval from the State 
Department of Ecology. The application for the South Segment 2B is being processed as a Type 
2, as was Segment 2A. This might change depending on the timing of the approval.   
Councilmember Odell commented that he believes the wetland area by Mint Grove is actually a 
part of Pine Lake Creek. This area may be a part of the Kokanee Work Group’s culvert 
replacement project. The Type 2 permit is issued administratively by the Director of Community 
Development and the appeal would be made directly to the Shoreline Hearings Board. With the 
Type 4 process, staff makes a recommendation to the Hearing Examiner, who makes the 
decision. This decision is then appealable to the Shoreline Hearings Board.  
 
Vicki Beres, 2305 E Lk Sammamish Place SE, her home is one of the split properties and she is 
concerned about the area scheduled to be bulldozed to create a wetland buffer addition. Also, 
the removal of a pedestrian bridge and not providing them access to their dock. No 
replacement options are being provided by King County. She feels that all this is totally 
unnecessary.  
 
Reid Brockway (spoke previously), asked about the sixty percent (60%) plan that are available 
from the applications and what is it that is subjected to the January 27, 2017 deadline.  
 
Jeff Thomas, Director of Community Development, stated that the 60% plans are a part of the 
Shoreline Substantial Development permit application and the comments are relating to those 
plans. Comments should be submitted to the City by January 27th. Those comments will be sent 
to the County and responses are expected back.  
 
John Titcoms, 629 E Lk Sammamish Shore Lane NE, commented about the trail and an 
opportunity in opening up George Davis Creek. He feels that the County does not own the right 
of way.  
 
Eric Loper, 19314 SE 24th Way, he shares ownership with six others on some property on the 
lake. He would like Council to consider rescinding the permit. 
 
Nick Silas, 429 E Lk Sammamish Shore Lane SE, Mint Grove neighborhood, spoke regarding the 
Trail issues and how can these issues happen in our City and Country. He is concerned about 
the safety issues and emergency vehicle access.  
 
Quanna, 1601 E Lk Sammamish Pkwy SE, next to Mint Grove, is concerned about the King 
County (KC) process with the Trail and questioned why KC is fighting them with their own 
money.  
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George, would like to know the timing of the process and if this information can be found on 
the Sammamish website.  
 
Lyman Howard stated that all this information will be made available on the City website.  He 
also stated that the clear and grade permit has not yet been accepted as complete. The City 
Manager will have the City Attorney make a formal legal review of all the comments made here 
tonight.  
 
Councilmember Valderrama spoke about the processes that should be in place during this 
permit. He would like those displayed on the Sammamish website. He feels that King County 
needs to come and explain themselves. A special meeting needs to be held to address all these 
issues and comments made here tonight.  
 
Councilmember Huckabay would also like to set up a Special meeting in the immediate future 
to address all these issues.  
 
Kathy Lambert recommended that a group of citizens, from this meeting, attend the King 
County Council meeting and express these frustrations to the entire KC Council at their public 
comment session. (the last Monday of every month is a time for Open Public Testimony at 1:30 
pm at the Committee of the Whole (COW) meeting) 
 
Council recessed for five minutes at 8:55 pm.  
 
Presentation: Overview of Central Washington University Memorandum of Understanding 
 
Lyman Howard introduced Aaron Antin, Director of Finance, who gave a staff update and 
presentation (available on the City of Sammamish website at www.sammamish.us ) 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Valderrama moved to authorize the City Manager to execute a 
signed Memorandum Of Understanding(MOU) with direction to move forward on the operating 
lease agreement. Councilmember Huckabay seconded. Motion carried by a vote of 6-1 with 
Councilmember Hornish dissenting. 
 
Councilmember Hornish does not like the use of tax-payer’s dollars on this investment, with 
such a low rate of return. He feels that this MOU is not binding enough and it is not what the 
Council agreed upon.  
 
Councilmember Valderrama asked if we could get a firmer binding agreement by next week. 
Mr. Howard does not believe that would be possible.  
 
Presentation: Eastside Fire & Rescue Strategic Plan 
 
Fire Chief Jeff Clark updated Council on the Eastside Fire & Rescue Strategic Plan. Council 
received a hand-out detailing the plan.  
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Consent Agenda 

• Payroll for period ending December 31, 2016 for pay date January 5, 2017 in the amount 
of $ 333,192.05 

1. Resolution: 2017 Legislative Priorities 
2. Resolution: Appointing One Regular Member To The Sammamish Arts Commission 
3. Resolution: Appointing Three Regular Members To The Sammamish Parks And 

Recreation Commission  
4. Resolution: Appointing Five Regular Member To The Beaver Lake Management District 

Commission 
5. Contract: Surveying Services/PACE 
6. Contract: Engineering Services/PACE 

 
MOTION: Councilmember Odell moved to approve the Consent Agenda. Councilmember 
Malchow seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
Public Hearing - None 
 
Unfinished Business   
 
Commission Interviews - Planning Commission Applicants 
Council interviewed the following applicants for the Planning Commission.  

• Jane Garrison 
• Roisin O’Farrell 
• Matthew Petrich 
• Dan Young 
• Eric Peterson 

 
MOTION: Councilmember Odell moved to extend the meeting until 11:30 pm. Councilmember 
Malchow seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0.  
 
Executive Session: Evaluating Qualifications of an Applicant pursuant to RCW 42.30.110(h) and 
Potential Property Acquisition pursuant to RCW 42.30.110(b) 
 
Council adjourned to Executive Session at 10:42 pm and returned at 11:22 pm.  
 
MOTION: Councilmember Odell moved to extend the meeting until 12:00 am. Councilmember 
Malchow seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0.  
 
Resolution: Appointing Two Members To The Sammamish Planning Commission 
 
The City Council voted on the applicants and the following individuals were appointed to the 
Sammamish Planning Commission: 
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Roisin O’Farrell - Position #2 (3 year term)  Term Expires January 31, 2020 
Jane Garrison - Position #5 (4 year term)  Term Expires January 31, 2021 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Odell moved to approve the resolution appointing Roisin O’Farrell to 
Position # 2 and Jane Garrison to Position # 5 of the Sammamish Planning Commission. 
Councilmember Huckabay seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
New Business 
 
Discussion: Issaquah Fall City Road Project Update 
 
Steve Leniszewski, Public Works Director and Andrew Zagars, City Engineer gave a staff update 
and Steve Lewis, HW Lochner consultants showed a presentation. (Presentation available on the 
City website at www.sammamish.us ) 
 
The Issaquah Fall City Road Improvement Project will widen the corridor between 242nd Ave SE 
to Klahanie Dr. SE, including two travel lanes in each direction with curb, gutter, sidewalk, 
landscape/amenity strips and bike lanes. The project team has reached a critical design 
milestone and a decision needs to be made regarding the type of roadway crossing where 
Issaquah Fall City Road crosses the North Fork of Issaquah Creek. The options include a bridge 
or a culvert, both of which have pros and cons. 

MOTION: Deputy Mayor Keller moved to extend the meeting until 12:15 am. Councilmember 
Huckabay seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0.  
 
Council will submit their questions to Staff in the next week to be answered by Public Works 
Staff.  

Council Reports/Committee Reports 
 
City Manager Report  
 
Mayor Gerend asked for Council’s approval to support a request by Senator Mark Mullet. He 
will be sending a letter to the State Legislature asking them to move forward with the I-90/SR-
18 interchange project.  The Mayor could sign a letter of support tomorrow if approved by 
Council tonight. Council gave conditional approval once it is clearly determined what is included 
in this proposal.  
 
Councilmember Malchow would like to have a webcast/LiveStream of the Council retreat next 
week for those Citizens that unable to be there. Council asked the City Manager to look into a 
webcast recording of the meeting to see if it is technically feasible.  
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Executive Session – None 
 
Meeting adjourned at 12:23 pm 
 
__________________________________ _______________________________ 
    Lita Hachey, Deputy City Clerk     Donald J. Gerend, Mayor 
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2017 Date Submitted: 2/1/2017 
 

Originating Department: Public Works 
 
Clearances: 
 Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Public Safety 

☐ Admin Services ☐ Finance & IT  Public Works 

 City Manager ☐ Parks & Recreation   

Subject:    Issaquah Fall City Rd Improvement Project – 242nd Ave SE to Klahanie Dr. SE  
(Phase 1) 

 
Action Required:    Select a culvert or bridge as the stream crossing alternative where Issaquah Fall City 

Road crosses the North Fork of Issaquah Creek. 
 

 
Exhibits:    1. Presentation to Council 

2. Resolution providing design guidance for Phase 1 of the Issaquah Fall City Road 
Improvement Project 

 
Budget:    $17,292,000 is in the approved 2017-18 budget (Streets Capital Fund-340) for the 

Issaquah Fall City Road Improvement Project 
 

 

Summary Statement: 
This is a follow-up to the City Council presentation and discussion on January 10, 2017. The design 
configuration for the Issaquah Fall City Road Corridor is nearing completion. To move forward to 30% 
design and maintain the project schedule, staff is requesting direction from the City Council on a stream 
crossing alternative where Issaquah Fall City Road crosses the North Fork of Issaquah Creek.  
 
As part of the roadway widening, the existing culvert will need to be replaced with either the application 
of a culvert or a bridge section. There are pro’s and con’s to both crossing applications and staff will 
review those details in a presentation at the Council meeting. The draft presentation is also included as 
part of the City Council packet.  
 
Updated cost estimates for both options are provided in the table below.  
 

Cost Estimates Bridge Option Culvert Option 
Construction Costs $6,200,000 $3,670,000 
Mitigation Costs 400,000 600,000 
20-Year Maintenance Costs 80,000 25,000 
Additional Pavement Wear 700,000 2,000,000 
Construction Traffic Control 1,000,000 300,000 
TOTAL ESTIMATED COST $8,380,000 $6,820,000 

Please note these are costs relative to the creek crossing section, not the entire projects cost 

City Council Agenda Bill 

Bill # 14



Page 2 of 3 
 

Additional details on the two design options are provided in the table below. 
 

Other Factors Bridge Option Culvert Option 
Life Expectancy 75 to 100 year 70 to 100 years 
Length of Construction* 14 months 4 months 
Road Closure Two Lanes Open (w/flaggers) Full Road Closure 
Environmental Impacts Low Medium 
Tribal Support Preferred Option  
Fill Needed ≈ 10,000 cubic yards ≈ 46,300 cubic yards 
Truck Loads to Haul Fill ≈ 1,000 ≈ 6,000 

*Construction length refers to this section (creek crossing) of the project only. The construction length for 
the entire project is estimated to be 24 months. 
 
Staff is seeking approval of the resolution and a design option at the February 7, 2017 City Council 
meeting. This decision is essential to allow the design to proceed and to maintain the overall project 
schedule.  
 
Background: 
 
The Issaquah Fall City Road Improvement Project will widen the corridor between 242nd Ave SE to 
Klahanie Dr. SE, including two travel lanes in each direction with curb, gutter, sidewalk, 
landscape/amenity strips and bike lanes. A consultant contract was awarded to H.W. Lochner, Inc. in 
March 2016, to begin design of this project. Project construction is anticipated to begin in June 2018, 
and conclude in 2019. 
 
Two public meetings were held (May 12 and June 8, 2016) to discuss project design alternatives. 
Additional meetings were held with stakeholder groups, including the Issaquah School District, Eastridge 
Church and four Homeowner Associations. Input from all of these meetings helped inform the 
preliminary roadway design, including intersections, roadway sections, bike lanes, pedestrian crossing 
locations, school access and safety issues. The next public meeting is tentatively scheduled for March 
2017.  
 
The project team has reached a critical design milestone and a decision needs to be made regarding the 
type of roadway crossing where Issaquah Fall City Road crosses the North Fork of Issaquah Creek. The 
Transportation Committee has reviewed the bridge and culvert alternatives and has recommended the 
design decision be brought to the full Council for deliberation and a final recommendation. 
 
Detour Planning 
While there is significant community support for this road improvement project, there is also 
considerable concern regarding the construction impact and anticipated increase in travel times, 
particularly during the AM and PM peaks. The project team has completed a preliminary detour analysis, 
but additional work will need to be done once the Council makes a decision on the type of stream 
crossing (bridge or culvert). The project team will provide a detailed report to the Council in late spring 
of 2017, on detour routes and alternatives. A public meeting and additional stakeholder meetings are 
also anticipated to seek further input on detour planning. 
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Communications Planning 
The project team is currently working to finalize the communications plan for the project. The plan will 
be presented to the City Council at a future meeting, currently planned for March 2017. 
 
Project Timeline: 
 Decision on Bridge/Culvert Option  Jan/Feb 2017 
 Public Meeting #3    April 2017 
 30% Design Completion    April 2017 
 Public Meeting (Detour Planning)  June 2017 

60% Design Completion    September 2017  
 Project Bid     Feb/March 2018 
 Project Construction Begins   June 2018 
 
The project has the preliminary alignment, intersection treatments, roadway sections, bike lanes, 
pedestrian crossing, and school and bus access incorporated into the current design. We are now ready 
to conclude this phase of the project and to move to 30% design once the creek crossing application is 
selected.  
 
Recommended Motion: 
 
The Public Works Department requests the City Council approve the resolution, thereby selecting either 
the culvert or bridge as the stream crossing option so that the project can move forward to full design. 
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Issaquah-Fall City Road Improvements Project

Phase I Design

City Council Update
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Meeting Agenda

• Project Overview

• Focus for Tonight

• Direction from Council
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Project Overview

3Exhibit 1



Project Timeline
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How Should We Cross N. Issaquah Creek?

5

Bridge or Culvert?

N
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Things to Consider
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• Amount of Truck Traffic

• Cost Difference

• Full or Partial Road 
Closure

• Maintenance Cost

• Time of Construction

Exhibit 1



Option 1 - Bridge
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1,000 Truck Loads

10,000 Cubic Yards of Fill
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Option 2 - Culvert
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6,000 Truck Loads

46,300 Cubic Yards of Fill
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Proposed Slope = ~6%

BRIDGE VS. CULVERT
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BRIDGE VS. CULVERT

10

Construction Cost = $6.20M

Mitigation Cost = $0.40M

20 Year Maintenance Cost = $0.08M

Additional Pavement Wear = $0.70M

Construction Traffic Control = $1.00M

Total Cost = $8.38M

•Bridge Life Expectancy ≈ 75 - 100 years

•Construction Length = 14 months 

•Two lanes open (with flaggers)

•Environmental Impacts = Low

•Tribal Support = Bridge Preferred

•Fill ≈ 10,000 Cubic Yards

•Truck Loads ≈ 1,000

Construction Cost = $3.67M

Mitigation Cost = $0.60M

20 Year Maintenance Cost = $0.25M

Additional Pavement Wear = $2.00M

Construction Traffic Control = $0.30M

Total Cost = $6.82M

•Culvert Life Expectancy ≈ 70 - 100 years 

•Construction Length = 4 months

•Full Road Closure

•Environmental Impacts = Medium

•Tribal Support = Bridge Preferred

•Fill ≈ 46,300 Cubic Yards

•Truck Loads ≈ 6,000

= 500 trucks

(15 TON loads)
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BRIDGE VS. CULVERT
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• Total Cost = $8.38M

• Construction Length = 14 months 

• Two lanes open (with flaggers)

• Truck Loads ≈ 1,000 

• Total Cost = $6.82M

• Construction Length = 4 months

• Full Road Closure

• Truck Loads ≈ 6,000 

SELECTION: 
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Keep in Mind:

• Total project duration 24 months

• Bridge / Culvert decision does not affect total duration
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Next Steps

• Public Meeting #3 March/April 2017

• 30% Design Completion April 2017

• Public Meeting (Detour Planning) June 2017

• 60% Design Completion September 2017

• Project Bid Feb/March 2018

• Project Construction Begins June 2018
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Questions?
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

RESOLUTION NO. R2017- 000 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, PROVIDING DESIGN GUIDANCE FOR PHASE 1 
OF THE ISSAQUAH FALL CITY ROAD IMPROVEMENT 
PROJECT FROM 242ND AVE SE TO KLAHANIE DR SE 
RELATED TO THE CROSSING OF THE NORTH FORK OF 
ISSAQUAH CREEK  

 
WHEREAS, Sammamish annexed the Klahanie area into the City in January 1, 2016; and 
 
WHEREAS, Sammamish agreed to design and build the Issaquah Fall City Road Project 

originally proposed by King County in 1996; and 
 
WHEREAS, Sammamish decided to design and build the Issaquah Fall City Road Project 

in two phases, with Phase 1 from 242nd Ave SE to Klahanie DR SE, and Phase 2 from Klahanie 
DR SE to Issaquah-Beaver Lake Rd; and 

 
WHEREAS, Sammamish applied for and was awarded a $5,000,000 grant from the 

WSDOT Connecting Washington program, with $3,500,000 allocated for Phase 1, and 
$1,500,000 allocated for Phase 2; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Issaquah Fall City Road Improvement Project was included in the Six 
Year (2015-2020) Transportation Improvement Plan; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Sammamish hired H.W. Lochner Inc. in March 2016, to design and prepare 
for construction of the Issaquah Fall City Road Phase 1 Improvement Project; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the project design team has established a conceptual corridor design and 
presented the design to City Council, to the Transportation Committee, and to the public; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City Council, the Transportation Committee and the project design team 

have considered the public input and made revisions to the conceptual design based on public 
feedback and sound engineering judgement; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to move forward with the Issaquah Fall City Road, 
Phase 1 design. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 
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Section 1.  Project Design.  
The project design is based on the following primary goals supported by the City’s 
Comprehensive Plan: 

1. Construct a multi-modal roadway to accommodate vehicles, pedestrians and 
bicyclists; 

2. Improve safety for vehicles, pedestrians and bicyclists; and 
3. Improve traffic flow 

  
The Issaquah Fall City Road Improvement Project will widen the corridor between 242nd Ave SE 
to Klahanie Dr. SE, including two travel lanes in each direction with curb, gutter, sidewalk, 
landscape/amenity strips and buffered bike lanes. Project construction is anticipated to begin in 
June 2018, and conclude in 2019, for Phase 1. 
 
After completion of two public meetings, additional stakeholder meetings, and City Council 
discussions, a policy decision must be made regarding the type of roadway crossing where 
Issaquah Fall City Road crosses over the North Fork of Issaquah Creek. The options include a 
bridge or a culvert, and either is acceptable from an engineering and construction standpoint. 
 
The City Council accordingly resolves that the project design for Phase 1 will include a 
[bridge/culvert] for crossing over the North Fork of Issaquah Creek 
 

Section 2.  Effective Date.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon signing. 
 

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 
THE ____ DAY OF FEBRUARY 2017. 
 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
 

       ________________________ 
      Mayor Donald J. Gerend 
 
 
 

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
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Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Michael R Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  January 31, 2017 
Passed by the City Council: 
Resolution No.:  R2017- 
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2017 Date Submitted: 2/1/2017 
 

Originating Department: City Manager 
 
Clearances: 
 Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Parks & Recreation 

☐ Admin Services ☐ Eastside Fire and Rescue ☐ Police 

 City Manager ☐ Finance & IT ☐ Public Works 

 
Subject:    An Ordinance establishing a new Sammamish Municipal Code Chapter 2.70 entitled 

Emergency Management Organization.  
 

Action Required:    First Reading 
 

Exhibits:    1. Ordinance 
 

Budget:    N/A 
 

Summary Statement:   
This proposed ordinance is largely a consolidation of existing, uncodified emergency management 
provisions into a new chapter of the Sammamish Municipal Code.  

Background:  
The City’s current emergency management structure exists within one uncodified ordinance and two 
resolutions. These pieces of legislation will be repealed and replaced by the proposed consolidated 
ordinance: 

• Ordinance O99-39 created an Emergency Planning Committee to support the preparation of the 
City’s first Emergency Management Plan. However, once the Plan was finished in 2001, the 
Committee became inactive. The proposed ordinance will repeal O99-39 and create a new 
“Emergency Management Coordinating Committee” to facilitate coordination between the City 
and key community partners, such as school districts, neighboring cities, utility providers and 
the Citizen Corps.   

• Resolution R2001-63 established the City’s first emergency management organization. The 
proposed ordinance will repeal R2001-63 and codify the City’s emergency management 
organization in greater detail. 

• Resolution R2005-213 adopted the National Incident Management System (NIMS) as the 
standard for incident management within the City. The proposed ordinance will repeal R2005-
213 and codify NIMS as the City’s standard for incident management.  

City Council Agenda Bill 
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While the current provisions included in Ordinance 099-39, Resolution R2001-63 and Resolution R2005-
213 do comply with State law, they are uncoordinated and difficult to find. The proposed ordinance will 
increase the accessibility of the information while maintaining compliance with State law.    

The approach used in drafting the new ordinance is considered a best practice and the ordinance is 
similar to those in neighboring jurisdictions. The ordinance was developed in consultation with the City’s 
Emergency Management Consultant Gail Harris. 

Financial Impact:   
N/A 
 
Recommended Motion:   
First Reading, no action required. 

Bill # 15 



- 1 - 
 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

ORDINANCE NO.  O2017- 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, ADOPTING A NEW SAMMAMISH 
MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 2.70 ENTITLED EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT ORGANIZATION; REPEALING 
ORDINANCE NO. O99-39 AND RESOLUTION NOS. 2001-63 
AND R2005-213; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND 
ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
WHEREAS, Chapter 38.52 RCW directs local governments to establish a local 

organization for emergency management and adopt a plan and program for emergency 
management within their jurisdiction; and 

 
WHEREAS, on October 6, 1999, the City Council adopted Ordinance No. O99-39, creating 

an Emergency Planning Committee for the purpose of providing guidance and direction in meeting 
the emergency needs of the City and to create a local Emergency Management Plan; and 

 
WHEREAS, on February 21, 2001, the City Council established an emergency 

management organization for the City with the passage of Resolution No. R2001-63; and 
 
WHEREAS, on November 15, 2005, the City Council adopted the National Incident 

Management System as the standard for incident management within the City with the passage of 
Resolution No. R2005-213; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Emergency Planning Committee has been inactive since the development 

of the City’s original Emergency Management Plan in 2001; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the Emergency Planning Committee 

should be dissolved and a new Emergency Management Coordinating Committee be established 
to review and advise the City staff and the Council on the City’s emergency management function; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council desires to repeal the previous ad hoc provisions establishing 

an organization and standards for emergency management, and to establish a new emergency 
management organization, appoint a director of emergency management, and adopt consolidated 
procedures and requirements necessary to mitigate the impact of emergencies and protect the 
health and safety of all people within the City of Sammamish, and to codify such procedures in 
the City Code;  
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 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1. Repealer.  City of Sammamish Ordinance No. O99-39, is hereby repealed in its 
entirety, and the Sammamish Emergency Planning Committee is hereby dissolved. 

 
Section 2. Repealer.  City of Sammamish Resolution No. R2001-63 is hereby repealed in 

its entirety, and the emergency management organization created thereunder is hereby dissolved. 
 
Section 3. Repealer.  City of Sammamish Resolution No. R2005-213 is hereby repealed 

in its entirety.  
 
Section 4.  New Chapter 2.70 SMC, Emergency Management Organization, Adopted. 

A new Sammamish Municipal Code Chapter 2.70, Emergency Management Organization, is 
hereby adopted to read as set forth in Attachment A, which is incorporated herein by this 
reference.   

 
Section 5. Severability.  Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this 

Ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, be declared unconstitutional or 
otherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this Ordinance be pre-empted by state 
or federal law or regulation, such decision or pre-emption shall not affect the validity of the 
remaining portions of this Ordinance or its application to other persons or circumstances. 
 

Section 6.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of 
the City, and shall take effect and be in full force five (5) days after the date of publication.   

 
ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 

THE ___ DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2017. 
 

 
CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
______________________________ 
Mayor Donald J. Gerend 

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
  
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
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Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:   
First Reading:    
Passed by the City Council:   
Date of Publication:    
Effective Date: 
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Chapter 2.70 
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT ORGANIZATION 

 
Sections: 
2.70.010 Purpose. 
2.70.020 Definitions. 
2.70.030 Emergency Management Organization. 
2.70.040 Comprehensive Emergency Management Plan. 
2.70.050 City Manager – Disaster and Emergency Powers. 
2.70.060 City Manager – Duties and Powers as Director of Emergency Management. 
2.70.070 National Incident Management System. 
2.70.080 Emergency Management Coordinating Committee. 
2.70.090 Severability. 
2.70.100 Liability. 
 
2.70.010 Purpose. 
The purpose of this chapter is to create an emergency management organization, which will carry 
out emergency management functions and provide for the preparation and implementation of 
emergency management plans to prevent, mitigate, prepare for, respond to and recover from an 
emergency or disaster. Further, this chapter provides for coordination of the emergency 
management and disaster functions between the City and other public agencies, affected private 
persons, corporations and organizations. 
 
2.70.020 Definitions. 
For the purposes of this chapter, the following terms shall have the meanings ascribed, unless 
the context clearly indicates otherwise: 
 
(1) “City” means the City of Sammamish, Washington. 

 
(2) “Emergency” and “disaster” shall mean an event or set of circumstances which:  
 

(a) Demands immediate action to preserve public health; protect life property, or natural 
resources; or provide relief to any stricken community overtaken by such occurrences; or  
 
(b) Has been proclaimed by the governor as a state of emergency pursuant to 
RCW 43.06.010. 

 
(3) “Emergency management” or “comprehensive emergency management” means the 
preparation for and the carrying out of all emergency functions, other than functions for which the 
military forces are primarily responsible, to mitigate, prepare for, respond to and recover from 
emergencies and disasters, whether natural or manmade, and to provide support for search and 
rescue operations for persons and property in distress. 
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(4) “Emergency Management Organization” or “EMO” means the City’s emergency management 
function operating within the City Manager’s department.  

 
(5) “Emergency Manager” means the individual designated by the City Manager to oversee the 
administration and operation of the City’s emergency management organization pursuant to SMC 
2.70.030(2). 

 
(6) “Hazard vulnerability analysis” means the comprehensive examination and reporting of all 
potential technological or natural hazards that the City may be exposed to and/or suffer loss from. 
This analysis is used as a basis for developing the City’s hazard mitigation plan. 
 
(7) “Mitigation” includes risk analysis, review and identification of technological and natural 
hazards, development of strategies to minimize such hazards, and development of resources and 
capabilities to respond effectively to risks not controlled through conventional methods. Mitigation 
strategies may be developed in conjunction with the hazard vulnerability analysis. 

 
(8) “National Incident Management System” or “NIMS” refers to the emergency management 
doctrine adopted by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) in response to 
Homeland Security Presidential Directive 5. 
 
(9) “Preparation” means the active planning, writing and revising of operational procedures and 
policies to prepare for responding to a disaster. It includes coordination with local, county, state 
and federal agencies to ensure cohesive working relationships and compatible emergency plans. 
 
(10) “Recovery” includes assessment of community needs after an emergency or disaster event; 
prioritization of actions for relief, reconstruction or rehabilitation and coordination of agencies 
regarding same; documentation of costs for future reimbursement; and facilitation of disaster 
assistance offices in providing the community with efficient mechanisms to obtain federal, state 
and local assistance. 
 
(11) “Response” includes the initiation of warnings for a potential disaster, initiation of actions 
necessary to effectively act during a disaster, damage assessment and evaluation, coordination 
of operations, logistics, planning and finance activities during a disaster, and documentation of 
actions taken during a disaster. 
 
(12) “Whole community engagement” means a process to regularly engage the whole community 
to seek and obtain continued and coordinated stakeholder involvement and input regarding the 
emergency management program, including but not limited to policies, plans, ordinances, training, 
exercises, budget, public education, strategies and other emergency management topics.  
 
2.70.030 Emergency Management Organization. 
There is hereby created, in accordance with Chapter 38.52 RCW, a local Emergency 
Management Organization (“EMO”) within the City, which shall operate under the City Manager’s 
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Department. The EMO shall represent only the City and operate only within the City’s incorporated 
limits. 
 
(1) Purpose.  The purpose of the EMO is to perform local emergency management functions in 
accordance with the provisions of this chapter.  The EMO provides a critical public safety function 
in partnership with community partners, creating a framework to reduce the City’s vulnerability to 
threats and hazards and help the community cope with disasters.  
 
(2) Organization.  The EMO shall consist of such officers and employees of the City as specified 
in the comprehensive emergency management plan promulgated under this chapter. The EMO 
shall be headed by the City Manager, who shall be directly responsible for the organization, 
administration, and operation of the EMO as Director of Emergency Management for the City. 
The City Manager may elect to appoint an Emergency Manager to assist with the day-to-day 
administration and operation of the EMO. 
 
2.70.040 Comprehensive Emergency Management Plan. 
A Comprehensive Emergency Management Plan (CEMP) shall be prepared for the City by, or 
under the direction of, the Emergency Management Director. The plan shall conform to the 
requirements of Chapter 118-30 of the Washington Administrative Code (WAC), as they now exist 
or may hereafter be amended, and shall comply with any other administrative rules and 
regulations of the State of Washington promulgated under authority of Chapter 38.52 RCW 
governing emergency management of subdivisions of the state. 
 
2.70.050 City Manager – Disaster and emergency powers. 
(1) In the event of an emergency or disaster, the City Manager is authorized: 
 

(a) To make and issue emergency rules, regulations and orders on matters reasonably related 
to the protection of life, property and natural resources affected by such emergency or 
disaster; provided, that such rules, regulations and orders must be confirmed at the by the 
City Council at the next regular meeting thereof; 

 
(b) To issue a proclamation of local emergency and transmit such proclamation to federal, 
state, regional and local agencies. Upon issuance of a proclamation pursuant to this 
subsection, the EMO may take necessary measures to combat a disaster; protect persons, 
property and natural resources; provide emergency assistance to victims of the disaster; and 
exercise all other powers authorized by RCW 38.52.070, without regard to time-consuming 
procedures and formalities (excepting mandatory constitutional requirements). Such a 
proclamation must be approved by the City Council at the next regular meeting thereof;  

 
(c) To control and direct the efforts of the EMO; 

 
(d) To requisition necessary personnel or material of any City department or agency; 
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(e) To require the emergency services of any City officer or employee and, in the event of a 
proclamation of emergency in the City or of a proclamation of emergency or disaster by the 
County Executive or the State’s Governor affecting the City, to command the service and 
equipment of as many citizens of the City as may be deemed necessary in light of the 
emergency or disaster proclaimed; 

 
(f) To execute all of the special powers conferred by any other county, state or federal statute 
or rule, or by any agreement or other lawful authority; and 

 
(g) To establish and maintain continuity of government by ensuring proper provisions for 
succession of authority are included in the City’s CEMP. 

 
(h) The City Manager shall have the power to sign, on behalf of the City, mutual aid 
agreements with other municipalities, the county and other governmental subdivisions, which 
have been approved by the City Council.  

 
2.70.060 City Manager – Duties and powers as director of emergency management. 
In addition to the emergency powers set forth in SMC 2.70.050, the City Manager, as Director of 
Emergency Management, shall have the duties and powers described below. 
 
(1) Duties.  It shall be the duty of the Director of Emergency Management, or his or her designee, 
to:  

(a) Prepare and submit all plans, annexes, attachments, program papers, progress reports, 
and other documents required by Chapter 118-30 WAC, as amended, or any other 
administrative rules and regulations of the State of Washington promulgated under the 
authority of RCW 38.52 governing emergency management plans of subdivisions of the 
State;  
 

(b) Review and update such documents within the time frames prescribed by Chapter 38.52 
RCW and Chapter 118-30 WAC; 
 

(c) Represent the City in all interjurisdictional matters relating to emergency management; 
 

(d) Conduct such emergency operations exercises as may be required by law;  
 

(e) Conduct periodic inspections of the city’s emergency facilities and systems, including but 
not limited to an emergency operations center and communication system, to determine 
their state of readiness;  
 

(f) Monitor the City’s compliance with the requirements of relevant state laws and regulations 
related to emergency management;  
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(g) Prepare and implement the mandates of the National Incident Management System; and 

 
(h)  Facilitate coordination with the City’s Emergency Management Coordinating Committee. 

  
(2) Powers.  In the event of an emergency or disaster, the Emergency Management Director, or 
his or her designee, is authorized: 
 

(a) To direct coordination and cooperation between departments and employees of the City, 
and to resolve questions of authority and responsibility;  

 
(b) To activate the City’s emergency operations center, as needed for coordination; and 

 
(c) To execute all of the special powers conferred upon the Director of Emergency 
Management by any local, state or federal statute or rule, or by any agreement or other lawful 
authority.  

 
2.70.070 National Incident Management System.  
The National Incident Management System (NIMS) promulgated by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency is established as the standard for incident management within the City.  

2.70.080 Emergency Management Coordinating Committee.  
(1) To facilitate whole community engagement in the City’s emergency management planning, 
there is hereby created an Emergency Management Coordinating Committee for the City of 
Sammamish, which shall, to the extent possible, consist of the following:  
 

(a) The City’s Emergency Manager, who shall act as chair; 
 
(b) The City Manager, or his or her designee; 

 
(c) The Public Works Director, or his or her designee; 

 
(d) The Community Development Director, or his or her designee; 

 
(e) The City Police Chief, or his or her designee;  

 
(f) The Chief of Eastside Fire & Rescue, or his or her designee;  

 
(g) A representative of each school district located within the City; 

 
(h) A representative of each utility that serves citizens of Sammamish; 

 
(i) A representative of the Sammamish Citizen Corps Council. 
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(2) As appropriate, the City Manager may appoint additional members to the Emergency 
Management Coordinating Committee from City staff, faith-based organizations, neighboring 
jurisdictions, human services organizations, neighborhood associations, major local employers, 
or small business representatives, based upon such member’s knowledge, experience, resources 
or capabilities in the area of emergency management.  
 
(3) The Emergency Management Coordinating Committee shall meet at a frequency established 
by the Committee, but at a minimum bi-annually. The Committee shall choose a vice-chair to act 
in the absence of the Emergency Manager. 

 
(4) It shall be the duty of the Emergency Management Coordinating Committee to review and 
advise the City Manager and City Council on the City’s emergency management programs, 
mutual aid agreements, ordinances, resolutions, contracts and rules and regulations as are 
necessary to implement such plans and agreements. The Committee shall report to the City 
Council annually on the “state of emergency management” in the City, and more frequently if an 
emergency or disaster event warrants such a report.  
 
2.70.90 Severability. 
If any provision of this chapter or its application to any person or circumstance is held invalid, the 
remainder of the chapter or the application of the provision to other persons or circumstances is 
not affected. 
 
2.70.100 Liability.  
Liability for actions or services rendered in accordance with this chapter shall be as set forth in 
RCW 38.52.180.  
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2017 Date Submitted: 2/2/2017 
 

Originating Department: Finance IT 
 
Clearances: 
 Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Public Safety 

 Admin Services  Finance & IT ☐ Public Works 

 City Manager ☐ Parks & Recreation   

 
Subject:    Update to the Municipal Code regarding administrative procedures on contract 

authorizations 
 

Action Required:    Conduct First Reading of the Ordinance 
 

Exhibits:    1. Ordinance 
2. Draft Attachment A 

 
Budget:    This Ordinance has no budgetary impact. 

 

 
Summary Statement: This ordinance updates the City’s current Sammamish Municipal Code (SMC) 
Section 2.50 to incorporate two major types of amendments to this section of code that has not been 
revised since the City’s early incorporation years.  The first update is related to changes in State law and 
purchasing requirements that have been issued over the past 16 or so years.  The second update is to 
increase the City Manager’s $15,000 authorization limit to $50,000 to be consistent with the $50,000 bond 
amount required under a separate section of the SMC, Section 2.15.020. Additionally, changes previously 
approved by the City Council via Ordinance O2016-427 (adopted December 13, 2016), regarding the City 
Manager’s authority to purchase real property easements, have been incorporated into Section 
2.50.010(1)(m). 
 
 
Background: Title 2 of the Sammamish Municipal Code (SMC) is the Administrative section of the Code.  
Section 2.50 refers specifically to the contract approval procedures for approving certain contracts above 
and beyond the restrictions already in place by State and Federal law.  This section of the code also grants 
the City Manager authority with respect to certain contracts under the restrictions identified.  One of 
those restrictions is a dollar threshold limitation of $15,000, which is less than the $50,000 bond amount 
that is stipulated in Section 2.15.020 of the Sammamish Municipal Code.    
 
The proposed revisions to this language and the suggested increase in the amount from $15,000 to 
$50,000 was reviewed in detail at the November and December Finance Committee meetings in 2016.  
This recommendation, as approved by the 2016 Finance Committee members, is coming forward now for 
full City Council approval.   

City Council Agenda Bill 
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Approval of these updates would eliminate the existing contradiction between two sections of existing 
code relating specifically to the City Manager’s contract authorization dollar threshold (2.50.010) and the 
City Manager position’s bond requirement (SMC 2.15.020).  Since this change would be a change to the 
Municipal code it would require approval of an Ordinance by the City Council. 
 
 
 
Financial Impact:  No budgetary impact. 
 
Recommended Motion:  First Reading, no action 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Bill #16



 

 
CITY OF SAMMAMISH 

WASHINGTON 
ORDINANCE NO. O2017-____  

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON, 
AMENDING CHAPTER 2.50 OF THE SAMMAMISH MUNICIPAL 
CODE, UPDATING THE CITY MANAGER’S AUTHORITY TO 
EXECUTE CERTAIN CONTRACTS WITHOUT FURTHER COUNCIL 
ACTION AND IN AN AMOUNT CONSISTENT WITH BONDING 
REQUIREMENTS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND 
ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE  
 

 WHEREAS, the City Council wishes to authorize an update to Section 2.50 of the 
Sammamish Municipal Code as set forth in Attachment “A”; and 
 
 WHEREAS, in reviewing the text for SMC 2.50 and the changes that have occurred in 
State law related to purchasing and contracting since the original adoption of this chapter of City 
code, the City Council has determined this update to be necessary; and  
 
 WHEREAS, a detailed review of the proposed text was completed at the City Council’s 
Finance Committee meetings in November and December of 2016 and the text updates being 
recommended are consistent with that City Council Committee’s direction; and  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1.  The proposed amendments to Chapter 2.50 Sammamish Municipal Code set 
forth in Attachment “A” to this Ordinance are hereby adopted.   
 
 Section 2.  Severability.  If any provision of this Ordinance or its application to any person 
or circumstance is held invalid, the remainder of the Ordinance or the application of the provision to 
other persons or circumstances is not affected. 
 
 Section 3.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of 
the City, and shall take effect and be in full force five (5) days after the date of publication. 
 
  
 ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 
THE _____ DAY OF ________, 2017. 
 
        
       CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Donald J. Gerend, Mayor  
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ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Mike Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
Filed with the City Clerk: February 2, 2017 
First Reading:   February 7, 2017 
Passed by the City Council:  
Publication Date:   
Effective Date:    
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The Sammamish Municipal Code is current through Ordinance O2016-415, passed September 6, 2016.  

Chapter 2.50 

CONTRACT APPROVAL 

Sections: 
2.50.010    Contract approval authorization. 
 
The following procedure is hereby established for the approval of certain contracts and granting the City manager 
authority with respect to such contracts: 

(1) The City council authorizes the City manager to enter into and execute on behalf of the City the following 
contracts without individual approval of each contract by the City council, so long as the contract is consistent with 
the approved annual budget for the City, and the City’s liability under the contract does not exceed available fund 
balances: 

(a) Contracts for purchase of goods, supplies, materials, or equipment involving a cost or fee (including sales 
tax) of less than $50,000. 

(b) Professional service contracts, including contracts for architectural, engineering, legal, and consulting 
services involving a cost or fee  of less than $50,000. 

(c) Maintenance contracts involving a cost or fee (including sales tax) of less than $50,000 per year. 

(d) Public works projects involving a cost or fee of less than $65,000 for projects involving multiple trades and 
$40,000 for projects involving a single trade or such limits as may otherwise be established by RCW 35.23.352 
as now in effect or hereafter amended. 

(e) Settlement agreements involving a cost or fee of less than $50,000. 

(f) Retention of legal counsel and expert consultants, involving claims or suits in which the City is a party. 

(g) Other routine agreements where no expenditure is involved, or the cost, expenditure, or fee (including sales 
tax) does not exceed $50,000. 

(h) Lease agreements for materials, supplies, and equipment where the expenditure or fee does not exceed 
$50,000 per year. 

(i) Sale of unneeded surplus personal property with an estimated cumulative value of $50,000 or less, which 
has been declared surplus personal property by the City may be disposed of by the City manager in accordance 
with state law and informal procedures that reflect the best interest of the City. 

(j) Contracts that carry out or implement a provision of the Sammamish Municipal Code or established City 
policy, e.g., maintenance or performance bonds for plat improvements. 

(k) Emergency Contracts. “Emergency” means a set of unforeseen circumstances that either: 

(i) Presents a real, immediate threat to the proper performance of essential functions; or 

(ii) May result in material loss or damage to property, bodily injury, or loss of life if immediate action is 
not taken; or 

(iii) For public works projects, may result in a substantial loss to the City if the contract is not immediately 
entered into. 

(l) Employment and Personnel Matters. Unless otherwise provided by statute, ordinance, or resolution, e.g., 
salaries and compensation are subject to City resolution. 
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The Sammamish Municipal Code is current through Ordinance O2016-415, passed September 6, 2016.  

1. (m) Contracts to accept real property conveyances and other real property rights as set forth below, 
which may include the cost of required site work, in support of a construction project approved by 
the City council; provided, the funds to purchase the easements or rights-of-way have been 
budgeted for that purpose and the purchase price of the given easement or right-of-way, excluding 
the cost of the required site work, is within 10 percent of its appraised value and the cost of any 
individual conveyance does not exceed $50,000:Utility easements;  

2. Easements and right-of-way dedications associated with an administrative development approval; 
3. Trail and non-motorized easements;  
4. Construction easements for City projects;  
5. Ingress and egress easements for access and for maintenance of streams and stormwater management 

and other facilities;  
6. Easements for discharge and/or conveyance of stormwater, and for installation of stormwater 

facilities; 
7. Right-of-way dedications for capital projects and operations or maintenance needs; and  
8. Conservation easements resulting from a Transfer of Development Rights (TDR) program approved 

by the City Council.  
9. Other property rights transfers of a similar character and nature. 

 

(2) The breaking down of any purchase or contract into units or phases for the purpose of avoiding the maximum 
dollar amount is prohibited. The amount of a contract includes all amendments. 

(3) The City manager may present any contract to the City council for prior approval, even if the contract is allowed 
to be approved without prior City council approval. 

(4) All interlocal agreements shall be presented to the City council for prior approval. 

(5) The City manager may promptly, within 10 days, provide to the City council a copy (or summary) of any 
contract (or amendment) that has not received prior approval by the City council. 

(6) “Contract” means any agreement creating a legal relationship between the City and another person or entity, or 
any amendment thereto. (Ord. O2004-145 § 1; Ord. O2001-76 § 1; Ord. O2000-50 § 1) 
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2017 Date Submitted: February 2, 2017 
 
Originating Department: Community Development 
 
Clearances: 
 Attorney  Community Development ☐ Parks & Recreation 

☐ Admin Services ☐ Eastside Fire and Rescue ☐ Police 

 City Manager ☐ Finance & IT ☐ Public Works 
 
Subject: An Ordinance amending the Sammamish Municipal Code, specifically sections 21A.15.1410, 
21A50.320 and 25.01.070, completing the update of the Shoreline Master Program by incorporating 
current Environmentally Critical Areas regulations.  

 

 
Action Required:      Complete first reading of Ordinance  
 
Exhibits:        1.  Ordinance with attachments 

2. Department of Ecology letter dated January 12, 2017 
 

 
Budget:   N/A  
 

 
Summary Statement:  
On January 12, 2017, the City of Sammamish received notification from the State of Washington, 
Department of Ecology (DOE) regarding the City’s proposed action in June 2016 related to Shoreline 
Master Program (SMP) amendments.   
 
Specifically, the notification was related to the City’s action to remove the isolated wetland pilot 
program from Shoreline jurisdiction as a compromise to the second of three required changes by DOE in 
March 2016.  DOE has rejected this compromise as a singular solution.  The original DOE requirement 
was to include the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE) as the determiner of isolated 
wetlands.   
 
As alternatives to both the USACOE language and the City’s action to remove the isolated wetland pilot 
program from Shorelines jurisdiction, the City can remove (‘divorce’) all references to isolated wetlands 
from Shorelines regulations OR have the SMP amendments denied and restart the process – ongoing 
since 2013. 
 
Background:  
The following is an abbreviated chronology of key dates and events related to the SMP amendments. 
  
 July 9, 2013 - City Council adopted amendments to the Environmentally Critical Area (ECA) 

regulations. In adopting these ECA amendments, the City Council also confirmed they should apply 
city wide, including within the Shorelines jurisdiction.     

City Council Agenda Bill 
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 November 12, 2013 - City submitted proposed SMP amendments to DOE for review and approval. 

 
 March 17, 2016 - DOE formally responded to the City’s proposed SMP amendments and required 

three changes, which along with several DOE recommended changes and a few staff recommended 
changes, City Council considered in May and June 2016.  

 
 June 7, 2016 - City Council adopted Ordinance 02016-410.  This ordinance adopted the first and 

third of three DOE required changes, a compromise to the second DOE required change, some of 
the DOE recommended changes as well as staff recommended changes.   

 
 September 8, 2016 - Ordinance filed with DOE. 

 
 January 12, 2017 - City received notification from DOE that the second DOE required change in 

Ordinance 0216-410 was not approved. DOE provided two choices: (1) rework the compromise to 
the second DOE required change and have all proposed SMP amendments approved OR (2) deny all 
proposed SMP amendments and restart the process should the City choose to.  

 
City staff has discussed with DOE staff reworking the compromise to the second DOE required change in 
an effort to have all the proposed SMP amendments approved.  As an alternative to both the USACOE 
language and the City’s action to remove the isolated wetland pilot program from Shorelines 
jurisdiction, the City can remove (‘divorce’) all references to isolated wetlands from Shorelines 
regulations OR have the SMP amendments denied and restart the process – ongoing since 2013.  This 
reworking would require three additional amendments to the Sammamish Municipal Code (SMC) as 
follows in underline and highlight: 
 

21A.15.1410 Wetland, isolated. 
“Wetland, isolated” means a wetland that is hydrologically isolated from other aquatic resources. 
Isolated wetlands may perform important functions and are protected by state law 
(Chapter 90.48 RCW), whether or not they are protected by federal law.  The term “Isolated 
Wetland” shall not apply within the City’s shoreline jurisdiction as set forth in Chapter 25.05 SMC. 
 
21A.50.320 Wetlands – Development flexibilities. 
The following alterations shall be authorized if the director determines that the cumulative impacts 
do not unduly counteract the purposes of this chapter and are mitigated pursuant to an approved 
mitigation plan: 
(1) Isolated wetlands, as defined in SMC 21A.15.1410, and evaluated in a written and approved 
critical areas study meeting the requirements of SMC 21A.50.130, with a total area of up to 1,000 
square feet may be exempted from the avoidance sequencing provisions of SMC 21A.50.135(1)(a). 
This provision is not applicable within the City of Sammamish Shoreline Jurisdiction. 

 
25.01.070 Critical areas regulations incorporated by reference. 
Provisions of the Sammamish critical areas ordinance codified in Chapter 21A.50 SMC, exclusive of 
SMC 21A.50.050 (Complete exemptions), 21A.50.070 (Exceptions), 21A.50.320(1) (Isolated 
Wetlands), and 21A.50.320(3) (Isolated Wetlands – Pilot Program) are considered part of this SMP. 
 

Bill #17

http://www.codepublishing.com/cgi-bin/rcw.pl?cite=90.48
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50.130
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50.135
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50.050
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50.070
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These SMC amendments work in concert to achieve the desired outcome to have all the proposed SMP 
amendments approved by DOE.  By removing all references to isolated wetlands from Shorelines 
regulations, the City is still retaining regulations and the pilot program for isolated wetlands in the 
remainder of the City.  Wetlands in the Shorelines jurisdiction would be subject to the standard wetland 
classification methodology and flexibility for altering such would be provided by the ECA regulations of 
2013, which would then apply in the Shorelines jurisdiction and/or the existing Shorelines Variance 
process. 
 
Financial Impact:  
N/A 
 
Recommended Motion:  
Staff recommends City Council adopt all three aforementioned SMC amendments. No motion is 
necessary at this time. Second reading and adoption of this Ordinance is scheduled for February 21, 
2017. 
 

Bill #17
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

 ORDINANCE NO.  O2017 - ___ 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, RELATED TO ISOLATED WETLANDS; 
AMENDING SECTIONS 21A.15.1410, 21A.50.320, AND 
25.01.070 OF THE SAMMAMISH MUNICIPAL CODE 
(SMC); PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND 
ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE 

 
 WHEREAS, on June 7, 2016, the Sammamish City Council considered and deliberated on 
the adoption of Ordinance No. O2016-410 pertaining to the regulation of environmentally critical 
areas within the Sammamish Shoreline Master Program (the “SMP Update”); and  
 
 WHEREAS, the materials presented for the Council in connection with its deliberation on 
the SMP Update included, as Exhibit 3 to the agenda bill, a worksheet of additional amendments 
for the Council’s consideration, labeled by item number; and 
 
 WHEREAS, in response to comments from the Washington State Department of Ecology, 
staff prepared, in Item 2(b) of Exhibit 3, code language that would eliminate the City’s Isolated 
Wetlands Pilot Program as set forth in Sammamish Municipal Code Section 21A.50.320(3); and 
  
 WHEREAS, during the Council’s discussion and deliberation regarding the SMP Update, 
a motion was passed to amend Item 2(b) to eliminate the Isolated Wetlands Pilot Program only 
from the Sammamish Shoreline Master Program (“SMP”), rather than eliminating the pilot 
program throughout the City; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Council voted to adopted the SMP Update “as further amended by the 
City Council with Item[ ] 2(b) as subsequently amended”; and 
  
 WHEREAS, staff prepared additional revisions to SMC 21A.50.320(1), 21A.50.320(3), 
and 25.01.070 to effectuate Council’s intent to eliminate the Isolated Wetlands Pilot Program only 
from the SMP; and 
 
 WHEREAS, on September 8, 2016, the SMP Update as adopted by Ordinance 410 was 
transmitted to the Department of Ecology for approval; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Department of Ecology has indicated that it will approve the SMP Update 
as adopted by Ordinance 410, including the elimination of the Isolated Wetlands Pilot Program 
from the SMP, only if all reference to the term “isolated wetlands” is also removed from the SMP; 
and 
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 WHEREAS, staff have proposed minor, non-substantive revisions to certain critical areas 
regulations and the SMP necessary to comply with the Department of Ecology’s condition of 
approval for the SMP Update (the “Subsequent Revisions”); and 
 

WHEREAS, the Subsequent Revisions arise from and were contemplated by the SMP 
Update referenced above, and included within the scope of the SEPA threshold determination, 
notice to Department of Commerce, and public hearings held on May 3, 2016 and May 17, 2016 
regarding the SMP Update; and 

 
WHEREAS, on February 7, 2017, the City Council reviewed the Subsequent Revisions 

and completed the first reading of this Ordinance; and 
 
WHEREAS, on February 21, 2017, the City Council reviewed the Subsequent Revisions 

and completed the second reading of this Ordinance; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the Subsequent Revisions are reasonable and 

necessary in order to finalize the Department of Ecology’s approval of the SMP Update;  
 

 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 Section 1.  SMC 21A.15.1410, Wetland, Isolated, Amended.  Sammamish Municipal Code 
Section 21A.15.140, “Wetland, Isolated,” is hereby amended to read as set forth in Attachment A, 
which is incorporated herein by this reference.   
 
 Section 2. SMC 21A.50.320, Wetlands – Development flexibilities, Amended.  
Sammamish Municipal Code Section 21A.50.320, “Wetlands – Development flexibilities,” is hereby 
amended to read as set forth in Attachment B, which is incorporated herein by this reference. 
 
 Section 3.  SMC 25.01.070, Critical areas regulations incorporated by reference, 
Amended.  Sammamish Municipal Code Section 25.01.070, “Critical areas regulations incorporated 
by reference,” is hereby amended to read as set forth in Attachment C, which is incorporated herein 
by this reference.  
 
 Section 4.  Severability.  Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this 
Ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, be declared unconstitutional or otherwise 
invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this Ordinance be pre-empted by state or federal law 
or regulation, such decision or pre-emption shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of 
this Ordinance or its application to other persons or circumstances. 
 
 Section 5.  Effective Date.  This ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of the 
City, and shall take effect and be in full force five (5) days after the date of publication. 
 
 ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 
THE ____ DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2017. 
 

Exhibit 1



3 
 

       CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Donald J. Gerend Mayor  
 
 
 
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
___________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk: February 1, 2017  
First Reading:   February 7, 2017  
Passed by the City Council:  
Date of Publication:     
Effective Date:   
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ATTACHMENT A: 
 

AMENDED SMC 21A.15.1410 
 
 

21A.15.1410 Wetland, isolated. 

“Wetland, isolated” means a wetland that is hydrologically isolated from other aquatic resources. Isolated 

wetlands may perform important functions and are protected by state law (Chapter 90.48 RCW), whether or not 

they are protected by federal law.  The term “Isolated Wetland” shall not apply within the City’s shoreline 

jurisdiction as set forth in Chapter 25.05 SMC. 

 

Exhibit 1

http://www.codepublishing.com/cgi-bin/rcw.pl?cite=90.48
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ATTACHMENT B: 
 

AMENDED SMC 21A.50.320 
 
 

21A.50.320 Wetlands – Development flexibilities. 

The following alterations shall be authorized if the director determines that the cumulative impacts do not unduly 

counteract the purposes of this chapter and are mitigated pursuant to an approved mitigation plan: 

(1) Isolated wetlands, as defined in SMC 21A.15.1410, and evaluated in a written and approved critical areas 

study meeting the requirements of SMC 21A.50.130, with a total area of up to 1,000 square feet may be 

exempted from the avoidance sequencing provisions of SMC 21A.50.135(1)(a). This provision is not applicable 

within the City of Sammamish Shoreline Jurisdiction. 

(2) Category III and IV wetlands with a total area of 4,000 square feet or less may have the buffer reduced by 15 

feet, provided: 

(a) The wetland does not score 4 points or less for habitat in the adopted Western Washington rating 

system; and 

(b) The buffer functions associated with the area of the reduced buffer width are mitigated through the 

enhancement of the wetland, the remaining on-site wetland buffer area, and/or other adjoining high value 

habitat areas as needed to replace lost buffer functions and values; and 

(c) No subsequent buffer reduction or averaging is authorized. 

(3) Pilot Program.  In accordance with SMC 25.01.070, this Pilot Program is not applicable within the City of 

Sammamish Shoreline Jurisdiction.   

(a) Establishment of Pilot Program. A pilot program is hereby established to allow isolated category III and 

IV wetlands to be exempted from the avoidance sequencing provisions of SMC 21A.50.135(1)(a) and the 

provisions of SMC 21A.50.290, subject to the provisions of this section.   

(b) Purpose. The purpose of this pilot program is to allow for limited alterations of low habitat value isolated 

category III and IV wetlands with an area of 4,000 square feet or less, to evaluate the effects of such 

alterations on hydrologic, habitat, and water quality functions and values. 

Exhibit 1

http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50.130
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50.135
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50.135
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50.290
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(c) Application. Applications for eligible projects meeting the provisions of subsections (3)(d) through (g) 

of this section must be submitted within two calendar years from the effective date of the revision to the 

Sammamish shoreline master program. 

(d) Pilot Program Administration. 

(i) Three projects associated with the construction of a single-family home are authorized by this pilot 

project, subject to the provisions of this section. 

(ii) Eligible projects shall be accepted in the order received. To qualify for submittal, an applicant 

must have a complete application as described in the City’s application material and 

Chapter 20.05 SMC, and completed any necessary preliminary steps prior to application as set forth 

in Chapter 20.05 SMC. 

(iii) In the event that an application for a project accepted into the pilot program is withdrawn by the 

applicant or cancelled by the director prior to the expiration of the pilot program, the next submitted 

application shall be accepted into the pilot program. 

(iv) The director shall use the authority under SMC 20.05.100 to ensure expeditious processing of 

applications. In particular, the director shall set a reasonable deadline for the submittal of corrections, 

studies, or other information when requested; an extension may be provided based upon a 

reasonable request. Failure by the applicant to meet a deadline shall be cause for the department to 

cancel/deny the application. 

(e) Eligible Projects. Subject to the limitation in the total number of projects in subsection (3)(d) of this 

section, wetlands that meet the following criteria may be exempted from the avoidance sequencing 

provisions of SMC 21A.50.135(1)(a) and the provisions of SMC 21A.50.290 and may be altered. To be 

eligible, a critical areas study prepared by a qualified professional shall be approved by the director and 

shall document the following: 

(i) The wetland is a category III or IV wetland that is hydrologically isolated from other aquatic 

resources; and 

(ii) The total area of the isolated wetland is 4,000 square feet or less; and 

(iii) The wetland is not adjacent to a riparian area; and 

Exhibit 1

http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish20/Sammamish2005.html#20.05
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish20/Sammamish2005.html#20.05
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish20/Sammamish2005.html#20.05.100
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50.135
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50.290
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(iv) The wetland has a score of 15 points or less for habitat in the adopted Western Washington 

rating system; and 

(v) The wetland does not contain habitat identified as essential for local populations of priority 

species identified by the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife. 

(f) Mitigation. Mitigation to replace lost wetland functions and values, consistent with SMC 21A.50.310, 

shall be prepared for review and approval by the director; and 

(g) Monitoring. Monitoring of the effect on biologic, hydrologic, and water quality, and assessment of the 

performance of required mitigation shall be provided by the applicant for five years following the completion 

of pilot projects authorized by this section. Annual monitoring reports shall be provided to the City for 

review and approval. Monitoring shall include the collection and analysis of data for the purpose of 

understanding and documenting changes in natural ecosystems, functions and features including, but not 

limited to, gathering baseline data. 

(h) No subsequent exemption from the avoidance sequencing provisions of SMC 21A.50.135(1)(a) 

or 21A.50.290 is authorized for the property participating in this pilot program. 

 
 
  

Exhibit 1

http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50.310
http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50.135
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ATTACHMENT C: 
 

AMENDED SMC 25.01.070 
 
 

25.01.070 Critical areas regulations incorporated by reference. 

Provisions of the Sammamish critical areas ordinance codified in Chapter 21A.50 SMC, exclusive of 

SMC 21A.50.050 (Complete exemptions), 21A.50.070 (Exceptions), 21A.50.320(1) (Isolated Wetlands), and 

21A.50.320(3) (Isolated Wetlands – Pilot Program) are considered part of this SMP. 

 

Exhibit 1

http://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Sammamish/html/Sammamish21A/Sammamish21A50.html#21A.50
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COUNCILMEMBER MALCHOW 
FEBRUARY 7, 2017        COUNCIL REPORT 

 

1/27/2017: Participated in All Home’s “Count Us In” event.  Was paired to drive with the Sammamish 

Review reporter, Lizz Giordino & Hopelink’s COO Geoff Crump, a Sammamish resident.  We were given 

3 census tracts in the northern end of the City, and drove through neighborhoods, church parking lots, 

brand new developments where there are not habitable homes yet, the MOC, all of the City parks, 

some of the County areas out toward 202.  It was an eye opening experience.  Results from the count 

will not be out until spring.  Councilmember Tom Hornish also participated from Sammamish. 

2/8/2017: PIC Meeting, Packet can be found HERE.  The only action item is a recommendation to the 

board for appointments to SCA regional committees.  Here are those appointments: 

 

Here is the list of items PIC has identified for action, if you have additional items, please let me know by 

emailing them to me, or bringing up at this meeting (2/7/17): 

 

http://allhomekc.org/news/2017/01/january-27-is-count-us-in-the-point-in-time-count-of-homelessness-in-king-county/
http://soundcities.org/about-pic-agenda/




Eastside Fire and Rescue (EFR) 
Finance and Administration Committee(FAC) 

Submitted by Bob Keller 

 

Attended FAC meeting on 1/25/17 

The only agenda item was a discussion on the proposed Warrant Review Process. The Board warrant 
review process was formalized to enhance and maintain excellent financial accountability. It was 
documented and a Board member rotation schedule established. Approximately two years ago, Board 
member Huckabay initiated the current process that is in place. This documentation formalizes and 
enhanced the process. 

FAC minutes will be available on fixed schedule TBD. 

Chris Gianini has been assigned to staff support of the FAC committee. 

 

Attended EFR Board meeting 1/12/17 

The main action item was to approve the Battalion Chief and Deputy Chief Salary Compression Solution 
recommended by the FAC. It was approved. 

Next meeting we will be conducting Board and Committee Elections. Note: Board member Winterstein 
(Issaquah) will not be returning in 2017. 

 

OPS 101 tentatively scheduled for 4/15 

 

Board minutes are available on the EFR website for details. 

 

 

 



Meeting Minutes, reported by Mayor Don Gerend, February 7, 2017 

 

Kokanee Work Group January 25, 2017 

PSRC Executive Board January 26, 2017 

AWC Federal Committee Conference Call February 3, 2017 

 Kokanee Work Group: The KWG met at the Issaquah Fish Hatchery Watershed Science Center; some 
twenty five or thirty participants from various government and private groups, including 
Councilmembers Gerend, Huckabay and Odell from Sammamish.  

This winter was a bad return of kokanee, only about 80 fish total; not enough to take some to the 
hatchery for continuation of the supplementation program. The spring 2017 Education Event will again 
take place at Confluence Park in Issaquah on May 11th; Blackwell 4th graders and other grade schools will 
be participating.  

A film-maker is planning to produce a 20 – 25 minute film on the Lake Sammamish kokanee and the 
efforts to restore the run. Trout Unlimited has contributed $5,000 towards the production and is asking 
other partners to match their contribution. To be discussed at the February 7 Sammamish Council 
meeting under the City Manager’s report. Next meeting April 26. 

Puget Sound Regional Council Executive Board: At the January 26th meeting the most significant action 
was regarding several “small cities” whose Comprehensive Plan updates were only given Conditional 
Certifications by PSRC. This meant they qualified for federal grant funding, but had to adjust their comp 
plans per conditions placed by PSRC. Mainly, this was because some of these small urban island cities 
(like North Bend Covington,…) far exceeded their growth targets with their comp plan zoning. Their 
point was that the targets were always considered minimums, not maximums. A compromise was 
reached so that they do not have to amend their current comp plans. This issue will be addressed during 
the next round of growth targets which is coming up soon. These meetings are webcast and past 
meetings and agendas can be viewed on the PSRC website.  

Association of Washington Cities Federal Committee: This AWC subcommittee deals with federal issues 
that affect Washington cities. Our 2016 major federal legislative priorities were Close the Online Sales 
Loophole, Protect Municipal Bonds, Maintain Community Development Funding, Invest in 
Infrastructure, and Ensure Safe Communities. The conference call included Michael Wallace, the Interim 
Director of Federal Advocacy for the National League of Cities. He said that NLC is working to better 
understand relations with the new administration; leadership roles under Trump are coming more from 
the business world. NLC will be focusing on Economic Development, Public Safety and Infrastructure 
(includes transportation, water and broadband). Tom Odell, as a member of the NLC transportation 
advocacy committee was also on the call with me. As far as our Marketplace Fairness (or e-fairness) Act 
which AWC is lobbying for (which would grant states the authority they need to require, regardless of 
location, to collect sales and use taxes owed to them per the Streamlined Sales Tax Agreement), it is still 
needing to pass through the House Judiciary Committee which is chaired by Bob Goodlatte (R- VA) who 
is opposed to it. Speaker Ryan would like to get rid of this issue, so there always is hope. 



Summary Sheet for Discussion

City Committee (2016) Current Members
Number of  
Positions

Your Preference 
(Desire) Ranking Comments / Proposed

Finance (Meets Quarterly) Tom Hornish 3 Rank 1: Odell, Huckabay, Hornish
Kathleen Huckabay Rank 2:  Malchow
Tom Odell

Public Safety (Meets Ad Hoc) Tom Hornish 3 1 Rank 1:  Keller, Valderrama
Christie Malchow Rank 2:  Odell
Ramiro Valerrama

Communications (Meets Quarterly) Christie Malchow 3 Rank 1:  Malchow
Tom Hornish
Bob Keller

Health and Human Services (Meets Quarterly) Christie Malchow 3 2 Rank 1:  Hornish
(intended to support Task Force until phased out) Tom Hornish Rank 2:  Keller

Kathleen Huckabay

Legislative (Meets Ad Hoc) Don Gerend (2017) 3 Assigned:  Gerend, Keller
(Mayor & Deputy Mayor assigned) Bob Keller (2017) High Desire: Valderrama

Ramiro Valderrama (2016)

Utility (Meets Ad Hoc) Don Gerend 3 Don Gerend - suggested
Bob Keller Bob Keller - suggested
Ramiro Valderrama Ramiro Valderrama - suggested

Transit (Meets Ad Hoc) Kathleen Huckabay 3 Kathleen Huckabay - suggested
Tom Odell Tom Odell - suggested
Don Gerend Don Gerend - suggested

City of Sammamish
Committee Worksheet for 2017 Committee Assignments
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January 30, 2017 

 

SPAWNING GROUNDS: SAVING THE LAKE SAMMAMISH KOKANEE 

Documentary Short Film 

PROJECT SYNOPSIS  

Create a 20-25 minute short documentary chronicling a full season in the life of the Lake 

Sammamish kokanee salmon, the unique ecological, educational and stewardship 

initiatives taking place around the lake to recover these fish, and the deep cultural ties 

between this species and the region’s longest inhabitants. 

 

STORYLINE 

We follow three main threads in bringing this large-scale story to life – the scientific and 

stewardship work being done to better understand this unique fish species and to bring 

them back in ever greater numbers; the efforts being undertaken by local tribes and 

advocates to communicate the cultural and historical importance of the kokanee; and 

the development, planning and construction work supporting restoration projects around 

the lake, including the removal of culverts along the historically critical spawning area of 

Zackuse Creek on the eastern edge of the lake.  These stories culminate in late 2018 as 

the winter run kokanee return to their native streams along the lake to spawn. 

 

OBJECTIVES 

1. To increase awareness of the Lake Sammamish kokanee among local audiences 

2. To inspire stewardship around restoring and protecting the Lake and watershed 

3. To capture the magic of this area, its heritage and the conservation efforts taking 

place here in an emotionally compelling film that can resonate with all viewers 

4. To capture this history and the people who are part of it for posterity and grow a library 

of highest quality media assets that can be repurposed for other products 

 

THEMES 

- The cultural and historical importance of kokanee to the Lake and region  

- The unique ecology of Lake Sammamish and its population of kokanee 

- The importance of education in fostering stewardship amid changing demographics 

- The tension between development objectives and environmental concerns 

- The importance of teamwork among stakeholders to realize seemingly impossible goals 

 

CURRENT PROJECT SCHEDULE  

Spring 2017 - Begin initial preproduction, fundraising and scouting/test shooting 

Fall 2017 – November 2018 – Principal Production 

Fall 2018/Winter 2019 – Editing and Post-production Finishing 

Winter/Spring 2019 – Local premiere screenings, public availability, film festivals 

Spring/Summer 2019 – Release via web, DVD/Blu-Ray and PBS broadcast 

 

BUDGET RANGE 

$45-$75K, the higher end allowing more filming days and greater product refinement 
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