
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 
REVISED 

 
 5:30 pm – 9:30 pm        6:30 pm – 9:30 pm 
November 5, 2013 Council Chambers        Council Chambers 
 
Call to Order 
 
Executive Session – Potential Litigation pursuant to RCW 42.30.110(1)(i) 
 
Roll Call 
 
Pledge of Allegiance 
 
Approval of Agenda 
 
Student Liaison Reports 
 
Presentations/Proclamations 
 

 2013 Comprehensive Plan Docket Items/Planning Commission 
Recommendations 
 

 
Public Comment 
Note: This is an opportunity for the public to address the Council. Three-minutes limit per 
person or 5 minutes if representing the official position of a recognized community 
organization. 
 
Consent Agenda 

 Payroll for the period ending October 15, 2013 for pay date October 18, 2013 in the 
amount of $ 284,644.50 
1. Approval: Claims for period ending November 05, 2013 in the amount of 

$786,098.00 for Check No. 35931 through 36082 
2. Resolution: Final Acceptance/228th Ave SE/SE 24th St Left Turn Pocket Extension 

Project 
3. Contract: Stormwater Facility Replacement Signs/Fast Signs 
4. Design Contract: Major Stormwater Repairs/Osborn Consulting 
5. Approval: Notes for the October 8, 2013 Study Session 

City Council, Regular Meeting 
 



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. 

 

6. Approval: Minutes for October 14, 2013 Regular Meeting 
 
Public Hearings  
 
7. Ordinance: Second Reading Relating To School Impact Fees; Amending The 

City’s Comprehensive Plan To Adopt The Snoqualmie Valley School District No. 
410 Capital Facilities Plan; Adopting The Associated School Impact Fee 
Schedule; And, Establishing An Effective Date. 

 
Ordinance: Second Reading Relating To School Impact Fees; Amending The 
City’s Comprehensive Plan To Adopt The Lake Washington School District No. 
414 Capital Facilities Plan; Adopting The Associated School Impact Fee 
Schedule; And, Establishing An Effective Date. 
 
Ordinance: Second Reading Relating To School Impact Fees; Amending The 
City’s Comprehensive Plan To Adopt The Issaquah School District No. 411 
Capital Facilities Plan; Adopting The Associated School Impact Fee Schedule; 
And, Establishing An Effective Date 

 
8. Ordinance: First Reading Vacating a Portion of SE 28th Street 

 
9. Ordinance: First Reading Vacating a Portion of SE 32nd Street 

 
New Business 
 

10. Solid Waste Transfer Station 
 
 

Unfinished Business  
 

11. Fire Services 
 
Council Reports 
 
City Manager Report 
 

 Mid-Biennial Budget Overview 
 NLC Voting Delegate 

 
 
Adjournment 
 



Last printed 10/31/13 
AGENDA CALENDAR 

Nov 2013    
Tues 11/12 6:30 pm Special Meeting/Joint 

Meeting with PC 
Comprehensive Plan Update 
Fire Services 

Mon. 11/18 6:30 pm Regular Meeting Ordinance: Second Reading for Ja Huvinen Street Vacation 
Ordinance:Second Reading for a Portion of SE 32nd Street Vacation 
Ordinance: Public Hearing First Reading/2013 Docket 
Ordinance: Public Hearing/First Reading 2013-2014 Budget 
Adjustment 
Ordinance: Public Hearing/First Reading 2014 Tax Levy 
Public Hearing: First Reading Collective Gardens 
Public Hearing: First Reading Recreational Marijuana  
Resolution: Support for ISD Bond/Levy 
Resolution: Salary Schedule 
Discussion: Tree Retention Ordinance 
Community Center Update 

Dec 2013    
Tues 12/03 6:30 pm Regular Meeting Ordinance: Second Reading 2013-2014 Budget Adjustment 

Ordinance: Second Reading 2014 Tax Levy 
Ordinance: Second Reading 2013 Docket 
Ordinance: Second Reading Collective Gardens 
Ordinance: Second Reading Recreational Marijuana 
Resolution: Fee Schedule 
Resolution: Comprehensive Plan 
Resolution: Medical Insurance Rate Contribution 
Contract: Community Sports Field Maintenance/Brickman 
Contract: Custodial Services/TBD 
Contract: On-Call Electrical Services/TBD 
Contract: Plumbing/Eastside Plumbing 
Contract HVAC Maintenance/TBD 
Contract: Olympic Environmental/Recycle Grants Program 

Mon 12/9   Boards & Commission Appreciation Event 
Tues 12/10 6:30 pm Special 

meeting/Study 
Session 

Presentation: Councilmember Recognition 

Mon. 12/16 6:30 pm Regular Meeting CANCELLED 
Jan 2014    
Tue 01/01 6:30 pm Regular Meeting CANCELLED – NEW YEAR’S DAY 
Tues 01/07 6:30 pm Special Meeting Oath of Office New Councilmembers 

Commission Interviews 
Mon 01/13 6:30 pm Regular Meeting Commission Appointments 
Fberuary 2014    
Tues 02/04 6:30 pm Regular Meeting  
Tues 02/11 6:30 pm Study Session Television Cable Franchise 
Mon 02/17 6:30 pm Regular Meeting  
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To Be Scheduled To Be Scheduled Parked Items 
Ordinance: Second Reading Puget 
Sound Energy Franchise 
 

 SE 14th Street Improvements 
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If you are looking for facility rentals, please click here.

<< October November 2013 December >>

Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday

27 28 29 30 31 1 2

3 4
5
6:30 p.m.
City Council 
Meeting

6
4 p.m.
Finance 
Committee 
Meeting
6:30 p.m.
Parks and 
Recreation 
Commission 
Meeting

7
6:30 p.m.
Planning 
Commission 
Meeting

8
9
9 a.m.
Volunteer at Pine 
Lake Park

10
11
Veterans' Day
City offices closed

12
6:30 p.m.
City Council 
Special Meeting

13
7 p.m.
Beaver Lake 
Management 
District Meeting

14 15

16
9 a.m.
Plant Salvage 
Event

17

18
6:30 p.m.
Arts Commission 
Meeting
6:30 p.m.
City Council 
Meeting

19
5:30 p.m.
City Council Office 
Hour

20
6 p.m.
Sammamish Youth 
Board Meeting

21
6:30 p.m.
Planning 
Commission 
Meeting

22 23

24 25 26 27
28
Thanksgiving
City offices closed

29
Thanksgiving
City offices closed

30

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Page 1 of 1Printer Friendly Calendar
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If you are looking for facility rentals, please click here.

<< November December 2013 January >>

Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday

24 25 26 27 28 29 30

1 2

3
6:30 p.m.
City Council 
Meeting

4
6:30 p.m.
Parks and 
Recreation 
Commission 
Meeting

5
6:30 p.m.
Planning 
Commission 
Meeting

6
6 p.m.
Holiday Lighting 
Ceremony

7

8

9
5:30 p.m.
City Council Office 
Hour
6 p.m.
Boards and 
Commission 
Appreciation 
Event

10
6:30 p.m.
Special Meeting / 
Study Session

11 12 13 14

15

16
6:30 p.m.
City Council 
Meeting
Canceled
6:30 p.m.
Arts Commission 
Meeting

17

18
6 p.m.
Sammamish Youth 
Board Meeting

19
9 a.m.
Donate Blood at 
City Hall
6:30 p.m.
Planning 
Commission 
Meeting

20 21

22 23 24
25
Christmas
City offices closed

26 27 28

29 30 31
112a.m.NewYears Day
City offices closed 2 3 4

Page 1 of 1Printer Friendly Calendar
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801 228th Avenue SE • Sammamish, WA 98075 • Phone:  425.295.0500 • Fax:  425.295.0600 • web: www.sammamish.us 
 

Date:  October 30, 2013 

To: City Council  

From: Michael Luxenberg, Chair 

 Mahbubul Islam, Vice Chair 

RE: Recommendation for proposed Transportation Level of Service Changes 

 
On behalf of the Planning Commission, I am pleased to transmit the Planning Commission’s recommendations 
for modifications to the transportation Level of Service (LOS) standards within the Transportation Element of the 
City’s Comprehensive Plan.   
 
This proposal was added to the 2013 docket at the City Council’s December 11, 2013 meeting. This issue arose 
out of interest among City Councilors in removing projects designed to improve portions of East Lake 
Sammamish Parkway from the Transportation Improvement Program. These projects were included in the 
program because they were required in order to meet the City’s adopted Level of Service standards. Changes to 
the Transportation Improvement Program require an amendment to our comprehensive plan. 
 
The Planning Commission was directed to review potential modifications to the City’s Transportation Element of 
the Comprehensive Plan.  The City Council directed the Commission to examine the current comprehensive plan 
Level of Service (LOS) standards and recommend adjustments such that the future East Lake Sammamish 
Parkway projects would not be needed to meet these standards. In addition, the City Council also requested that 
the Planning Commission review the need to add projects supporting anticipated Town Center growth.    
 
The Planning Commission recommends that the City Council adopt the following proposed modifications to the 
Transportation Element of the City’s Comprehensive Plan: 
 

• Revise Table V-J in the Comprehensive Plan to allow a roadway parallel to a regional trail to realize a 
capacity benefit of 580 vehicles per 1 foot of trail width, eliminating the need for future improvements 
on East Lake Sammamish Parkway; 

• Reclassify SE 4th Street between 218th and 228th streets from a Collector to a Minor Arterial and add SE 
4th Street improvements to the City’s Concurrency Project List; 

• Continue discussion and coordination with King County and add Duthie Hill improvements to the City’s 
Concurrency Project List at such time that Sammamish is in control of the entire corridor between 
Issaquah Beaver Lake Road and Trossachs Blvd or when a coordinated and continuous project can be 
developed in partnership with King County and/or Issaquah; and  

• Address projected intersection failures at S.E. 4th Street and 228th Ave. SE and Issaquah Pine Lake Road 
SE and SE 32nd Street as part of the concurrency projects planned or recommended in this memo. 
Address projected intersection failures at SE 8th Street and 228th Ave. and Issaquah Pine Lake Road SE 

Planning Commission   
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and 228th Ave. through project-specific SEPA (State Environmental Policy Act) analyses associated with 
the planned development.  

 
Background 
 
The current Comprehensive Plan defines the adopted LOS standards for the City’s transportation system.  
Annual traffic counts are compared to the City’s transportation model to assess whether the system is achieving 
the adopted standards.  The model includes the anticipated future development citywide and forecasts the 
future traffic volumes.  The transportation model forecasts are used to assess the system and determine if it will 
meet the defined LOS standards in future years.  
 
LOS for road segments and corridors are measured by a volume to capacity ratio (V/C) and intersections are 
measured with an alphabetical system (A through F) that uses time delay as the metric. 
 
If a road segment, corridor, or intersection in the transportation system is predicted to fall below the adopted 
standards, the City is required to program capital projects to address the anticipated deficiency and bring the 
system back up to the adopted standards “concurrently” with developmental impacts.  This is called 
“concurrency”.  State law has defined “concurrency” to mean the system failures must be fixed within ten years 
of the development’s impact occurring.  
 
A list of projects, the concurrency project list, was established such that the City’s transportation system would 
meet the adopted LOS standards as development occurs.   
 
Public Process and Planning Commission Review: 
 
Meetings were held on the following dates to address the Transportation questions raised by the City Council: 
 

• February 21, 2013 
• March 7, 2013 
• March 21, 2013 
• April 4, 2013 
• May 2, 2013 
• May 16, 2013 

 
During the May 16th meeting, the Commission held a formal public hearing and listened to public testimony on 
the subject.  A summary of public comment is attached. 

 
Planning Commission Recommendation: 
 
 East Lake Sammamish Parkway  
 
The current adopted concurrency project list includes two projects along East Lake Sammamish Parkway NE.  
Both of the following projects are needed to maintain concurrency based on the current LOS standards: 

• East Lake Sammamish Parkway NE:  NE 26th St to 196th Ave NE 
• East Lake Sammamish Parkway NE:  196th Ave NE to 187th Ave NE 
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The Commission considered five options to achieve the Council’s goal of removing both East Lake Sammamish 
Parkway (ELSP) projects from the City’s concurrency project list.  The options that were considered are listed 
below: 

 
• Option 1:  Change the acceptable volume over capacity (V/C) ratio for northern segments of ELSP 

Segments 1, 2 and 3 
• Option 2:  Create a unique capacity threshold for ELSP 
• Option 3:  Allow the adjacent regional East Lake Sammamish Trail to add “capacity benefits” to ELSP 
• Option 4:  Create a reduced scale project to meet future capacity needs 
• Option 5:  Modify the roadway functional classification of ELSP north of Inglewood Hill Road 

 
The Commission voted on May 16th to recommend Option 3; which is to revise the LOS to incorporate a 
calculated capacity benefit from the adjacent regional East Lake Sammamish Trail that is sufficient to meet the 
future traffic volume needs of ELSP.  The Commission is recommending this be accomplished by modifying Table 
V-J in the Comprehensive Plan to allow a roadway parallel to a regional trail to realize a capacity benefit of 580 
vehicles per 1 foot of trail width (i.e. the 12 foot wide East Lake Trail would provide 6,960 vehicles per day of 
capacity). By making these recommended changes, future phases of ELSP would no longer be required.   
 
In addition to the Level of Service changes, the Commission is recommending the City Council consider future 
projects that would provide enhanced pedestrian crossing facilities, allowing residents improved safe access to 
the regional trail.   
 
One of the Commission’s success criteria for this project is to understand likely implications of policy options.  
The Commission would like to make sure the City Council is aware that by removing ELSP from the project list, 
planned improvements to Sahalee Way will likely need to be accelerated.   
 
Rationale for Commission Recommendation 
 
The East Lake Sammamish Trail is a regional facility that provides real and significant capacity to not only local 
users, but to the region (specifically Issaquah, Sammamish and Redmond commuters and recreational users).  
This regional trail has urban services on each end and it supports a mode shift to bikes and pedestrians from cars 
which provides a reduced demand on the parallel road, ELSP.  We recommend the current Comprehensive Plan 
be modified to take this into account. 

 
 Town Center Projects 
 
The Commission reviewed the transportation system needs based on adding the adopted Town Center land use.  
The results from the City’s Transportation Model show two major roadway projects reaching threshold volumes 
requiring improvements per the City’s LOS standards.  Those two projects are SE 4th Street between 218th 
Avenue SE and 228th Avenue SE, and SE Duthie Hill Road.  In 
addition, the modeling results showed four (4) intersection 
failures along 228th Avenue SE with the addition of the Town 
Center growth. 
 
 SE 4th Street  
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The SE 4th Street corridor future capacity needs are 18,500 vehicles per day.  Under the current Comprehensive 
Plan, SE 4th Street is classified as a Collector which has a maximum capacity value of 17,800 vehicles per day.  
The Commission is recommending that SE 4th Street between 218th and 228th Avenue SE be reclassified as a 
Minor Arterial (which allows a capacity up to 25,370 vehicles per day).  The Commission is also recommending 
the City Council add a project to the Transportation Improvement Program to improve SE 4th Street in such a 
way as to provide for the future volumes.  The recommendation includes adding this project to the Street 
Impact Fee calculation that is currently charged to developers. 
 
Rationale for Commission Recommendation  
 
SE 4th Street is within the heart of Town Center and improvements are needed to support the City’s adopted 
Town Center plan.  Without re-classifying the roadway, under current policies, this street will not meet the 
adopted LOS standard even if it were improved.  Also, by adding this project to the City’s Concurrency List, the 
City will be able to begin to collect Street Impact Fees to assist with the project funding. 
 
 SE Duthie Hill Road 
 
The SE Duthie Hill Road corridor was also identified by the transportation model as needing capacity 
improvements to meet the future traffic volume projections.  Currently, the SE Duthie Hill Road corridor carries 
about 13,400 vehicles per day.  Per the City’s comprehensive plan it has a capacity of 16,790 vehicles per day.  
The model predicts that by the year 2025 the capacity needs will be 19,500 vehicles per day, which is when the 

capacity improvements would be triggered. 
 
Because Duthie Hill Road is not continuous within the City of 
Sammamish and concerns that King County may not be 
willing or able to construct improvements within their 
jurisdictional boundaries, the Commission is recommending 
that the City continue discussion and coordination with the 
neighboring jurisdiction (currently King County) and add the 
Duthie Hill Rd improvements to the City’s concurrency 
project list at such time that Sammamish is in control of the 
entire corridor between Issaquah-Beaver Lake Road and 
Trossachs Blvd SE or when a coordinated and continuous 
project can be developed in partnership with the neighboring 
jurisdiction.  
 
 

 
Rationale for Commission Recommendation 
 
As shown in the figure above, the City does not control the full corridor along SE Duthie Hill Road.  Currently the 
area along Klahanie and the “notch” area is within King County’s jurisdiction.  The Commission was concerned 
about recommending the City program a project and collect fees for a project that will cost in excess of $25 
Million but not provide real world benefit due to the discontinuous nature of the roadway’s ownership.     

4 | P a g e  
 



 

 
 Intersection Level of Service Failures 
 
Four specific intersections were projected to operate below the adopted acceptable levels of service (LOS C) 
when the transportation model runs were made in connection with Town Center. 
 

1. SE 4th Street and 228th Avenue SE  (Predicted to operate at LOS: F during the PM Peak in future years); 
and 

2. Issaquah Pine Lake Road SE and SE 32nd Street (Predicted to operate at LOS: E during the PM Peak in 
future years); and 

3. SE 8th Street and 228th Avenue SE (Predicted to operate at LOS: F during the PM Peak in future years); 
and 

4. Issaquah Pine Lake Road SE and 228th Avenue SE (Predicted to operate at LOS: F during the PM Peak in 
future years). 

 
Intersection 1 is adjacent to the SE 4th Street roadway concurrency project being recommended above and the 
Commission is recommending that the currency project include intersection improvements to address any 
operating deficiencies.   
 
Intersection 2 is adjacent to an existing project on the City’s concurrency list; Issaquah Pine Lake Roadway 
Improvements.  The Commission is recommending that the City include any necessary intersection 
improvements in that project to address intersection deficiencies.    
 
Intersections 3 and 4 were studied by the City in 2012 as part of the 228th Corridor analysis.  The study 
concluded that the type of correction needed would depend upon the type of development.  Corrections could 
be as simple as timing changes or may necessitate significant construction.  The future operating LOS of these 
two intersections will depend greatly on the specific development (type and location) of the Town Center.     
 
The Commission is recommending the City Council not take any action at this time to address projected 3 and 4 
intersection failures, but rather allow the specific failures and solutions to be identified and addressed by the 
permit and environmental review process for specific Town Center Projects. 
 
Rationale for Commission Recommendation 
 
Intersection LOS is sensitive enough that each development project within Sammamish is required to evaluate 
all intersections where they add 10 or more peak hour vehicle trips.  They are required to study both AM and 
PM peak hour impacts.  If their 10 or more trips cause a LOS failure, they must provide the necessary mitigation 
to address the failure before they can develop.  The Commission’s recommendations for Intersections 3 and 4 
are consistent with this practice and will better and more rapidly address the very specific impacts.   
 
Intersections 3 and 4’s proximity to planned major capital improvements will afford an opportunity to address 
any anticipated LOS failures at that time.  It will also insure that the new improvements themselves will be 
successful and leave behind a deficiency that will need to be evaluated and addressed at a later date. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of our recommendations.  If you have any questions, please contact Laura 
Philpot at 425-295-0570 or lphilpot@sammamish.us . 
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Transportation Level of Service  
Public Comment Summary – May 16th 2013 

Date Name Organization Summary of Comment Staff Response 
04/08/2013 Jim Stanton Email - Received • Shared his opinions regarding the southern end of 

the City.  He stated that they have repeatedly asked 
Sammamish to pay attention to improvements on 
Issaquah- Pine Lake Rd. (carry over project from KC 
due to be expanded originally by KC in the late 
90’s).   

 
• He feels that it is not accurate that Director Philpot 

and David Evans are using V/C ratio as the sole 
guide for determining what to do here.  That’s a 24 
hour measure of total traffic and the more specific 
issue is am and pm peak that overwhelms capacity, 
not total counts all day long.  He feels that the City 
is relying on the wrong measurement output to 
make a decision on what to do here.  

The City Council gave the 
Planning Commission very 
specific scope of work.  The 
work did not include revisiting 
the current comprehensive 
plan level of service standards 
citywide.   
 
There will be an opportunity to 
revisit the level of service 
standards in the full 
comprehensive plan update 
that is expected to be adopted 
in 2015.  

05/16/2013 Greg Allen 
530 254th Ave 
Sammamish, 
WA 98074 

Public Hearing  
PC Meeting  

• Resident here at the City of Sammamish during the 
last 10 years.  Feels like King County have lower 
community standards during this period of time.  

 
• King County 6 year TIP Project always turned into a 

12 year TIP project without numerous projects ever 
being build.  He now feels that the City have been 
listening and are putting the existing residents first. 
He felt refreshed to hear that all details would be 
submitted through SEPA. 
 

• He requested that we do not lower the level of 
service in the Community to the determent of 
existing residents.  Please to hear that within the 
Community Sammamish would build something 

The level of service is not being 
“lowered”.  The level of service 
is being modified to account 
for the benefits being realized 
by the adjacent regional trail. 
 
Also, Mr. Allen expressed 
concerns about traffic on State 
Route 202.  This is not within 
the City of Sammamish’s city 
limits. 

1 
 



when it triggers concurrency standards.   
 
• Concerned with the volume on East Lake 

Sammamish Parkway and 202. With these two 
projects in mind encouraged the City not to take a 
regional outlook. 

 
• He feels very disappointed if Sammamish were to 

lower the Level of Service. 
 

05/16/2013 Murray Todd 
2366 279th 
Drive SE 
Sammamish, 
WA 98075 

Public Hearing  
PC Meeting  

• Duthie Hill Road concern, over the last 10 years he 
feels there has been very little improvements. 
Several traffic lights have been inserted which the 
residents are very grateful for.  

 
• Peak Business Hours - It takes 20 minutes from 

Trossachs to I-90 due to the volume of traffic 
jammed/logged up on this road.  

 
• Main purposes of attending the Public Hearing 

today was to bring it to the City’s attention that this 
road needs major funding which should incorporate 
widening, re-paving included fixing the numerous 
amounts of pot holes.  

 

The Planning Commission is 
recommending the City Council 
work with King County to 
develop a corridor project that 
spans multiple jurisdictions and 
solves the congestion and 
safety concerns of Sammamish 
residents. 
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Date:  October 30, 2013 

To: City Council  

From: Michael Luxenberg, Chair 

 Mahbubul Islam, Vice Chair 

RE: Planning Commission Recommendation on Density Calculation Pilot Program 

 
The City Council at its December 11, 2012 meeting placed two items on the 2013 docket for review and 
recommendation by the Planning Commission.  This memo transmits the Commission’s recommendation on the 
Density Calculation Pilot Program, (Attachment A, submitted by the program proponent, Mr. Kipp).  
 
Mr. Kipp proposes the creation of a pilot program of up to five subdivision projects which would use a modified 
density calculation method to determine the number of allowed dwelling units. The task before the Planning 
Commission, as set by the City Council, was to review the proposal and decide whether or not to recommend 
creation of a pilot program. 
 
The Planning Commission began work on this proposal on June 20, 2013 with an introduction by staff, followed 
by a study session on July 11, 2013. We held a public hearing on July 25, 2013. Due to continued interest by 
some members of the public in providing additional comment after this date, the public hearing was re-opened 
for additional comment during our September 19, 2013 meeting with the record held open until October 2, 
2013.  We received comment both in favor of and in opposition to the pilot program. A summary of comments 
from members of the public is attached (Attachment B).  

 
We approached this proposal by first understanding the development standards and regulations pertaining to 
density calculation currently in place, then considering the impacts that could arise, should the pilot program be 
created. We next considered ways to mitigate potential significant negative impacts.  The Commission also 
discussed how pilot program monitoring might work, including what kinds of data would be produced that 
would assist our upcoming work on the comprehensive plan, noting that a key reason for creating pilot 
programs is to provide data that will inform future decisions.   This discussion led to a realization that even if the 
City Council were to approve a pilot program before the end of the year, no data from the program would be 
available in time to inform the Commission’s scheduled March 2014 work on the land use element of the 
comprehensive plan.  
 
Deliberations and a Commission vote occurred at our October 3, 2013 meeting.  Only five Commissioners were 
present at that meeting and the discussions made clear that the Commission would not be making a unanimous 
recommendation.  The vote was 3-2 in favor of not recommending creation of a pilot program.  The voting 
majority was of the opinion that since the pilot program would not be able to provide information that would 
assist the Commission in making better policy recommendations (a key purpose of pilot programs) in the land 
use element of the comprehensive plan, it should not be recommended. This recommendation only addresses 

Planning Commission   
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the appropriateness of a pilot program; we did not address the question of whether the City should consider a 
change in policy and adopt a gross density calculation city-wide. 

 
Commissioner Collins elected to draft a minority report.  Three other Commissioners have chosen to support 
this minority report: One who was present at the meeting and voted in the minority and two who were not at 
the meeting. The supporters of the minority report have also submitted a draft ordinance, revised from an 
earlier version considered by the Planning Commission, outlining possible parameters for a pilot program for 
consideration by the Council. 
 
Summary: The Planning Commission decided, by a vote of three to two, not to recommend creation of a pilot 
program. However, four of the seven Planning Commissioners are in support of the minority report (Attachment 
C), and provide the attached draft ordinance as a framework for creating a pilot program (Attachment D). 
 
Attachments: 

A: Application 

B: Public comment summary  

C: Minority Report 

D: Draft ordinance 
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Comtaunlty DeveloDmsnt Department
8O1 22atb Avenue SE
Sammambtr, WA 98OZ$95O9
,Pltons r02+e95-O5OO
Fax: 42$295-0600

Comprehensive Plan Arnendment nll, 0r eu:e
Policy Plan Amendment

the proposed change.
8. Describe how the change

comprehensive plan.

Please provide specific written responses to the following sMC criteria,
to the enent known:

+. Describe the proposed change.2. Describe the anticipated impacts of the change, i.e., geographic
area affected and issues presented.

3. Describe why the existing comprehensive pran guidance in effect or
- the existing criteria is no longer applicable.4. Describe how the amendment complies with GMA Coals/requirements.
5. Describe how the amendment compries with the sammamish visionstatement.
6. What are the effects of the change
_ plans/capital improvement programs.
7. Describe the necessary implementation

on the current functional

steps and alternatives to

implements/supports the goals of the

I As identi/ied by KC Tax Assessor records
owners.

9. what effects wourd the proposed amendment have on adjacent andnearby existing and permitted rand use and surrounding
development pattern?

The 500foot area sharr be expanded as necessary to incrude at reast 20 dffirent property

Web: www.ci.sammamish.wa.us

List of priorlpending appticable
permits or decisions or variances

Mailing, List, Map & Labetsr
o One list & map of property own_

ers within 500 feet of subject
property line

. Four sets of mailing labels

Legal Notice posting:

$190.40

Preliminary Review Deposit:
$1,740.00

The|iStedfeeSareinitja|dep9S]t9m9yntsbasedonhoUr|yrateof$115.oo-n.n.,n,.,"
an additional deposit will be required in tie amount estimate oy tne community oeveiopm.nt Departrnent i.ouncr to the nearest 10 hour incremenl

Updared on:9/20/L2
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Comprehensive Plan Amendment
Policy Plan Amendment

Descr:ibe the oroposed chanoe, Amend Sammamish Municipal code (sMC) 21A.25,0g0 for R-1
zoned properties only, to allow 100% of the site area to be used in catculating the maximum
allowable residential density.

lonqer applicable, The City of Sam
jurisdictions in King co.unly for calculating the allowed density of a property (see attachment 1).
This is especially true for R-1 zoned prop-erties in Sammamish.

The current restriction on R-1 lands significantly limit the development potential of many
properties that could othenruise provide opportunities for small scale residential devebjment.

' R-1 lands are required to set aside 50% of the property for permanent open space, and

' R-1 lands must deduct all environmentally critical .r.ui/buff.rs and street rights-of-way
from their allowed density,

These two regulations together result in a "double whammy,'to R-1 properties.

mbered by crit
ide for perman

not allowed to ir
I areas, Here t

o Scenario 1 : a 30 acre parcel w/ '12 acres of environmentally critical areas and requires 3
acres for streets/roads; the maximum allowable density toitne site would be 15
residential lots to be built on 15 acres.o $cenario 2: a 30 acre parcel w/ no critical areas and requires 3 acres for streetshoads;
the maximum allowable density would be 27 residential lots to be built on 15 acres,

This represents a loss of more than 44o/o in the development potential (and value) in Scenario 1,
yet in both scenarios, 50% of the land would be set aside in permaneniopen space and
development would occur on 15 acres of unencumbered land,

It is also important to note that the 12 acres of environmentally critical areas in Scenario 1 would
be fully protected by the city's ECA regulations. No ECA regulations would be changed under
this amendment.

By maintaining the 50% set aside, while allowing 100% density credit for these properties, a
reasonable level of development could occur thit otherwise is not financially feasible for many R-1
properties,

presented. This change would result allowed
on R-1 zoned properties.



4 Describe how the amendment complies with GMA qoals/requirements. The proposed
amendment is consistent with the overall philosophy of the state's GroMh Management Act,
More specifically, the following GMA goals will be advanced with the proposed amendment:

. Urban Growth - this amendment will encourage development in urban areas where
adequate public facilities and services exist or can be provided in an efficient manner

o Reduce Sprawl- by encouraging development w/in the city, it reduces the demand to
convert undeveloped land into sprawling, low density development.

o Property Rights - the private property rights and development potential of R-1 land
owners in the city are significantly limited with the existing density regulations. The City of
Sammamish has the most limiting density calculation formula among jurisdictions in King
County. This amendment will provide a more fair and better balance between property
rights and environmental protection

. Environment - no change to the city's current or future environmentally critical areas
(ECA) regulations is proposed with this amendment, The ECA regulations, along w/ the
50% set aside for open space provide strong protection of the environment on R-1 lands.

Describe how the amendment comolies with the Sammamish vision statement. The vision of
Sammamish is a community of families. This includes quality residential neighborhoods on lands
that can accommodate development. Currently many R-1 lands are underdeveloped due solely to
the methodology used to calculate allowable density. As discussed above, this amendment will
provide the opportunity for new, high quality residential development to occur, thus supporting the
vision statement of Sammamish.

This is a difficult question to answer with a great deal of certainty.

It is recognized that the city's current capital facilities plan is based on the city's growth projections
which used the existing code's density calculation formula. However, this amendment applies to
only R-1 properties and thus the impact to the CIP should be minimal, if at all. To provide a likely
scenario, the following information and analysis, based on the 2007 King County Buildable Lands
Report and the Sammamish Comprehensive Plan, is provided.

According to the 2007 King County Buildable Lands Report, Sammamish had (in 2006)
approximatelyl,l0T gross acres zoned R-1 that were either vacant or had redevelopment
potential. Included on these lands were approximately 640 acres of environmentally
critical areas plus 199 acres (approx. 18%) for anticipated ROW. A total of 839 acres of R-
1 land not counted in the growth forecast model.

Using the Buildable Lands Report methodology, subtractions of 176 acres for Public

Purpose (16%) and 199 acres for Market Factor (15-20o/o), are taken from the 839 acres,
leaving 464 acres of R-1 land would be added to the gross area planned for in the ClP. lf
one then applies the factor of 0.5 Dwelling Units Per Acres Yield used in the
Comprehensive Plan Future Growth Forecasts, the number is reduced to 232 or fewer.
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Based on this analysis, the maximum number of households that would be added to the city,s
qrowth projections is 232. lt is reasonable to expect that the CIP and other functional plans for the
City of Sammamish could accommodate and addition al232 households in their existing plans.

Sammamish City Council would need to adopr an amendment ro SMC 21A.25,080. tl,r.lJlifollowing
code amendment is proposed. The code change is highlightedin botd. underline itatics.

21A.25.080 calculations - site area used for density calculations.
I

property to be used as a street(s) shall not be credited toward base and maximum density
or floor area calculations; provided, that subdivisions or short plats that meet the treeretentio Tree retention require
10 perc areas and associated
(a) The nique points pursuant
preferred low impact development incentives, to ailow foi inclusion of such areas as set
forth in that section; or
(b) The site meets the tree retention incentives of SMC 21A.35.220(2), in which case 10
percent of the critical areas and buffers identified above rnay be inciuded in the site area
used for calculating base and maximum density or floor arei, 1ord. 02009-249 g 1; Ord,
02008-236 S 1; Oro. 02005-174 S 1 ; Ord. 02003-132 S 12)

The majority of development in Sammamish is
R4 or greater. R-1 zoning is the least dense developmeni ln ine city. The impact of this
amendment to sunounding communities and existing development patterns would be minimal.,

amendment is consistent with all the land use goals in tne cornprerrensne ptan
it not inconsistent with any of the goals.



NMtw t

Comparison of Allowable Density on Properties W Critical Areas

Hypothetical scenario used for eomparison
. 10 acre site zoned R-1 (1 residential development unit per acre). 4 of the 10 acres contain critical areas and buffers. 6 of the 10 acres are unencumbered (do not contain critical areas)

Kino County 10 development units (d. u.'s) allowed
Full credit for all acres on site

Redmond 10 d.u.'s allowed
Full credit for all acres on site

lssaouah 8.8 d.u,'s allowed
Full credit for 6 unencumbered acres +2.8 d.u.'s for 4 critical area acres
lssaquah applies a variable "density credit" to critical area acres

Bellevue 8.4 d,u.'s allowed
Full credit for 6 unencumbered acres + 2.4 d.u.'s for 4 critical area acres
Bellevue applies a variable "density credit" to critical area acres

Sammamish <6 d,u.'s allowed
Full credit for 6 unencumbered acres, less acreage required for streets/roads (-15%)
Sammamish also requires 50% of site to be set aside in permanent open space

Preparcd by Gregory Kipp based on Zoning / Development Codes from the respective jurisdictions
King County: KCC 21A.12.060
Redmond: RlC21.08,170
lssaquah: IMC 1 8.1 0.450
Bellevue: BLUC 20.25H,045
Sammamish: SMC21A.25.080





Density Calculation Pilot Program Planning Commission Meeting 10-3-2013

Public Comment Summary

Name Organization/

Affiliation

Comment Date Summary of Comment Staff Response

Steven Hoffman Broadmoore HOA7/25/2013 ⦁ Why is this change being considered via a pilot 
program and not through the comprehensive rewrite 
process?

⦁ This pilot program is being considered at 
this time because the proponent made 
application through the 2012 docket 
process. The City Council passed a 
resolution to consider a pilot program of 
up to five projects for evaluation in 2013.

Erica Tiliacos Friends of Pine 
Lake

7/25/2013 ⦁ Would impervious surface requirements remain in 
place?

⦁ Would developers still be able to use TDRs on non-
buildable sites?

⦁ Consider calling out the intent of the 50% open space 
requirement in the code, which was to provide an 
additional buffer for environmentally critical areas.

⦁ The pilot program as proposed would not 
change codes related to impervious 
surface or TDRs.

⦁ The open space requirements of 21A.25 
and 21A.35 would remain unchanged.

Larry Farmer7/25/2013 ⦁ What kinds of affordable housing parameters might 
be associated with the pilot program?

⦁ Specific recommendations for 
parameters on affordable housing will be 
determined in deliberations

Greg Kipp Proponent7/25/2013 ⦁ The proposed pilot program uses a more fair density 
calculation method than current city code.

⦁ Pilot parameters suggested by city are mostly 
acceptable, but sewer service requirement could be 
problematic, because most of R-1 zoned lands do not 
have sewer yet.

⦁ 215 ft distances from selected environmental 
features, excluding whole parcels is too much. Would 
suggest larger buffers instead, and would be another 
way of offering protection.

⦁ A range of possible amendments has 
been added to the possible motions.



Name Organization/

Affiliation

Comment Date Summary of Comment Staff Response

Joe McCarron Broadmoore HOA7/25/2013 ⦁ Oppose pilot program.

⦁ Appears to be attempt to upzone selected 
properties.

⦁ This proposal could change the character of their 
neighborhood, which the HOA opposes.

⦁ Will other zones be affected?

⦁ The proposed pilot program would allow 
pilot sites to build more dwelling units 
than would otherwise be allowed, but the 
zoning designation will not change.

⦁ Suggested measures have been added by 
the proponent to mitigate neighborhood 
character change, and additional measures 
could be incorporated.

⦁ Only the R-1 zone will be affected. Other 
zones are not proposed to be included.

Panfilo Morelli Property Owner7/25/2013 ⦁ Owns property in EHNSWB Overlay & No Disturbance 
Area.

⦁ Support creation of pilot program and use of gross 
density.

⦁ Property in question is zoned R-4. The 
pilot program is currently proposed for the 
R-1 zone.

Rick Aramburu Broadmoore HOA9/18/2013 ⦁ The docket proposal should be processed as part of 
the Comprehensive Plan Update rather than the 
annual docket process.

⦁ The proposal gives a few property owners special 
treatment.

⦁ The proposal would effectively rezone properties 
without going through the procedures for a rezone.

⦁ There are no monitoring criteria identified for 
measuring impact, and there are no remediation 
measures should the pilot "fail"

⦁ The City Council decided to place 
consideration of the pilot project on the 
docket, and staff and the Planning 
Commission are obligated to review the 
application through the docket process.

⦁ The pilot program will only modify 
density calculation. Underlying zoning and 
associated requirements remain the same.

⦁ The Planning Commission may choose to 
develop and add monitoring criteria as 
part of its recommendation to the City 
Council.



Name Organization/

Affiliation

Comment Date Summary of Comment Staff Response

Greg Kipp Proponent9/26/2013 ⦁ Would prefer that Planning Commission 
recommendation set maximum density of four 
dwelling units per acre in lieu of the 10,000 sq. ft. lot 
size requirement proposed in staff-recommended 
alternative ordinance, or to lower the minimum lot size 
to 7,000 sq. ft.

⦁ Limiting density to four units per acre should render 
the proposed requirement to limit pilot project sites to 
those adjacent to properties zoned R-4 or higher 
unnecessary.

⦁ Acknowledged.

Erica Tiliacos Friends of Pine 
Lake

10/2/2013 ⦁ Proposal should be evaluated as part of the 
Comprehensive Plan Rewrite process.

⦁ Concerned that impervious surface limits contained 
in development standards in 21A.25.30.A.4.C could 
increase.

⦁ Density incentives for use of LID techniques should 
be removed.

⦁ If the PC decides to recommend adoption, include a 
minimum lot size similar to 10,000 sq ft in the 
parameters.

⦁ The City Council decided to place 
consideration of the pilot project on the 
docket, and staff and the Planning 
Commission are obligated to review the 
application through the docket process.

⦁ 21A.25.30.A.4.C applies only to the R-4 
and R-6 zones. The zoning designation for 
pilot projects would not change from R-1, 
so the maximum impervious surface limit 
would not change.

⦁ Code changes relating to the LID 
incentives are outside the scope of this 
process, but are relevant to the 
Comprehensive Plan Rewrite, and could be 
evaluated during that process.

⦁ Acknowledged.

Rick Aramburu Broadmoore HOA10/2/2013 ⦁ Basis for R-1 zone well justified, change would not be 
appropriate.

⦁ 10,000 sq ft minimum lot size and requirement that 
pilot project development be adjacent to would be 
appropriate if the Planning Commission were to 
recommend creation of a pilot.

⦁ Broadmoore HOA remains in opposition to pilot 
program.

⦁ Acknowledged.



Name Organization/

Affiliation

Comment Date Summary of Comment Staff Response

Ilene Stahl10/2/2013 ⦁ Docket prosposal should be processed as part of the 
Comprehensive Plan Update, to allow for greater 
public scrutiny.

⦁ Question about public benefit of this proposal.

⦁ Density changes in R-1 zone could be particularly 
impactful because the zone contains sensitive areas.

⦁ The City Council decided to place 
consideration of the pilot project on the 
docket, and staff and the Planning 
Commission are obligated to review the 
application through the docket process.

⦁ The Planning Commission will process 
the application using the evaluation 
criteria for comprehensive plan and 
development regulation amendments, 
which include statewide planning goals, 
and the City's comprehensive plan.



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Memorandum 
 
 
Date: October 10, 2013 
To: City Council  
From: Planning Commissioner Mike Collins;  

Planning Commissioner Ryan Kohlmann; 
Planning Commissioner Manuel Soto; 
Planning Commissioner Joe Lipinsky 

Re: Minority Report for Density Calculation Pilot Project 
 
Growth is very difficult to manage but without growth the needs of community will exceed the capacity of existing 
development.  To strive to successfully plan for future development, the Growth Management Act (GMA) was 
created.   GMA contains many concepts, one of the foundational concepts is clustering.  Clustering is where 
development is condensed (concentrated geographically/directed to one area of a site) and other areas are set 
aside, which ideally allows economics of scale to provide infrastructure and services at lower costs and better 
design, improving function and reducing the total ecological impact.  This concept is an attempt to curtail sprawl, 
the antithesis of clustering.  This program would examine the use of clustering in the Sammamish R-1 zoning in 
close proximity to but outside of Environmentally Critical Areas (ECA). 

 

GMA and Community Planning 101 also propose “absent an overriding public need, owners should be allowed to 
use their property as they like".  This obligates planners to balance the need of the many with the wants of the few.  
If a public need reduces the ability of an owner to use an aspect of their holding, “Public Need” allows the 
reduction.  If the “Public Need” is satisfied, a higher use can be given. 

 

Sammamish has adopted an ECA Ordinance to protect important ecological functions. Further, Sammamish has 
imposed a 50% Open Space requirement on R-1.  This program looks at the proposition that parcels in R-1 zones 
that also contain ECAs might be able to credit impacted lands toward density calculations.  For example Redmond 
and Issaquah both have lower threshold than Sammamish.  Their history has demonstrated that the higher 
threshold may indeed not provide higher benefit.  Please consult staff to confirm this point. 

 

Sammamish does have a “public need” to provide harmony between existing uses and new development, which is 
commonly referred to as compatibility.  Compatibility allows the different city uses to co-exist, maximizing function, 
minimizing conflict, increasing efficiency and sustainability.  This Minority report emphasizes this concern and 
suggests commitment to this concept.  The Planning Commission (PC) identifies compatibility issues in net density 
and suggests mitigation and directing the director to work on the issue as it affects most future growth and 
development. 1 | P a g e 
 



 

The PC majority found a timing conflict with ND and the Comp Plan update.  The consultant and staff recommend 
the CP Update forgo combining the two separate functions of goals (CP) and regulation (Sammamish Code).  This 
eliminates the conflict.   The PC now appears to agree with the Consultant and staff on this issue. 

 

The minority urges the City Council to adopt the draft ordinance below.  This allows limited growth in area around 
ECAs increasing fairness in the growth potential of R1 while not compromising ecological function. 

 

The minority further urges the City Council to direct work to formulate and improve the compatibility processes of 
evaluating future development and existing use. 

 

Supported by Sammamish Planning Commissioners 

Mike Collins  

Ryan Kohlmann 

Manuel Soto 

Joe Lipinsky 

To this end the minority submits the follow to the City Council for its consideration: 
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Density Calculation Pilot Program – Minority-proposed Ordinance  
 
Section 1. Pilot Program Established. A pilot program is hereby established to change the 
calculation method for density in the R-1 zone for a limited number of permit applications. 
Under this program, up to 5 applications for subdivision or short subdivision may use the 
percentage of site area described below to calculate the number of allowable lots. 
 
Section 2. Purpose. The purpose of this program is to test whether an alternative method of 
calculating allowable lots that does not fully deduct area for on-site critical areas and buffers nor 
for streets from total site area in the R-1 zone will adequately maintain environmental protections 
and preserve neighborhood character.  
 
Section 3. Eligibility. To limit impacts on any one area, pilot program sites shall be 
geographically dispersed throughout the city. A maximum twenty units (fifty in total) shall be 
allowed in each of the areas described below: 

1. East of 236th Ave NE and north of NE 8th St 
2. West of 228th Ave NE, south of Inglewood Hill Rd NE and north of SE 24th St 
3. South of SE 24th St and west of 228th Ave NE 
4. South of SE 8th St and east of 228th Ave NE; and 
5. East of 228th Ave SE, north of SE 8th, and south of NE 8th St 

 
Section 4.  Density Calculation Method.  The following method shall be used to calculate 
allowable lots on pilot program sites:  
 

1. Lots created under the pilot program shall be a maximum net density of four lots per 
acre.  

 
Section 5. Requirements.  The following requirements shall apply to pilot program sites: 
 

1. All projects selected to be part of the pilot program shall satisfy all applicable 
Sammamish Municipal Code requirements for subdivisions, short subdivisions and 
Environmentally Critical Areas. 

2. The pilot program shall be open for application for 3 years. 
3. The total number of new lots above those that would be authorized under existing code 

shall not exceed 20 lots per project, and a maximum of 50 in total, across all applications. 
4. Proposed projects should meet the director’s compatibility threshold 
5.  Proposed projects adjoining development zoned R-4 are preferred. 

 
Section 6. Monitoring and Evaluation. The Department of Community Development shall 
monitor the effect of the additional units permitted under the pilot program and shall provide a 
report to the City Council when meaningful data becomes available and be done yearly 



thereafter. Monitoring criteria shall be developed by the director to measure the effect of pilot 
program sites on neighborhood compatibility and environmental protections.   
 
The director shall develop and update a compatibility model, to be used to mitigate conflicts 
between new and existing uses.  The mitigation process shall maximize citizen involvement 
while reserving the final decision to the director.  The goal of this process is to acknowledge 
change will happen while confirming existing uses are important. 
 
Mitigation may include: 
Notification and mailing to neighbors and other stakeholders, smart design, LID, screening, 
buffers, berms, infrastructure improvements, access enhancements, and any other techniques the 
director deems effective. 
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  City Council Agenda Bill 
 
Meeting Date: November 5, 2013 Date Submitted: October 29, 2013 
 
Originating Department: Public Works 
 
Clearances: 

 City Manager  Community Development  Parks & Rec 
 Attorney  Finance & IT  Police 
 Admin Services  Fire  Public Works 

 
Subject: 228th Ave SE/SE 24th St Left Turn Pocket Extension Project 

Contract #C2013-164 
Final Project Acceptance 

 
Action Required: Adopt the attached Resolution No. R2013_____ accepting 228th Ave SE/SE 24th St 

Left Turn Pocket Extension Project as completed. 
 
Exhibits: 1. Resolution of Project Acceptance 

2. Final Contract Voucher Certificate 
 
Budget: $164,255 is available in the adopted 2013 Transportation Capital Improvement Fund 

(228th Turn Lane Project, 340-151-595-30-63-00).  The total project cost is: $118,279 
for a total savings of $45,976. 

 

Summary Statement: 

All work for the above referenced contract has been completed in accordance with the project 
specifications and plans approved by the City Engineer.  This project provided for construction of 
southbound left turn pocket extension at the intersection of 228th Ave SE/SE 24th St.  The work included 
the construction of raised median removal, asphalt paving, utility adjustment, and pavement markings.  
 
This project was completed on time and within the budgeted amount for construction.  The final 
construction contract amount was $112,278.65.  There were no contractor claims filed against the City, 
and no liquidated damages were assessed against the contractor.  The recommended action approves 
the final contract amount and constitutes the final acceptance of the work by the project contractor, 
Watson Asphalt Paving Co Inc. of Redmond, Washington. 

Background: 

On July 15, 2013, City Council authorized the City Manager to award and execute a construction contract 
with Watson Asphalt Paving Co Inc. for construction of 228th Ave SE/SE 24th St Left Turn Pocket 
Extension Project in the amount of $128,494 in addition to a 10% construction contingency.  
Construction began in August 2013 and was substantially completed at the end of August 2013. 
 
Both design and construction inspection were completed by City staff. 
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  City Council Agenda Bill 
 

Financial Impact: 

 
The completed improvements were constructed within the project budget.  A summary of the budget 
and actual expenditures is below: 
 

2013 Construction
Program Budget Actual 
228th Turn Lane Project 340-151-595-30-63-00 164,255$                  112,278.65$      

TOTALS: 164,255$                  112,278.65$      

Project Expenditures
Design & Construction Management (In-House)  $                    0
Construction (Watson Asphalt Paving Co Inc.) 112,278.65$      
Street Illumination & Utility Relocation (King County Traffic Signal) 6,000.00$          

TOTAL PROJECT EXPENDITURES: 118,278.65$      

 

Recommended Motion: 

Approve the final contract amount with Watson Asphalt Paving Co Inc. of Redmond, Washington, for the 
base amount of $128,494, plus bid item quantity increases and decreases which resulted in a final 
contract amount of $112,278.65 and adopt Resolution No. R2013- _____  accepting construction of 
228th Ave SE/SE 24th St Left Turn Pocket Extension Project as completed as of November 5, 2013. 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

RESOLUTION NO. R2013- ___ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 

WASHINGTON, ACCEPTING THE 228TH AVE SE/SE 24TH ST 

LEFT TURN POCKET EXTENSION PROJECT AS COMPLETE. 

 

WHEREAS, at the Council meeting of July 15, 2013 the City Council authorized award 

of the construction contract for the 228th Ave SE/SE 24th St Left Turn Pocket Extension Project; 

and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City Manager entered into Contract C2013-164 for construction of the 

228th Ave SE/SE 24th St Left Turn Pocket Extension Project with Watson Asphalt Paving Co 

Inc. on July 15, 2013; and 

 

WHEREAS, the project was substantially completed by the contractor on August 31, 

2013; and 

 

WHEREAS, the project was completed within the adopted project budget and within the 

authorized construction contract amount plus contingencies; 

 

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

WASHINGTON, DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 

 

Section 1.  Project Acceptance. The City of Sammamish hereby accepts the 228th Ave 

SE/SE 24th St Left Turn Pocket Extension Project as complete. 

 

Section 2.  Authorization of Contract Closeout Process.  The City of Sammamish 

Director of Public Works and City Clerk are hereby authorized to complete the contract closure 

process upon receiving appropriate clearances from the Department of Revenue, and the 

Department of Employment Security. 

 

Section 3.  Effective Date.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon signing. 

 

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 

THE 5TH DAY OF NOVEMBER 2013. 

 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 

 

 

 

       ________________________ 

      Mayor Thomas T. Odell 
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ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 

 

 

 

_________________________ 

Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 

 

 

 

Approved as to form: 

 

 

 

_________________________ 

Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 

 

 

 

Filed with the City Clerk:  ___________, 2013 

Passed by the City Council: November 5, 2013 

Resolution No.:  R2013-____ 
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  City Council Agenda Bill 
 
Meeting Date: November 5, 2013 Date Submitted: October 30, 2013 
 
Originating Department: Public Works 
 
Clearances: 

 City Manager  Community Development  Parks & Recreation 
 Attorney  Finance & IT  Police 
 Admin Services  Fire  Public Works 

 
Subject:  Stormwater Facility Sign Replacement 
 
Action Required: Authorize the City Manager to purchase 400 Stormwater Facility Signs from FastSigns 

of Bellevue, WA for a total cost not to exceed $44,266.04. 
 
Exhibits: Photos of existing signs 
  
Budget: $44,266 is an anticipated expenditure and will be paid for out of the Drainage 

Resolutions line item within the adopted 2013 Surface Water Capital Projects Fund.  
 

 
Summary Statement: 
 
The City of Sammamish has approximately 360 stormwater facilities.  The signage for the existing 
facilities is in need of replacement. 
 
Background: 
 
There are several different kinds of signs currently is use to identify The City’s numerous stormwater 
facilities.  Most of the signs are in disrepair and are outdated, referring citizens to King County for more 
information.  This is because most of the signs were installed before Sammamish incorporated.  This 
order includes approximately 40 additional signs to be used as spares or for new facility installations.  
The total order is for 400 signs.  Some example photos of existing signs are attached for your reference. 
 
The City solicited bids for the supply of stormwater facilities signage utilizing the eCityGov Shared 
Procurement Portal.  A total of three bids were received.  FastSigns of Bellevue, WA submitted the 
lowest responsive bid. 
 
Financial Impact: 
 
The sign replacement is a planned expenditure for 2013 and is included in the approved stormwater 
fund budget for 2013.   
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  City Council Agenda Bill 
 
 

DESCRIPTION COST 
400 Stormwater Facility Signs $40,425 
Washington State Sales Tax $3,840 
Total $44,266 

 
 

BUDGET SUMMARY - Drainage Resolutions AMOUNT 
Stormwater Capital Fund – Drainage Resolutions $450,000 

 
 
Recommended Motion: 
 
Authorize the City Manager to purchase 400 Stormwater Facility Signs from FastSigns of Bellevue, WA 
for a total cost not to exceed $44,266.04. 
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  City Council Agenda Bill 
 
Meeting Date: November 5, 2013 Date Submitted: October  30, 2013 
 
Originating Department: Public Works 
 
Clearances: 

 City Manager  Community Development  Parks & Rec 
 Attorney  Finance & IT  Police 
 Admin Services  Fire  Public Works 

 
Subject: Major Drainage Repairs Design Contract 
 
Action Required: Authorize the City Manager to execute a contract agreement with Osborn Consulting 

Inc. in an amount not to exceed $71,388.02 to provide engineering and professional 
services for design of major drainage repairs. 

 
Exhibits: 1. Agreement for Services 
 
Budget: $71,388 will be paid for out of the Drainage Resolutions line item within the adopted 

2013 Surface Water Capital budget  (total available budget is: $450,000)  
 

Summary Statement: 

The City of Sammamish has identified three major drainage repairs that need to be addressed during the 
2013-2014 budget development process.  Professional design services are needed due to the specialized 
nature of the work.  Osborn Consulting has been selected to provide the engineering and design services 
necessary to complete the projects.  The projects are planned for construction in the summer of 2014. 

Background: 

Three projects were identified as part of the stormwater capital improvement program.  The projects 
are summarized as follows: 

• NE 6th St tightline repair – an existing tightline to George Davis Creek (aka Inglewood Creek) is in 
need of major repairs and/or replacement.  The consultant will assess the condition of the 
tightline and make recommendations for repair or replacement work.  Sections of the tightline 
that have separated will be replaced. 

• 229th Avenue NE near NE 15th Pl in the Cimarron neighborhood contains a pair of 12 inch cross 
culverts that continually need maintenance due to blockages.  The consultant will investigate 
the feasibility of replacing the existing culverts with a single, larger diameter pipe.  The larger 
pipe will be able to pass material and debris more efficiently.  If the twin culverts cannot be 
upsized to larger pipe, then accommodations will be made at the inlet of the culverts to 
minimize clogging. 

• NE 15th St, in the Inglewood neighborhood, has a 24 inch storm drain line that has separated and 
requires replacement.  The area surrounding the pipe failure is highly erosive and contains steep 
slopes.  The design will replace the existing pipe with new material of the same size. 
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  City Council Agenda Bill 

 

Financial Impact: 

There is $450,000 available for addressing drainage resolutions in the 2013 adopted Surface Water 
Capital Projects fund (438-413-595-40-63-00).   
 
The total contract amount is not to exceed $ 71,388.02.  Included in this total are two optional tasks 
(Tightline Geotechnical Investigations and Permitting Assistance) totaling $13,514.73.  Additionally a 
management reserve fund in the amount of $6,699.50 is included to accommodate potential unknowns.  
The management reserve fund will only be spent if determined necessary by the City. 

Recommended Motion: 

Authorize the City Manager to execute a contract agreement with Osborn Consulting Inc. in an amount 
not to exceed $71,388.02 to provide engineering and professional services for design of major drainage 
repairs. 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
AGREEMENT FOR SERVICES 

 
Consultant: Osborn Consulting, Inc.______________________________________ 

 
This Agreement is entered into by and between the City of Sammamish, Washington, a municipal corporation, 
hereinafter referred to as the “City," and Osborn Consulting, Inc., hereinafter referred to as the “Consultant."  
 
WHEREAS, the City desires to have certain services performed for its citizens; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City has selected the Consultant to perform such services pursuant to certain terms and conditions;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual benefits and conditions set forth below, the parties hereto agree 
as follows: 
 
1. Scope of Services to be Performed by Consultant.  The Consultant shall perform those services 
described in Exhibit “A” of this agreement.  In performing such services, the Consultant shall comply with all 
federal, state, and local laws and regulations applicable to the performance of such services.  The Consultant shall 
perform services diligently and completely and in accordance with professional standards of conduct and 
performance.   
 
2. Compensation and Method of Payment. The Consultant shall submit invoices for work performed using 

the form set forth in Exhibit “B”.  
 

The City shall pay Consultant:   
 
[Check applicable method of payment]  

 
___ According to the rates set forth in Exhibit "__"  
 
_X__ A sum not to exceed  $71,388.02 
 
___ Other (describe): ________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________ 

 
The Consultant shall complete and return to the City Exhibit “C,” Taxpayer Identification Number, prior to 

or along with the first invoice submittal.   The City shall pay the Consultant for services rendered within ten days 
after City Council approval.  
 
 
3. Duration of Agreement.  This Agreement shall be in full force and effect for a period commencing upon 
execution and ending December 31, 2014, unless sooner terminated under the provisions of the Agreement.  Time is 
of the essence of this Agreement in each and all of its provisions in which performance is required. 
 
4. Ownership and Use of Documents.  Any records, files, documents, drawings, specifications, data or 
information, regardless of form or format, and all other materials produced by the Consultant in connection with the 
services provided to the City, shall be the property of the City whether the project for which they were created is 
executed or not 
5. Independent Contractor.  The Consultant and the City agree that the Consultant is an independent 
contractor with respect to the services provided pursuant to this Agreement.  The Consultant will solely be 
responsible for its acts and for the acts of its agents, employees, subconsultants, or representatives during the 
performance of this Agreement.  Nothing in this Agreement shall be considered to create the relationship of 
employer and employee between the parties hereto.  
 
6. Indemnification.  The Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials, 
employees and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or suits including attorney 
fees, arising out of or resulting from the negligent acts, errors or omissions of the Consultant, in performance of this 
Agreement, except for injuries and damage caused by the sole negligence of the City. 
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Exhibit A 
 Scope of Services 

2014 Stormwater Repairs 

I.  BACKGROUND and PURPOSE 
The City of Sammamish (CITY) has identified three sites where the existing stormwater 
infrastructure is damaged and/or not meeting the desired level of service.  The three sites are: 

1. NE 6th Street / Private Road Tight-line Pipe Repair.  The existing metal tightline system is 
separated and/or falling apart and in need of repair.  The existing system is located within a 
10-foot drainage and utility easement and discharges to an existing open channel.  The 
anticipated solution is to replace the damaged tightline with a new HDPE tightline with a 
diffuser tee outfall.    

2. 230th Avenue NE twin culvert replacement.  The two existing parallel 12-inch diameter 
culverts clog with debris resulting in flooding at 230th Avenue NE.  The proposed solution 
shall be less prone to clogging.   

3.  NE 15th Street and 208th Avenue NE Pipe replacement. The existing 24-inch storm drain 
pipe is damaged and needs to be replaced.  Damage was identified when this section of 
pipe was CCTV'd as part of the Inglewood Neighborhood Drainage Improvement study. 

 
The three projects will be bundled into one set of bid documents in order to achieve some economy 
of scale through the bidding and construction phases of these projects.  The resulting product will 
be one set of construction documents (plans, specifications, and engineer's estimate) ready for 
2014 construction.   
 
General Assumptions 

 Structural investigations are not required.   
 All coordination with property owners will be handled by the CITY.  
 The CITY Project Manager will provide necessary information and data to proceed with the 

planning, design, coordination, and completion of the work described below.  
 Assume 2014 construction (prior to wet season beginning October 1).  Plant installation will 

occur in October of the construction year.  
 English Units shall be used for all documents, plans, estimates, and engineering work. 

II. WORK ELEMENTS 
The major Work Elements include: 
 

1. Review Existing Conditions.  
2. Analysis & Design.  
3. Permitting. 
4. Geotechnical Investigation. 
5. Plans, Specification, and Estimate Preparation. 
6. Project Administration. 
7. Tightline Optional Geotechnical Investigation 
8. Optional Permitting 
9. Management Reserve - Contingency Fund. 
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Work Element 1  Review Existing Conditions 

A. Topographic Survey 

The objective of this work element is to obtain the necessary topographic survey of the project 
area to aid the design process and verify existing information available on GIS.  Under this task, 
Axis Survey and Mapping will prepare base mapping for the two specified project areas.  An 
AutoCAD drawing will be prepared at a scale of 1” = 20’, or as required by the CITY before 
drafting commences.  Existing Aerial and/or LIDAR mapping sources may be utilized either 
directly or as a basis for verification.  We recommend the use of a utility locate service to 
establish approximate utility locations before commencement of field mapping.  This Work 
Element will consist of the following tasks: 

1. Control survey in NAD ‘83/’91 Horizontal Datum, with all elevations derived from and 
checked to NAVD ’88 Vertical Datum per CITY Control Network. 

2. Retrieve, interpret, and include existing as-builts as readily available from local 
agencies and purveyors. 

3. Establish rights-of-way and roadway centerlines derived to plat records. 
4. Set two temporary elevation benchmarks at site. 
5. Arrange for utility locates. 
6. Depict hard and soft surfaces on individual layers per accepted APWA standards. 
7. Show and dimension located topographic features and contours at 2-foot intervals 

within subject area.   
8. Show known utilities by surface evidence, utility pre-marks, or as-built location. 
9. Location, species, and size (DBH) of significant trees > 6-inch DBH.   
10. Show ordinary high water and wetland (if any) flags delineated within the project area. 

 
OCI will also be responsible for all coordination with the surveyor, insuring proper and accurate 
data is collected.  Survey data collection will be performed for sites 1 and 2.  Site 3 will use the 
survey form the NE 15th Street & 210th Avenue NE Water and Sewer Main project 
(Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District).    

OCI will perform a site visit to verify the base map.  Existing Information such as: GIS 
information, survey data, as-built plans and other City records of the area will be reviewed. 

B. Pipe Condition Assessment 
Bravo Environmental will provide CCTV inspection of the failing tightline pipe in accordance with 
Pipeline Assessment Certification Program (PACP) Standards (assumes up  to 300-LF of pipe).  
Video and pipe rating will be reviewed by OCI to determine the extent of damage and to inform 
the proposed solution.  The video and pipe rating will be provided to the CITY.  
 
OCI will review CCTV data for Site #3 that was collected as part of the Inglewood Neighborhood 
Drainage Improvement study. 
 

Assumptions: 

 Property boundaries and easements will be based on plat records.  
 Proposed work will be located within existing City right-of-way or easements; therefore, 

temporary construction easements (TCE) will not be needed.  If a TCE is needed, 
preparation of legal descriptions and exhibits will be paid for out of the Manager's Reserve 
budget.  
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 Utility potholes, if needed, will be provided by utility companies.  OCI will coordinate utility 
potholing. 

 Site #3 CCTV data will be provided by the City.  
 
Deliverables: 

1. Survey Base Map  
2. CCTV video and PACP inspection.  

 
Work Element 2  Analysis and Design 
The findings of Work Element 1 will be used to identify solution alternatives in addition to those 
listed above.  Potential alternatives will look to address the existing problem without causing 
adverse affects to upstream and downstream systems.  Qualitative analysis will be used to select 
up to three solution alternatives. 

Anticipated solutions and design considerations include: 
1. NE 6th Street / Private Road Tight-line Pipe Repair.   

a. Replace the damaged tightline with a new HDPE tightline with a diffuser tee outfall. 
b. Repair the damaged tightline via trenchless pipe lining.  
c. Solution may repair or replace only the damaged portions of the existing outfall. 
d. CCTV will inform the extent and severity of the existing damage.  
e. Anchoring the pipe will be a significant design consideration at the tightline site.   
f. Low disturbance construction methods will be explored to limit tree removal and 

other disturbances to private property.   
2. 230th Avenue NE twin culvert replacement.   

a. Install a new, larger diameter culvert. 
b. Install a trash rack at the existing culvert inlets. 
c. Existing utilities within the right-of-way may limit the culvert diameter. 

3. NE 15th Street and 208th Avenue NE pipe replacement assumes an open trench pipe 
installation.  Existing pipe size and invert elevations will be maintained.  No utility conflicts 
are anticipated.  Existing utility crossings will be supported in place during construction.  No 
additional alternatives will be considered at this site.   

OCI will summarize the performance of the alternatives in a matrix.  The analysis matrix will also 
include consideration of cost, critical area impacts, constructability, and maintenance 
requirements.  OCI will submit a draft matrix, accompanied by conceptual sketches, to the CITY 
for review and comment.  CITY comments will be incorporated and a final matrix will be 
submitted.  OCI, together with the CITY, will select the preferred alternative. 

Analysis and Design does not include hydrologic and hydraulic verification of existing flooding.  
Existing problems are assumed to be maintenance related, and not capacity issues.  Hydrologic 
and hydraulic analysis will be limited to excel based calculations to verify proposed solutions 
provide equivalent (or greater) capacity than the existing systems.  Upstream and downstream 
assessments will be qualitative.   

Deliverables  

1. Draft Alternatives Analysis Matrix and Sketches. 
2. Final Alternatives Analysis Matrix and Sketches. 
3. Design documentation (Technical Appendices and electronic design files). 
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Work Element 3  Permitting 
Work Element 3 covers critical areas documentation and design coordination. Except for 
coordination of work elements, The Watershed Company will conduct Work Element 3 at sites 1 
and 2, consisting of the following tasks: 

1. Site visit to identify, evaluate, and classify wetland and stream critical areas in the 
project vicinity (within 250 feet of the work area).   

2. Delineate and flag wetlands and streams within 50-feet of the work areas inside 
drainage easements.  Locations of critical areas found outside easements will be 
sketched onto site maps/plans.   

3. Coordinate with the design team and CITY to communicate critical areas regulations 
and requirements and formulate the best design approach. 

4. Coordinate on simple restoration plans for temporary impacts, goals, performance 
standards, and monitoring plan (OCI to prepare plans w/ TWC assistance). 

5. Prepare a critical areas report detailing the findings of 1 & 2 above and outlining how 
the selected designs meet the requirements of local (Sammamish), state, and federal 
regulatory requirements for wetlands and streams. 

 
Assumptions: 

 The project will not excavate or fill within floodplains, jurisdictional wetlands or jurisdictional 
streams; work will take place within the footprint of existing pipes/drainage facilities. 

 One revision of each deliverable is sufficient. 
 Construction Best Management Practices and erosion controls are sufficient to limit project 

impacts.  Other than the potential for simple restoration plans for temporary clearing 
impacts (included in the engineering plan set), the projects will not require environmental 
mitigation for regulatory approval.  No detailed enhancement, restoration, or mitigation 
plans will be prepared. 

 No critical areas are located at Site #3.  
 
Deliverables  

1. Critical Areas Report. 
 
Work Element 4  Geotechnical Investigation 
Geotechnical investigation will be provided in support of Alternatives Analysis and Conceptual 
Design.  Readily available, geology maps, geotechnical reports, and existing subsurface data 
will be reviewed to characterize the NE 6th Street / Private Road Tight-line Pipe Repair site 
conditions. A brief site reconnaissance will be completed to observe the surficial geology, 
seepage/groundwater, and slope conditions. Information obtained in this task will be utilized to 
give qualitative geotechnical input for the alternative analysis. Conceptual pipe configuration 
and anchor recommendations will be provided to inform the concept design. 

Assumptions  

 No subsurface explorations. 
 Access to the project site will be provided by the City. 
 Geotechnical Engineer will attend one alternative analysis meeting of up to 2 hours. 
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Deliverables  

 Brief technical memorandum describing literature review, site visit, and conceptual 
recommendations (draft and final; one round of review). 

 

Work Element 5  Plans, Specifications, and Engineer's Estimate 
(PS&E) 
OCI will complete design drawings, details, and an Engineer's construction cost estimate for the 
preferred alternatives.  Deliverable submittals will be made at 60% and 100% design for CITY 
review and comment.  City review will be completed following each submittal of Draft Plans.  
CITY will provide a consolidated list or redline set of comments within the timeframe shown on 
the project schedule.  A meeting to discuss comments/redlines will be conducted with OCI staff 
and the CITY’s Stormwater Engineer.   

OCI will update plans and address all comments and submit one Bid Set construction bid 
package comprised of plans, bid documents, specifications, and bid schedule (A, B & C).  
Comments received following submittal of Final Bid Documents will be considered additional 
work.   

Assumptions: 

 TESC plan will be shown on the site plan sheet. 
 CITY will provide Contract documents and Division 1 special provisions.  
 Submittals are electronic.  Up to $240 has been allocated for printed Bid documents.  

 
Deliverables (60%, 100%, and Bid Set)  

1. Plans in AutoCAD (CAD files and 1 PDF copy Half Size 11”X17” and Full Size 22”X34”).  
Plans shall include the following sheets:  

a. Cover sheet and Vicinity Map. 
b. Typical Notes and Legend. 
c. Typical Details. 
d. Schedule A:  Plan and Profile View. 
e. Schedule A:  Site Restoration Plan.  
f. Schedule A:  Details.  
g. Schedule B:  Plan and Profile. 
h. Schedule B:  Site Restoration Plan. 
i. Schedule B:  Details. 
j. Schedule C:  Plan and Profile View. 

2. Engineer's Construction Cost Estimate 
3. Special Provisions: Anticipated Special Provisions will be identified at the 60% submittal.  

Draft Special Provisions will be included with the 100% submittal.  

 

Work Element 6  Project Administration  
The objective of this work element is to provide project administration including budget and 
schedule management, internal quality assurance/quality control review of deliverables prior to 
submission, maintenance of records and monthly progress reports, and project set-up and 
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close-out.  Administration will also include design meetings and other coordination with the City 
Project Manager.  

Assumptions: 

 Project duration is six (6) months:  November through April 
 
Deliverables  

1. Monthly progress reports. 
 

Work Element 7  Tightline Optional Geotechnical Investigation 
If a new, anchored, welded HDPE pipe is selected as the preferred alternative, a focused 
subsurface investigation will be completed at the general location of the pipe anchor that would 
be located at the top of the slope.  A simple slope stability analysis will be completed to evaluate 
the relative stability of the slope, and to determine an appropriate setback for a top-anchor. 
Geotechnical design parameters (lateral resistance and slope setback of top anchor, mid-slope 
anchorages, and toe anchor) will be developed to inform the final design. Geotechnical input will 
be provided for the Special Provisions. The final design drawings will be reviewed to confirm 
that the geotechnical recommendations were properly interpreted and incorporated. 

Assumptions: 

 The accompanying budget assumes that a boring will be completed (depth up to 20 feet) at 
the top of the slope. A backhoe test pit is another potential, and less costly, alternative. 

 Access to the project site, and necessary permits for field explorations, will be provided 
by the City. 

 Traffic control will not be necessary for field investigation. 
 A public one-call and private utility locate will be conducted prior to conducting subsurface 

explorations. 
 Excess drill spoils will be non-contaminated and will be spread onsite. 
 Up to 6 hours for unplanned meetings, phone calls, and general support are assumed in 

the budget. 
 
Deliverables  

2. Draft and final geotechnical report (one review cycle). 
3. Review comments. 

 
 
Work Element 8  Optional Permitting 
Work Element 8 covers permitting. Except for coordination of work elements, The Watershed 
Company will conduct Work Element 8, consisting of the following tasks: 

1. Prepare a SEPA checklist for both projects. 
2. Prepare a Joint Aquatic Resources Permit Application (JARPA) to send to WDFW, 

seeking a Hydraulic Project Approval (HPA).  OCI to furnish 60% design drawings for 
inclusion in the JARPA submittal. 

 
Assumptions: 
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 The project will not excavate or fill within floodplains, jurisdictional wetlands or jurisdictional 
streams; work will take place within the footprint of existing pipes/drainage facilities. 

 Replacement of facilities requires an HPA from WDFW but no approval from the US Army 
Corps of Engineers or any other federal agency is needed. 

 A Biological Assessment/Biological Evaluation is not required since no federal permits will 
be needed. 

 One revision of each deliverable is sufficient. 
 It is assumed that permitting for both project sites (1 & 2) can be combined.   
 SEPA and JARPA will not be needed for Site #3. 

 
Deliverables  

1. Draft & Final SEPA Checklist. 
2. Draft & Final JARPA Application and Drawings. 
3. Clear and Grade Permit (if needed). 

 

Work Element 9  Manager’s Reserve - Contingency Item  
The objective of this work element is to provide budget for additional services identified by the 
project manager during the course of the project.  Potential services may include, but are not 
limited to: 

 Scope or design changes. 
 Addressing a changed condition (i.e. exiting condition does not fit scope assumptions). 
 Other out of scope work elements. 

 
Written direction from the City of Sammamish is required to proceed with this work element. 
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EXHIBIT D
FEE ESTIMATE

C:\Users\jbrauns\Desktop\Copy of FeeEstimate.xlsx

Osborn Consulting, Inc.  - City of Sammamish 2014 Stormwater Repairs

Classification PIC PM PE CADD Engn. I/II SR Ecologist Planner Ecologist Principal Sr. Project Sr. Staff CADD PA Cost 
Hourly Rate $149.00 $142.00 $127.00 $129.00 $81.00 $140.00 $130.00 $80.00 $193.00 $134.00 $106.00 $101.00 $73.00
Project Tasks
Work Element 1: Review Existing Conditions
A Topographic Survey 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6,000$        

Site visit to verify base map 0 0 5 0 5 17.00$      0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
B Pipe Condition Assessment 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,759$        

Total Hours 0 0 8 0 5 17$           131$         1,569$       0 0 0 -$          0 0 0 0 0 -$             -$             6,000$        2,759$        $10,328.79
Work Element 2: Analysis and Design

Kickoff meeting 0 2 2 0 0 17.00$      0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
Data collection and review 0 0 4 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Qualitative Analysis - 3 alts / site 0 0 4 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Concept design sketches and matrix 2 2 4 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Technical Appendix 0 1 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Hours 2 5 16 0 24 17$           4$              5,005$       0 2 0 260$         0 0 0 0 0 -$             -$             -$             -$             $5,264.90
Work Element 3: Permitting

CA recon & delineation fieldwork & CA report 0 0 0 0 0 4 3 15 0 0 0 0 0
Coordinate on design, restoration plan 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Hours 0 0 0 0 0 0 49$           49$             12 3 15 3,270$      0 0 0 0 0 -$             -$             -$             -$             $3,319.05
Work Element 4: Geotechnical Investigation

Literature review & Site visit 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 8 0 0 0 50$              
Alternative analysis meeting 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 25$              
Draft & final memo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 12 0 2 1

Total Hours 0 0 0 0 0 0 61$           61$             0 0 0 -$          4 22 0 2 1 75$              4,070$         -$             -$             $4,131.05
Work Element 5: PS&E

60% Plans and Cost estimate 4 8 24 10 28 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
100% Plans, Specs, and Cost estimate 4 8 22 4 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PS&E (Bid Set) 2 8 22 2 26 240$         0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Hours 10 24 68 16 80 240$         -$          22,318$     0 0 0 -$          0 0 0 0 0 -$             -$             -$             -$             $22,318.00
Work Element 6: Project Administration 

Project admin and client/sub coordination 0 12 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
QA/QC 4 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Progress tracking and reporting 0 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Hours 4 26 12 0 0 0 -$          5,812$       0 0 0 -$          0 0 0 0 0 -$             -$             -$             -$             $5,812.00
Work Element 7:  Tightline Optional Geotechnical Investigation

Field investigation 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 8 0 0 2,550$        
Slope stability 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0
Anchor design 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0
Draft & final report 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 16 0 2 1
Specification input and plan review 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0
Support, phone calls and meetings 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 0 2

Total Hours 0 0 0 0 0 -$          147$         147$          0 0 0 -$          8 33 8 2 3 2,550$        9,785$         -$             -$             $9,931.78
Work Element 8:  Optional Permitting

SEPA, JARPA & local permit 0 0 0 0 0 2 25 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Hours 0 0 0 0 0 -$          53$           53$             2 25 0 3,530$      0 0 0 0 0 -$             -$             -$             -$             $3,582.95

Work Element 9:  Management Reserve - Contingency Fund
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total Hours 0 0 0 0 0 -$          44$           3,800$       0 0 0 650$         0 0 0 0 0 -$             1,400$         600$            250$            $6,699.50
Firm Subtotal: $38,814 Firm Subtotal: $7,710 Firm Subtotal: $15,255 $6,600 $3,009

% of total budget: 54% % of total budget: 11% % of total budget: 21% 9% 4%

Total Budget: $71,388.02

OCI

Bravo Cost EstimateHours Estimate Axis Survey

The Watershed Co.

Hours Estimate

Aspect

Cost 
Estimate

Cost 
Estimate Hours Estimate

Driller 
Locate 
&ODCsExpense

Sub Mark-
Up (1.5%)
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STUDY SESSION NOTES 

Study Session 
October 8, 2013 

 
Mayor opened the study session of the Sammamish City Council at 6:30 p.m. 
 
Open Study Session        6:30 pm 
 
Public Comment 
This is an opportunity for the public to address the Council. Three-minutes limit per person or 5 minutes if 
representing the official position of a recognized community organization. 
 
Rich Shivley, Parish Administrator, Mary Queen of Peace Catholic Church, Spoke regarding the church 
process for hosting Tent City. 
 
John Galvin, 432 228th Avenue SE, Spoke regarding the Economic Development Plan and the Town 
Center. 
 
John Hansen, 504 228th Avenue SE, He felt that the public comment period should come at the end of 
this meeting so he can see what is going to be presented during the Economic Visioning session and 
then comment. 
 
Topics 
 

 Economic Development Visioning Exercise 
 

 Council Chamber Update 
 

 
Adjournment         9:30 pm 
 

Bill # 5





 
 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
Regular Meeting 

October 14, 2013 
 
Mayor Tom Odell called the regular meeting of the Sammamish City Council to order at 6:30 pm. 
 
Councilmembers present:  
Mayor Tom Odell 
Deputy Mayor Ramiro Valderrama 
Councilmember Don Gerend 
Councilmember John James 
Councilmember Tom Vance 
Councilmember Nancy Whitten 
 
Absent:  
Councilmember John Curley  
 
MOTION: Councilmember Valderrama moved to excuse Councilmember Curley. Councilmember Whitten 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously 6-0. 
 
Staff present:   
City Manager Ben Yazici 
Deputy City Manager Lyman Howard,  
Public Works Director Laura Philpot 
Assistant City Manager/Community Development Director Kamuron Gurol 
Assistant City Manager/Administrative Services Director Mike Sauerwein 
City Attorney Mike Kenyon 
Administrative Assistant to the City Clerk Lita Hachey. 
 
Roll Call/Pledge of Allegiance 
 
Roll was called. Mayor Tom Odell led the pledge. 
 
Approval of Agenda 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Valderrama moved to approve the agenda. Councilmember Gerend seconded. 
Motion carried unanimously 6-0. 
 
Presentations/Proclamations 
 
Public Comment 
 
Father Kevin Duggen, 1121 228th Ave SE, Pastor Mary Queen of Peace Church, The church is considering 
hosting Tent City 4 (a homeless encampment) with the help of other area churches. Starting this 
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Saturday, October 19, 2013, Tent City 4 will be established for a 90-day period, ending on January 18, 
2014.  
 
Tereasa Cody, 25625 East Plateau Dr. Plateau Golf & Country Club, requested golf carts be allowed on 
the  public streets surrounding the golf club neighborhood. The golf cart zone would be restricted to 
streets with a speed limit of 30 mph or less.  
 
Randy Hoefer, 113 Windsor Drive SE, discussed what a golf club zone is.  In 2009, legislation passed in 
Washington to allow the creation of golf cart zones.  This allows a local government agency to create a 
zone around, for example, the Plateau Golf and Country Club. Public Works Director Laura Philpot will 
present the golf club zone later in the meeting. 
 
Consent Agenda 
 
Payroll for the period ending September 30, 2013 for pay date October 4, 2013 in the amount of $300,082.21 
 
Approval: Claims for period ending October 14, 2013 in the amount of $1,641,792.93 for Check No. 35805 
through 35930. 
 
Resolution:  Authorizing the City Manager To Enter Into An Interlocal Agreement With Association Of 
Washington Cities Employee Benefit Trust To Participate In Their Self-Insured Health And Welfare Benefit 
Program 
 
Amendment: Economic Development Plan/Community Attributes 
 
Approval: October 1, 2013 Regular Meeting Minutes 
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to approve the consent agenda. Councilmember Gerend 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously 6-0.  
 
Public Hearing 
 
Public Hearing opened at 6:48 pm and will remain open until November 5, 2013 
 
Public Comment 
 
Denise Stiffarm, 925 4th Ave # 2900, Seattle, WA, Lake Washington School District, spoke regarding the 
impact fees in the Lake Washington School District 
 
Steve Crawford, 565 NW Holly St. Issaquah, WA, Director of Capital Projects, Issaquah School District, 
discussed the factors that contribute to the changes in the school Impact fees 
 
Assistant City Manager/Community Development Director Kamuron Gurol gave the staff report and 
gave a PowerPoint presentation (available on the city’s website at www.sammamish.us). 
 
Ordinance: First Reading Relating To School Impact Fees; Amending The City’s Comprehensive Plan To 
Adopt The Snoqualmie Valley School District No. 410 Capital Facilities Plan; Adopting The Associated 
School Impact Fee Schedule; And, Establishing An Effective Date. 
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Ordinance: First Reading Relating To School Impact Fees; Amending The City’s Comprehensive Plan To 
Adopt The Lake Washington School District No. 414 Capital Facilities Plan; Adopting The Associated 
School Impact Fee Schedule; And, Establishing An Effective Date. 
 
Ordinance: First Reading Relating To School Impact Fees; Amending The City’s Comprehensive Plan To 
Adopt The Issaquah School District No. 411 Capital Facilities Plan; Adopting The Associated School Impact 
Fee Schedule; And, Establishing An Effective Date. 
 
Council Reports 
 
Councilmember Gerend, spoke regarding the Eastside Transportation Partnership meeting on October 
11. 
 
Councilmember Vance, spoke regarding the Regional Transit Committee meeting on Wednesday, 
October 16. They will be discussing the potential transit cutbacks in service due to funding issues. 
 
Deputy Mayor Valderrama, spoke regarding Tent City 4 and praised the decision to hold it at Mary 
Queen of Peace. Attended the Eastside Fire and Rescue board meeting last Thursday, October 10.  The 
Board voted to extend the Interlocal Agreement (ILA).  All other members of the board were planning to 
take back to their Commissions and Councils, the 75/25 proposal presented and get back to Sammamish 
about their decisions. Discussion and a vote was held to approve a subgroup of five members who 
would discuss, if the 75/25 approved, how a long-term funding model could be done.  
 
Mayor Odell, spoke regarding the success of the Mayor’s Month of Concern Hunger Food Drive. There 
was 18,235 lbs. of food collected and almost $3,000.00. Public Issues Committee, with Sound Cities 
Association, discussed the closing of garbage transfer stations and creating new ones. At a meeting on 
Oct. 9, 2013, King County presented a transfer-plan review document that the Sammamish Council will 
have to vote on. He also attended the EF & R Funding Model & Board meeting.  
 
City Manager Report  
 
Golf Carts on City Streets 
 
Public Works Director Laura Philpot gave the staff report and gave a PowerPoint presentation (available 
on the city’s website at www.sammamish.us). 
 
Ms. Philpot asked for the Council’s direction in moving forward with this request.  
 
Councilmember Whitten and Mayor Odell would like more information before proceeding with this 
issue. There have been concerns expressed about safety issues. A desire for feedback from local schools 
and the Sammamish Police Chief. Councilmember James stated that golf carts are allowed on the streets 
in the Sahalee community.  
 
Decision postponed until more discussion about the issues is possible.  
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to amend the agenda to move the Executive Session to the end of 
the meeting after the Study Session. Councilmember James seconded. Motion carried unanimously 6-0.  
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Mayor Odell suggested a 5-minute break. Meeting resumed at 7:40 pm. 
 
Study Session 
 
 Fire Services 

 
Public Comment 
 

Dave Augenstein, 723 212th Ave SE, Sammamish, WA 98075, Citizen and Firefighter, Comment: 
He spoke regarding the timeline of this latest report. He feels that the Citizens/First responders 
are being ignored in this process and there has not been enough opportunity for public input. 
Taxpayers have paid over $65,000 for a consultant study. Why are you changing something that 
is working fine at the risk of something of poor quality? 

 
Mike O’Brien, 519 N 77th St, Seattle, WA, 98103, Firefighter with EF & R, Comment: Requesting 
a written response to his question prior to vote on Nov. 5th. He wonders why the City is saying 
that the Fire Dept. the city is proposing will have the same or better quality of service, for the 
same or less cost  than what EF & R is providing today? The report that he has seen won’t be 
offering several services that EF & R is currently offering. 

 
Emily Harig, 416 221st Ave NE, Sammamish, WA 98074, Resident and Volunteer Firefighter at 
Station 82, Comment: She feels the program has helped her become the person she is today. EF 
& R has provided many outreach services to her neighborhood, including blood pressure checks, 
holiday engines, food donations and other support. How will this change?  

 
Robin Earl, 2151 E Beaver Lake Drive SE, Sammamish, WA 98074, Resident & Principal of 
Creekside Elementary School, Comment: Discussed how successful the community partnership 
with EF & R has been with the schools. She feels there is a tight bond in the  community. EF & R 
has always been there for school events; from the start of a new school to various school 
functions. They are part of her school team. 
 
Michelle Frey, 3113 214th Place SE, Sammamish, WA 98075, Volunteer for EF & R, Comment: 
Requested a written response to her question. She hears the City plans to pay firefighters the 
lowest possible salary on the pay scale if this fire department is formed. Is that fair? What is the 
justification? Has the risk gone down? 

 
Ryan O’Cain, 11915 NE 103rd Place, Kirkland, WA, Firefighter, formerly at Station 81 & now at 
Station 83, Comment: Requested a written response by Nov. 5, 2013. It appears you won’t have 
a dedicated fire prevention division or even an officer. If not, how will plan review inspections, 
permitting and service testing be accomplished? How much will that cost in addition to what is 
being proposed? 

 
David Geller, 2156 272nd Way SE, Sammamish, WA 98075, Resident of Trossachs, Comment: He 
is here to voice his strong supporter of EF & R. He feels we need to keep EF & R. He trained as an 
EMT and a volunteer at Station 83. Do we want to take the risk with a new Fire Department? A 
majority of calls are for medical emergencies. If the City forms its own department then not all 
forty firefighters will be employed from  those three stations. He would prefer a group of well-
trained professionals coming to his door in the case of an emergency. 
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Sara Groff, 1855 Trossachs Blvd SE, # 205, Sammamish, WA 98075, Resident, Comment: 
Requested a written response by Nov. 5, 2013.She does not see in the final study, where there is 
a full-time training officer on staff should the city break away from Eastside Fire & Rescue. How 
will firefighters receive the training they need to keep their skills current? How much will that 
cost in addition to what is being proposed? Why fix something that is not broken? She feels EF & 
R is a well-established, well-oiled department and she does not want to see that changed with a 
new department. 

 
Mary Zeigler, 4617 225th Ave SE, Sammamish, WA 98075, Resident, Comment: She has 
checked with her homeowners insurance and two factors concerned with the rate are Fire Dept. 
response time and distance from fire station. She is concerned about the changes that will 
happen and the possibility the Station 83 will be closing. She feels that response time is critical 
and that EF & R are trained professionals. Ms. Zeigler would like to know what the City’s 
experience is in operating a Fire Department.  

 
Jon Poulin, 14819 4th Place NE, Duvall, WA. 98019, Sammamish Firefighter, Comment: 
Requested a written response to the following question. As board members of EF & R, your 
members have approved the budget for the last 12 years, why now are you making an issue of a 
higher cost? 

 
Colin O’ Brien, 27223 NE 146th Place, Duvall, WA 98019, Firefighter at Station 83: Comment: 
Requests a written response to the following question: Who will do specialized maintenance on 
fire trucks? Does the City currently have the expertise and exactly what will the cost be to do 
that sort of maintenance? 
 
Kim Hilliker, 2630 233rd Place NE, Sammamish, WA 98074, Comment: She begs that 
Sammamish not get rid of this fire station and these providers. She feels that we need these 
experienced firefighters to remain in Sammamish. What value does the City put on human lives 
over the dollars saved? 
 
Kent T. Kiernan, 23101 NE 18th Court, Sammamish, WA 98074, Comment was previously voiced. 

 
Joe Lindsay, 710 240th Way SE, Sammamish, WA 98075, EF & R Firefighter, Comment: The City 
has done five fire services studies since 2005 at a cost of $100,000 or more. The last one stated 
that it was more effective to have Sammamish remain with EF & R. What has changed in this last 
report and what makes the city think it can run a stand-alone fire department cheaper and 
better than what we get with EF & R? 

 
Chris Tubbs, 22618 NE 15th Place, Sammamish, WA 98074, Resident and Fire Chief with over 35 
years’ experience, Comment: He cautioned the Council with proceeding with its own fire 
department and feels there is a lack of transparency with this issue. He respects the right of the 
Council to make such business decisions. As public servants, the public trust should be 
paramount. He feels that the City is being naive about the ability to run its own fire service. He 
requests that the Council delay any decision to sever the contract with EF & R. Public safety is 
the most important service we receive from local government. 
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John Bromberg, 22309 NE 31st Street, Sammamish, WA 98074 Comments: Requested a written 
response to his questions. Spoke against the Council’s decision to create its own fire 
department. He feels the decision for Sammamish to create its own Fire Department is based on 
financial information on paper only. There is a whole lot more that needs to go into it. Instead, 
all the Citizens of Sammamish should make the decision. 

 
Jan Bromberg, 22309 NE 31st Street, Sammamish, WA 98074, Cert Program Manager, 
Comment: The Community Emergency Response Team program in Sammamish are the main 
providers of training for citizens. They host 4 training sessions per year and have graduated over 
600 CERT’s. EF & R has been a big partner in this program. She would like to know why no one in 
her organization was asked for input. 
 
Jon Wiseman, 7329 410th Ave SE, Snoqualmie, WA, 98065, President of the Firefighter Union, 
Comment: Spoke on behalf of the local firefighters that support the Sammamish community. 
They have been concerned about the rush to push the decision forward to November from 
December. He does not feel confident in the decision to turn away Eastside Fire and Rescue. He 
is concerned about the FCS report and that the costs do not add up. The quality of service will 
decline if the City tries to take over the management. The CERT program and regional 
partnerships will suffer. 
 
Brad Speigler, 13804 252nd Place, Issaquah, WA, 98027, Comment: Requested a written 
response to his question. He is here to support EF & R. He feels that the proposed budget has 
issues. He feels we need ongoing training for our EMT’s.  

 
Dee Carrel, 20814 NE 26th Place, Sammamish, WA 98074, Citizen, Comment: She is concerned 
about the loss of the EF & R in Sammamish and here to support the EF & R. She is also worried 
about home insurance rates going up.  

 
Suzie Rockey, 23253 NE 17th St, Sammamish, WA 98074, Business Owner, Sammamish, 
Comment: Requested a written response before the Nov. 5th meeting. How will the intellectual 
capital about the people, schools and the area, be maintained, if you have a new fire 
department?  

 
Pete Brummel, 1251 West Valley Pkwy, Chimacum, WA 98325, Captain Eastside Fire & Rescue, 
Emergency Management Advisory Board, Regional Fire Service Planner, Comment: He found 
numerous flaws in the new FCS report. The lack of the Fire Battalion Chiefs is important for daily 
operations and safety issues. Regional assistance is needed to run the Fire Dept. Regional fire 
services is the way of the future. EF & R has the specialists that are needed.  

 
Wayne Parker, 5017 35th Ave SW, Seattle, WA 98126, Fire Fighter with EF & R, Comment: 
Request for a written response to his question before Nov. 5th meeting. When calling around to 
others that operate a three station fire department, none are able to get the costs per station 
down as far as EF & R, while maintaining the level of quality in services. Why does the city think 
that they can do what others can’t?  

 
Loren Charlston, 445 243rd Pl SE, Sammamish, WA 98074, Former Assistant Fire Chief, 
Comment: Requested a written response before Nov. 5 meeting. Regional Fire Service is the way 
of the future. Why is the City choosing this direction? The City is being unrealistic about costs 
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and not having a Battalion Chief. The entire City staff is going to get busier. How many 
Sammamish residents have requested a change away from ER & R?  

 
Judi McLaughlin, 427 219th Ave NE, Sammamish, WA 98074, Citizen, Comment: Why would you 
do this to our community? Why would you take away the people who service this community? 
This is not the right thing to do, our citizens need our EMT’s and fire & rescue. She was told her 
home insurance rates will go up. She requests that Council make a common sense decision and 
keep EF & R. 

 
Sarah Cousins Hoopes, 23966 SE 7th Lane, Sammamish, WA 98075, Comments: Based on the 
comments from the Technical Advisory Committee, a more community-based model is desired 
by the community. What community organizations or individuals did the FCS or the TAB ask 
about the decision to leave EF & R?  

 
Mike Mandella, 688 110th Ave NE, Bellevue, WA, 98004, Retired Fire Chief with 30 years of 
service, Comment: What is the rush? He is here to talk about transparency, cost analysis, due 
diligence and risk assessment. He would like to know why the Council is not open and honest 
about this decision. He feels you cannot run a fire department on that few dollars. You do not 
have the in house expertise dealing with union workers. Potential staffing issues will put the 
burden on the homeowner and businesses to pay more in taxes.  

 
Richard Waymire, 806 233rd Pl NE, Sammamish, WA 98073, Volunteer Firefighter at Station 82, 
Comment: He is against the decision to remove EF & R. He did not see any mention in the report 
of the volunteers in the fire department. Do you have a plan to have volunteers in the 
department or not? 
 
Sharon Rhinevault, 21472 NE 20th Court, Sammamish, WA 98074, declined to comment as her 
comment was previous addressed.  

 
Michael King, 2328 233rd Ave NE, Sammamish, WA 98074, Comment: Requested a written 
response. Will the city still get all the support on major calls from EF & R that they get today if 
they are no longer a partner? Are EF & R, Redmond or Fall City Fire, obligated to offer any 
mutual or automatic aid and if not, have they agreed to do so? Will the City automatically allow 
mutual aid agreements if the city decides to form its own Fire department. He finds the FCS 
report inadequate and has many concerns. He encourages Council to think twice about this 
decision. 

 
David Misakian, 1237 227th Terrace SE, Sammamish, WA 98075, Volunteer Program Manager, 
Comment: Requested a written response by Nov. 5 meeting. His question is about the Council’s 
decision to have a fire department that is more community based. What is the desire of the 
Council? We currently have a volunteer pool that works with the career staff to provide grief 
and counseling services to our Chaplin corps, a SSV corps that provides data and tele-
communications back-up services, staffing for concerts in the park and school events. What is 
Council seeking additionally that the volunteer pool and the career staff do not provide? 

 
Adam Merritt, 33801 SE Sorenson St, Snoqualmie, WA 98065, Firefighter with EF & R, 
Comment: His question to Council is that it is his understanding that the City has no union 
employees. If you start a Fire Department, the firefighters will quickly organize one. Will that 
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cost us more in a few years? Will other city workers organize and increase City expenses as well? 
Do you want the firefighters to organize? 

 
John Fallstrom, 885 7th Ave NW, Issaquah, WA, 98027, 27 years with KC Fire District 10 & with 
EF & R, Comment: currently the citizens of Sammamish receive numerous, seamless fire 
services, all as partners with EF & R provide numerous services. How will that work under the 
new plan for the City? Other considerations are requirements for staff training, mechanic 
services, facility maintenance, dispatch services and the ability to respond to hazardous 
situations etc. 

 
Eugene Craig, 20555 NE 27th Pl, Sammamish, WA 98074, Long-time resident of Sammamish, 
Comment: The Fire people should handle fire and safety and the City people should manage City 
affairs. He thanked the members of Council; feels they are doing their job and will make the 
right decision. With change, come improvements. 

 
Frank Dahlquist, 25307 145th Pl SE, Monroe, WA, 98272, EF & R firefighter, Comment: He sees 
the trend with regional fire services around the area. Regionalization is the way to go. If one of 
the Cities’ mentioned in your study has since gone to a regional fire authority, why would we go 
to something else? 

 
Eric Jarvi, 20906 NE 19th Place, Sammamish, WA 98074 Comment: Requested a written 
response. What will our 2014 and 2015 cost projections become in the event Sammamish Fire 
Dept. and will other city employees need to unionize? What plan does the City have for 
negotiating union contracts? 

 
Kyle Wyler, 22626 SE 281st street, Maple Valley, WA 98038, Firefighter with EF & R Comment: 
Requested a written response. Is it true that the city pays far less per thousand assessed 
property value than any of the other current partners for fire and medical services? If you pay 
the least and the public is satisfied with this service, why are you leaving? 

 
Rick Reynolds, 33028 SE 44th Street, Sammamish, WA 98074, Lieutenant with EF & R, 
Comment: He spoke in favor of EF & R as a first rate department. Council needs to consider 
disaster preparedness in Sammamish, the CERT group and the training they provide. This is just 
one of the many areas that you could lose if you chose to going somewhere else. 

 
Public Comment ended at 8:44 pm. 
 
Mayor Odell requested a 10 min recess.  
 
City Manager Ben Yazici gave a staff report and gave a PowerPoint presentation (available on the city’s 
website at www.sammamish.us) 
 
Peter Moy, with the FCS group, gave an update of the Fire Services Study and gave a PowerPoint 
presentation (available on the city’s website at www.sammamish.us). Along with Bob Merritt with MHC 
Associates 
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Kathleen Huckabay, with the Technical Advisory Board (TAB), gave an update of the Fire Services Study 
and gave a PowerPoint presentation (available on the city’s website at www.sammamish.us). Ms. 
Huckabay introduced Ron Haworth and Lee Fellinge fellow TAB members. 
 
Close Study Session 
 
Executive Session – Potential Litigation pursuant to RCW 42.30.110(1)(i) 
 
Council retired to Executive Session at 11:20 pm and returned at 11:39 pm. with the following action 
taken:  
 
Motion: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to authorizing a Quiet Title lawsuit regarding certain parcels 
on SE 14th St. Councilmember Gerend seconded. Motion carried unanimously 6-0. 
 
 
 
__________________________________ _______________________________ 
    Lita Hachey, Administrative Assistant    Thomas T. Odell, Mayor  
   to the City Clerk 
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  City Council Agenda Bill 
 
Meeting Date: November 5, 2013 Date Submitted: October 4, 2013 
 
Originating Department: Community Development 
 
Clearances: 

 City Manager  Community Development  Parks & Recreation 
 Attorney  Finance & IT  Police 
 Admin Services  Fire  Public Works 

 
Subject:    Ordinances amending the City Comprehensive Plan to adopt the 2013 6-year capital 

plans and associated impact fees for Snoqualmie Valley, Lake Washington and 
Issaquah school districts. 

 
Action Required:    Re-open public hearing, take additional testimony, and close public hearing. Approve 

ordinances relating to school impact fees 
 
Exhibits:    1) Ordinance amending the city’s comprehensive plan to incorporate the 2013 

Snoqualmie Valley school district capital facilities plan and impact fees.  
2) Ordinance amending the city’s comprehensive plan to incorporate the 2013 

Lake Washington school district capital facilities plan and impact fees 
3) Ordinance amending the city’s comprehensive plan to incorporate the 2013 

Issaquah school district capital facilities plan and impact fees 
 

Budget:    Not Applicable 
 

Summary Statement:  

Each of the three school districts that serve the City of Sammamish have prepared updated six-year 
capital facility plans (CFPs) in compliance with the requirements of the Growth Management Act and 
SMC 21A.105.  The updated CFPs include revised impact fees for single family housing and for 
multifamily housing units.  The CFPs are included in Appendix B of the City’s Comprehensive Plan.  The 
proposed ordinances would approve the new fees and replace the CFP’s with the current versions.  
 
A fee comparison table is show below. 
 
 Single Family Per Unit  Multi-Family Per Unit 
Snoqualmie Valley SD $8,011.11 (old $8,668.48) $3,366.16 (old $3,220.38) 
Lake Washington SD $6,302.00 (old $7,005.00) $207.00 (old $197.00) 
Issaquah SD $5730.00 (old $3,738.00) $1,097.00 (old $0.00) 
 
 
Background: 
The adoption of the school district capital facility plans are an annual amendment to the City’s 
Comprehensive Plan.  The amendment is required by RCW 82.02.050 for continued authorization to 
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collect and expend impact fees.  The fees help implement the capital facilities element of the city 
comprehensive plan and the Growth Management Act by: 
 
(1) Ensuring that adequate public school facilities and improvements are available to serve new 
development; 
(2) Establishing standards whereby new development pays a proportionate share of the cost for 
public school facilities needed to serve such new development; 
(3) Ensuring that school impact fees are imposed through established procedures and criteria so 
that specific developments do not pay arbitrary fees or duplicative fees for the same impact; and 
(4) Providing needed funding for growth-related school improvements to meet the future growth 
needs of the City of Sammamish.  
 
An environmental review of the associated Comprehensive Plan amendment was conducted in 
accordance with the requirements of the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), and a non-project SEPA 
Determination of Non-significance was issued by the City on October 1, 2013. Council conducted a 
public hearing on October 14, 2013 and continued it to November 5, 2013. 

Financial Impact: 

There is no financial impact.   
 
Recommended Motion:  
Move to adopt the ordinances relating to school impact fees for Lake Washington, Issaquah and 
Snoqualmie Valley School Districts. 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

ORDINANCE NO. O2013-____ 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON, 
RELATING TO SCHOOL IMPACT FEES; AMENDING THE CITY’S 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO ADOPT THE SNOQUALMIE VALLEY 
SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 410 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN; ADOPTING 
THE ASSOCIATED SCHOOL IMPACT FEE SCHEDULE; AND, 
ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
  

WHEREAS, Chapter 82.02 RCW authorizes the City to impose and collect impact fees 
for public facilities which are addressed by a capital facilities plan element of a comprehensive 
plan adopted and revised in compliance with RCW 36.70A.070; and 
  

WHEREAS, Section 24.25.030 of the Sammamish Municipal Code and RCW 
36.70A.130(2)(a)(iv)  allow the comprehensive plan to be amended more than once a year, to 
address an amendment of the capital facilities element of the comprehensive plan that occurs in 
conjunction with the adoption of the City budget; and 
 
  WHEREAS, Chapter 21A.105 of the Sammamish Municipal Code sets forth the 
administrative provisions applicable to the calculation, collection and adjustment of school 
impact fees on behalf of the school district; and 
 

WHEREAS, Chapter 21A.105.080 of the Sammamish Municipal Code allows for an 
exemption or reduction to the fee for low or moderate income housing; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Snoqualmie Valley School District has submitted to the City the 
District’s Capital Facilities Plan for 2013 which establishes a revised impact fee schedule for 
single family housing units in the amount of $8,011.11 per unit and for multifamily housing units 
in the amount of $3,366.16 per unit; and  
 

WHEREAS, an environmental review of the associated Comprehensive Plan amendment 
was conducted in accordance with the requirements of the State Environmental Policy Act 
(SEPA), and a non-project SEPA Determination of Non-significance was issued by the City on 
October 1, 2013; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the fee schedule was calculated in accordance with SMC 21A.105.030 
utilizing the formula set forth in SMC 21A.105.040; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council conducted a public hearing on the fourteenth day of 
October 2013 regarding the proposed amendment to the City’s Comprehensive plan, and finds 
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that the proposed amendment is consistent with the comprehensive plan and is in the best interest 
of the public health, safety and welfare;  
 

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

Section 1.  Adoption of District Capital Facilities Plan. The City hereby adopts and 
incorporates herein by this reference the Snoqualmie Valley School District No. 410, Capital 
Facilities Plan 2013, attached hereto within Exhibit “A”, into Appendix B of the city’s 
comprehensive plan. 

 
Section 2.  Adoption of Fee Schedule. The City hereby adopts the Snoqualmie Valley 

School District No. 410 impact fee schedule for single family housing units in the amount of 
$8,011.11 per unit and for multifamily housing units in the amount of $3,366.16 per unit. 
 
 Section 2.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of 
the City, and shall take effect and be in full force beginning January 1, 2014. 
 
  
 ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 
THE _____ DAY OF ______________ 2013. 
 
 
       CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Mayor Thomas T. Odell 
 
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk: October 4, 2013 
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Public Hearing:  October 14, 2013 
First Reading:   October 14, 2013 
Public Hearing:  November 5, 2013 
Passed by the City Council:  
Publication Date:   
Effective Date:   
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

ORDINANCE NO. O2013-____ 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON, 
RELATING TO SCHOOL IMPACT FEES; AMENDING THE CITY’S 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO ADOPT THE LAKE WASHINGTON 
SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 414 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN; ADOPTING 
THE ASSOCIATED SCHOOL IMPACT FEE SCHEDULE; AND, 
ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
  

WHEREAS, Chapter 82.02 RCW authorizes the City to impose and collect impact fees 
for public facilities which are addressed by a capital facilities plan element of a comprehensive 
plan adopted and revised in compliance with RCW 36.70A.070; and 
  

WHEREAS, Section 24.25.030 of the Sammamish Municipal Code and RCW 
36.70A.130(2)(a)(iv) allow the comprehensive plan to be amended more than once a year, to 
address an amendment of the capital facilities element of the comprehensive plan that occurs in 
conjunction with the adoption of the City budget; and 
 
  WHEREAS, Chapter 21A.105 of the Sammamish Municipal Code sets forth the 
administrative provisions applicable to the calculation, collection and adjustment of school 
impact fees on behalf of the school district; and 
 

WHEREAS, Chapter 21A.105.080 of the Sammamish Municipal Code allows for an 
exemption or reduction to the fee for low or moderate income housing; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Lake Washington School District has submitted to the City the District’s 
Capital Facilities Plan for 2013-2018 which establishes a revised impact fee schedule for single 
family housing units in the amount of $6,302.00 per unit and for multifamily housing units in the 
amount of $207.00 per unit; and 
  

WHEREAS, an environmental review of the associated Comprehensive Plan amendment 
was conducted in accordance with the requirements of the State Environmental Policy Act 
(SEPA), and a non-project SEPA Determination of Non-significance was issued by the City on 
October 1, 2013; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the fee schedule was calculated in accordance with SMC 21A.105.030 
utilizing the formula set forth in SMC 21A.105.040; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council conducted a public hearing on the fourteenth day of 
October 2013 regarding the proposed amendment to the City’s Comprehensive plan, and finds 
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that the proposed amendment is consistent with the comprehensive plan and is in the best interest 
of the public health, safety and welfare;  
 

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

Section 1.  Adoption of District Capital Facilities Plan. The City hereby adopts and 
replaces herein by this reference the Lake Washington School District No. 414, Six-Year Capital 
Facility Plan 2013-2018, attached hereto within Exhibit “A”, into Appendix B of the city’s 
comprehensive plan. 

 
Section 2.  Adoption of Fee Schedule. The City hereby adopts the Lake Washington 

School District No. 414 impact fee schedule for single family housing units in the amount of 
$6,302.00 per unit and for multifamily housing units in the amount of $207.00 per unit. 
 
 Section 2.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of 
the City, and shall take effect and be in full force beginning January 1, 2014. 
 
  
 ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 
THE _____ DAY OF ______________ 2013. 
 
 
       CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Mayor Thomas T. Odell 
 
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk: October 4, 2013 
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Public Hearing:  October 14, 2013 
First Reading:   October 14, 2013 
Public Hearing:  November 5, 2013 
Passed by the City Council:  
Publication Date:   
Effective Date:   
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

ORDINANCE NO. O2013-____ 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON, 
RELATING TO SCHOOL IMPACT FEES; AMENDING THE CITY’S 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO ADOPT THE ISSAQUAH SCHOOL 
DISTRICT NO. 411 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN; ADOPTING THE 
ASSOCIATED SCHOOL IMPACT FEE SCHEDULE; AND, 
ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

  
WHEREAS, Chapter 82.02 RCW authorizes the City to impose and collect impact fees 

for public facilities which are addressed by a capital facilities plan element of a comprehensive 
plan adopted and revised in compliance with RCW 36.70A.070; and 
  

WHEREAS, Section 24.25.030 of the Sammamish Municipal Code and RCW 
36.70A.130(2)(a)(iv) allow the comprehensive plan to be amended more than once a year, to 
address an amendment of the capital facilities element of the comprehensive plan that occurs in 
conjunction with the adoption of the City budget; and 
 
  WHEREAS, Chapter 21A.105 of the Sammamish Municipal Code sets forth the 
administrative provisions applicable to the calculation, collection and adjustment of school 
impact fees on behalf of the school district; and 
 

WHEREAS, Chapter 21A.105.080 of the Sammamish Municipal Code allows for an 
exemption or reduction to the fee for low or moderate income housing; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the Issaquah School District has submitted to the City the District’s Capital 
Facilities Plan for 2013 which establishes a revised impact fee schedule for single family housing 
units in the amount of $5,730.00 per unit and for multifamily housing units in the amount of 
$1,097.00 per unit; and  
 

WHEREAS, an environmental review of the associated Comprehensive Plan amendment 
was conducted in accordance with the requirements of the State Environmental Policy Act 
(SEPA), and a non-project SEPA Determination of Non-significance was issued by the City on 
October 1, 2013; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the fee schedule was calculated in accordance with SMC 21A.105.030 
utilizing the formula set forth in SMC 21A.105.040; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council conducted a public hearing on the fourteenth day of 
October 2013 regarding the proposed amendment to the City’s Comprehensive plan, and finds 
that the proposed amendment is consistent with the comprehensive plan and is in the best interest 
of the public health, safety and welfare;  
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NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1.  Adoption of District Capital Facilities Plan. The City hereby adopts and 
replaces herein by this reference the Issaquah School District No. 411, 6 Year Financing Plan, 
attached hereto within Exhibit “A”, into Appendix B of the city’s comprehensive plan. 

 
Section 2.  Adoption of Fee Schedule. The City hereby adopts the Issaquah School 

District No. 411 impact fee schedule for single family housing units in the amount of $5,730.00 
per unit and for multifamily housing units in the amount of $1,097.00 per unit. 
 
 Section 2.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of 
the City, and shall take effect and be in full force beginning January 1, 2014. 
 
  
 ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 
THE _____ DAY OF ______________ 2013. 
 
 
       CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Mayor Thomas T. Odell 
 
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk: October 4, 2013 
Public Hearing:  October 14, 2013 
First Reading:   October 14, 2013 
Public Hearing:  November 5, 2013 
Passed by the City Council:  
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Publication Date:   
Effective Date:   
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  City Council Agenda Bill 
 
Meeting Date: November 5, 2013 Date Submitted: October 30, 2013 
 
Originating Department: Public Works 
 
Clearances: 

 City Manager  Community Development  Parks & Recreation 
 Attorney  Finance & IT  Police 
 Admin Services  Fire  Public Works 

 
Subject:    Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance to vacate approximately 3,300 square 

feet of unopened public right of way adjacent to SE 28th Street 
  
Action Required:    Open public hearing and listen to public testimony regarding the potential vacation 

of approximately 3,300 square feet of unopened public right of way adjacent to SE 
28th Street 

 
Exhibits:    1. Ordinance to vacate right of way  

2. Vicinity Map showing area of the proposed right of way vacation 
 
Budget:    Not applicable 
 

Summary Statement: 

Staff is recommending the City vacate the excess public right of way that currently exists adjacent to SE 
28th Street. 

Background:  

On October 1, 2013, City Council adopted Resolution R2013-548 to formally initiate the process to 
vacate a portion of public right of way adjacent to SE 28th Street and to establish a public hearing for 
November 5, 2013. 
 
In March of 2013, the City Council approved the vacation of a portion of unopened public right of way.  
The unopened right of way was north of SE 28th Street and was originally titled JA Halverson.  The right 
of way vacation was requested by the adjacent property owner.  Through the process the research 
showed that the JA Halverson alignment was replaced by what is currently known as SE 28th Street.    
 
Research also showed that the donating parcels dedicated both alignments, and King County never 
intended to construct more than one roadway.  The majority of JA Halverson alignment was vacated 
decades ago.  After the approved vacation in March 2013, only one remnant of right of way from this 
alternative alignment exists.  It is this remaining piece that staff is recommending the City vacate. 

Financial Impact: 

None 
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  City Council Agenda Bill 
 

Recommended Motion: 

Open public hearing, listen to public testimony and either close public hearing or continue it to the 
second reading of the ordinance scheduled for November 18, 2013.   
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

ORDINANCE NO.  R2013 - ______ 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
  AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 

WASHINGTON, VACATING A PORTION OF SE 28th 
STREET 

 
 WHEREAS, on October 1, 2013 City Council passed Resolution 2013-548 initiating a 
street vacation of approximately 3,300 square feet of unopened right of way adjacent to SE 28th 
Street along parcel number 0924069038; and 
 
 WHEREAS, on November 5, 2013 a public hearing was held and public testimony taken 
regarding vacation of said unopened right of way; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Council finds there are sufficient grounds for the vacation of said portions 
of City right-of-way, that said portions of City right-of-way are not needed for any public purpose, 
and that vacation thereof would be in the public interest; 
 
  
 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1.  Street Vacation.  The following described portions of City right-of-way 
are hereby vacated: 
 

That portion of the unopened right of way of J.A. Huvinen  Road Extension, lying 
within the West 109.03  feet of the East 273.06 feet of Government Lot 4, Section  
9, Township 24 North,  Range 6 East, W.M., and lying North of SE 28th Street  
(J.A. Huvinen  Road No. 2705) in the City of Sammamish, King County, 
Washington. 

 
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. 
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 PASSED BY THE SAMMAMISH CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING 
THEREOF ON THE ____DAY OF NOVEMBER 2013. 
   
 
 
 
       CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Mayor Thomas T. Odell  
 
 
 
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  October 31, 2013 
Public Hearing:   November 5, 2013 
First Reading:    November 5, 2013 
Passed by the City Council:   
Date of Publication:    
Effective Date:     
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  City Council Agenda Bill 
 
Meeting Date: November 5, 2013 Date Submitted: October 30, 2013 
 
Originating Department: Public Works 
 
Clearances: 

 City Manager  Community Development  Parks & Recreation 
 Attorney  Finance & IT  Police 
 Admin Services  Fire  Public Works 

 
Subject:    Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance to vacate the northern most 30 feet of 

SE 32nd Street public right of way 
  
Action Required:    Open public hearing and listen to public testimony regarding the potential vacation 

of the northern most 30 feet of SE 32nd Street public right of way 
 
Exhibits:    1. Ordinance to vacate right of way  

2. Vicinity Map showing area of the proposed right of way vacation 
 
Budget:    Not applicable 
 

Summary Statement: 

Staff is recommending the City vacate the excess public right of way that currently exists on SE 32nd 
Street just west of 224th Ave SE.   

Background:  

On October 1, 2013, City Council adopted Resolution R2013-547 to formally initiate the process and to 
establish a public hearing for November 5, 2013. 
 
At the time parcels 6795100662 and 6795100663 along SE 32nd Street were originally platted, SE 32nd 
Street was not a through street.  In order to accommodate a temporary turnaround for emergency 
vehicles, the developer dedicated an extra 30 feet of public right of way over and beyond that required 
per the public street standards.  The intent was that once SE 32nd Street was connected, the excess 
public right of way would be vacated and returned to the adjacent parcels.   
 
SE 32nd Street is now a fully connected roadway, and because of that staff is recommending the City 
Council approve the proposed vacation. 

Financial Impact: 

None 
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  City Council Agenda Bill 
Recommended Motion: 

Open public hearing, listen to public testimony and either close public hearing or continue it to the 
second reading of the ordinance scheduled for November 18, 2013.   
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

ORDINANCE NO.  R2013 - ______ 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
  AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 

WASHINGTON, VACATING A PORTION OF SE 32nd 
STREET 

 
 WHEREAS, on October 1, 2013 City Council passed Resolution 2013-547 initiating a 
street vacation of the northern most 30 feet of SE 32nd Street along parcel numbers 6795100662 and 
6795100663; and 
 
 WHEREAS, on November 5, 2013 a public hearing was held and public testimony taken 
regarding vacation of said unopened right of way; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Council finds there are sufficient grounds for the vacation of said portions 
of City right-of-way, that said portions of City right-of-way are not needed for any public purpose, 
and that vacation thereof would be in the public interest; 
 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1.  Street Vacation.  The following described portions of City right-of-way 
are hereby vacated: 
 

That portion lying south of and abutting thereto; Lot 3, City of Sammamish Short 
Plat No. L98S0073, recorded under Recording No. 20001218900023, in King 
County, Washington, being a portion of Government Lot 3 within the Northeast% of 
Section 9, Township 24 North, Range 6 East, W.M., and more particularly described 
as follows: 

 
BEGINNING at the southwest corner of said Lot 3; Thence South 01°01'08" West 
30.00 feet, along the southerly extension of the west line of said Lot 3, to a point 
30.00 feet northerly from, when measured at right angle to, the centerline of SE 
32nd Street; thence South 88°27'23" East, parallel with and 30.00 feet northerly 
from said centerline, 170.87 feet to a point on the southerly extension of the east line 
of said Lot 3Thence North 01°01'08" East 30.00 feet to the southeast corner of said 
Lot 3; Thence North 88°27'23" West, along the south line of said Lot 3, a distance 
of 170.87 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING. 
 
AND 
 
That portion lying south of and abutting thereto; Lot 4, City of Sammamish Short 
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Plat No. L98S0073, recorded under Recording No. 20001218900023, in King 
County, Washington, being a portion of Government Lot 3 within the Northeast% of 
Section 9, Township 24 North, Range 6 East, W.M., and more particularly described 
as follows:  
 
BEGINNING at the southwest corner of said Lot 4; Thence South 01°01'08" West 
30.00 feet, along the southerly extension of the west line of said 
Lot 4, to a point 30.00 feet northerly from, when measured at right angle to, the 
centerline of SE 32nd Street; thence South 88°27'23" East, parallel with and 30.00 
feet northerly from said centerline, 171.10 feet to the beginning of a curve, concave 
northwesterly, having a radius of 25.00 feet, thence northeasterly, along the arc of 
said curve, through a central angle of90°24'17" a distance of 39.45 feet to a point on 
the southerly extension of the east line of said Lot 4; thence North 01°08'20" East, 
along said extension, 4.83 feet to the southeast corner of said Lot 4; thence North 
88°27'23" West, along the south line of said Lot 4, a distance of 171.16 feet to the 
POINT OF BEGINNING. 

 
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. 
  
 
 PASSED BY THE SAMMAMISH CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING 
THEREOF ON THE ____DAY OF NOVEMBER 2013. 
   
 
 
 
       CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Mayor Thomas T. Odell  
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ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  October 31, 2013 
Public Hearing:   November 5, 2013 
First Reading    November 5, 2013 
Passed by the City Council:   
Date of Publication:    
Effective Date:     
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  City Council Agenda Bill 

Page 1 of 2 

 

 
Meeting Date: November 5, 2013 Date Submitted: October 30, 2013 
 
Originating Department: Admin Services 
 
Clearances: 

 City Manager  Community Development  Parks & Recreation 
 Attorney  Finance & IT  Police 
 Admin Services  Fire  Public Works 

 
Subject:  Solid Waste Transfer Plan Review 
 
Action Required:    City Council Direction to our Representatives on the Sound Cities Association Public 

Issues Committee (PIC) 
 
Exhibits:     Draft Transfer Plan Review, Dated October 9, 2013 
 
Budget:    NA 
 

 

Summary Statement 

 

This is a request for the City Council to provide direction to our Representatives on the Sound 

Cities Association Public Issues Committee (PIC) regarding the King County Solid Waste 

Transfer Plan. 

 

Background 

 

At the direction of the King County Council the County Solid Waste Division reviewed the level 

of service currently provided by the County’s six Solid Waste Transfer Stations.  County Staff 

determined that all Transfer Stations were operating over capacity, did not provide the desired 

level of recycling, and failed to meet safety standards.  County Staff reviewed a number of 

options to address the situation.   

 

The capital cost of constructing new or updated Transfer Stations will ultimately be passed on to 

the rate payers.  However, if additional capacity is not added to the Transfer Station network 

garbage haulers costs will increase and this increase will ultimately be passed on to the rate 

payers for curbside collection. 

 

County Staff is recommending a plan with relatively high initial capital costs but the lowest 

impact on the cost of curbside collection.   

 

Solid Waste Service in Sammamish 

 

Bill #10 



   
  City Council Agenda Bill 

Page 2 of 2 

 

When the City of Sammamish incorporated we inherited two garbage companies from King 

County…Waste Management which provides garbage, recycling, and yard waste services North 

of NE 8th Street/Inglewood Hill Rd and Allied Waste/Republic Services which provides service 

to the South of NE 8th Street/Inglewood Hill Rd. 

 

In 2007 the City signed 10-year Franchise Agreements with both Waste Management and Allied 

Waste.  The Franchise Agreements address operations and the services to be provided in 

Sammamish.  When citizens have issues or concerns with their garbage service City Staff 

endeavors to address those concerns directly with Waste Management and Allied Waste. 

 

The City Franchise Agreements do not establish the rates to be charged for services.   Rates for 

both residential and commercial services are established by the Washington State Utilities and 

Transportation Commission, http://www.wutc.wa.gov/comment  

 

If a garbage company wishes to increase their rates they must present a “Rate Case”…essentially 

a justification for the requested increase…to the Utilities and Transportation Commission. 

 

Financial Impact: 

 

County Staff estimates the recommended plan will increase the average household’s monthly 

curbside collection bill by about 15 cents. 

 

Recommended Motion: 

 

Staff recommends that the City Council provide direction to our Representatives on the Sound 

Cities Association Public Issues Committee (PIC) 
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Memorandum 
 
 
Date: 
 

 
October 30, 2013 
 

To: 
 

Ben Yazici, City Manager/City Councilmembers 

From: 
 

Joe Guinasso, Director of Finance & Information Technology 

Re: 
 

2013-2014 Budget Amendment Overview (November 5th Council 
Meeting) 

 
 
State law (RCW 35A.34.130) requires that a mid-biennium budget review be completed 
between August 31 and the end of the first year of the biennium and that a public hearing 
(scheduled for November 18, 2013) be held on the mid-biennium review.  Council action 
on the City’s 2014 property tax levy is also required by State law in conjunction with the 
Budget update. 
 
Typically, the mid-biennium budget amendment process incorporates adjustments that 
are technical and routine in nature.  These include adoption of the property tax levy for 
the second year of the biennium, changes in personnel costs (salary and benefits), and 
changes to the budget authorized by the City Council since the last budget amendment. 
 
In some cases the mid-biennium budget review addresses emerging issues that were not 
contemplated when the original biennial budget was adopted, such as a significant 
reduction in revenues.  This is not the case this year. 
 
Staff will present the City Council with an overview of the 2013-2014 proposed 
amendments, which will include an update on the City’s financial status, on November 5, 
2013. 
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