
 
AGENDA 

 
 6:30 pm – 9:30 pm             
February 7, 2012 Council Chambers          
 
Call to Order 
 
Roll Call/Pledge of Allegiance 
 
Approval of Agenda 
 
Student Liaison Reports 

• Eastlake High School  
• Skyline High School 

 
Presentations/Proclamations 
 Engineering Excellence Award/American Council of Engineering Companies for 

the 244th Avenue SE Project 
 
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 January 15, 2012 for pay date January 20, 2012 in 
the amount of $241,606.44. 

1. Approval: Claims for period ending February 7, 2012 in the amount of $1,391,282.02 
for Check No. 31282 through No. 31394 

2. Resolution: Final Acceptance Chip Seal Project/Doolittle Construction 
3. Resolution: Final Acceptance Crack Seal Project/Doolittle Construction 
4. Interlocal: Aerial Photography/King County 
5. Contract: Environmentally Critical Areas (ECA) Update/AMEC 
6. Approval: Notes for the January 10, 2012 Study Session 
7. Approval: Minutes for the January 17, 2012 Regular Meeting 
 
 
 
 

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. 
 

Public Hearings 
 
8. Ordinance: Second Reading: An Ordinance Of The City Of Sammamish, Washington, 

Relating To Siting Of Wireless Communication Facilities; Updating And Amending 
Certain Provisions Of Chapter 21A.55 SMC To Conform To And Clarify Amendments 
Made Pursuant To Ordinance No. O2011-298; Clarifying Height Limits On New And 
Replacement Antenna Support Structures And Antennas; Repealing SMC 21A.15.245 
(Consolidation); Amending SMC Sections 21A.15.040, 21A.15.050, 21A.15.080 & 
21A.15.090; Providing For Severability; And, Establishing An Effective Date 

 
Unfinished Business - None 
 
New Business – 
 
9. Resolution: In Support Of Issaquah School District General Obligation Bonds In The 

Amount Of $219,121,500 Which Authorizes The District To: 
• Rebuild Clark and Sunny Hills Elementary Schools and Issaquah 

Middle School; 
• Modernize Liberty High School; 
• Relocate Tiger Mountain Community High School for expanded 

career and technical training; 
• Improve district-wide heating/ventilation, space, and security; 
• Increase usability of curricular/athletic fields and stadiums, and 

other improvements; 
• To issue $219,121,500 of general obligation bonds maturing within 

a maximum term of 20 years; and 
• To levy excess property taxes annually to repay the bonds. 

 
Executive Session  
 
Council Reports 
 
City Manager Report 
 
Adjournment 
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AGENDA CALENDAR 
Feb. 2012    

Mon 2/6 6:00 pm  Economic Development Self Assessment Tool  

Tues. 2/7 6:30 pm  Regular  Presentation: Engineering Excellence Award American Council of 
Engineering Companies/244

th
 Project 

Ordinance Second Reading: Wireless Facilities Code Amendments 
Resolution: Final Acceptance Chipseal Project/Doolittle (consent) 
Resolution: Final Acceptance Crack Seal Project/Doolittle (consent) 
Interlocal: Aerial Photograph/King County (consent) 
Contract: ECA Code Update/AMEC (consent) 
Resolution: Issaquah School District Bond 

Tues. 2/13 6:30 pm  Special Study Session Discussion: Solicitor Ordinance 
Connectivity Update (including SE 32nd Street Traffic Data Results) 
Transportation Level of Service 

Tues. 2/21 6:30 pm  Special Meeting  Resolution: Final Acceptance 2011 Overlay Project/Lakeside 
(consent) 
Ordinance: First Reading amending Parking regulations 
Resolution: Final Acceptance ELSP Phase 1b/SCI (consent) 
Easement: Pigott Property/Freed House relocation 

    

Mar. 2012    

Tues. 3/6 6:30 pm  Regular  Presentation: Dr. Chip Kimball 
Ordinance: First Reading Repealing SMC Chapter 8.05 
Ordinance: First Reading Solicitor Licensing 
Resolution: Hearing Examiner Procedures 
Grants: Recyling Events (consent) 
Contract: Fire Service Study/TBA 

Tues. 3/13 6:30 pm  Joint Meeting/Parks 
Commission 

Review: Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan 
Discussion Tobacco Free Parks Policy 
Discussion: SE 8

th
 Street Master Plan – Site Alternative 

Discussion: Metropolitan Parks Districts – Parks Funding 
Presentation: Draft 2012-18 Parks Capital Improvement Plan 
 

Mon. 3/19 6:30 pm  Regular Meeting  Ordinance: Second Reading Solicitor Licensing 
Ordinance: Second Reading Repealing SMC Chapter 8.05 (consent) 

    

    

Apr. 2012    

Tues. 4/3 6:30 pm  Regular  Proclamation:  
Dicsussion: Sister City 

Tues. 4/10 6:30 pm  Study Session 228th Operational Analysis 
Stormwater Mitigation/Improvements 

Mon. 4/16 6:30 pm  Regular Meeting   

    

May 2012    

Tues. 5/1 6:30 pm  Regular   

Tues. 5/8 6:30 pm  Joint 
Meeting/Planning 

Commission 

Discussion: Police Services 
Environmentally Critical Areas 

Mon. 5/14 6:30 pm  Regular Meeting   

    

June 2012    
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Tues. 6/5 6:30 pm  Regular   

Tues. 6/12 6:30 pm  Study Session Discussion: Fire Service Options 

Mon. 6/18 6:30 pm  Regular Meeting   

    

July 2012    

Tues. 7/3 6:30 pm  Regular Public Hearing: First Reading Collective Garden Moratorium 

Tues. 7/10 6:30 pm  Study Session  

Mon. 7/16 6:30 pm  Regular Meeting   

    

Sept 2012    

Tues. 9/4 6:30 pm  Regular   

Tues. 9/11 6:30 pm  Study Session State Legislator Session 

Mon. 9/17 6:30 pm  Regular Meeting   

    

Oct. 2012    

Tues. 10/2 6:30 pm  Regular   

Tues. 10/9 6:30 pm  Study Session  

Mon. 10/15 6:30 pm  Regular Meeting   

    

Nov. 2012    

Tues. 11/6 6:30 pm  Regular   

Tues. 11/13 6:30 pm  Study Session  

Mon. 11/19 6:30 pm  Regular Meeting   

    

Dec. 2012    

Tues. 12/4 6:30 pm  Regular   

Tues. 12/11 6:30 pm  Study Session  

Tues. 12/17 6:30 pm  Regular Meeting   

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

To Be Scheduled To Be Scheduled Parked Items 
   
Ordinance: Second Reading Puget 
Sound Energy Franchise 
Franchise: Cable TV 
Tree Retention 
Emergency Plan 
Discussion: Pharmaceutical 
Disposal 
 
 

Joint Meeting/LWSD 
Joint Meeting/ISD 
Joint Meeting/Redmond 
Joint Meeting/Issaquah 
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2012 Date Submitted: February 1,2012 
 
Originating Department: Public Works 
 
Clearances: 

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

 
Subject:    2010 Pavement Management Program – Chip Seal 

Final Project Acceptance 
 
Action Required:    Adopt Resolution 2012-___  accepting the 2010 Pavement Management Program – 

Chip Seal project as complete. 
 
Exhibits:    1. Resolution of Project Acceptance 

2. Final Contract Voucher Certificate 
 
Budget:    There is no impact to the budget.  The project was completed in 2010 within the 

awarded contract amount. 
 

Summary Statement: 

All work for the above referenced contract has been completed in accordance with the project 
specifications.  The recommended action approves the final contract amount and constitutes the final 
acceptance of the work.  There were no contractor claims filed against the City, and no liquidated 
damages were assessed against the contractor. 

Background: 

The focus of this project was to seal cracks in pavement on various city streets.  All design and 
construction administration work was completed by Public Works Engineering Staff.  Authorization for 
this project was given by Council at the July 6, 2010 regular meeting.  Council authorized the City 
Manager to award and execute a contract with Doolittle Construction, LLC, in an amount of $180,997 
and administer a 10% contingency. 

Financial Impact: 

The completed improvements were constructed within the project budget.  A summary of the actual 
project expenditures is listed below.  
 
Construction Costs
Original Construction Contract (C2010-134)  $          180,997.00 
Final Contract Total 176,868.70$          
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Recommended Motion: 

Approve the contract (C2010-134) with Doolittle Construction, LLC as complete and adopt Resolution 
No. R2012-____  accepting construction of the 2010 Pavement Management Program – Chip Seal 
project as complete as of January 31, 2012. 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

RESOLUTION NO. R2012-___ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, ACCEPTING THE 2010 PAVEMENT 

MANAGEMENT PROGRAM – CHIP SEAL COMPLETE. 
 

WHEREAS, at the Regular Council meeting of July 6, 2010 the City Council authorized 
the City Manager to enter into a contract with the lowest bidder for the project 2011 Pavement 
Patching; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Manager entered into Contract C2010-134 for construction of the 
2010 Pavement Management Program Chip Seal Project with Doolittle Construction, LLC, on 
July 7, 2010; and 
 

WHEREAS, the project was substantially completed by the contractor on August 25, 
2010; and 

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

authorized construction contract plus contingencies amount; 

 
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 2010 
Pavement Management Program Chip Seal 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 7th DAY OF FEBRUARY 2012 
 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
 

 ________________________ 
 Mayor Tomas T. Odell 
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ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Bruce L. Disend, City Attorney 
 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  February 1, 2012 

Passed by the City Council:   , 2012 

Resolution No.:  R2012-___ 
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2002 Date Submitted: February 1,2002 
 
Originating Department: Public Works 
 
Clearances: 

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

 
Subject:    2011 Pavement Crack Sealing 

Final Project Acceptance 
 
Action Required:    Adopt Resolution 2012-___  accepting the 2011 Pavement Crack Sealing project as 

complete. 
 
Exhibits:    1. Resolution of Project Acceptance 

2. Final Contract Voucher Certificate 
 
Budget:    $3,000,000 was budgeted in the adopted 2011 Roadway Overlay Program (Street 

Fund).  This project was completed within budget. 
 

Summary Statement: 

All work for the above referenced contract has been completed in accordance with the project 
specifications.  The recommended action approves the final contract amount and constitutes the final 
acceptance of the work.  There were no contractor claims filed against the City, and no liquidated 
damages were assessed against the contractor. 

Background: 

The focus of this project was to seal pavement cracks on various city streets.  All design and construction 
administration work was completed by Public Works Engineering Staff.  Authorization for this project 
was given by Council at the October 17, 2011 regular meeting.  Council authorized the City Manager to 
award and execute a contract with Doolittle Construction, LLC, in an amount of $121,538 and administer 
a 10% contingency.  

Financial Impact: 

The completed improvements were constructed within the project budget.  A summary of the actual 
project expenditures is listed below.  
 
Construction Costs
Original Construction Contract (C2011-190)  $          121,538.00 
Final Contract Total 115,936.00$          
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Recommended Motion: 

Approve the contract (C2011-190) with Doolittle Construction, LLC as complete and adopt Resolution 
No. R2012-____  accepting construction of the 2011 Pavement Crack Sealing project as complete as of 
January 31, 2012. 

Bill # 3 



 1 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

RESOLUTION NO. R2012-___ 

____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, ACCEPTING THE 2011 PAVEMENT CRACK 

SEALING AS COMPLETE. 
 

WHEREAS, at the Regular Council meeting of October 17, 2011 the City Council 
authorized the City Manager to enter into a contract with the lowest bidder for the project 2011 
Pavement Patching; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Manager entered into Contract C2011-190 for construction of the 
2011 Pavement Patching with Doolittle Construction, LLC, on October 25, 2011; and 
 

WHEREAS, the project was substantially completed by the contractor on November 15, 
2011; and 

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

authorized construction contract plus contingencies amount; 

 
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 2011 
Pavement Patching 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 7th DAY OF FEBRUARY 2012 
 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
 

 ________________________ 
 Mayor Tomas T. Odell 
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ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Bruce L. Disend, City Attorney 
 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  February 1, 2012 

Passed by the City Council:  _________, 2012 

Resolution No.:  R2012-___ 
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Meeting Date: February 7, 2012 Date Submitted: February 2, 2012 
 
Originating Department: Public Works Department 
 
Clearances: 

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

 
Subject: 2012 Regional Aerial Mapping Project 
 
Action Required: Authorize the City Manager to execute a Funding Agreement with King County for 

orthoimagery and aerial mapping associated with the 2012 Regional Aerial Mapping 
Project 

 
Exhibits: 1. 2012 Regional Aerial Mapping Funding Agreement 
 
Budget: Contract amount is $34,660.41 out of $90,000 in the adopted 2011-2012 Non-

Departmental General Fund Budget  (001-090-519-90-41-00) 
 

 
Summary Statement: 
 
The City of Sammamish, along with our fellow eCityGov Alliance members, is participating in the 2012 
Regional Aerial Mapping Project, a multi-agency effort to procure orthoimagery and aerial mapping.  
These materials are key elements used by  Staff for many aspects of the City’s work program.  Previously 
the City has participated in aerial mapping procurements with the City of Issaquah and Sammamish 
Plateau Water & Sewer District in 2002 and 2006.  In 2009 and 2010 the City purchased aerial imagery 
from King County. 
 
Background: 
 
The 2012 Regional Aerial Mapping Project operates under Interlocal Funding Agreements with all 
participating agencies.  Participants in the agreement are represented by a Project Steering Committee 
(PSC).  King County is the contracting agent and serves as Project Manager. The purpose of the 
agreement is to permit a consortium of governmental units and local entities to cooperate on the 
funding of a 2012 Regional Aerial Mapping Project. By coordinating the work between multiple agencies, 
all involved will realize significant cost savings because of the economies of scale.  The project will use 
vendor services for the production of orthoimagery and related aerial mapping for the approximately 
4,100 square miles total project area. 
 
The primary project goal (Standard Deliverable) is 3-inch, 6-inch, and 12-inch resolution orthoimagery, 
both natural color and near infrared, as well as stereo models, and supporting data. Project costs are 
shared where Areas of Interest (AOIs) overlap, in turn reducing each party’s financial commitment. A 
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secondary project goal (Supplemental Deliverables) is ancillary datasets such as transportation 
impervious areas, structure rooflines, other impervious surfaces, and detailed contours derived from the 
Standard Deliverable.  
 
The City’s GIS Coordinator has been involved since the formation of the 2012 aerial mapping consortium 
in early 2011 including participation in crafting of the Funding Agreement & Technical Specifications, 
Reference Check review team and items specific to Sammamish such as aerial imagery & supplemental 
product AOIs. Sammamish’s imagery area is 39.1 square miles; supplemental area is 20.39 square miles. 
 
Participating agencies include:  City of Algona, City of Auburn, City of Bainbridge Island, Bainbridge Island 
Fire Department, Bainbridge Island Land Trust, Bainbridge Island Metro Park and Recreation District, City 
of Bellevue, City of Bothell, City of Bremerton, City of Burien, City of Clyde Hill, City of Covington, 
Covington Water District, City of Des Moines, City of Enumclaw, City of Federal Way, City of Issaquah, 
King County Water District 125, City of Kenmore, County of King, City of Kirkland, County of Kitsap, Kitsap 
Public Utility District, Lakehaven Utility District, City of Lynnwood, City of Maple Valley, City of Medina, 
City of Mercer Island, Midway Sewer District, Muckleshoot Tribe, City of Newcastle, City of Normandy 
Park, North Kitsap Fire and Rescue, City of Pacific, City of Poulsbo, City Redmond, City of Renton, City of 
Sammamish, City of SeaTac, City of Seattle, Port of Seattle, City of Shoreline, S’Klallam Tribe, City of 
Snoqualmie, Suquamish Tribe, City of Tukwila, Tulalip Tribe, United States Geological Survey, Valley View 
Sewer District, West Sound Utility District, City of Woodinville, City of Yarrow Point, and other counties, 
cities and governmental service agencies (Note:  Cities in italics are eCityGov Alliance members). 
 
 
Financial Impact: 
 
Funding for this project is a budgeted expense in the adopted 2011-2012 Non-Departmental General 
Fund Budget.  The City will realize a significant benefit of this multi-agency collaboration.  The City’s 
share of the 2012 Regional Aerial Mapping Project costs are estimated to be $34,660.41, significantly 
less than the $90,000 budgeted. 
 
Recommended Motion: 
 
Authorize the City Manager to execute a Funding Agreement with King County for orthoimagery and 
aerial mapping associated with the 2012 Regional Aerial Mapping Project. 
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2012 Regional Aerial Mapping Funding Agreement 
 
 

This Funding Agreement (Agreement) is entered into by and among: the City of 
Algona, the City of Auburn, the City of Bainbridge Island, the Bainbridge Island Fire 
Department, the Bainbridge Island Land Trust, the Bainbridge Island Metro Park and 
Recreation District, the City of Bellevue, the City of Bothell, the City of Bremerton, the 
City of Burien, the City of Clyde Hill, the City of Covington, the Covington Water 
District, the City of Des Moines, the City of Enumclaw, the City of Federal Way, the City 
of Issaquah, the King County Water District 125, the City of Kenmore, the County of 
King, the City of Kirkland, the County of Kitsap, the Kitsap Public Utility District, the 
Lakehaven Utility District, the City of Lynnwood, the City of Maple Valley, the City of 
Medina, the City of Mercer Island, the Midway Sewer District, the Muckleshoot Tribe, 
the City of Newcastle, the City of Normandy Park, the North Kitsap Fire and Rescue, the 
City of Pacific, the Port of Seattle, the City of Poulsbo, , the City of Redmond, the City of 
Renton, the City of Sammamish, the City of SeaTac, the City of Seattle, the City of 
Shoreline, the S’Klallam Tribe, the City of Snoqualmie, the Suquamish Tribe, the City of 
Tukwila, the United States Geological Survey, the Valley View Sewer District, the West 
Sound Utility District, the City of Woodinville, the Town of Yarrow Point, and other 
counties, cities and governmental service agencies that later join (hereinafter “Party” or 
Parties”). 

 
 
 

RECITALS 

 
WHEREAS, the Parties to this Agreement consist of a consortium of local governmental 
entities, including counties, cities, and governmental services agencies; and 
 
WHEREAS, this funding agreement is authorized by chapter 39.34 RCW, the Interlocal 
Cooperation Act, which allows local governmental entities to make efficient use of their 
resources by cooperating with each other on a basis of mutual advantage to meet the 
needs of local communities; and 
 
WHEREAS, the purpose of this Agreement is to permit the Parties to cooperate on the 
funding of a 2012 Regional Aerial Mapping Project (Project); and  
 
WHEREAS, the Project will utilize vendor services for the production of orthoimagery 
and related aerial mapping, and include a structure for funding, governance, technical and 
administrative management, and quality control/quality assurance (QC/QA) of 
deliverables from the selected vendor (Vendor); and 
 
WHEREAS, agencies throughout the Pacific Northwest region regularly engage in joint 
operations and provide mutual assistance through effective interagency cooperation.  
Jointly funding the Project will optimize the agencies’ powers and resources, and ensure 
a standardized product for all participants; and  
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WHEREAS, this Agreement will provide substantial benefit to the citizens of the 
participating governmental agencies;  
 
NOW THEREFORE, it is hereby agreed and covenanted among the undersigned as 
follows: 
 

 
I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 

All Project details, technical specifications, and deliverable descriptions will 
appear in the Statement of Work (SOW) to be developed for inclusion in the Invitation to 
Bid (ITB). Bid submittals will be reviewed, including reference checks. Any bid failing 
to meet all requirements of the SOW will be rejected. All other bids will be considered 
accepted and will be ranked based on price. The lowest priced, accepted bid that fully 
meets all requirements of the SOW will constitute the contract between King County (as 
representative of the signatories of this Agreement), and the Vendor. The primary Project 
goal (Standard Deliverables) is 3-inch, 6-inch, and 12-inch resolution orthoimagery, both 
natural color and near infrared, as well as stereo models, and supporting data.  Project 
costs are shared where Areas of Interest (AOIs) overlap, in turn reducing each Party’s 
financial commitment. A secondary Project goal (Supplemental Deliverables) is ancillary 
datasets such as transportation impervious, structure rooflines, other impervious surfaces, 
and detailed contours derived from the Standard Deliverables.  These costs will be paid 
solely by those Parties providing an AOI for these products, discounted for any savings 
from overlap among the AOIs. 
 

II.  PROJECT MANAGER 

 
1. King County shall appoint a King County Project Manager (PM) to manage 

the Vendor contract on a day-to-day basis. The PM shall report to and make 
recommendations to the Project Steering Committee (PSC) on the matters 
described in Section III.2 below, and shall be readily accessible via phone and 
e-mail by all Parties. The PM shall remain an employee of King County at all 
times, and King County shall retain the right and duty to supervise the PM at 
all times. King County will assume all personnel costs associated with project 
management for the Project. 

 
2. The duties of the PM shall include: 

a. Form subcommittees and workgroups as needed by the Project, and as 
directed by the PSC, including a Technical Work Group (TWG). 

b. In consultation with the TWG, work with, as necessary and as 
available, supplemental personnel resources as described in Section V. 

c. Prepare a cost-allocation model for review and acceptance by the PSC. 
Upon acceptance, populate the model with required data to provide 
each Party with accurate cost estimates, and a final cost once a bid has 
been accepted.  
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d. Coordinate with King County Procurement to incorporate the SOW 
into an ITB; advertise the ITB; address any bid addendums; and 
evaluate, rank, and summarize bid submittals for review by the TWG 
and the PSC. 

e. Prepare written justification for all bids that are rejected. 
f. Manage the Vendor contract on a day-to-day basis and provide 

direction and guidance to the Vendor as requested by the PSC.  
g. Report to the PSC and the TWG frequently on the Vendor’s progress. 
h. Account for delivery of all Standard and Supplemental Deliverables, 

including a defined, but limited, quality check, and coordinate the 
more detailed QC/QA reviews to be performed by the TWG.  

i. Submit Vendor change order requests to the TWG and the PSC for 
evaluation and determination of response. 

j. Submit Vendor invoices to the PSC and direct payment of such 
invoices by the Fiscal Agent upon approval of the invoice by the PSC. 

 
3. The PM will provide staff support for and participate in PSC meetings, but 

shall not be a voting member of the PSC. 
 

 

III. PROJECT STEERING COMMITTEE  
 

1. A Project Steering Committee (PSC) shall be formed and shall consist of one 
voting representative from each Party that is a signatory to this Agreement. 
The TWG will provide one voting representative to the PSC. The PM, as a 
non-voting member of the PSC, will provide coordination among the PSC, the 
TWG, and the Vendor. The King County GIS Manager, as the King County 
representative, will serve as the Chair of the PSC. 

 
2. The PSC shall direct the PM on all substantive decisions concerning the work 

and shall review and take final action on the following specific items: 
a. Approve the Project methodology and calculations for cost allocation 

developed by the PM.   
b. Approve the SOW jointly developed by the TWG and the PM prior to 

issuance of the ITB. The SOW will include a schedule for completion 
of the entire Project. 

c. Review and approve joint recommendations by the PM and the TWG 
on the lowest-cost bid submittal that meets all requirements of the 
SOW.     

d. Determine a contingency percentage to be applied to the cost 
allocation model in addition to the Vendor contract price as set forth in 
Section VII.2. 

e. Receive reports from the PM for management of the Vendor contract 
and deliverables.  

f. Approve the Quality Control/Quality Assurance (QC/QA) Plan 
developed jointly by the PM and the TWG.  Review and approve 
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QC/QA results developed and submitted jointly by the PM and the 
TWG, including rejected deliverables and a timeline for redelivery.  

g. Evaluate and provide direction to the PM regarding change order 
requests whether initiated by the Vendor or by a member or members 
of the PSC. 

h. Authorize Vendor payments as submitted by the PM. 
i. Develop administrative policies necessary for proper functioning of 

the PSC, and provide direction for the TWG and other ad hoc groups 
as may be necessary. 

 
3. Each representative of the PSC may appoint an alternate representative who 

shall be empowered to act on behalf of the primary representative.  
 
4. The PSC will make decisions by consensus. However, if consensus cannot be 

reached, any PSC member may call for a vote. Matters must be approved 
either by a simple majority of all members present at a meeting, or if the 
matter is proposed by email in accordance with Section III.5, by a simple 
majority of the PSC members. 

 
5. Meetings of the PSC shall be held on an as-needed basis.  Meetings may be 

scheduled at the request of the Chair of the PSC, the PM, or by a majority of 
the PSC members.  The Chair shall be responsible for the logistics of 
scheduling PSC meetings. Attendance may be in person or via 
teleconferencing. When required, voting by email will be acceptable. 

 
 
IV. TECHNICAL WORK GROUP  

 

1. The responsibilities of the Technical Work Group (TWG) shall include: 
a. Create a SOW for the Project and submit the SOW to the PSC for its 

approval. 
b. Review bid(s) ranked by the PM and provide a recommendation to the 

PSC on ranked bid(s), if any. 
c. Perform necessary QC/QA for Project deliverables and report results 

to the PM for communication to the Vendor. 
d. Execute any other tasks as may be required by the PSC.   
 

2. The TWG will provide one voting representative to the PSC. 
 
3. The TWG shall consist of one voting representative from each Party that is a 

signatory to this Agreement. A Party’s PSC representative may also represent 
the Party on the TWG. 

 
4. The TWG will make decisions by consensus. However, if consensus cannot 

be reached, any TWG member may call for a vote. Matters must be approved 
either by a simple majority of all members present at a meeting, or if the 
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matter is proposed by email in accordance with Section IV.5, by a simple 
majority of the TWG members. 

 
5. Meetings of the TWG shall be held on an as-needed basis. Meetings may be 

scheduled at the request of the chair of the PSC, the PM, or by a majority of 
the TWG members. The PM shall be responsible for the logistics of 
scheduling TWG meetings. Attendance may be in person or via 
teleconferencing. When required, voting by email will be acceptable. 

 

 
V.       SUPPLEMENTAL RESOURCES 

 

1. The PM, in consultation with the TWG, may work with, as necessary and as 
available, supplemental resources with demonstrated technical expertise 
related to the project.  Contemplated supplemental resources include a 
registered photogrammetrist (or equivalent expertise); and supplemental 
project management with proven production and regional project experience.    

 
2. Supplemental resources, when provided, will be beneficial to the project 

participants. All project costs associated with a registered photogrammetrist 
(or equivalent expertise) shall be borne by King County; and all supplemental 
project management costs shall be borne by the Party providing the support. 

 

VI.  FISCAL AGENT 

 
1. King County, acting as fiscal agent for the Project, shall: 

a. Enter into a Vendor contract. 
b. Validate the cost for each Party. 
c. Invoice each Party in accordance with this Agreement. 
d. Maintain Project funds in the King County Imagery Reserve, a 

separate, non-interest-bearing fund managed by King County GIS 
Fund 5481, to be disbursed as provided in this Agreement. 

e. Pay Vendor invoices approved by the PSC. 
f. Refund excess funds, if necessary. 
 

2. King County shall perform and maintain an accounting of payments received 
from all Parties including: billings received from the Vendor, payments made 
to the Vendor, and unspent funds.  King County shall provide a statement of 
this accounting to all Parties in email or writing quarterly or upon written 
(including e-mail) request.  

  
3. Upon receipt of a notice of any record keeping dispute, King County shall 

notify all Parties and meet jointly with all interested PSC members within two 
(2) weeks to resolve any record keeping dispute. 
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VII. CONTRIBUTIONS BY PARTIES 
 

1. By executing Counterparts, Section XIX of this Agreement, each Party agrees 
to pay its required monetary contribution, as stated on the signature page, for 
all Standard and Supplemental Deliverables for its AOI.  

 
2. The actual contribution for each Party (exclusive of grant funds) shall be 

calculated once the Vendor contract price is set, using the cost allocation 
model set forth below, which will include a contingency percentage to be 
determined by the PSC. Cost allocation model for Standard Deliverables 
(imagery and supporting data):  Each Party’s funding commitment will be 
factored as the cost per full 3000-ft x 3000-ft tile (Tile) that intersects its AOI, 
discounting for significant areas of water.  For Tiles where AOIs overlap, the 
cost will be prorated equally among the affected Parties. Cost allocation 
model for Supplemental Deliverables: Each Party’s commitment will be 
factored as the deliverable unit cost times the area of the Party’s AOI for that 
deliverable. Where AOIs overlap for the same deliverable, the cost will be 
prorated equally among the affected Parties. It is the sole responsibility of any 
affected Party to define the SOW requirements for its Supplemental 
Deliverables and to pay full costs, if not prorated with another Party. 

 
3. By signing this Agreement, each Party commits to paying its full contribution 

to the King County Imagery Reserve Fund by 4 p.m., February 29, 2012. Any 
qualifications to this commitment will be stated in Counterparts, Section XIX, 
for that Party. An invoice will be generated for each Party.  

 
4. All payments to the King County Imagery Reserve Fund shall be made by 

check payable to King County Finance, and sent to King County GIS, 201 S 
Jackson St, Suite 706, Seattle, WA 98104, Attn: Katy Cressey. 

 
5. By signing this Agreement each Party is committing to license the primary 

Standard Deliverables (orthoimagery and supporting data) for its AOI 
resulting from this Project. Default licensing terms will apply unless Party-
specific licensing terms are included in the SOW. Each Party requiring 
licensing language different than the default will provide such language for 
inclusion in the SOW. In contrast, Supplemental Deliverables will be 
purchased (owned outright) by each Party committing to this Agreement. 

 
6. Except for a contingency amount, as determined by the PSC, King County 

shall not collect funds in excess of the Vendor contract price unless the 
contract price has been amended with a PSC-approved change order.  All 
funds collected by King County shall be used solely to pay the Vendor for 
work completed under the Vendor contract.  King County shall not collect, 
receive or retain any of these funds for project management, administrative 
fees, or other actions it performs under this Agreement.  Should there be an 
excess of funds, King County will refund any excess if greater than $10, and if 
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the affected Party specifically requests the refund. Any excess not refunded 
shall remain in the Imagery Reserve Fund for use in subsequent regional 
imagery acquisitions, until this Agreement (or as amended) expires, at which 
time all remaining funds will be refunded to the affected Parties.  

 
7. If a Party’s contribution is made up in whole or in part of grant funds, the 

Party agrees to provide King County with a copy of the contract between itself 
and the grant funding agency in order to assist King County and the PSC in 
complying with the requirements of any such grant.  The grant contract shall 
be provided as soon as possible after committing to this Agreement, and no 
later than when the Party deposits its funds with King County. 

 
8. In addition to the fiscal commitment for funding the Standard Deliverables 

and optional Supplemental Deliverables, Parties may, but are not required to, 
contribute as follows: 

a. Participate as a member or alternate to the PSC. 
b. Participate as a member of the TWG or other committee. This may 

include assisting in establishing ground control, developing 
specifications for Supplemental Deliverables required by the Party, 
and developing QC/QA procedures for Standard and Supplemental 
Deliverables required by the Party. 

c. Perform all detailed QC/QA of Standard and Supplemental 
Deliverables (if any) for its AOI using a TWG-defined plan and 
schedule. (The PM will perform limited, baseline assessment of the 
Standard Deliverables only). 

 
VIII. ADDITION OF PARTIES 
 

1. An entity may be added to this Agreement as long as the entity signs this 
Agreement by 4 p.m. December 2, 2011, or by 4 p.m. on the fourteenth (14th) 
day after the PSC selects a winning bidder, if after December 2nd, 2011.  

 
2. A Party added to this Agreement shall make full payment to the King County 

Imagery Reserve Fund by 4 p.m. February 29, 2012. A Party may contribute 
its share from its budget for either FY 2011 or FY 2012. 

 
3. Any entity who wishes to participate in the Agreement after the date 

established in VIII.1 may become a Party by contributing the required funds 
to the King County Image Reserve Fund. This contribution will be the full 
cost (not prorated if shared by other Parties) of a Tile, if a Standard 
Deliverable, or the applied unit cost, if a Supplemental Deliverable. Any funds 
due to a Party, whose cost would have otherwise been prorated due to the 
additional Party, will be managed per Section VII.6.   

 
 

IX. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR 
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The services provided by King County under this Agreement are those of an 

independent contractor.  Employees of King County are and will remain employees of 
King County.  Employees of the other Parties are and will remain employees of their 
respective Parties.  Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to render the Parties 
partners or joint venturers. 

 
X. INDEMNIFICATION 

 
Each Party shall defend, protect and hold harmless the other Parties from and 

against all claims, suits and/or other actions arising from any negligent or intentional act 
or omission of that Party’s employees, agents and/or authorized subcontractor(s) while 
performing this Agreement. 
 
XI. AMENDMENT 
 

The Parties may amend this Agreement.  Such amendments shall not be binding 
unless in writing and signed by personnel authorized to bind each of the Parties. 

 

XII. CHOICE OF LAW AND VENUE 

 
This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of Washington, both as 

to interpretation and performance.  Any action at law, suit in equity or other judicial 
proceeding for the enforcement of this Agreement shall be instituted only in a court of 
competent jurisdiction in King County.   
 
XIII. INTEGRATION CLAUSE 
 
 This instrument embodies the entire agreement of the Parties with respect to 
funding of the Vendor contract.  There are no promises, terms, conditions or obligations 
other than those contained in this Agreement.  This Agreement supersedes all previous 
communications, representations or agreements, either oral or written, between any Party 
and King County. 
 

XIV. TERMINATION CLAUSE  
 
 In the event that King County decides not to hire a Vendor, this Agreement will 
terminate and all Parties will receive a full refund of their contributed funds. 
 

XV. NO ASSIGNMENT 

 

The Parties shall not subcontract, assign, or delegate any of their rights, duties or 
obligations under this Agreement without the express prior written approval of King 
County.  
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XVI. DISPUTES 

 
In the event that a dispute arises under this Agreement, the Parties shall endeavor 

to resolve the dispute in an amicable manner by direct discussions.  The Parties may 
elevate the dispute to the PSC for resolution.  If not resolved by the PSC by mutual 
agreement, then the Parties may engage in alternative dispute resolution by mutual 
agreement.  No party waives its rights to seek legal remedy in the jurisdiction and venue 
stated in Section XII.  
 
XVII. NOTICES 

 
 All notices and other communications shall be given to the PM and all notices and 
other communications to the other Parties shall be given to the PSC member for each 
Party.  Notices shall be given in writing and shall be sufficiently given and shall be 
deemed given three (3) calendar days after the date by which the same has been (a) 
mailed by certified mail, return receipt requested, postage prepaid, to the mailing address 
shown adjacent to the signatures of the Party to whom it is addressed or (b) sent by email, 
with adequate proof of receipt retained by the sender, to the email address shown 
adjacent to the signatures of the Party to whom it is addressed.  Any of the Parties may, 
by notice to all other Parties, designate any further or different addresses to which 
subsequent notices or other communications shall be sent. 
 

XVIII. EFFECTIVE DATE; TERM 

 
Notwithstanding when this Agreement is signed, this Agreement shall take effect 

following its execution by each Party and shall expire at the end of 2014 unless 
terminated sooner. This Agreement may be amended to allow it to be used for subsequent 
coordinated data collection efforts, including, but not limited to, future orthoimagery 
acquisitions. 
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XIX. COUNTERPARTS 

 
This Agreement may be signed in several counterparts, each of which shall be an 
original, but all of which together shall constitute the same instrument.  
 

The Funding Commitment information from each Party will be summarized in a report 
distributed to all members of the PSC. 

 

Name of Party 1. Funding 
Commitment: 

Standard 
Deliverables 

(imagery)  

2. Funding 
Commitment:  
Supplemental 
Deliverables 

Funding 
Commitment:  

TOTAL 

City of Sammamish $7,954.31 

 

$15,613.33 

 

$23,567.63 

 

 

Note: Item 1 cost includes contingency (15% applied to base imagery base cost 

only) and applicable tax (9.5% applied to base imagery base cost only) 

 

 Item 2 total includes contingency (15% applied to supplemental base cost 

only) and applicable tax (9.5% applied to supplemental base cost only) 

 

 Funding Commitment TOTAL is the sum of Item 1 and Item 2 
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      Approved as to Form Only: 
Party ________________________ By _______________________ 

 
Name ________________________ Name _______________________ 
 
Title ________________________ Title _______________________ 
 
Address _______________________ Address______________________ 
 
Date  ________________________ Date _______________________ 
 
Project Steering Committee Representative: 

 
Name ___________________________ 
 
E-Mail___________________________ 
 
Phone __________________________ 
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  City Council Agenda Bill 

Page 1 of 2 
 

 
Meeting Date: February 7, 2012 Date Submitted: January 31, 2012 
 
Originating Department: Community Development 
 
Clearances: 

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

 
Subject:    Environmentally Critical Areas update - consultant contract 
  
Action Required:    Authorize the City Manager to execute a Contract Agreement with AMEC 

Environment & Infrastructure, Inc.  for Professional Services for Best Available 
Science review of the Environmentally Critical Areas regulations, report preparation, 
and technical information 

 
Exhibits:    1. Agreement for Services 

2. Memorandum from City Manager to City Council (November 15, 2011) 
3. Proposed Schedule 

 
Budget:    $97,080 from the adopted 2011-2012 Community Development Professional 

Services budget 
 

Summary Statement: 

This contract agreement will allow for the update of the Environmentally Critical Areas (ECA) regulations 
based upon Best Available Science provided by the consultant.  Consultant services will include review, 
analysis and synthesis of Best Available Science, creation of a Best Available Science report, and 
technical information and support during the ECA update process. 

Background:  

The City Council hosted a joint meeting with the Planning Commission on November 14, 2011 to 
establish the scope of the Environmentally Critical Areas update.  The City Council identified a narrow 
scope of review for the update to address specific topic areas of concern.  To ensure that this update 
met state requirements, the City Council also directed the city to include a Best Available Science review 
of the existing regulations.  Finally, the City Council directed completion of the review by January 3, 
2013.  On December 6, 2011, the City Council approved ordinance O2011-315, which extended the 
sunset provisions of the Environmentally Critical Areas regulations from January 3, 2012 to January 3, 
2013.   
 
A “Request for Proposal” process was initiated in December 2011 for consultant selection.  Interviews of 
two consultant teams were completed in early January.  The interview panel included several citizens 
representing diverse views on environmental regulation in Sammamish.  The interview panel provided 

Bill # 5 



   
  City Council Agenda Bill 

Page 2 of 2 
 

the City Manager with a summary of notes from the interviews and a consensus recommendation on 
the consultant. 
 
The selected consultant to assist the city in the review of the Environmentally Critical Areas update is 
AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. 

Financial Impact: 

Sufficient funds are included in the adopted 2012 Professional Services budget for the Department of 
Community Development.  Services provided by the consultant will cost $77,080 plus a contingency 
amount of $20,000 to address unanticipated issues, additional public involvement costs or research 
tasks that arise in the Planning Commission or City Council review process. 

Recommended Motion: 

Move to authorize the City Manager to execute a contract with the AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, 
for an amount of $97,080 for Professional Services in association with the Environmentally Critical Areas 
regulation update. 

Bill # 5 
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City of Sammamish ECA Update Budget Scope

Task D
ire

ct
 

C
os

ts

Hours Cost hrs hrs hrs hrs hrs hrs hrs hrs hrs hrs hrs hrs $

Meet with city staff to review/refine objectives and confirm known topics. 8.0 1,160$       4.0 4.0 58$       

Perform and/or complete research into peer jurisdictions’ critical areas 

regulations with emphasis on neighboring jurisdictions. 20.0 2,913$       16.0 4.0

Identify and research BAS materials as needed. Review applicable case law 

and statutory laws including amendments since 2005. 
80.0 11,520$     8.0 8.0 4.0 12.0 4.0 12.0 4.0 12.0 4.0 12.0

Prepare BAS technical memos describing findings, analysis, options, and 

recommendations based upon research. 48.0 6,679$       4.0 8.0 2.0 5.0 2.0 5.0 2.0 5.0 2.0 5.0 8.0

Prepare BAS report summarizing process, findings, analysis, options, and 

recommendations based upon technical review. 26.0 3,772$       12.0 6.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 4.0

Provide technical review comments on targeted draft code amendment 

alternatives at staff direction. 31.0 4,419$       8.0 8.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 3.0

Develop educational materials for public meetings. 30.0 4,131$       12.0 12.0 6.0

Review of, and assist staff in preparation of the response to, public/agency 

comments. 12.0 1,880$       4.0 4.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

Provide staff with input on targeted revised initial code amendments at staff 

direction. 20.0 2,967$       7.0 7.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 2.0

Attend relevant P/C and C/C meetings and hearings

P/C Public Forum - Aquifers, Flooding 10.5 1,687$       3.5 3.5 3.5 87$       

P/C rec mtg - Aquifers, Flooding 3.5 672$          3.5 29$       

P/C Public Forum - Landslide, Seismic 10.5 1,520$       3.5 3.5 3.5 87$       

P/C rec mtg - Landslide, Seismic 3.5 506$          3.5 29$       

P/C Public Forum - Erosion, Erosion Near Senstive Water Overlay 14.0 2,192$       3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 115$     

P/C rec mtg - Erosion, Erosion Near Senstive Water Overlay 7.0 1,178$       3.5 3.5 58$       

P/C Public Forum - Streams, Wetlands, Wetland Mgmt Areas, F&W 

Habitat, Lake Mgmt District (LMD) 14.0 2,359$       3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 115$     

P/C rec mtg - Wetlands, Wetland Mgmt Areas, LMD 3.5 672$          3.5 29$       

P/C rec mtg - Streams, F&W Habitat 3.5 672$          3.5 29$       

Joint P/C, C/C handoff meeting 7.0 1,015$       3.5 3.5 58$       

C/C hrg - Aquifers, Flooding 3.5 672$          3.5 29$       

C/C hrg - Landslide, Seismic 10.5 1,520$       3.5 3.5 3.5 87$       

C/C hrg - Erosion, Erosion Near Senstive Water Overlay 14.0 2,192$       3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 115$     

C/C hrg - Streams, Wetlands, Wetland MA, F&W Habitat, LMD 14.0 2,359$       3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 115$     

Administration 14.0 1,747$       6.0 8.0

Coordination w/ City staff 41.0 6,237$       22.0 11.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 115$     

Internal coordination 60.0 9,061$       20.0 8.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 44$       

Total Labor 509.0 75,702$     151.0 108.0 26.5 23.0 26.5 23.0 37.0 23.0 37.0 23.0 23.0 8.0 1,199$  

Direct Costs (+15% markup) 15% 1,379$       

Total 77,080$ 
Contingency: Additional research/materials as determined by City 20,000$     

Total Project Budget 97,080$ 

Ntoes:
For P/C & C/C meetings, assume 2 hrs meeting plus 0.25 set up, 0.25 debrief, and 1 hr RT travel per mtg per staff = 3.5 hrs/staff; 26 mi 1-way
Coordination w/ City staff covers weekly phone calls, plus 2 meetings for 2 staff
Direct Cost Markup is applied to travel expenses, subcontract expenses, and other direct expenses in support of the project.
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801 – 228th Avenue SE • Sammamish, WA 98075 • Phone:  425.295.0500 • Fax:  425.295.0600 • web: www.ci.sammamish.wa.us 

 
 

TO: City Council November 15, 2011 

FM: Ben Yazici, City Manager 

RE: Environmental Critical Areas regulations update – schedule and scope 

 

Following the joint City Council and Planning Commission meeting on November 14, 2011, the Council 
provided the following direction to the city and the Planning Commission related to the Environmental 
Critical Areas (ECA) regulations update: 

• Start with the current ECA regulations and focus on scope in document titled “Known Topics”, 
provided that the Sammamish Comprehensive Plan is also a guiding document 

• The goal is to complete by December 2012; the proposed schedule and public outreach with the 
target completion date is appropriate.  Additional opportunities for communication between 
the City Council and Planning Commission should be considered by leadership. 

• The Best Available Science should be shared with the City Council early in the process. 

• The Planning Commission’s transmittal document should include a thorough summary of the 
proposed changes, a summary of the Best Available Science, the pros and cons of each change, 
and the Planning Commission’s rationale for recommending each change. 

• The review process should emphasize transparency and communication at the Planning 
Commission and the City Council. 
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Known Topics 

Environmentally Critical Areas update 

November 2011 

The following is a list of known topics identified for the update of the Sammamish 
Environmentally Critical Areas (ECA) code.  The list is based on direction from the City Council 
and Planning Commission, permit applicant feedback, resident and stakeholder comments, and 
staff experience working with the code since 2006.  These are shown as topic areas without a 
specific direction as to the nature of the change.  Other topic areas may arise as the update 
process proceeds.  The topic areas include: 

 Restrictions on development in: 

 Erosion Hazard Near Sensitive Water Bodies (EHNSWB) overlay area 

 Wetland Management Area overlay area 

 Landslide Hazard area  

 Mitigation requirements and options for development on sites with wetlands and 
streams with low functions and values 

 Review of existing and potential areas of flexibility and options for applicants 

 Standards for human-altered or created features (e.g. ditches, altered and urbanized 
streams, constructed ponds, ponds historically created in wetlands) 

 Standards for new trails and other public development in stream or wetland buffers 

 Terms and definitions in state statute (RCW) and regulations (WAC) and local code, and 
clarification of state law requirements (bookends) 

 Amendments arising from the updated Best Available Science (BAS) review and/or from 
changes in statute or case law, or the Sammamish Comprehensive Plan as a guiding 
document 

 Clarification and housekeeping changes – non-substantive procedural and technical 
language  
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Item  Nov – 
11 

Dec – 11 Jan – 12 Feb – 12 Mar – 
12 

Apr – 
12  

May – 
12 

Jun – 12 Jul – 12 Aug – 
12 

Sep – 12 Oct – 12 Nov – 
12 

Dec – 12 

City Council Policy 
Direction / Scope 

    One or more PC / CC Joint 
Meetings 

      

Best Available 
Science Review 

 Consultant review to provide 
input on needed BAS updates 

Ongoing BAS support through PC and Council review process  

Public Outreach  Initial outreach to community: 
 GovDelivery  email listserv 

established 
 Newsletter articles 
 Postcard mailing 
 Website 
 Press release 

Ongoing public outreach during PC and Council 
review 

 Ongoing public outreach 
during PC and Council review 

As 
needed 
for fall 
back 

review 
time 

Planning 
Commission 
Review  

     Review to include following topics: 
• BAS evaluation of erosion, seismic, landslide 

hazards, critical aquifer recharge areas, wetlands, 
streams, and administrative provisions 

• Council identified topics requiring further analysis 
 Approximately 3 roundtable and public forum 

presentations followed by PC deliberation on topic(s)  
 

 Public Hearing(s) on complete amendment package 

     

City Council 
Review 

           Review of PC 
recommendation:  
• Changes based on BAS  
• Public policy amendments  

 SEPA checklist, Dept. of 
Commerce review 

 Public Hearings 

Fall 
back 
time for 
review 
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STUDY SESSION NOTES 

Study Session 
January 10, 2012 

 
Mayor Tom Odell opened the study session of the Sammamish City Council at 6:30 p.m. 
 
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. 
 
Sam Rodabough, 1905 216th Avenue SE, He spoke regarding the initiative and referendum process. He 
said that Sammamish is one of the few cities that does not allow for this process. It is up to the City 
Council to adopt these powers. He believes that the information that has been provided to the Council 
from the City Attorney improperly relates only to the state referendum process. 
 
Topics 

 
 Arts Commission, Parks & Recreation Commission, Planning Commission Interviews  

Council interviewed applicants for the three commissions. Appointments will be made 
at the January 17, 2012 Council meeting. 
 

 Referendum and Initiative Process 
City Attorney Bruce Disend gave the staff report and answered questions from the 
Council. Additional information will be provided to the Council and this topic will be 
scheduled for a later meeting. 
 

 SE 8th Street Park Master Plan – Hopes, Dreams and Fears 
 Parks & Recreation Director Jessi Richardson gave the staff report and a PowerPoint 

presentation regarding the Master Plan for the SE 8th Street Park (formerly known as the Pigott 
Property. (Presentation available on the city’s website at www.ci.sammamish.wa.us) 

 
 
Adjournment         10:45 pm 
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COUNCIL MINUTES 
Special Meeting 

January 17, 2012 
 
Mayor Odell called the regular meeting of the Sammamish City Council to order at 6:30 pm. 
 
Councilmembers present: Mayor Tom Odell, Deputy Mayor John James, Councilmembers John Curley, 
Don Gerend, Ramiro Valderrama & Tom Vance. Excused: Nancy Whitten 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Curley moved to excuse Councilmember Whitten. Councilmember Gerend 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously 6-0. 
 
Staff present:  City Manager Ben Yazici, Public Works Director Laura Philpot, Assistant City 
Manager/Community Development Director Kamuron Gurol, Parks & Recreation Director Jessi 
Richardson, City Engineer Jeff Brauns, Police Chief Nate Elledge, Director of Finance and IT, Joe 
Guinasso, City Attorney Bruce Disend, City Clerk Melonie Anderson and Administrative Assistant Lita 
Hachey. 
 
Roll Call/Pledge of Allegiance 
Roll was called. Councilmember Gerend led the pledge. 
 
Approval of Agenda 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Gerend moved to approve the agenda. Councilmember Vance seconded. 
Motion carried unanimously 6-0. 
 
Mayor Odell requested to remove item number 6 off the consent agenda for discussion before the 
Public Hearing. 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Gerend moved to approve the revised agenda. Councilmember Vance 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously 6-0. 
 
Public Comment – No public comment 
 
Consent Calendar 

 Payroll for the period ending December 31, 2011 for pay date January 5, 2012 in the amount of 
$233,822.07 

1. Approval: Claims for period ending January 17, 2012 in the amount of $1,356,643.31 for Check No. 
31140 through No. 31281 

2. Resolution: Final Plat Gramercy Park 
3. Resolution: Final Acceptance SE 20th St. Project/Premium Construction 
4. Resolution: Final Acceptance 2011 Pavement Patching/Northwest Asphalt 
5. Contract: Inglewood Hill Non-Motorized Project Design/Blueline Group 
6. Contract: NE 8th St & 233rd Roundabout/Jacobs 
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7. Approval: Audit Stormwater Fee Payments/Temporary Employee 
8. Approval: Minutes from December 6, 2011 Regular Meeting 
9. Approval: Minutes from December 13, 2011 Study Session/Special Meeting 
10. Approval: Minutes from January 3, 2012 Regular Meeting 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Vance moved to approve consent calendar. Councilmember Valderrama 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously 6-0.  
 
Contract: NE 8th St & 233rd Roundabout/Jacobs 
 
City Manager Ben Yazici gave an update to Council on the 2nd access/roundabout to Eastlake High School 
on NE 8th at 233rd Ave NE. City Engineer Jeff Brauns gave a presentation (PowerPoint can be found on the 
City website at www.ci.sammamish.wa.us) 
Mr. Brauns expects a 14.5% increase in traffic through this area once the roundabout is complete. 
Councilmember Gerend questioned the impact on the adjoining property owners from this project. 
Public input will be welcomed once the City is at the design phase. The public has been involved during 
the permitting process with Lake Washington School District. A rough estimate for the roundabout is 
$600,000 to $650,000 and $300,000 to $350,000 for the signal. A signal requires significantly more 
maintenance. The Lake Washington School District will contribute 14.5% of the costs. The roundabout 
benefits the pedestrian by having a separate crossing point some distance before the vehicle enters the 
roundabout. Councilmember Valderrama requested some data on the traffic collision totals and the 
percent of reduction that is possible. Mr. Brauns will provide that information to him. 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Gerend moved to authorize the City Manager to execute a contract for the 

design of the NE 8th St & 233rd Roundabout for a contract amount of $165,530 plus a management 
reserve fund in the amount of $16,553 for a total  amount not to exceed of $182,083/Jacobs 
Engineering Group. Councilmember James seconded. Motion carried unanimously 6-0.  
 
Public Hearing 
 
Ordinance: First Reading: An Ordinance Of The City Of Sammamish, Washington, Relating To Siting Of 
Wireless Communication Facilities; Updating And Amending Certain Provisions Of Chapter 21A.55 SMC 
To Conform To And Clarify Amendments Made Pursuant To Ordinance No. O2011-298; Clarifying Height 
Limits On New And Replacement Antenna Support Structures And Antennas; Repealing SMC 21A.15.245 
(Consolidation); Amending SMC Sections 21A.15.040, 21A.15.050, 21A.15.080 & 21A.15.090; Providing 
For Severability; And, Establishing An Effective Date. 

 
Community Development Director, Kamuron Gurol gave a staff report. (PowerPoint can be found on the 
City website at www.ci.sammamish.wa.us) 
 
Public Hearing opened at 7:04 pm and continued to the February 7, 2012 meeting with no public 
comments. 
 
Ordinance Second Reading: Ordinance Of The City Of Sammamish, Washington, Extending A 
Moratorium On The Establishment Of Collective Gardens; Defining “Collective Gardens;” And 
Establishing An Effective Date. 
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Community Development Director, Kamuron Gurol gave a staff report. (PowerPoint can be found on the 
City website at www.ci.sammamish.wa.us) 
 
Public Hearing opened at 7:14 pm and closed at 7:15 pm with no public comments. 
 
The Council questioned the costs associated with permitting these Collective gardens and if anyone has 
shown any interest in establishing a garden. Mr. Gurol stated that no one has contacted the City about 
the gardens and while the moratorium is in place the City will continue to research and analyze the 
costs. There could be several more moratoria extensions in the future.  
Deputy Mayor James requested City Attorney Bruce Disend research any action that the City of Bellevue 
has taken in reference to an ordinance banning Collective Gardens. Councilmember Valderrama also 
requested input from the Sammamish Police Chief on this issue. 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Gerend moved to approve the ordinance extending a moratorium on the 
establishment of Collective Gardens. Councilmember James seconded. Motion carried unanimously 6-0. 
(O2012—320) 
 
Executive Session  
Executive session pursuant to RCW 42.30.110 (1)(g) discuss the qualifications of Commission Candidates 
and pursuant to RCW 42.30.110 (1)(b) potential property acquisition. 
 
Council retired to Executive Session at 7:22 pm and returned at 8:30 pm. No action was taken in 
reference to the property acquisition. 
 
Councilmember Whitten joined the Council for voting on the commission applicants via phone 
conferencing at 8:32 pm.  

 
Resolution: A Resolution Of The City Of Sammamish Washington Appointing Seven Regular 
Members To The Sammamish Arts Commission 
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor James moved to approve appointing Anne Schaefer, Lin 
Garretson, Claradell Shred, Max Montrey, Bharath Sankaranarayan, Mary Lynn Vance and 
Daphne Robinson to the Arts Commission. Councilmember Valderrama seconded. Motion 
carried unanimously 7-0. (R2012-478) 
 
Resolution: A Resolution Of The City Of Sammamish Washington Appointing Four Members 
To The Parks And Recreation Commission 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Gerend moved to approve appointing Brad Conner, Krist Morrit, Mary 
Doerrer and Hank Klein to the Parks and Recreation Commission. Councilmember Vance seconded. 
Motion carried unanimously 7-0. (R2012-479) 
 
Resolution: A Resolution Of The City Of Sammamish Washington Appointing Two Members 
To The Sammamish Planning Commission 
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor James moved to approve appointing Mahbubul Islam and Ryan Kohlmann to 
the Planning Commission. Councilmember Curley seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. (R2012-
480) 
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Resolution: a Resolution Of The City Of Sammamish City Council Appointing Members To 
The Beaver Lake Management District Advisory Board. 

 
MOTION: Councilmember Gerend moved to approve appointing Bruce Morgan, Collin Clark, Frank Blau, 
Tyler Easley and Bob Brady to the Beaver Lake Management District Advisory Board. Councilmember 
Valderrama seconded. Motion carried unanimously 6-0. (R2012-481) 
 
Council Reports 
John Curley – Would like a response to emails about streets not being sanded and plowed. Mr. 
Yazici stated that Citizens are to refer to the City Website for the Snow & Ice Route. Priority goes 
to major arterials first, then secondary arterials. Once that is completed the crew will focus on 
local streets. 
Mayor Odell – He was contacted recently by the new president of the Issaquah Council about 
supporting the Issaquah School bond. School boundaries are an important issue that Council 
needs to keep watch on.  
New Committee appointments have been made to Eastside Transportation Partnership, Eastside 
Fire and Rescue and Suburban Cities Association, Public Issues Committee. Other appointments 
will be discussed at the Council Retreat. 
He would like to thank the city staff for their response to the storm which occurred in the last 
couple of days. There are many other cities that look to Sammamish on how to handle winter 
weather. 
Tom Vance - He went to the first meeting of the Public Issues Committee of Suburban cities and 
it will be another month before they deal with any action items. School Siting Task Force has 
met to discuss the difficulties in siting beyond the urban growth boundary. In August King 
County will make decisions on combined stormwater/sewage issues, most relating to Seattle, 
but financed throughout the county.  
Don Gerend – Reported on the Suburban Cities Association/Transportation Policy Board on the 
prioritization work going on at the Puget Sound Regional Council on the Transportation 20/40 
Plan. Councilmember Gerend requested a consensus for a motion from Council for the mayor to 
sign a letter in support of the Governor in her petition to the Federal Government to reduce the 
classification on the drug marijuana.  
 
Motion: Councilmember Gerend moved to support the request to support the Governor’s 
petition to the Federal Government. Councilmember Curley seconded. Motion was withdrawn 
It was suggested Council wait till the retreat to discuss this. 
 
City Manager Report  
City Manager Yazici gave special thanks to our Senator from 45th District, Andy Hill for contacting him 
last week and requesting a list of current transportation projects in Sammamish to review for budget 
purposes. Mr. Yazici submitted three projects that are currently ready to go. They are the Inglewood Hill 
Non-Motorized Project, the NE 8th/233rd Roundabout Project and the intersection improvements to the 
Commons Area.  
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:15 pm 
 
__________________________________ _______________________________ 
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  City Council Agenda Bill 

Page 1 of 1 
 

 
Meeting Date: February 7, 2012 Date Submitted: January 31, 2012 
 
Originating Department: Community Development 
 
Clearances: 

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

 
Subject:    Ordinance amending the city’s development code to adopt amendments to SMC 

21A.55, Wireless Communication Facilities (WCF). 
 
Action Required:    Second reading. Open and close the public hearing and adopt. 
 
Exhibits:    1) WCF Ordinance.  

 
Budget:    Not Applicable 
 

Summary Statement:  

The current amendments are housekeeping changes to achieve consistency with the amendments made 
to the WCF code in March 1, 2011.  Amendments primarily include removing references to 
consolidations, accommodating monopoles in the permitted uses table, and providing clarification to 
the language on measurement of height and landscaping standards.   
 
Background: 
 
In March 2011 the City Council adopted amendments to the wireless code.  The amendments included 
the following new provisions for bases stations and antennas: the reformation of the hierarchies,  
(elevating parks, schools and churches on the siting hierarchy and adding monopoles to the siting 
hierarchy, requiring flush mounted vaults in the base station hierarchy and allowing attached base 
station equipment in the base station hierarchy), establishing maximum heights for antenna support 
structures, accommodating antennas within the city’s town center zones and requiring color matched 
conduits at the time of an upgrade.  Subsequently, these housekeeping changes were identified to 
maintain consistency with the approved 2011 revisions. 

Financial Impact: 

There is no financial impact.   
 
Recommended Motion:  Open the public hearing, take testimony and close the hearing.  Motion to 
adopt the amendments. 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 WASHINGTON 

ORDINANCE NO. O2012-____ 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON, 
RELATING TO SITING OF WIRELESS COMMUNICATION 
FACILITIES; UPDATING AND AMENDING CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER 21A.55 SMC TO CONFORM TO AND 
CLARIFY AMENDMENTS MADE PURSUANT TO ORDINANCE 
NO. O2011-298; CLARIFYING HEIGHT LIMITS ON NEW AND 
REPLACEMENT ANTENNA SUPPORT STRUCTURES AND 
ANTENNAS; REPEALING SMC 21A.15.245 (CONSOLIDATION); 
AMENDING SMC SECTIONS 21A.15.040, 21A.15.050, 21A.15.080 & 
21A.15.090; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND, 
ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE 

              
 

WHEREAS, the City has previously adopted Chapter 21A.55 of the Sammamish 
Municipal Code (“SMC”), entitled Wireless Communication Facilities (“WCF”), the purpose of 
which is to provide general requirements, siting hierarchy, design standards, and evaluations in 
exchange for public benefits to help achieve reasonable location of wireless communication 
facilities; and 

 
WHEREAS, on March 1, 2011 the City Council adopted Ordinance O2011-298 

amending certain WCF provisions of the SMC to, among other things, reformat the WCF siting 
hierarchy, allow for limited use of monopole style WCF, establish maximum height limits for all 
zones of the City and the public rights of way, provide for attached base station equipment, and 
provide for color matched conduit; and 

 
WHEREAS, certain provisions of the WCF must be amended to conform to and be made 

consistent with and clarify the amendments made to the WCF code pursuant to the above 
referenced ordinance; and 

 
WHEREAS, the proposed clarifying and conforming amendments as set forth herein are 

consistent with, and serve to implement, the City’s adopted Comprehensive Plan; and 
 
WHEREAS, the proposed clarifying and conforming amendments are consistent with the 

recommendations of the wireless telecommunications master plan and with the amendments 
adopted pursuant to Ordinance O2011-298; and 

 
WHEREAS, an Environmental Checklist for a non-project action was prepared under the 

State Environmental Policy Act (RCW Chapter 43.21.C), pursuant to Washington 
Administrative Code Chapter 197-11, and an addendum to the December 3, 2009 Determination 
of Non-Significance (“DNS”) was issued on July 11, 2011; and 
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WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held public meetings related to the amendments 
adopted pursuant to Ordinance O2011-298 on May 6, 2010, May 20, 2010, June 3, 2010 and 
June 17, 2010; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council held public hearings, readings, and study sessions 

regarding the same amendments on September 14, 2010, October 5, 2010, October 19, 2010, 
November 2, 2010, December 14, 2010, February 15, 2011, and March 1, 2011; and 

 
WHEREAS, a first reading of the ordinance proposing adoption of the amendments set 

forth in Ordinance O2011-298 and a public hearing on the proposed amendments was held on 
July 6, 2010, July 13, 2010, November 14, 2010, a first reading and public hearing on the 
companion amendments was held on January 17, 2012 and a second reading on the companion 
amendments was held on February 7, 2012; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the clarifying and conforming amendments set 

forth below will allow for the appropriate development of wireless facilities within the City and 
are in the public interest;  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Sammamish, Washington, do 
ordain as follows: 
 

Section 1.  Repeal of SMC 21A.15.245 (Consolidation).  Section 21A.15.245 of 
the Sammamish Municipal Code is hereby repealed in its entirety. 

 
Section 2.  SMC CH. 21A.55  Amended.  Sections 21A.55.040, 050, 080 and 090 of the 

Sammamish Municipal Code are hereby amended (amendments shown in legislative revision 
marks) to read as shown on attachment A, incorporated by this reference as though fully set forth 
herein. 

 
Section 3.  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 4.  Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of 
the City, and shall take effect and be in full force five (5) days after the date of publication. 
 
 ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF 
ON THE ____ DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2012. 
 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
 
     
Mayor Thomas T. Odell 
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ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
 
      
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
     
Bruce Disend 
Kenyon Disend, PLLC 
City Attorney 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  January 10, 2012 
Public Hearing:   January 17, 2012 
First Reading:    January 17, 2012 
Public Hearing:   February 7, 2012 
Passed by the City Council:  , 2012 
Date of Publication:   , 2012 
Effective Date:   , 2012 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 

Section 1. Amendment to SMC 21A.55.040 (Permit Required).  Section 21A.55.040 of 
the Sammamish Municipal Code is hereby amended (amendments shown in legislative revisions 
marks) as follows: 

 
21A.55.040 Permit required. 
 
The following table summarizes the type of proposal and required land use approvals. All pro-
posals are subject to the siting hierarchy requirements of this chapter. 
 

Concealed 
Attached 

WCF 

Monopole- 
Style WCF  

Consolidation 
of WCFs 

Concealed 
Collocation 

Flush- or Nonflush-
Mounted Antenna on 

Existing Antenna Sup-
port Structure 

New 
Concealed 
Antenna 
Support 

Structure 

Combined 
on Exist-
ing WCF 

P1 P1 
C 

P1 P1 
C 

P1 

C C C C 

P – Permitted Use: The use is allowed subject to the requirements of the code. 

C – Conditional Use Permit: The use is allowed subject to the conditional use review procedures 
and requirements of the code. 

Notes: 

1. If the proposal does not extend exceed the maximum height limits set forth at SMC 
21A.55.090(3)by more than 40 feet and it is demonstrated the proposal is consistent with any 
previous relevant approval conditions. 

 
Section 2.  Amendment to SMC 21A.55.050 (Application requirements).  Section 

21A.55.050 of the Sammamish Municipal Code is hereby amended (amendments shown in 
legislative revisions marks) as follows: 

 
21A.55.050 Application requirements. 

 
In addition to any information required for CUP and/or building permit review, an 

application for new WCFs or modifications to WCFs that require City approval shall provide the 
following information: 

 
(1) A site plan showing existing and proposed WCFs, access, base station, ancillary structures, 
warning signs, fencing, landscaping and any other items necessary to illustrate compliance with 
the development standards of this chapter; 
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(2) Except as provided below, a stamped statement by a state of Washington registered 
professional engineer that the support structure shall comply with EIA/TIA-222-Revision G, 
published by the American National Standards Institute (as amended), allowable wind speed for 
the applicable zone in which the facility is located, and describing the general structural capacity 
of any proposed WCF(s), including: 

 
(a) The number and type of antennas that can be accommodated; 
 
(b) The basis for the calculation of capacity; and 
 
(c) A written statement that the proposal complies with all federal guidelines regarding 

interference and ANSI standards as adopted by the FCC, including but not limited to nonionizing 
electromagnetic radiation (NIER) standards. 

 
The foregoing requirements are not applicable when the support structure is a utility pole 

or high voltage electrical transmission tower; 
 

(3) A report by the applicant that includes a description of the proposed WCF, including height 
above grade, materials, color, lighting, and information demonstrating compliance with SMC 
21A.55.060, Siting hierarchy; 

 
(4) Where a permit for an attachment or collocation is required, the application shall also include 
the following information: 

 
(a) The name and address of the operator(s) of proposed and existing antennas on the site; 
 
(b) The height of any proposed antennas; 
 
(c) Manufacture, type, and model of such antennas; 
 
(d) Frequency, modulation, and class of service; and 
 
(e) A description of the wireless communication service that the applicant intends to offer 

to provide, or is currently offering or providing within the City; 
 

(5) A detailed visual simulation of the wireless communication facility shall be provided along 
with a written report from the applicant, including a map showing all locations where an 
unimpaired signal can be received for that facility; 

 
(6) Approved WROWA (wireless right-of-way use agreement); 

 
(7) Other information as the director of community development may reasonably require, 
including additional information specific to the City’s wireless communication facilities master 
plan; and 

 
(8) Fees for review as established by the City’s most current fee resolution. 
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The director of community development may release an applicant from having to provide 

one or more of the pieces of information on this list upon a finding that in the specific case 
involved said information is not necessary to process or make a decision on the application being 
submitted. 

 
Section 3.  Amendment to SMC 21A.55.080 (General Requirements).  Section 

21A.55.080 of the Sammamish Municipal Code is hereby amended (amendments shown in 
legislative revisions marks) as follows: 
 
21A.55.080 General requirements. 
 
(1) Within public parks and public open spaces, the placement of antennas on existing structures, 
such as power poles, light standards for recreational fields and antenna support structures, is the 
preferred option subject to the approval of the property owner. If an existing structure cannot 
accommodate an antenna due to structural deficiency, or does not have the height required to 
provide adequate signal coverage, the structure may be replaced with a new structure, provided 
the new structure: 
 

(a) Will serve the original purpose; 
 
(b) Does not exceed the original height by 40 feet or the maximum height allowed by this 

chapter. Any height increase in excess of 40 feetthe maximum height allowed pursuant to SMC 
21A.55.090(3) will require a conditional use permit; and 

 
(c) Meets all the requirements of this chapter. 

 
(2) Concealed attached antennas shall comply with the following requirements: 
 

(a) Concealed antennas shall reflect the visual characteristics of the structure to which 
they are attached and shall be designed to architecturally match the facade, roof, wall, or 
structure on which they are affixed so that they blend with the existing structural design, color, 
and texture. This shall include the use of colors and materials, as appropriate. When located on 
structures such as buildings or water towers, the placement of the antennas on the structure shall 
reflect the following order of priority in order to minimize visual impact: 
 

(i) A location as close as possible to the center of the structure; and 
 
(ii) Along the outer edges or side-mounted; provided, that in this instance, 

additional means such as screens should be considered and may be required by the department 
on a case-by-case basis; and 

 
(iii) When located on the outer edge or side-mounted, be placed on the portion of 

the structure less likely to be seen from adjacent lands containing, in descending order of 
priority: existing residences, public parks and open spaces, and public roadways; 
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(b) Notwithstanding the height limit of the underlying zone, the top of the concealed 
attached WCF shall not be more than 20 feet above an existing or proposed nonresidential 
building or structure, or more than 15 feet above a residential building or structure; 
 

(c) Feed lines shall be contained within a principal building or encased and the 
encasement painted to blend and match the design, color, and texture of the facade, roof, wall, or 
structure to which they are affixed. 
 
(3) Concealed antenna support structures shall comply with the following requirements: 
 

(a) Upon application for a conditional use permit or a building permit for a new 
concealed antenna support structure, whichever is required first, the applicant shall provide a 
map showing all existing antenna support structures or other suitable nonresidential structures 
located within one-quarter mile of the proposed structure with consideration given to engineering 
and structural requirements. 

 
(b) No new antenna support structure shall be permitted if an existing structure suitable 

for attachment of an antenna or collocation is located within one-quarter mile, unless the 
applicant demonstrates that the existing structure is physically or technologically unfeasible, or is 
not made available for sale or lease by the owner, or is not made available at a market rate cost, 
or would result in greater visual impact. The burden of proof shall be on the applicant to show 
that a suitable structure for mounting of antenna or collocation cannot be reasonably or 
economically used in accordance with these criteria. 

 
(c) In residential districts, new concealed antenna support structures shall only be 

permitted on lots whose principal use is not single-family residential including, but not limited 
to: schools, churches, synagogues, fire stations, parks, and other public property. 

 
(d) To the extent that there is no conflict with the color and lighting requirements of the 

Federal Communications Commission and the Federal Aviation Administration for aircraft 
safety purposes, new antenna support structures shall be concealed as defined by this chapter and 
shall be configured and located in a manner to have the least visually obtrusive profile on the 
landscape and adjacent properties. New concealed antenna support structures shall be designed 
to complement or match adjacent structures and landscapes with specific design considerations 
such as architectural designs, height, scale, color, and texture and designed to blend with existing 
surroundings to the extent feasible. This shall be achieved through the use of compatible colors 
and materials, and alternative site placement to allow the use of topography, existing vegetation 
or other structures to screen the proposed concealed antenna support structure from adjacent 
lands containing, in descending order of priority: existing residences, public parks and open 
spaces, and public roadways. 

 
(e) At time of application the applicant shall file a letter with the department, agreeing to 

allow collocation on the tower. The agreement shall commit the applicant to provide, either at a 
market rate cost or at another cost basis agreeable to the affected parties, the opportunity to 
collocate the antenna of other service providers on the applicant’s proposed tower to the extent 
that such collocation is technically and structurally feasible for the affected parties. 
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(f) All new concealed antenna support structures up to 60 feet in height shall be 

engineered and constructed to accommodate no less than two antenna arrays. All concealed 
antenna support structures between 61 feet and 100 feet shall be engineered and constructed to 
accommodate no less than three antenna arrays. All concealed antenna support structures 
between 101 and 140 feet shall be engineered and constructed to accommodate no less than four 
antenna arrays. 

 
(g) Grading shall be minimized and limited only to the area necessary for the new WCF. 

 
(4) Consolidation of WCFs shall comply with the following requirements: Consolidation of two 
or more existing WCFs may be permitted pursuant to the provisions of this chapter including a 
CUP and consideration of the following: 
 

(a) WCF consolidation shall reduce the number of WCFs; 
 
(b) If a consolidation involves the removal of WCFs from two or more different sites and 

if a consolidated WCF is to be erected on one of those sites, it shall be erected on the site that 
provides for the greatest compliance with the standards of this chapter; 

 
(c) Consolidated WCFs shall be concealed; 
 
(d) All existing base station and ancillary equipment shall be brought into compliance 

with this chapter; 
 
(e) A new WCF approved for consolidation with an existing WCF shall not be required to 

meet new setback standards so long as the new WCF and its base station and ancillary structures 
are no closer to any property lines or dwelling units than the WCF and its base station and 
ancillary structures being consolidated. For example, if a new WCF is replacing an old one, the 
new one is allowed to have the same setbacks as the WCF being removed, even if the old one 
had nonconforming setbacks; 

 
(f) If the consolidated WCF cannot meet the setback requirements, it shall be located on 

the portion of the parcel on which it is situated which provides the optimum practical setback 
from adjacent properties, giving consideration to the following: 
 

(i) Topography and dimensions of the site; and 
 
(ii) Location of any existing structures to be retained. 

 
(54) Collocated or combined facilities shall comply with the following requirements: 
 

(a) Collocation of antennas onto existing antenna support structures meeting the 
dimensional standards of this chapter are permitted outright. Antenna mounts shall be flush-
mounted onto existing antenna support structures, unless it is demonstrated through RF 
propagation analysis that flush-mounted antennas will not meet the network objectives of the 

Exhibit 1



9 

desired coverage area. Furthermore, an antenna shall not extend vertically above the uppermost 
portion of the structure to which it is mounted or attached, as follows: 
 

(i) Not more than 20 feet on a nonresidential structure; and 
 
(ii) Not more than 15 feet on a residential structure; 

 
(b) Collocation of antennas onto a new antenna support structure constructed after the 

effective date of the ordinance codified in this chapter shall be concealed; 
 
(c) At the time of installation, the WCF base station and ancillary structures shall be 

brought into compliance with any applicable landscaping requirements; and 
 
(d) A collocated or combined WCF, its new base station, and any new ancillary structures 

shall be subject to the setbacks of the underlying zoning district; and 
 
(eb) When a collocated or combined WCF is to be located on a nonconforming building 

or structure, then it will be subject to Chapter 21A.70 SMC.  
 

Section 4.  Amendment to SMC 21A.55.090 (Design Standards).  Section 21A.55.090 of 
the Sammamish Municipal Code is hereby amended (amendments shown in legislative revisions 
marks) as follows: 

21A.55.090 Design standards. 
 
(1) All WCFs shall: 

(a) Be designed and constructed or improved at the time of an upgrade to present the least 
visually obtrusive profile; and 

(b) Use colors such as brown, grey, blue, or green and materials that match the existing 
antenna support structure and structures in the local area and reduce visual impacts unless other-
wise required by the City of Sammamish, the FAA, or the FCC. For example, a utility pole that 
is brown should have conduits and antennas that are brown. The colors and materials shall be 
approved by the City community development director to ensure compliance with this section; 
and 

(c) Flush-mount antennas when feasible. Four nonflush-mounted antennas are allowed 
only upon written demonstration by the applicant that flush-mounting is not feasible. 

(2) Base Stations. 

(a) Base stations and ancillary structures shall be subject to the setbacks of the underlying 
zoning district. 
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(b) Except as allowed pursuant to subsection (5)(c) of this section, base stations that are 
not located underground shall not be visible from public views.  

(c) New concealed base stations and ancillary structures shall be designed to complement 
or match adjacent structures and landscapes. Specific design considerations such as architectural 
designs, height, scale, color, and texture should be designed to blend with existing surroundings 
to the extent feasible.  

(d) Where feasible, one building with multiple compartments shall be constructed to 
serve the total number of anticipated collocation tenants. If the applicant can demonstrate that 
one building is not feasible or practical due to site design or other constraints, then a master site 
plan shall be provided to demonstrate how all potential base stations and ancillary structures will 
be accommodated within the vicinity of the WCF. 

(3) Height Standards.  
 

(a)  Measurement of WCF.  For purposes of this Section 21A.55.090(3) SMC, Tthe 
height of the antenna support structure shall be measured from the natural undisturbed ground 
surface below the center of the base of the tower to the top of the tower or, if higher, to the top of 
the highest antenna or piece of equipment attached thereto.  

 
(b)  Maximum Height for New WCF.  The height of any new WCF shall not exceed the 

height provided in the table below.  
 

Locations 

Maximum Height of 
New Antenna Support 

Structures 

CB, O 80' 

NB 40' 

R-1 – R-8, TC-C and TC-E 40' 

R-12 – R-18 60' 

TC-A and TC-B TC-D 80' 

Principal arterial rights-of-way 120' 

Minor or collector arterial rights-of-way 80' 
 
(c)  Maximum Height for Replacement Antenna Support Structure.  The height of an 

antenna support structure that replaces an existing antenna support structure shall not exceed the 
higher of, the height of the existing antenna support structure being replaced, or the maximum 
height provided in the table above for new antenna support structures.   
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(d)  Maximum Height above top of Antenna Support Structure.  The highest point of an 
attached antenna shall not be more than 20 feet above the highest point of the antenna support 
structure (not including any attached antenna) to which it is attached. 

 
(ae) An new antenna support structure may be permitted to exceed the maximum height 

allowed per location, provided: 

(i) The increase is consistent with all conditions of the CUP authorizing the use 
and subsequent approvals thereafter; 

(ii) The existing conditions and the proposed changes are not in violation of the 
SMC; 

(iii) The height increase is made necessary by foliage attenuation from foliage in 
the proposed location of the antenna support structure that exceeds the maximum height allowed 
for antenna support structure for that location; 

(iv) The height increase is the minimum necessary for the effective functioning of 
the provider’s network; and 

(v) A nonconformance shall not be created or increased, except as otherwise pro-
vided by this chapter. 

(4) Setback Requirements. 

(a) Antenna support structures outside of the right-of-way shall have a setback from 
property lines of 10 feet from any property line and 50 feet or one foot setback for every one foot 
in height from any residentially zoned property, whichever provides the greatest setback. 

(b) Base stations shall be subject to the setback requirements of the zone in which they 
are located. 

(c) The department shall consider the following criteria and give substantial consideration 
to on-site location and setback flexibility. These are authorized when reviewing applications for 
new antenna support structures and consolidations. The following shall be considered: 

(i) Whether existing trees and vegetation can be preserved in such a manner that 
would most effectively screen the proposed tower from residences on adjacent properties; 

(ii) Whether there are any natural landforms, such as hills or other topographic 
breaks, that can be utilized to screen the tower from adjacent residences; and 

(iii) Whether the applicant has utilized a tower design that reduces the silhouette 
of the portion of the tower extending above the height of surrounding trees. 
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(5) Landscaping and Fencing Requirements. 

(a) Except as allowed pursuant to subsection (5)(c) of this section, all ground mounted 
base stations that are within base station hierarchy 2 and 3(b) shall be enclosed with an opaque 
fence. In all residential zones, or a facility abutting a residential zone, or in any zone when the 
base station adjoins a public right-of-way, the fence shall be opaque and made of wood, brick, or 
masonry. In the NB, CB, or O zone, if a chain link fence is installed, slats shall be woven into the 
security fence. All fencing shall be subject to SMC 21A.30.190. 

(b) Except as allowed pursuant to subsection (5)(c) of this section, all base stations that 
are within base station hierarchy 2(a) and 3(b) shall have perimeter landscaping as follows: 

(i) In the NB, CB, O or TC zone and the abutting rights-of-way, the base stations 
shall be landscaped with eight feet of Type II landscaping pursuant to Chapter 21A.35 SMC 
along any lot line abutting a residential zone; 

(ii) In residential zones and the abutting rights-of-way, the base station shall be 
landscaped with 10 feet of Type I landscaping pursuant to Chapter 21A.35 SMC; 

(iii) When a fence is used to prevent access to a WCF or base station, aAny land-
scaping required shall be placed outside of the fence; and 

(iv) Landscaping provisions may be modified in accordance with Chapter 21A.35 
SMC. 

(c) If an applicant is able to demonstrate to the City engineer that compliance with the 
applicable fencing and landscaping requirements will pose an unreasonable risk to the public 
health or safety, the fencing and landscaping requirements may be altered to the extent reasona-
bly necessary to address the demonstrated risk to public health or safety, or waived if no reason-
able alternatives exist. 

(6) Lighting Standards.  

Except as specifically required by the FCC or FAA, WCFs shall not be illuminated, ex-
cept lighting for security purposes that is compatible with the surrounding neighborhood. 

Any lighting required by the FAA or FCC must be the minimum intensity and number of flashes 
per minute (i.e., the longest duration between flashes) allowable to minimize the potential attrac-
tion to migratory birds. Dual lighting standards (white blinking light in daylight and red blinking 
light at dusk and nighttime) are required and strobe light standards are prohibited unless re-
quired. The lights shall be oriented so as not to project directly onto surrounding residential 
property, and be consistent with FAA and FCC requirements. 

(7) Signage.  
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Commercial messages shall not be displayed on any WCF. The only signage that is per-
mitted upon an antenna support structure, base station, or fence shall be informational and for the 
purpose of identifying the antenna support structure (such as ASR registration number), as well 
as the party responsible for the operation and maintenance of the facility, its current address and 
telephone number, security or safety signs, and property manager signs (if applicable). 

If more than 220 voltage is necessary for the operation of the facility and is present in a ground 
grid or in the antenna support structure, signs located every 20 feet and attached to the fence or 
wall shall display in large, bold, high-contrast letters (minimum letter height of four inches) the 
following: HIGH VOLTAGE – DANGER. 

(8) Sounds.  

Maximum permissible sound levels to intrude into the real property of another person 
from a WCF shall not exceed 45 dB(A). In the case of maintenance, construction, and emergen-
cies, these sound levels may be exceeded for short durations as required by the specific circum-
stance.  
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  City Council Agenda Bill 

Page 1 of 1 
 

 
Meeting Date: February 7, 2012 Date Submitted: January 31, 2012 
 
Originating Department: Admin Services 
 
Clearances: 

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

 
Subject:    Resolution supporting the Issaquah School District Bond 
 
Action Required:    Take testimony in support or opposing the bond measure. Approve resolution 
 
Exhibits:    1) Draft Resolution 

2) Fact Sheet (Provided by the Issaquah School District) 
3) Capital Projects List (Provided by the Issaquah School District) 

Budget:    Not Applicable 
 

Summary Statement:  

The Volunteers for Issaquah School District (VIS) has asked the City of Sammamish to support the 
Issaquah School District Bond Measure that will appear on the April 17, 2012 ballot.  
 
Background: 
 
The bond measure will fund the following projects: 

• Increase future capacity as well as improving the learning environment 
• Rebuilding the oldest schools 
• Maintenance and repairs for all facilities 
• Increase safety and usability of athletic fields and high school stadiums 

Financial Impact: $219,121,500 to be paid by residents of the district within 20 years. 

 
Recommended Motion:  Take public testimony and approve the resolution supporting the bond 
measure. 
 

Bill # 9
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

RESOLUTION NO. R2012-_____ 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON IN SUPPORT OF ISSAQUAH SCHOOL 
DISTRICT GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS IN THE 
AMOUNT OF $219,121,500 WHICH AUTHORIZES THE 
DISTRICT TO: 
 
Rebuild Clark and Sunny Hills Elementary Schools and 
Issaquah Middle School; 
 
Modernize Liberty High School; 
 
Relocate Tiger Mountain Community High School for expanded 
career and technical training; 
 
Improve district-wide heating/ventilation, space, and security; 
 
Increase usability of curricular/athletic fields and stadiums, and 
other improvements; 
 
To issue $219,121,500 of general obligation bonds maturing 
within a maximum term of 20 years; and 
To levy excess property taxes annually to repay the bonds. 
 

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

WASHINGTON, DO RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 
 

RESOLVED, that passage of the Bond will greatly enhance the educational needs of 
Issaquah School District Students. As such, the Sammamish City Council hereby declares formal 
support for the proposed Issaquah School District Bond and urges the citizens of the Issaquah 
School District to vote for the Bond at the April 17, 2012 election, and be it; 
 

RESOLVED, that the City of Sammamish will transmit copies of this resolution to the 
non-profit Volunteers for Issaquah Schools (“VIS”), an organization that is set up to run a 
citizens campaign to pass Issaquah School bonds and levies, including the Bond, for use by VIS 
to support the campaign. 
 
 

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 
THE _______ DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2012. 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
 

       ________________________ 
      Mayor Thomas T. Odell 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Bruce L. Disend, City Attorney 
 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  January 30, 2012 
Passed by the City Council:   
Resolution No.:  R2012-______ 
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Did you know?
Moody’s has recognized Issaquah 
School District’s strong fiscal 
management with its highest Aaa 
rating. Only 0.76% of all school 
districts nationwide share this 
distinction, which keeps tax rates 
as low as possible for residents.

 

Building the Future for Students 
 School Construction and Maintenance Bond 

April 17, 2012, ballot 
What is a school bond?  

Washington does not fund regular building or maintenance of public 
schools. Instead, local voters approve school bonds.  Similar to a 
mortgage, bonds are paid for over about 20 years, helping to keep 
costs lower for taxpayers. State law mandates that bond dollars be 
used only for building and maintenance, not classroom operations; 
careful bond planning, however, is one critical way districts preserve 
classroom funds.  For instance, if a school boiler fails, the replacement 
is at least $500,000, equivalent to six teaching positions. If no bond 
funds are available, classroom operations dollars must be used instead. 
 

What is in the 2012 Bond?  
 Future capacity and the learning environment:  Modernize 

Liberty High’s classroom and common areas; add space to 
accommodate growth at Issaquah Valley Elementary and Apollo 
Elementary; relocate and renovate Tiger Mountain Community 
High School to expand district‐wide career and technical training. 
 

 Rebuilds of oldest schools:  After more than five decades, Clark 
Elementary, Issaquah Middle, and Sunny Hills Elementary are at 
the end of their lifespans. Long‐term financial forecasts favor 
rebuilding now—in a period of historic low construction costs—
rather than making ongoing major repairs in the years ahead. 
Additionally, new buildings tend to run about 30% more 
efficiently, saving utility dollars for classroom operations. 
 

 Critical maintenance and repairs for all facilities: Replace failing 
roofs, windows, and floors; renovate/repair aging heating, 
electrical, and mechanical systems; upgrade school security and 
safety features; paint interiors and exteriors.  Resulting dollars 
saved in utility efficiencies directly support classroom operations. 

 
 

 Usability and safety:  Increase usability/safety of athletic fields and high‐school stadiums.  These facilities 
have not kept pace with growing student demand for classroom or co‐curricular use. For example, the bond 
would save $150,000 in annual upkeep costs and provide five times more use (eliminating downtime for 
muddiness and regrowth) for middle‐school fields alone.  

 

How will the 2012 bond impact taxes? 
 In relation to current tax expenditures, residents can expect to see a decrease in local school taxes even if 

the bond is approved—for example, the owner of a $500,000 home would pay about $215 less per year. 
 

 How? Recognizing the current economic climate, the new bond package ($219 million spread over eight 
years) is structured to be about half as much as the bond debt retiring in 2012. The retiring bond debt will 
drop the tax rate from $4.85 to $4.05 per $1,000 of assessed property value; approval of the new bond will 
result in an estimated $4.42 tax rate. 

 

Questions? Bond2012@issaquah.wednet.edu │ 425‐837‐7000 │www.issaquah.wednet.edu  
Download this flier: www.issaquah.wednet.edu/documents/election/bond/bondpage/bondfacts.pdf 
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*Projects chosen for proximity and completion in the same timeframe; based on 2011 OSPI records. 
**The National Construction Cost Index shows the changing cost of construction between 2006 and 2011, relative 
to base of 100 at April 2001; based on Rider Levett Bucknall April 2011 quarterly report. 
 
 

Construction in the Issaquah School District (ISD) 
 

Fast facts 
 

 Student population: 17,298 headcount (Oct. 2011) 
 Geographic size: 110 square miles (7 jurisdictions)  

 

 Number of schools: 24 
 Value of capital assets: $1.2 billion

Growth and building 
 

 1961: 3,061 students, 5 school buildings 
 1971: 7,486 students, 10 school buildings 
 1981: 7,422 students, 12 school buildings 

 1991: 9,139 students, 14 school buildings 
 2001: 14,588 students, 20 school buildings 
 2011: 17,298 students, 24 school buildings 

 
Past 10 years of construction 
 

 About $325 million in projects all completed on schedule and within budget 
 New buildings: Cascade Ridge Elementary, Creekside Elementary, Grand Ridge Elementary, Newcastle 

Elementary, Pacific Cascade Middle School, Satellite Transportation Center 
 Rebuilds: Briarwood Elementary, Issaquah High 
 Remodels: Challenger Elementary, Liberty High, Maywood Middle, Skyline High, Sunset Elementary, 

Transportation Center 
 Critical repairs at all schools 
 

ISD new construction 
 

Comparable: 
Price per square foot Issaquah School District Average of neighboring districts’ projects* 
Elementary buildings $227 $265 
High school buildings $226 $309 

 
Historic: 
 National Construction 

Cost Index** 
Percent change The National Construction Cost Index indicates 

that inflation remains remarkably tame; however, 
underlying costs will start to build pressure for 
price increases in the future.  
 
Commodity and material prices have stabilized on 
decreasing global demand. Structural steel and 
reinforcing bar prices are remaining stable for the 
near future.**  

October 2006 132.89  
October 2007 145.63 +12.74 (9.58%) 
October 2008 154.04 +8.41 (5.77%) 
October 2009 142.48 -11.56 (-7.50%) 
October 2010 142.60 +0.12 (0.084%) 
April 2011 143.42 +0.82 (0.58%) 

 
Efficiency: 
Year Total building space Energy consumption Change 
ISD 2001 (baseline) 1,814,354 square feet 132,488 MBTU Baseline 
ISD 2006 2,052,054 square feet 

(+13.1%) 
101,216 MBTU  
(average 2002-2006) 

24% less energy use 

ISD 2011 2,369,507 square feet 
(+30.6%) 

127,163 MBTU  
(average 2007-2011) 

4% less energy use 

Specific example: Issaquah Middle School (1955 construction) costs 27.43% more to heat than Pacific Cascade 
Middle School (2005 construction).  
 

Responsible financing 
 

 Cost to borrow at ISD’s highest bond rating (Moody’s Aaa): The estimated net interest cost for the 2012 voted 
bond authorization is approximately 5% to 5.25%. 

 Cost to borrow at lesser ratings: Depending on authorization structure, lesser rated Washington school bonds 
may have interest costs .05% to 0.40% higher than ISD’s.  

 Potential taxpayer savings from the lower rate: About $9.9 million for ISD’s current outstanding bond debt. 
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