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AGENDA FOR
GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING
March 28, 2005 - 7:00 p.m.

. CALL TO ORDER:

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

PUBLIC HEARING: Regulating Landscaping and Building Sizes in Select Districts in the
Height Restriction Area Prior to Lifting the Building Size Moratorium.

CONSENT AGENDA:
These consent agenda items are considered routine and may be adopted with one motion as
per Gfg Harbor Ordinance No. 7989
Approval of the Minutes of City Council Meeting of March 14, 2005.
Correspondence / Proclamations: a) Records Management Month.
Public Relations Consultant Contract.
Resoiution No. 643 - Ratification of Purchase and Sale Agreement for the Eddon Boatyard
property.
Wastewater Comprehensive Plan Population Update — Consultant Services Contract.
Pump Station 2A Project — Consultant Services Contract,
Approval of Payment of Bills for March 28, 2005:
Checks #46630 through #46754 in the amount of $3,903,390.77.

AW

Nom;m

OLD BUSINESS:

1. Second Reading of Ordinance — Adopting a Historic Preservation Ordinance.

2. Second Reading of Ordinance — Amending Chapter 2.21 to Establish a Local Review
. Board for Historic Preservation Purposes.

NEW BUSINESS: _

1. First Reading of Ordinance — Regulating Landscaping and Building Sizes in Select
Districts in the Height Restriction Area Prior to Lifting the Building Size Moratorium.

2. First Reading of Ordinance — Amending the City’s Procedures for Charging Private
Applicants for the Costs Associated with EIS Preparation.

3. First Reading of Ordinance - Amending the Public Works Standards for Private Streets.

4. Wastewater Treatment Plant Roof Repair — Contract Authorization.

STAEF REPORT:

PUBLIC COMMENT:

COUNCIL COMMENTS / MAYOR'S REPORT:
1. Request to Host Middle School Exchange Students.
2.  Appointment to Puget Sound Regional Council.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS:

EXECUTIVE SESSION: For the purpose of discussing property acquisition per RCW
42.30.110(1)(b) and pending litigation per RCW 42.30.100(1)(i).

ADJOURN:




GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF MARCH 14, 2005

PRESENT: Councilmembers Ekberg, Young, Franich, Conan, Dick, Picinich, Ruffo
and Mayor Wilbert.

CALL TO ORDER: 7:04 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

SWEARING IN CEREMONY:;
Mayor Wilbert read a brief biography for Kenneth Watkins. She then performed the
ceremony to swear him in as a Gig Harbor Reserve Officer.

MOTION: - Move to amend the Agenda to hold the Public Hearings before
adjourning to Executive Session.
Picinich / Ruffo — unanimously approved.

Steve Osguthorpe, Planning Manager, explained that there was a recent article in the
Gateway inviting the public to attend the March 14" Council meeting, incorrectly stating
that this would be the First Reading of the Ordinance regarding text amendments
creating a waterfront view basin to protect views. He apologized for the misinformation
explaining that the first reading and public hearing would occur at the March 28"
meeting. He invited anyone in attendance for this subject to meet with him in the
Community Rooms during the Executive Session for a question/answer session.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

1.  Adopting a Historic Preservation Ordinance.

2.  Amending Chapter 2.21 to Establish a Local Review Board for Historic
Preservation Purposes.

Mayor Wilbert opened the combined public hearing on these two items at 7:09 p.m.
Steve Osguthorpe explained that the first ordinances is an effort to encourage historic
preservation in the city by establishing procedures. The second ordinance would set the
criteria to establish a local review board responsible for carrying out the objective of
historic preservation. When both are in place, the city may then be eligible for Certified
Local Government status and would qualify for grants and other resources.

Jeanne Derebey — 9221 Peacock Hill Avenue. Ms. Derebey spoke in favor of the draft
ordinances, She recommended changing the term for the Design Review Board to four
years with a two-consecutive term limit. A member would have to step down for four
years before serving again. This would allow the city to use some of the other local
talent. She then suggested that residency in the city be considered for members of the
board.

Rosanne Sachson ~ 3502 Harborview Drive. Ms. Sachson voiced her appreciation for

the ordinances. She recommended giving priority to city residents for those who serve




on any boards or commissions. She handed out an article regarding historic

preservation in Los Angeles from the Getty Newsletter. She said that the Getty .
Conservation Institute has put together a comprehensive historic resource survey

project that the city may be interested in using as a resource. She then asked that
Councilmembers take a look at the line of trees from the Harbor Peddler to the water.

She explained that this is an example of how vegetation needs to be addressed when

protecting the view corridor.

There were no further comments, and the public hearing closed at 7:25 p.m.

CONSENT AGENDA:
These consent agenda items are considered routine and may be adopted with one
motion as per Gig Harbor Ordinance No. 799.
1. Approval of the Minutes of City Council Meeting of February 28, 2005.
2. Appointments to Gig Harbor Planning Commission.
3. Burnham Drive Sewer Replacement Project — Topographic Survey Services
Contract Authorization.

4. Resolution No. 642 Setting a Public Hearing Date — Prentice Avenue Street
Vacation Request — Saviov.

5. Electrical Repairs to Lift Station No. 7 Contract Authorization.

6. Skansie Avenue Pedestrian Improvement Project Consultant Authorization.

7. Liquor License Application: Marketplace Grille.

8. Liquor License Renewals: Gig Harbor Farmers Market Assoc.; The Green Turtle;
The Rose of Gig Harbor.

9. Approval of Payment of Bills for March 14, 2005:

Checks #46467 through #46629 in the amount of $440,642.93.
10. Approval of Payroll for the month of February:
Checks #3637 through #3676 and direct deposit entries in the amount of
$241,526.35.

MOTION: Move to amend the Agenda and to approve the Consent Agenda
before adjourning to Executive Session.
Picinich / Ruffo — unanimously approved.

EXECUTIVE SESSION: 'For the purpose of discussing property acquisition per RCW
42.30.110(1)b) and pending litigation per RCW 42.30.100(1)(i).

MOTION: Move to adjourn to Executive Session at 7:25 p.m. for
approximately thirty minutes to discuss property acquisition per
RCW 42.30.110(1)(b) and pending litigation per RCW
42.30.100(1)(i).
Picinich / Ruffo - unanimously approved.

MOTION: Move to return to regular session at 8:05 p.m.
Picinich / Young — unanimously approved.




MOTION: Move to adjourn back to Executive Session at 7:23 p.m. for another
thirty minutes to discuss property acquisition per RCW
42.30.110(1)b) and pending litigation per RCW 42.30.100(1)(i).
Picinich / Conan - unanimously approved.

MOTION: Move to return to regular session at 8:23 p.m.
Picinich / Franich — unanimously approved.

MOTION: Move to authorize the Mayor to sign the amendment to the
Purchase and Sale Agreement which authorizes the purchase of
the proposed property known as Eddon Boatworks for a price of
3.75 million. The amendment to the agreement will close on March
17™. The reason for the price of 3.75 million is because the city
received an appraisal that values the property at that amount.
Ruffo / Ekberg — unanimously approved.

MOTION: Move to authorize staff to include the Purchase and Sale
Agreement and signed amendment in a Council packet for
ratification at the next Council meeting.

Ruffo / Ekberg — unanimously approved.

MOTION: Move to authorize John Vodopich to sign a waiver of retroactivity

for any grant funding that might be available.
Ruffo / Ekberg — unanimously approved.

OLD BUSINESS: None scheduled,

NEW BUSINESS:

- 1. First Reading of Ordinance — Adopting a Historic Preservation Ordinance. Mr.

Osguthorpe said that he didn’'t have any more information to add and offered to answer
questions.

Councilmember Franich commented that he is glad o see this come before Council. He
stressed that this is going to be initiated by property owners, and that it will not be used
to form historic districts. No one will be forced to join,

2. First Reading of Ordinance — Amending Chapter 2.21 to Establish a Local Review
Board for Historic Preservation Purposes. Mr. Osguthorpe explained that this is a
separate ordinance that would require consideration at the second reading.

Councilmember Young responded fo Ms. Derebey's comments. He said that her
recommendations cover many of the issues that the Design Review Process Committee
discussed. He agreed that preference should be given to professionals that live in the
city. He said that the focus of the group is to be a more technical body, and if residency
is required, it may limit the applicants with expertise. He continued to explain that what
is being created is essentially a new board, and that someone with a historic



preservation specialty may not want to be a full-time Design Review Board member due
to the broad scope of the duties. This also may limit the pool of applicants.

Councilmember Dick said that he was pleased that the Design Review Board and the
Planning Commission has had an opportunity to review the recommendation from the
committee and to forward their comments to Council. He said that he was also pleased
that this is moving forward, as Lita Dawn Stanton brought this recommendation fo
Council quite some time ago. He thanked everyone who had a part in bringing this
forward.

3. Utility Extension Capacity Agreement — Thornton. John Vodopich, Community
Development Director, presented the background for this request for city water to a lot
in the Rushmore Development.

MOTION: Move to approve the Utility Extension Agreement with Margaret
Thornton as proposed.
Ruffo / Picinich — unanimously approved.

STAFF REPORTS:
1. Community Development — Stinson Avenue Pedestrian Improvement Project —
Phase Il. No verbal report given.

2. GHPD — February Report. No verbal report given. Councilmember Ekberg
thanked Chief Davis for the thorough reports.

COUNCIL COMMENTS / MAYOR’S REPORT:

Mayor Wilbert recognized Jim Pasin, who was appointed to serve on the Planning
Commission.

Councilmember Picinich thanked Chief Davis for everything that the department has
done. He specifically noted that they have foliowed up on several of his calls.

PUBLIC COMMENT: None.
ADJOURN:

MOTION:  Move fo adjourn at 8:37 p.m.
Picinich / Ruffo - unanimously approved.

CD recorder utilized:
Disc #1 Tracks 1 — 16.

Gretchen A. Wilbert, Mayor Molly Towslee, City Clerk




PROCLAMATION OF THE MAYOR
OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR

WHEREAS, the management of records and information is critical to every business, organization and
government agency in facing the complexities of competition, customer service and globalization; and

WHEREAS, technologies for storing information are expanding the amounts of information that can be
acquired, with increased longevity; and

WHEREAS, the need to use information to create value and plan strategically is a driving force in today’s
world; and

WHEREAS, control of records and information is necessary for reduction of risk and liability as well as for
compliance with global standards; and

WHEREAS, the citizens of the City of Gig Harbor should recognize the important service performed by
records and information professionals.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Gretchen Wilbert, Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor, do hereby declare April, 2005 as,

NATIONAL RECORDS AND INFORMATION MANAGEMENT MONTH

in the City of Gig Harbor, and | encourage all citizens to recognize this event.

Gretchen A. Wilbert, Mayor




Puget Sound Chapter - ARMA International

P.O. Box 1842 + Tacoma, Washington 98401-1842

Gretchen Wilbert, Mayor
City of Gig Harbor

3510 Grandview Strect

Gig Harbor, Washington 98335

Re: Records and Information Management Month 2005

Dear Mayor Wilbert,

The month of Apnil is recognized as Records and Information Management Month

(RIMM). A celebration appreciating the importance of records and informatton

management began in 1995 by ARMA International, the Association of Information

Management Professionals, a professional, not-for-profit organization whose primary

purpose is education in the field of records and information management.

ARMA has 140 chapters in the U.S., Canada and 34 nations around the world. Whether

or not you have employees who are members of ARMA International, all companies,

government agencies and organizations are encouraged to participate in Records and

Information Management Month. .

As a member of the Puget Sound Chapter of ARMA Board of Directors, 1 would like to
request a proclamation from your office. Your participation in RIMM is very important
not only to us, but also to the entire Records and Information Management Profession.
We will be celebrating RIMM at our next chapter meeting on April 13, 2005 and we
would like to invite you to join us.

I have attached a sample proclamation to assist you in recognizing this profession. If you
would like any additional information on Records and Information Management Month
or would be interested in attending our celebration, please feel free to contact me. 1 am
looking forward to being able to include your proclamation on our list of participants. In
the event you or a representative from your office is unable to attend, please forward the
proclamation no later than April 08, 2005 to address listed above.

Sincerely,

AN f
(R}
Kimberlee Coffel
Puget Sound Chapter Director
(253) 924-3432

ARMA

INTERRATIONAL ¢
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“THE MARITIME CITY"

ADMINISTRATION
70: MAYOR WILBERT CITY COUNCILMEMBERS
FROM: LAUREEN LUND -
SUBJECT: PUBLIC RELATIONS CONSULTANT
DATE: MARCH 28 2005

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

The previous Public Relations Contractor has moved out of state due to a family
situation. | interviewed three public relations firms to replace her: Envision Marketing
out of Renton; Gruman & Nicoll out of Bellevue; and Zahorsky & Associates Brand

Communications out of Olympia. | would like to hire Carol Zahorsky of Zahorsky &
Associates.

FISCAL CONSIDERATION

This item is already approved in the 2005 Marketing Budget from Lodging Tax dollars
and will not exceed the budgeted amount of $15,000.

RECOMMENDATION

| recommend that the Council authorize and accept the contract for Zahorsky &
Associates Brand Communications

3510 GRANDVIEW STREET * G1G HarBOR, WASHINGTON 95335 & (253) 85181306 * www.CITYOFGIGHAREOR.NET



CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND
Carol Zahorsky DBA Zahorsky & Associates Brand Communications

THIS AGREEMENT is made by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington
municipal corporation (hereinafter the "City"), and Carol Zahorsky, a public relations contractor,
whose address is: 14735 MclIntosh Lane SE, Tenino WA 98589, (hereinafter the "Consultant™).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the formation of a tourism public relations
campaign and desires that the Consultant perform services necessary to assist in the development of
the campaign by contacting travel writers to write about Gig Harbor, revise existing and create press
materials, write press releases and related public relations services.

WHEREAS, the Consultant agrees to perform services more specifically described in Exhibit
A, Scope of Service, dated February 25, 2005, which is attached hereto as Exhibit A, and is
incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein, it is agreed by
and between the parties as follows:

L. Description of Work
The Consultant shall perform all work as described in Exhibit A.
- II. Payment

A. The City shall pay the Consultant an amount hourly rate of $130.00, not to exceed
$1,300 per month or $13,000.00 for the duration of this agreement for the services described in
Exhibit A herein. This is the maximum amount to be paid under this Agreement for the work
described in Exhibit A, and shall not be exceeded without the prior written authorization of the City
in the form of a negotiated and executed supplemental agreement. PROVIDED, HOWEVER, the
City reserves the right to direct the Consultant's compensated services under the time frame set forth
in Section IV herein before reaching the maximum amount.

B. The Consultant shall submit monthly invoices to the City after such services have
been performed, as described in this Agreement. The City shall pay the full amount of an invoice
within thirty (30) days of receipt. 1f the City objects to all or any portion of any inveice, it shall so
notify the Consultant of the same within fifteen (15) days from the date of receipt and shall pay that
portion of the invoice not in dispute, and the parties shall immediately make every effort to settle the
disputed portion.




II1. Relationship of Parties

The parties intend that an independent contractor-client relationship will be created by this
Agreement. Asthe Consultant is customarily engaged in an independently established trade which
encompasses the specific service provided to the City hereunder, no agent, employee, representative
or sub-consultant of the Consultant shall be or shall be deemed to be the employee, agent,
representative or sub-consultant of the City. In the performance of the work, the Consultant is an
independent contractor with the ability to control and direct the performance and details of the work,
the City being interested only in the results obtained under this Agreement. None of the benefits
provided by the City to its employees, including, but not limited to, compensation, insurance, and
unemployment insurance are available from the City to the employees, agents, representatives, or
sub-consultants of the Consultant. The Consultant will be solely and entirely responsible for its acts
and for the acts of its agents, employees, representatives and sub-consultants during the performance
of this Agreement. The City may, during the term of this Agreement, engage other independent
contractors to perform the same or similar work that the Consultant performs hereunder.

IV. Duration of Work

The City and the Consultant agree that work will begin on the tasks described in Exhibit A
immediately upon execution of this Agreement and be completed by December 31, 2005.

Y. Termination

A Termination of Agreement. The City may terminate this Agreement, for public
convenience, the Consultant's default, the Consultant's insolvency or bankruptey, or the Consultant's
assignment for the benefit of creditors, at any time prior to completion of the work described in
Exhibit A Scope of Services. Termination shall be effective immediately upon the Consultant's
receipt of the City's written notice or such date stated in the City's notice, whichever is later. Such
notice may be delivered to the Consuitant in person or by certified mail.

B. Rights Upon Termination. In the event of termination, the City shall pay for all
services satisfactorily performed by the Consultant to the effective date of termmation, as described
on a final invoice submitted to the City. Said amount shall not exceed the amount in Section II
above. After termination, the City may take possession of all records and data within the Consultant's
possession pertaining to this Agreement, which records and data may be used by the City without
restriction. Upon termination, the City may take over the work and prosecute the same to
completion, by contract or otherwise. Except in the situation where the Consultant has been
terminated for public convenience, the Consultant shall be liable to the City for any additional costs
incurred by the City in the completion of the Scope of Work referenced as Exhibit A and as modified
or amended prior to termination. "Additional Costs" shall mean all reasonable costs incurred by the
City beyond the maximum contract price specified in Section II(A), above.
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VI Discrimination

In the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this Agreement or any sub-
contract hereunder, the Consultant, its sub-contractors, or any person acting on behalf of such
Consultant or sub-consultant shall not, by reason of race, religion, color, sex, national onigin, or the
presence of any sensory, mental, or physical disability, discriminate against any person who is
qualified and available to perform the work to which the employment relates.

VII. Indemnification

The Consultant shall defend, indemmfy and hold the City, its officers, officials, employees,
agents and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or suits, including
all legal costs and attomeys' fees, arising out of or in connection with the performance of this
Agreement, except for injuries and damages caused by the sole negligence of the City. The City's
inspection or acceptance of any of the Consultant’s work when completed shall not be grounds to
avoid any of these covenants of indemmnification.

Should a court of competent junsdiction determine that this Agreement is subject to RCW
4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily imjury to persons or
damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of the Consultant and the
City, its officers, officials, employees, agents and volunteers, the Consultant's liability hereunder
shall be only to the extent of the Consultant's negligence.

IT IS FURTHER SPECIFICALLY AND EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE
INDEMNIFICATION PROVIDED HEREIN CONSTITUTES THE CONSULTANT'S WAIVER
OF IMMUNITY UNDER INDUSTRIAL INSURANCE, TITLE 51 RCW, SOLELY FOR THE
PURPOSES OF THIS INDEMNIFICATION. THE PARTIES FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE
THAT THEY HAVE MUTUALLY NEGOTIATED THIS WAIVER.

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

VIIL. Insurance
A, The Consultant shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement,
insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damage to property which may arise from or in
connection with the performance of the work hereunder by the Consultant, its agents, representatives,

employees, sub-consultants or sub-contractors.

B. Before beginning work on the project described in this Agreement, the Consultant
shall provide a Certificate of Insurance evidencing:

1. Automobile Liability insurance with limits no less than $1,000,000 combined
single limit per accident for bodily ijury and property damage; and Can this be for $200,000 per
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person combined? I'm needing to have a new umbrella policy written to extend to the $1M
requested.

2. Commercial General Liabihity insurance written on an occurrence basis with
limits no less than $1,000,000 combined single limit per occurrence and $2,000,000 aggregate for
personal injury, bodily injury and property damage. Coverage shall include but not be limited to:
blanket contractual; products/completed operations/broad form property damage; explosion, collapse
and underground (XCU) if applicable; and employer's liability; and

C. Any payment of deductibie or self-insured retention shall be the sole responsibility of
the Consultant. The City shall be named as an additional insured on the Commercial General
Liability insurance policy, as respects work performed by or on behalf of the Consultant and a copy
of the endorsement naming the City as additional insured shall be attached to the Certificate of
Insurance. The City reserves the right to receive a certified copy of all the required insurance
policies. '

D. The Consultant's Commercial General Liability msurance shall contain a clause
stating that coverage shall apply separately to each insured against whom claim is made or suit is
brought, except with respects to the limits of the insurer’s liability. The Consultant's insurance shall
be primary insurance as respects the City. The City shall be given thirty (30) days prior written
notice by certified mail, return receipt requested, of any cancellation, suspension or material change
in coverage.

IX. Exchange of Information

The City warrants the accuracy of any information supplied by it to the Consultant for the
purpose of completion of the work under this Agreement. The parties agree that the Consultant will
notify the City of any inaccuracies in the information provided by the City as may be discovered in
the process of performing the work, and that the City is entitled to rely upon any information
supplied by the Consultant which results as a product of this Agreement.

X. Ovwnership and Use of Records and Documents

Original documents, drawings, designs and reports developed under this Agreement shall
belong to and become the property of the City. All written information submitted by the City to the
Consultant in connection with the services performed by the Consultant under this Agreement will
be safeguarded by the Consultant to at least the same extent as the Consultant safeguards like
mformation relating to its own business. If such information is publicly available or is already in
consultant's possession or known to it, or is rightfully obtained by the Consultant from third parties,
the Consultant shall bear no responsibility for its disclosure, inadvertent or otherwise.

XI. City's Right of Inspection
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Even though the Consultant 1s an independent contractor with the authority to control and
direct the performance and details of the work authorized under this Agreement, the work must meet
the approval of the City and shall be subject to the City's general right of inspection to secure the
satisfactory completion thereof. The Consultant agrees to comply with all federal, state, and
municipal laws, rules, and regulations that are now effective or become applicable within the terms
of this Agreement to the Consultant's business, equipment, and personnel engaged in operations
covered by this Agreement or accruing out of the performance of such operations.

XII. Consultant to Maintain Records to Support Independent Contractor Status

On the effective date of this Agreement (or shortly thereafter), the Consultant shall comply
with all federal and state laws applicable to independent contractors including, but not limited to the
maintenance of a separate set of books and records that reflect all items of income and expenses of
the Consultant's business, pursuant to the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) Section 51.08.195, as
required to show that the services performed by the Consultant under this Agreement shall not give
rise to an employer-employee relationship between the parties which is subject to RCW Title 51,
Industrial Insurance.

XIII. Werk Performed at the Consuitant's Risk

The Consultant shall take all precautions necessary and shall be responsible for the safety of
1ts employees, agents, and sub-consultants in the performance of the work hereunder and shall utilize
all protection necessary for that purpose. All work shall be done at the Consultant's own risk, and
the Consultant shall be responsible for any loss of or damage to materials, tools, or other articles
used or held for use in connection with the work.

X1V, Non-Waiver of Breach

The failure of the City to insist upon strict performance of any of the covenants and
agreements contained herein, or to exercise any option herein conferred in one or more instances
shall not be construed to be a waiver or relinquishment of said covenants, agreements, or options,
and the same shall be and remain in full force and effect.

XV. Resolution of Disputes and Governing Law

Should any dispute, misunderstanding, or conflict arise as to the terms and conditions
contained in this Agreement, the matter shall first be referred to the City Administrator and the City
shall determine the term or provision's true intent or meaning. The City Administrator shall also
decide all questions which may arise between the parties relative to the actual services provided or
the sufficiency of the performance hereunder.

If any dispute arises between the City and the Consultant under any of the provisions of this
Agreement which cannot be resolved by the City Administrator’s determination in a reasonable time,
or if the Consultant does not agree with the City's decision on the disputed matter, jurisdiction of any
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resulting litigation shall be filed in Pierce County Superior Court, Pierce County, Washington. This
Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of
Washington. The non-prevailing party in any action brought to enforce this Agreement shall pay the
other parties' expenses and reasonable attorney's fees.

XVI. Written Notice

All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent to the parties at the addresses
listed on the signature page of the agreement, unless notified to the contrary. Any wriiten notice
hereunder shall become effective upon the date of mailing by registered or certified mail, and shall
be deemed sufficiently given if sent to the addressee at the address stated in this Agreement or such
other address as may be hereafter specified in writing.

City of Gig Harbor
Attn: Mark Hoppen
3510 Grandview Street
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Carol Zahorsky
14735 McIntosh Lane SE
Tenino, WA 98589

XVII. Assignment

Any assignment of this Agreement by the Consultant without the written consent of the City
shall be void. If the City shall give its consent to any assignment, this paragraph shall continue in
full force and effect and no further assignment shall be made without the City's consent.

XVIII. Modification

No waiver, alteration, or modification of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall be
binding unless in writing and signed by a duly authorized representative of the City and the
Consultant.

XIX. Entire Agreement

The written provisions and terms of this Agreement, together with any Exhibits attached
hereto, shall supersede all prior verbal statements of any officer or other representative of the City,
and such statements shall not be effective or be construed as entering into or forming a part of or
altering in any manner whatsoever, this Agreement or the Agreement documents. The entire
agreement between the parties with respect to the subject matter hereunder is contained in this
Agreement and any Exhibits attached hereto, which may or may not have been executed prior to the
execution of this Agreement. All of the above documents are hereby made a part of this Agreement
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and form the Agreement document as fully as if the same were set forth herein. Should any language
in any of the Exhibits to this Agreement conflict with any language contained in this Agreement,
then this Agreement shall prevail.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on this / / ™ day
of__ Jlarth. ,20 05.

THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR
7
By: _ﬁ% 44/// ‘74’?4//\/ By:
Carol Zaljorsky 4 Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Gig Harbor City Attorney
ATTEST:
Gig Harbor City Clerk
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Exhibit A

SCOPE OF SERVICES

Gig Harbor Public Relations

1.

Carol Zahorsky (The Consultant) will meet on a regular, agreed upon basis with the City
of Gig Harbor Marketing Director to develop and implement and track a measurable
public relations campaign for 2005.

The Consultant will develop a list of potential travel writers as well as a list of
publication placements based on discussions with the City of Gig Harbor Marketing
Director during March 2005. The Consultant will invite travel writers to write about Gig
Harbor throughout 2005, based on the goals set with the Marketing Director at the first of
the year.

The Consultant will work with the Marketing Director in March 2005 to develop
potential itineraries for the travel writers to participate in when visiting Gig Harbor

- The Consultant will update the current Gig Harbor Press Kit including the following

materials; fact sheet, history and traditions information, attractions and activities
information, and accommodations information early in 2005.

The Consultant will write and distribute a minimum of five (5) press releases to a
qualified media list with information about the upcoming activities in Gig Harbor or
information that groups Gig Harbor’s visitor assets to reinforce the City’s tourism brand
as directed by the Marketing Director. Each month by the 15™ the Marketing Director
will provide the Consultant information for the any press release slated to be drafted that
month.

The Consultant will secure at least 9 travel wriiers to visit Gig Harbor during 2005. The 9
travel writers will be verified by Consultant as legitimate writers with a proven track
record of published articles in the target publications identified by the Marketing
Direcior. Target publications will include Sunset, Better Homes and Gardens, Coastal
Living, National Geographic Traveler, Budget Travel, USA Today, Alaska Air, Horizon
Air, Westways, Via, Journey, food and wine publications and newspapers in the
following markets — Seattle, Spokane, Vancouver, Portland/Vancouver, WA, Olympia,
San Francisco and New York, and other agreed upon target publications. Working with
the Marketing Director specific press visits will be developed and writers secured to
participate with a guarantee of a total of 9 media visits from March 2005 to December
2005.

The Consultant will provide monthly reports regarding work completed, contacts made
and successes achieved based on goals set by the Marketing Director at the beginning of
the year. Additionally the Consultant will provide tear sheets of editorial achieved each
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month. All of these will be provided with the monthly invoice prior to payment.

NOTE: It should be noted that media visits in 2005 may or may not translate into media
coverage in 2005. Also, publications that have recently featured Gig Harbor are not as likely to

feature Gig Harbor unless there are major changes in the tourism product (i.e. the opening of a 5-
star resort).
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EXHIBIT B

CHARGES FOR SERVICES

In Exchange for the Services above

Carol Zahorsky will be paid by the City of Gig Harbor$130.00 an hour for the services described
in Exhibit A Scope of Services, up to 2 maximum amount of $1300.00 per month, not to exceed
$13,000. :

Carol Zahorsky will submit monthly invoices for processing by the City of Gig Harbor for the
services performed.

The fee structure presented above includes all incidental expenses except postage and mailing
supplies such as envelopes and letterhead which will be provided by the City of Gig Harbor,
based on a per project basis and with prior arrangement with the Marketing Director and from the
Marketing office postage and supply budget. No additional invoices from the Consultant will be
accepted for expenses.
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“THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY

FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP |,
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT/DIRECTOR

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION RATIFYIN RCHASE AND SALE AGREEMENTS
FOR EDDON BOATYARD

DATE: MARCH 28, 2005

UNCIL

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

The City entered into a Purchase and Sale Agreement with the Harbor Cove Group for
property located at 3711, 3801, 3803, and 3805 Harborview Drive on January 11, 2005.
The City Council took action to authorize the execution of the agreement at the January
10, 2005 City Council meeting. An amendment to the agreement was subsequently
approved at the March 14, 2005 City Council meeting.

The City Attorney is recommending that the Council adopt a formal resolution ratifying
these actions. A draft resolution has been prepared by the City Attorney for Council
consideration.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS
None.

RECOMMENDATION
| recommend approval of the resolution as presented.

3510 GRANDVIEW STREET ¢ (GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 93335 * (2533 851-6170 » www.CITYORGIGHARBOR.NET




RESOLUTION NO. 643

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR,
WASHINGTON, RATIFYING THE CITY COUNCIL'S AUTHORIZATION
FOR THE MAYOR TO SIGN THE PURCHASE AND SALE AGREEMENT
AND AMENDMENT TO THE PURCHASE AND SALE AGREEMENT FOR
THE PROPERTY COMMONLY KNOWN AS THE EDDON BOAT
PROPERTY.

WHEREAS, on January 10, 2005, the City Council authorized the Mayor to sign the
Purchase and Sale Agreement for the purchase of the Eddon Boat Property {which is
attached hereto as Exhibit A-1): and

WHEREAS, on January 11, 2005, the Mayor signed the Purchase and Sale
Agreement (Exhibit A-1); and

WHEREAS, on March 14, 2005, the City Council authorized the Mayor to sign the
Amendment to the Purchase and Sale Agreement for the Eddon Boat Property (which is
attached hereto as Exhibit B-1); and

WHEREAS, on March 14, 2005, the Mayor signed the Amendment to the Pﬁrchase
and Sale Agreement (Exhibit B-1); and
WHEREAS, closing of the sale of the Eddon Boat Property occurred on March 17, 2005;
Now, Therefore,

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL AS
FOLLOWS:

The Gig Harbor City Council hereby ratifies their previous authorizations (as set forth

in the “whereas” sections above) for the Mayor to sign the Purchase and Sale Agreement




(Exhibit A-1) and the Amended Purchase and Sale Agreement (Exhibit B-1) for the Eddon
Boat Property.

PASSED THIS 28" day of March, 2005,

MAYOR GRETCHEN WILBERT

ATTEST:

Molly Towslee, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Carol A. Morris, City Attorney



Exhibit A-1

PURCHASE AND SALE AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT, (hereinafter the “Agreement,’'} is entered into this i ith
day of January, 2005, by and between the City of Gig Harbor, & Washington municipal
corparation (herginafter the “Purchaser™) and Eileen Teliefson and Marsan, LLC, tenants in
common, &fb/a Harhor Cove Group, whose address is 108 South Jackson, Seattle, Washington,
98104 ¢hereinafler collectively called the “Sellox™),

WHEREAS, Seller is the owner of that certain real property, including tidelunds, with
improvemenls consisting of a Tuder-style house, concrete block building, and manne-oriented
outbuilding, located at 3711, 3801, 3803 and 3805 Hazsborview Trrive, in Gig Harbor,
Washingion, iwore particularly described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and made a part hereof by
this reference (which exhibit may be amended if nocessary to veflect the proper lepal description)
{the “Property’}; and

WHEREAS, the Sefler desires to sell the property upon the terms and conditions scl forth
herein; and

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein
and for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which {5 bereby
acknowledged, the parties hereto, inlending to be legally bound, agree as follows:

1. Purchase and Sale of the Property. Upon the terms and conditons hecginafier set
forth, Scller agrees to scll and Parchaser ggrees to purchase the Property, including tidelands,
deseribed in Exhibit A, together with:

a. All vights, beenses, privileges, easements, rights-of-way (berein refersed 1o collectively
as the “Rights"};

b. The arine-orienied outbuilding, the Tudor-style house building and the concrete
block building and all other improvements and appurtenances, subject to Seller's right to
demolish certain structares as set forth in Section 8.4 helow;

c. All of Seller's right, title and interest in and to any street or road abutting the Property,
if any.
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2, Puxchase Price and Manner of Payment for the Property.

2.1 Purchase Price. The totaf purchase price for the Property (the “Purchase Price’) shalt
be Three Million Two Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars and No Cents ($3,250,000.00), payable
at Cloging, which includes the earncst money paid to the Escrow Agent after execution of this
Agreement by both purties; provided, however, that (i) if the transsction contemplated by this
Agreement does not close on or before Pebruary 15, 2005, the amount of the Purchase Price shali
ircrease by One Hundred Thousand Dollazs and No Conts ($100,000%, and (i) if the transaction
contemnplated by this Agreement does not close on or before March 15, 2005, the amount of the
Purchase Price shall increase by an additionat One Huadred Thousand Dollars and No Cents
{$300,000).. The carnest money shall be Fifty Thousand Dollars and No Cents ($50,000.003
which shall be paid to and beld by Tscrow Agent until Closing or eaclier termsination of this
Agreement, or as otherwise provided herein.

2.2 Prorations. Any prorations as determined in Scetion 6 herein ghall be reflecled in the
amount paid 1o the Seiler at Closing.

2.3 Closing Date for Property. The parties will close the purchase and safe of the Property
{“Ciosing™} on or before February 15, 2008, in (he office of Fidelity National Title Insurance, 2727
Holyeroft Stect, Suite 460, Gig Harbor, Washington {the “Escrow Agent™ or *Title Company”).
Purchaser shafl huve the right to exiend the date of Closing to and tncluding April 15, 2005
conditioned upon (he increases in the Purchase Price as set forth in Section 2.1 above. This
Agrecinent shall terminate if the Closing does not occur on or before April 15, 2005, The Seller
agrecs to maintain the Property and is improvements in their present condition, normal wear and tear
excepted and except as permitied pursuant (o Section 8.4 below, until Purchaser s entitled to
Possession at Closing, In the event that this sale cannot be closed by the date provided herein
(including any permitted extensions) due to the unavailability of either party, the Escrow Agent, or
financing institution to sign any necessary document, or to deposit any necessary money, becanse of
the intcrruption of available ransport, stiikes, fire, flood, or exlreme weather, governmental
relations, incapacitating illness, acts of God, or other similar occurrences, the Closing Date shal] be
extended seven (7) days beyond cessation of such condition, but in no event more than fourteen {14)
days beyond the Closing as provided herein without the written agreement of the parties,

3. Deliveries at Closing of Property. At Closing, Seller shalf convey fo Porchaszr good
and markefable fee simple ttie to the Property and 8] improvements thereon, by stalutory warrsnty
deed (she "Peed™), duly executed and in recondable form und insurable ag such by the Tide
Company, on an ALTA form B Owner's form of title insurance policy, or if Purchaser so desires and
pays any additional premium, an ALTA Exiended Pelicy {ihe "“Title Policy™). Title to the Property
shall be conveyed by Seller to Purchaser free of all liens, leases and encembrances other than the
Permitted Exceptions, as defincd in Section 1) hiereof. Seller shall deliver to Purchaser at Closing,
the following documentis (all of which shall be duly exceuted and acknowledged where required and,

2
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unless otherwise agreed, deposiled with the Bscrow Agent): (a) the Deed; (b) the Title Policy, orthe
irrevocable commitment of the title insurer in writing to Purchaser 1o deliver same in a form
safisfactory to Purchaser; (¢) such other documents, if any, as may be reasonably requesicd by the
Purchaser to cnable the Purchaser to consummate aad close the seansactions contemplated by this
Agrecment pursuant to the tecms and provisions amd subject to the limitations hereof. The pariies
shail execute o real estate excise tax affidavit showing that the Property was acquired for a public ase
under threat of condemnaltion,

4. Possession. Possession of (the Property shall be delivered by Seller to Purchaser at the
Closing.

5. Clogsing Costs Relnting to the Property. Title insurance premiums, loan fees and all
other cosis of expenses of escrow shall be paid as follows: () the full cost of securing the tile
insurance policy for Purchaser referred to herein shail be paid by Seller, provided that Purchaser shall
be responsibic for all costs agsoctated with any ALTA exiended coverage; (b) the cost of recording
the Deed to Purchaser shall be patd by Purchuser; {c} all other expenges of escrow and tecording fecs
shall be shared equally by Schler and Purchaser. Encumbrunces o be dischaped by Scller to
provide clear titie for the Property shali not be expenses of eserow.

6. Prorations. The lollowing items shall be protated between Purchaser and Sedler as of
midnight the day immediately preceding the Closing Date; such prorations favoring Purehaser shall
be credited against the Purchase Price payable by Purchaser at Closing, and such prorations favoring
Seller shall be puyable by Purchaser at Closing in addition 1o the cash portion of the Purchase Price
payable by Purchaser at Closing in the event the total amount of prorations in favor of Seller exceed
those favoring Purchaser:

6.} Any applicable City, state and county ad valorem taxes for the calendar year of Closing
based on the ad valoren tax bill for the Property, if then avaiable, for such year, or il not, then on
the basis of the ad valorem tax bill for the Property for the immediately preceding year, Taxes Tor all
years prior 10 the catendar vear of Closing shail be paid by Seller at or prior to Closing;

6.2 Utility charges, including water, telephone, cable television, garbage, storm drainage,
sewer, electricity and gas, and maintenance charges, if any, for sewers. In conjunclion with such
prorations, Purchaser will notify, or cause to be notified, all utiliies servicing the Property of the
change of ownership and direct that all foture biflings be made to Porchaser at the sddress of the
Propertly, with no interruption of service. Seller shall use its best efforts 10 procure final meter
readings for all utilities as of the Clesing Date and to have such hills rendered directly to Seller. Any
utitity deposits previously paid by Seller shall remain the propenty of Seller, and to the exient
necessary for Seller to receive such payments, Purchaser shatl pay over such amounts to Seller at
Closing and Lake assignment of such deposits;
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6.3 Said prorations shafl be based on the actual nuinber of duys In cach month and twelve
{12) months in gach calenclar year. Any post closing adjustment due eiiher party shall be prompiiy
made.

6.4, The parties shall reasonably agrce on a final prorations schedule prior to Closing and
shail deliver the same (0 Bscrow Agent. Based in part on the prorations statement, Escrow Agent
shail deliver to each party at the Closing a closing slatoment containing a summary of 1}l funds,
expenses and proralions passteg through cscrow,

7. Conditions Precedent to Parties® Obligation 1o Close.

7.3 Purchaser. Purchaser’s obligation to acquire the Property shall be conditioned upon the
satisfaction, or waiver by Purchaser of the following conditions: (s) approval of this Agreement by
the Gig Harbor City Council; (b} inspection by the Porchaser of the Propesty for Hazardous
Substances as more fully described below; (clieceipt and approval by the Gig Harbor City Couneil of
the Envirommental Reports (a5 defined below), as necessary, from the Purchaser’s Consultant; (i)
completion by Seller of afl deliveries requited of Seller peior to the Closing; {c) thut there has been
no breach by Setfer of any of the warrantics and/or covenants of this Agreement; (£} approval by the
votess of 2 bond measure for the purchase of the Propecty in an amount equal to or greater than the
Purchase Price for the Property, and (g) receipt of an MAJ appeaisal for the Property. The Gig
Harbor City Council {on behalf of Purchaser) shall make the decision whelher the conditions (a)
through (g) in this Section have beea satisfied, which shall lie in the City Council's sole and
absolnte discretion.

Seiler acknowiedges that there kas beeo a reicase of Hazardous Substances (ag defined in
Section 9.2) on the Property and that a Geotechnicel Enginegring-Phase I Envirommental
Investigztion Report condacted by Krazan & Associafes dated July 21, 2003 on hoth the upland and
tideland postions of the Property has been submitted to the Purchaser. Seller agrees that the
Purchaser has the option to performn additional inspections and testing at, on, under, and adjacent to
the Property and receive reports from the Purchaser’s own Consultant on the nature and extent of the
contamination of the Property, the estimated cost of an action io clean up the Hazardous Substunces
from the Property, and such other matters as the Purchaser deems reasonable and necessary
(“Environmental Reporis™). Upon receipt of any final Environmentzt Reports, Purchaser shall
provide te Seller copies of such final reporls, Upon teceipt and consideration of the Environmental
Reports , the Purchaser may wish 1o renegotinte the terms of this Agreement, as an alternative to
termination of the Agreement for the City Council's failure to approve, or otherwise based upon the
matters set forth in, the Environmental Reporis {rom the Purchaser’s Consuitant. The Seller shall pot
be obligated 1o renegoliate the lerms of this Agreement, I the Purchaser finds that any of the
conditions in Scction 7.1(a) through (g} have not been satisfied in its sole and sbsolute discretion al
any time prior to the date of Closing (including any extensions), the Agreement shall tenminate
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without consequences to either party, except thal Escrow Agent shall retwmn the earmest money to
Purchaser, as provided in Scction 11.4 hercin.

7.2 Conditions Subsequent to Closing.  Because ithe boalhouse {(marine-oricnted
outhuilding) on the Property purchased by the Purchaser under this Agreement is in poor assthetic
condition, the Purchaser agrees to paint the exterior of the structure withia four {4) months after
Closing. ThePurchaser further agrees (0 use 1is reasonable bust efforts to remove garhape and ather
litter on the surface of the Property within six (6) months after Closing, Fhe Purchaser shal! have nn
abligation to perform any activity described in this Section 7. 2 if Closing does not oecur,

8. Seller's Covenants.

8,1 Right of Inspection, A4l tines prior to Closing, Seller shalt {a) permit Purchaser and
such persons as Purchaser may designate Lo undertake such investigations and inspections of the
Properties (including, without limitation, physically invasive testing) as Purchuser imay in good failh
require to inform itself of the condition or operation of the Property and (b) provide Purchaser witlh
complete access to Sellec’s files, books and records relating to the ownership and operation of the
Property, including, without limitation, contracts, permits and lcenses, zoning information, during
regular business hours upon reasonable advance notice. Seller agrees 10 cooperate in connection
with the foregoing and agrees that Purchaser, its agents, employees, representatives or contractors
shali be provided prompily upon request such information as shall be reasonably necessary to
examine the Property and the condition thereof,

8.2 Encumbrances. At oo time prior to Closing shall Seller encumber the Property or uny
portion thereof with encombrances, liens or other cluims or rights (except stich as may exist os of the
tate hereof) .

8.3 Material Changes. Seller shall: (&) promptly notify Purchaser of the occurrence of any
fact, circumatance, condition or event that would cause any of the representations made by Sellerin
this Agreemeni no longer to be true oy accurate and (b) deliver (o Purchaser any notices of violation
of law promptly upon receipt by Selier.

8.4 Additional Improvements. Seller shall not cates into any agreements regarding, or take
any other action with respect {0, construction of additional improvemenis or demolition of any
exigting structures at the Property following the Effective Date and prior to Closing, without the prior
approval from Purchaser, which shall be granted or withheld in Purchuser's sole and absolufe
discretion; provided, however, that Seller may lawfully - at its sole expense, risk, and responsibility
- demolish the Wild Bird and Pandora’s Box buildings.
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8.5 Comphance with Applicable Law. Seller agrees thal il will not permit or cause, as a
result ol any intentional or unintentional act or oiission on the Seller’s part, or on the part of any
agent of the Seller, or any third party, any release or further release of Hazardous Substances at, an,
or under the Propeity.

8. Seller's Representations apd Warrantics. Sclier heseby vepresents and wamants o
Purchaser as follows:

9.} Fitle to Property. Seller owns fee simple fitle to the Property, free and clear of al)
resliiclions, liens, easernents, mortgages, cavenants, exceptions and resivictions of any kind, Uniform
Commercial Code financing statements, securily interests, and other encumbrances, except for the
Permitied Exceptions (ns described in Section 10).

9.2. Hazardous Substances on the Property.

9.2.1 Definitions. (a) “Hazurdows Substances™ means any hazardous, toxic or dangerous
substance, waste or material that is regulated undey any federal, state or focat Taw pertaining fo
environmental protection, contamination remediation or liability. The term includes, without
limilation, (i) any substance designated a “Hazardous Substance™ vnder the Comprehensive
Environmental Respanse, Compensation and Liability Act (42 T.8.C, § 9601 ¢L seq.), the Medel
Toxics Control Act (Chapter 70.1050 RCW), the Hazardous Waste Manapement Act (Chapter
70,103 RCW), and regulations promulgated thereunder, as these statutes and regulations shall be
amended from Hime (o time, and (i) any substance that, afler being released into the cnvironment and
upon exposure, ingestion, inhalation, or assimilation, either directly from the envirommeni or
indircctly by ingestion through the food chain, will or may reasonably be anticipated to cavse deatly,
disease, behavior abnormalilies, cancer and/or genetic abnormalities in humans, plants oy animals.
For the purposes of this definition, the term “Hazardous Substancey™ includes, but is no¢limited to,
pefrolenm chemicals, asbestos-containing material and lead paint. (b} "Release” means any
jutentional or unintentional entry of any hazardous substance into the environment, inclading, but aot
fimited to, air, soils, surface water and ground water.

9.2.2 Hazardous Substances. Seller acknowledges that there has been a release or disposal of
Hazardous Substances on the Property, and that Hazardous Substances have been stored,
generated or disposed of on the Property. Seller warrants that it has informed the Washington
Stale Department of Ecology of the presence of Hazardous Substances on the Propenty and has
earolied the Property in the Voluntary Cleannp Program.

9.2.3 Violations, Other than the existence of the Hazardons Substances on the Property,
Selier has not received any notice of, and is not aware of, any actua)l or alleged violation with
respect to the Property of any federal, stale or local statute, ordinance, rule, regulation or other
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faw. Seller warrants thut no action or proceeding is pending before or appealable from any court,
quasijudicial or administrative agency relating to the Hazardous Substances emanating from,
caased by or alfecting the Property, except any action or proceeding arising from or relating to
informing the Washingion State Depariment of Ecology of the presence of Ilazardoos Substances
on the Property and corollment in the Voluntary Cleamup Program relating to such substances.

9.2.4 Underpround Storage Tanks. Seller represents (hat, to the best ol its knowledge,
the Property contains nio underground storage tanks for the storage of fuel oil, gasoline, and/or
other petroteum products or by-products, other than ihat stated in the Krazen seport referenced
herein,

9.2.5 No Assessments, No assessments have been made againgt the Property thaf are
unpaid, whether or not they have become ligns,

9.2.6 Boundary Yines of Property. To the best of Seller’s knowledge, the improvements
on (he Property are located entirely within the boundary lines of the Property, and Lo the best of
Seller's knowledge there are no disputes conceming the Jocation of the lines and corners of the
Propetly.

9.2.7 Litigation. Scller has no actual knowledge of any, and there i no actnal or pending
litigation or precesding by any organization, person, individual or governmental agency against
Seller with respect 1o the Property or against the Property other than any appeal that may be filed
relating 1o the permit application submitted to the City of Gig Harbor for the Property. There are
no outstanding cfaims on Seller’s insurance policies, which relale to the Property other than any
appeal that may be filed relating to the permit application submitted to the City of Gig Harbor for
the Property. Seller has nol reccived any notice of any claim of noncompliance with any laws,
from any governmental body or any agency, or subdivision thereof bearing on the construction of
the improvements, the landscaping or the operation, ownership or vse of the Property other than
any appeal that may be filed relating to the permit application submitted o the Cily of Gig
Harbor for the Properfy and communication with the Washington State Department of Ecology
and the City of Gig Harbor refating to the presence of Hazardous Substances on the Property.

9.2.8 Authorization. Seller has the full right and authority to enter into this Agresment
and consummate the sale, transfers and assignments conietmplated herein; and each of the
persons signing this Agreement and any other docursent or instrument contemplated hereby on
behalf of Seiler is anthorized to do so. All of the documents executed by Seller which are to be
delivered to Purchaser at Closing are and at the time of Closing wil be duly authorized,
executed, and delivered by Seller, are and at the fime of Closing will be legal, valid, and binding
obligations of Seller enforceable against Seller in accordance with their respective terms.
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9.29 Liens. All expenses in connection with the construction of the Property and any
reconstraction and repair of the Property have been fully paid, such that there is oo possibility of any
mechanics’ or matcrialmen’s liens being asserted or filed in the futore against the Property in respoct
of activities undertaken prior to Closing.

92,10 Defects. Seller has not fatled fo disclose in full any physical defect or condition of
digrepair whether concesled or visible, with respect to the Property of which Seller has knowledge.

9.2.11 True and Accurste Representations,  No represenmtation or warranty of Seller
comtained in this Agreement contains or al Closing wili contain an untrue slaterment of material fact,
or omits or at Closing will omit o state a malecial fact necessary to make ihe statements and facts
conlained therein nod misleading. IF any cvent or civcomsiance oceurs which renders any of Seller's
representations or warranties herein tntrue or inuceuarate in any matedial respect, then Seller shall
nolify Purchaser of the event or citcwmsiance when Scller hecomes aware of it,

9.2.12 No Action. Seller will refrain from taking any action which would canse any of the
forcgoing represeniations and warranties to become incorcect or untruc at any time prior to the date
of Closing. Al e Closing, Selier shall reaffinn and restate such representations and warrantics,
subject 1o disclosure of any changes in facts or circumstances, which may have occurred since the
daie hereof. Such restated representations and warranties shall survive the Closing, If any change in
any foregoing representation is a material change not cansed in whole or in part by Seller or persons
under the control or direction of Seller, and Seller docs not elect to cure all such material changes
prior to Closing, then notwithstanding anylhing herein to the contrary, Purchaser, af its sole option,
may either £a) close and consummaie the acquisition of the Property pursuant 1o this Agreement,
reserving any and all necessary action to specifically enforce Selier's obligations hereunder; or {b)
terminate this Agreement by wiilten notice to Selfer, and neither of the pariies hercio shall have uny
rights or obligations hereunder whalsoever, except such rights or obligations that, by the express
tenns hereof, survive any termination of the Agreement.

10, Title Examination and Objections.

10.4 Title Review, Selfer shail cause the Title Company to furnish to Purchaser, at Selice’s
expense, a tle fosurance commilment, on an ALTA approved form for the Propesty (the “Title
Repori™); provided, however, that Purchaser shall be responsible for the additional cost of any ALTA
extended coverage policy. Purchaser shail have fiftcen (15) days after receipt of such Title Report to
conduct an examination of Sellec’s titde to the Property and to give written notice to Setler of any title
matiers, which affect title {o the Property and which are unacceptable to Purchaser (the “Title
Objections”}. If Purchaser fails to object Lo any maties which is of record as of the date hercof prior
10 the expiration of such fifteen (15} day pericd, then, excopt willi respect o any security instrument
or lien affecting the Property, Purchaser shall be deerned to have waived its vight to object 1o any
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such matter and all of such marters shall be deemed a permitted tifle exception for purposes of this
Agreernent {colloctively, with those matters described in Section 10.4, the “Permitted Bxceptions™).

10.1.1 Upon receipt from the Purchaser of a written natice of any Title Objection, together
with a copy thezeof, thie Sellet shall, within fifteen (13) days of receiving such netice, provide written
notice to Purchaser that Seller (a) will satisfy or corect, at Sciler’s expense, such Title Gbjection, or
(h) refuses ta satisly or correct, in full or in part, such Title Cbjection, stating with particularity
which part of any Title Gbjection witl not be sutisficd. The above notwithstanding, Seller may rot
refuse (o satisfy security interests, licns or other monetary encurnbrances affecting the Propenies,
inctuding, but not limited (o, the Deed of Trust recorded February 17, 2003 naming The Peninsula
Group as beneficiary. As to those Tile Objections which Seller agrees to satisfy or cure, or i3
required to sutisfy or¢ure, Seller shall, on o before the Closing Date, €0) satisfy, at Seller’s expense,
seeutity interests, Hens or other monetary encumbrances affecting the Property {and all of Sellec’s
obligations urder or relating to each of the foregoing), and (b) salisfy orcorreet, al Seller’s expense,
all ather Title Objections alfecting the Property.

10.2 Failure to Core. In the event that Selter fails to satisfy or cure any Title Objection of
which it is notificd, whother or not Seller has provided timely written notice that il refuses lo satisTy
or correct such objections, then on or belore the Closing Pate, the Purchaser shall by written notice
to the Selier elect one of the following:

10.2.1 To accept Seller's interest in the Property subject to such uncured Title Objections, in
which event such Title Objections shall become part of the Permitted Exceptions, and Lo close the
transaction contemplaled hereby in accordance with the terms of this Agreement; provided thatinthe
cvenl any such uncured Title Objections resulis from 2 breach by Seller of any of the covenants
contained herein, a mongtary charge or lien, or from g Title Objection other than a monetary charge
or lien for which Seller has not given timely notice of its refusat Lo satisfy or correct, ihen (a) such
acceptance by Purchaser of Seller’s interest in the Propesty shall be withoul prejudice to Purchaser
thereafter secking monetary damages from Seller for any such matter which Seller shatl have failed
10 50 cortect, and (b) if such Title Objection is a monetary charge or lien which can be satisfied or
cared by the payment of a liquidated sum of money, Purchaser may cause such Title Objcction w be
so cured o satisfied by paying the same out of the Purchase Price to be paid; or

10.2.2 To terminate this Agreement in accordance with the provigions herein; providad
hawever, that if the Purchaser ¢lects to terminate this Agreement because of the existence of any
Title Objection which resulis from a breach by Seller of its covenante hegein, or any other Title
Objection which Scller is required to salisfy or correct, Purchaser’s cancetlation shall be withowt
prejadice to any other rights of the Purchuser hevein,

103 Removal of Liens, Notwithstanding anything to the contrary herein contained, Sclier
covenants and agrees that at or prior to Closing, Seller shall (a) pay in full and cause to be cancelled

°
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al! loan security docwments which encurnber the Propecty as of the daie hereof, and as of the Closing
Dhate, and (b)Y pay infull and couse w be cancelled and discharged or otherwise bond and discharge as
liens against the Properties afl mechanics’ and contractors” liens which encamber the Property as of
the date hereof or which may be filed against the Property after the date hereof aad on or prior to the
Closing Date. Jnt the event Seller fails 1o cause such ticns and encambrances tobe paid and canceled
al or prior 10 Closing, Purchaser shall be entitled to pay such amount to the holder thereof as may be
sequired 1o pay and cancet swne, and 10 credit against the Purchase Price the aniotmt 56 paid.

10.4 Secction 11.1 notwithstanding, Puschaser may not abject Lo the following title matiars,
which shail be considered “Permitied Bxceptions™; (a) real property taxes or assessments due alter
Closing: (b) easements consistent with Purchaser’s inlended use of the Property (which
determination shall be made in Porchaser’s sole and absolute discrelion); (¢} veserved il and/or
mineral rights; (d) rights reserved in fedesst patents or state deeds; and (e} governmenal buitding and
Iand uze regulations, codes, ordinances and statutes.

11, IDrefanlt and Termination,

11.1 By Seller. In the event of a default by Selier, Purchaser shall, in addition to any other
remedy Purchaser may have, including Specific Performance, be entitled to immediately cancel this
Agreemoent and receive a refund of its camest money deposit and Inlerest; provided, however,
Purchaser may, al ils option, waive any default by Seller and proceed with the purchase of the
Property.

11.2 By Purchascr. In the event of any default by Purchaser that is not remcdied prior (¢

Closing, Seller's sole and exciusive remedy shall be to rerminate the sscrow and Purchaser's right to

- purchase the Property and be paid by Escrow Agent thal portion of the earnest money deposited by

Putchaser hereunder and interest thereon which, collectively, do not exceed five percent (5%) of the
Puzehase Price as liguidated damages.

11.3 General. if a party (the “Befaniting Party™) fails or refuses to perform 15 obligations
under this Agreement or if the sale and purchase of the Property contemplated by this Agreement is
rot consurnmated an account of the Defanlting Party’s defuult hereunder, then Escrow Agent shalf
(after recgiving notice from the non-Defauliting Party und then giving the Defaulting Party ten (10)
days’ prior written notice) refund any monies deposited by the non-defaulting party, and refam any
documents depasited with the Escrow Apenf by the non-Defaulting Pasty, on demand, without
preisdice to any other Jegal rights or remedies of the non-Defaulting Party hereunder, In the event
Seller is the Defaulting Party hereunder, Purchaser shall have, in addition to any right or remedy
provided hereunder, the right lo seek specific performance of this Agreement, or other equitable
remedies against Seller in the event that Seller weongfuliy fails or refuses to perform any covenant or
agreement of Seller hercunder.

10
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11.4 Termgination. I this Agreement is terminated, under Section 7 bergin or otherwise,
neither party hereto shall have any further rights or obligations wnder this Agreement whatsoever,
excepl for such rights and obligaiions that, by the express terms hereof, inurs 1o the benefit of either
party upon the default of the other parly or survive any {ermination of the Agreement prior [0
Closing. The Escrow Agent shall retum the earnest moncy to the Purchaser upon lerminglion by
cither party, except as provided for in Section 1.2 above,

12. Condemnation or Bestruction.

12,1 Condemnation. Seller hereby represents and warrants that Seller hias no knowledges of
any action or proceeding pending or instituted for condemnation or other taking of ail or any part of
the Property by friendly acquisition or statutory proceeding by any governmental entily other thaa the
City of Gig Harbor, Washington. Seller agrees to give Purchaser immediale writlen notice of such
actions or proccedings that may result in Lhe taking of ail or a portion of the Propesty. I, prior 1o
Closing, all or any part of the Property is subject to & bona fide threai or is taken by eminent domain
or cendenmation, or sake in liew thercof, ther Purchaser, by notive to Seller given within lwenly (20)
ealendar days of Purchaser’s receiving actual notice of such threat, condainnation or wking by any
governmental entity other than the Cily of Gig Harboer, Washinglon, may elect to terminate (his
Agreement. B the event Purchaser conlinues or is obligated {o conlinue this Agreement, Seller shall
at Closing, asstgn to Purchaser i¢s entire right, title and interest in 4nd to any condemnation award.
During the term of this Agreement, Seller shall not stipulate or otherwise agree lo any condemnation
award without the prior written consent of Purchaser.

12.2 Damage or Destruction. Pror to Closing, the risk of loss of or damage te the Properly
by teason of any insured or uninsuced casualty shall be borne by Sciler.

13. Indemnification; Remediation,

13,1 Scller's Indemnification. Seller shall indemnify and defend Purchaser (including its
elected officials, officers, managers, employecs and agents) and hold it harmless from and
aguinst any claim, loss, linbility and expense, including attomeys’ fees and court costs
{collcctively “Claims”) incurred by Purchaser on account of (2) Claims by persons or entities
other than Purchaser arising out of or in connection with the ownership, operation or
mainlenance of the Property by the Seller, or any fact, circumstance or event which occurred
priat to the Closing Pate, excluding remediation obligations within the Property boundaries
based upon the release or cxistence of Hazardous Substances on the Property on or before the
date of Closing; and (b) Claims resulting from or arising directly or indirectly, out of the breach
of any representation, watranty, covenant or agreement of Seller conlained in this Agreement to
the extent caused by such breach.

i1
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13.2 Purchaser’s Indemaity. Purchuser shall isdemnify and defend Selfer (including its
officers, officials, employees and agents) and hold i harmicss from and against any Claims incurred
by Seller on account of Claims resulting from or arising directly or indircctly out of the beeach of any
representation, warranly, covenant or agreement of Parchaser contained in this Agreement fo the
extent caused by such breach.

13.3 Purchaser’s Remediation Obligations, The Purchaser agrees that, afier Closing. it
witl azsume the obligation to take such actions as Purchaser deems reasonable and necessary o
remediate contamination within the Property boundasies consistent with the intended use of ihe
Properiy and as required by applicable law, including the Washington State Mode] Toxics
Control Act. The remediation will be conducted under the direction and supervision of a
qualified environmental consullant. Purchaser will not seek to recaver costs of responding to or
remediating contamination withip the Property bounidaries existing a3 of the date of Closing from
Seller or the Peninsula Group, a Washington Partacrship, from whom Seller purchased the
Property.

14, Agsipnment, Neither party shall be entitled to assign its right, title and intercst herein 1o
any third party without the written consent of the other parly to this Agrecment. Any approved
assignee shall expiessly assume all of the assigning pariy’s dutics, obligations, and lubilities
hercunder but shall not release the assigning party from its liabilily under this Agreement,

15. Representations Regavding Brokers, Seller and Purchaser each represent and warrant
to the other that neither has emplayed, retained or consulted any broker, agent or finder in carying
on the negotiations in connection with this Agreement or the purchasc and sale referred to herein.

16. Notices. All notices, demands, and 2ny and all other coramunications which may be or
are required (o be given to or mada by cither party (o the other in connection with this Agreement
shalf be in writing and shall be deemed 10 have been properly given if defiverad by kand, sent by fax,
sent by registered or certified mail, return receipt requested, or sent by recognized overnight courics
service te ihe addresses set out below or at such other addresses as specified by writlen natice and
delivered in gecordance herewith, Any such notice, request or olher communication shail he
considered given or delivered, as the case may be, op the date of hand, Tax or courier delivery or on
the date of deposit in the LS, Mail as provided above. However, the time peaiod within which a
yegponse {0 any holice or reguest must be given, if any, shall commence © run from the date of
actual receipt of such notice, request, or other communication by the addressee thereof.

SELLER: Harbor Cove Group
cfo Barry Margolese
108 S. Jackson, #300
Seatile, WA 98104

1z
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PURCHASER: The City of Gig Harbar
3510 Grandview Shieet
Gig Harbor, WA 98333
Atta: John Vodopich, Community Development Divector
Phone (253) 851-6170
Fax: {253} 853-7597

With a copy to: Carcl A. Monis, Cily Attomey
Law Office of Carcl A. Morris, P.C.
P.O. Box 948
Sesheck, WA 98380
Phone: (360} 830-0325
Fax: (360} 850-1099

17. Miscellaneous.

17.1 Govemning Law and Construction. This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted
under the laws of the State of Washington. The titles of sections and subsections herein have been
inserted 43 a matter of convenience or reference only, and shall not control or affect the mezning or
construction of any of the terms or provisions berein. All references herein to the singutar shail
nelude the plurzl, and vice versa.

17.2 Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparls, each of which
shall constitute an original and a)l of which together shall eonstitute one and the same insirument.

17.3 Rights, Powers and Privileges. Except as oxpressly provided ender the terms of this
Agreement, all rights, powers and privileges conferred hereunder upon the pasties shall be
curnulative but not restrictive of those given by law,

17.4 Waiver. No failure of 2 party to exercise any power given such party hercunder or to
insist upon strict compliance by the other party with its obligations hereunder, and no custom ot
practice of the parties at variance with the terms hereof shall constitute a waiver of either party’s
right to demand exact compliance with the terms hereod.

11.5 Time. Time is of the essence in complying with the terms, conditions and agreemenis
of this Apreement.

13
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17.6 Entirc Agresment. This Agrecment contains the entire Agreement of the partics hereto,
and no repregentations, inducements, promises or agreements, oral or otherwise, between the parties
not embaodied herein shall be of any force and effect.

17.7 Survival, Bach of the covenants, agreements, representations and wargantics herein
shali survive the Closing and shall notmerge at Closing wilh any deced, bill of sule or other dogument
of ransfer,

17.8 Successors. This Agreement shall be bingling upon and inure 1o the benefit of the
parties hercto, their respective heirs, successors and assigns.

17.9 Fime Pariods. 1§ the Time period by which any right, eption or election provided under
this Agreement must he exercised or by which any acts or paymenls reguired hereonder must be
performed or paid, or by which the Closing must be held, expires on a Saturday, Sunday or legal or
bank heliday, then such firne period shall be automatically extended to the close of busingss on the
next regulurty seheduled business day,

17.10  Severahility. IF a court of competent jusisdiction invalidates a portion of this
Agreement, such invalidity shail not affect the remainder,

17.11 Modifications. Any amendment 1o this Agreement shall not be binding upon any of
the partics to this Agreement unless such amendment is in writing, duly cxceuted by each of the
parties affected therchy.

17.12 Attorneys’ Fees. If Puschaser or Seller institote suit concerning this Agreement, the
prevailing party or parties isfare entiticd 10 court costs and reasonable attomeys” fees. The venue of
any suit shall be in Pierce County, Washington or the 1.8, District Court for the Western Disteict of
Washinglon siting in Tacoms, Washington,

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties hereto have caused this instrument (o be executed by
their respective duly authorized representatives on the dates indicated below, to be effective as of the
date and year first above wiitten,

{Signeture page follows]

14
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PURCHASER: CITY OF GIG HARBOR

By@mmm
Gretehen Wilbert, Mayor

SELLER: Fln Tellefsen and MarSan L1.C, Te nsmts in Commuon

MarSan LLC

By: e XMW

Sandra bchau@urg, Mem
B\’ / ot e %%/ ﬁ%‘f‘;}? S

Vlarcm Johason, Member

ATTEST:

MWZQ 77/1 Jwﬂééw

City Clesk, l\fféi]y Towslee

APPROVED AS TO FORM
SALTER JOYCE ZIKER, PLLC

Barry G. Ziker, Special Counsel

is
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STATE OF WASHINGTON }
) ss.
)

COUNTY OF PIERCE
[ certify that ¥ know or have satisfactory evidence that Bileen Teliefson js the person who
appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that she exceuted the within aud forgoing
tnsirument, and acknowiedged that she signed the same as her frce aned volentary act and deed, for

the uscs and purposes therein mentionod

Dated: fz;&ﬁzzs .

\\\\\\\\\

EC 5“"’% 2

“.‘-m n.. 4 .

ﬁt'{!’}

~Jan Smith
(print or type name)
NOTARY PUBLIC in and {or the
0 \- State of Washington, residing
teA

9y i ;O
uf i d}_-;s

4)2, "ggianas E\G
OF wRST My Commission expires:

\\\,\\ R

Qw\

ARy

W

Go«%
iy =
"'m“\v"‘

1
“\\‘\\\x‘“

-
-
I
-,
3
EA
4
F)
4

’1

STATE OF WASHINGTON
) 58
COUNTY OR PIERCE )
1 certify thut ] know or have satisfactory evidence that Sandra Schaumburg is the person who

appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that she signed this instrument, on oath stated
that she was suthorized (o execute the insirument and acknowledged it as a member of MarSan LEC,

{0 be the free and voiuntary act of such party for the uscs and pueposes mentioned in the instrument

Dated: f£'!271;2§ _
ya i bh

FEL RS RN 1y, \
[}
5p§‘.,,,@)&"‘ : {prnt or type name)
°¢ ’ NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the

-

= = ’

- - r

P @, : Stase of Washington, residing
3”55,, %ﬂ\ E. : at: ﬁmwa,b&? ,

% A ]. ‘\3‘* e My Comnission expirxs:_LL‘&d_{Qj

’ 1y
'rr "'\I\\\\“ G«O

1
l\\‘\\\\‘*"
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STATE OF WASHINGTON }
} ss.
COUNTY QF PIERCE }

I certify that I know or have satisfactory evidence thal Murcia Johnson is the person wha
appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that she signed this instrument, on oath stated
(hat she wag authorized to execuiz the insteument and acknowledged it as a member of MarSan LLC,
to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument.

Pated: 1™ 05

i
H

wittHig,
MaoBEgY,
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State of Washington, residing
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EXHIBIT ‘A
DESCRIPTION,

PARCEL A

Beginnaing at an intersection with the North Boundary Line of the 60 foot right-of-way of the
Burnham-Htnt Counly Read, and a #ne which is North 1 degreos 13 minutes East, being
parallel lo the Section line common o Section 5 and 6, Township 21 North, Range 2 East of
the W.M., In Plsroe County, Washingion, and East therefrom 212.37 feet measured at right
angle thereto;

Thence on & line North 1 degrees 13 minules Cast, 200 feet, more or less, 1o the Intersection
with {he Government meander ling on ihe Soulh side of Gig Harbor,;

Thence South and East, following sald Governmient meander ine o ks Intersaciion with o line
which is Scuth 1 degrees 13 minutes West and parallel to the aforesald section iine common to
Sectlon 5 and & Township 21 Nerth, Range 2 East of the WM., and East thersfrom 2B7.37
feet, measured at right angle thereto

Thence South 1 degrees 13 minutes West on said line 153 feet, more or less, (o ils
intersection with the North Boundary Line of the aforesald Burnham-Hunt Caunly Road;
Thence West and South 79 feel, move or lesg, along the North Boumiary iine of said County
Road ta the paint of beginning,

Also the following described Tidelands of the Second Class, being adjaccm to and abulling
upon the aforedescrbed upland property:

Beginning at the Intersection of the West Boundary Line of the aforedescribed uptand property
and the sakl Government Meander Line, which point is East 212.37 fest from the section line
common to Section & and &, Township 21 North, Range 2 East of the W.M., and measured st
tight angle therstt,
Thense on a lina North 19 degraes 49 minules East over Tidelands of the Second Class lo an
intersection with the Iregular ine, indicaled by the exireme lowiide;
Thence South and East following szid Irregutar Bne of exireme low tide, to intersect & line which
bears North 12 degrees 49 minttes East from the Northeast comer of the above described
fract of upland;
Theniea on said paraliet line South 19 degreas 48 minutes West to its intersection with the

" gforesaid Government meandat ling;
Thence West and North slong the said Government meander fine 1o the place of baginning.

Legat Confinuad:




Legal Continuad:

Beginning a! the sfone monument which is at the Intarsection of the section line common lo
Section 5 and 6, Township 21 Nerth, Range 2 Eagt of the WK, with its Governmeni maanter
line on the Svuth side of Gig Harbor, Pierce County, Washington,

Thence South 1 dagrees 13 minules West on the said section fine common ta Section 5 and 6
aforesaid, 872.82 fost;

Thente cn g ling North 50 degrees 55 minules East 53 feet, more or less, 1o an intersection
with the East Boundary Line of the right-of-way of the 80 fool Bumham-Hunt County Road, the
true point of beginning;

Thence conlinging on the said fine, which is North 50 degrees 55 minuies East fo the poinl
220.55 feat, measured from its intersection with the aforessid ':@hcm fine common (o said
Sactidn & and §;

Thence on a line North 13 degrees 49 minuies East 78 feet, more or less, to its intersection
with the Government meander line of Gig Harbor,

Thenos on the said Government meander fine South 25 degrees Easl 42 fest, more or less, ©
en intersection with a line which is Sauth 1 degrees 13 minufes West, which line is paraliel fo
the aforesaid section line commun 1o Sactions 5 and 6, and the Easl 212.37 feet, measured al
right angles thereto;

Thenca South 1 degreao 13 minutes West on said Ime 209 feal, more or leSS foits
intersection witi the Norih baundary of the aforesaid Burnham-Hunt County Road;

© Thence on a curve fo the right, Tollowing Be North boundary iine of said Burnham-MHunt Courity
Road, 193 fest, more or less, to the poini of beginning.

Also the following described Tidelands of the Second Class being adjacent and abutting upon
the aforedescribed upland property:

Beginning at the slone menument which is at he intersection of the section Ine comtnon to
Saclion & and &, Township 21 North, Range 2 East of the W M., and the Govemment meander
tine an the South side of Gig Harbor, Pierce County, Washington. :

Thence South 1 degrees 13 minutes West on said sestion line commoen {o Section 5 und &,
aforasaid, 572.82 feet;

Thence on a lins North 50 degrees 55 minutes East 220,85 feef;

Thence on a ting North 14 dagrees 49 minuies Easl 79 feet, more or lzss, lo Jts intersection
with the aforesaid Government msandsr ine, the frue place of beginning;

Thence cunfinuing on seid lins North 19 degrees 48 minutes East over the Tidetands of the.
Second Class, to an infersection with an fregular line indicated by the extrame low lide;
Thenca South and East folloving the iregular fine of the exireme low tide o intersecl a line
which bears North 19 degrees 49 minutes East from the Nor{heas{ corner of the above
deseribed tract of upland;

Thence on said paraliaf tine South 19 degrees 49 minutes West {o lis intersaction with the
aforesaid Government meander line North 25 dagress West 42 feef, more of ics.,‘ to the polit
of beginning.

Legal Continued:




Legat Continued:
PARCEL B:

All that part of Lot 7, Seclion 5, Township 21 Narti, Ranga 2 East of the WK, in Pierce
County, Washlnglm described as follows:

Beginning at & stone monument at the Northwest corner of said Lot 7;

Thence running South 1 degrees 13 minules West along Weslline of sald Lot, 351.47 faat to
true point of beginning;

Trhence continuing South 1 degreas 13 minutes YWest on said West line 221.35 feat 1o fract
coriveyed to John Dowar Lumber Company by Deed recorded in Book 521 of Deeds at Page
170, under Auditor's Fite No. 887817,

Thenca North 50 degrees 55 minutes East 220.56 feet;

Thence MNorth 19 degraes 49 minules East 79 feet, more or fess, to Govemment meander ling
of said Lot 7;

Thence on sald Government meander line Norlh 25 degrees West 125.5 feef, more or less, o
a point North 54 degrees 48 mioules East of the trua paint of beginning; _
Thence South 54 degrees 48 minutes West 174.58 feel, more or less; to the true point of
beginning.

Tegether with iidelands of the sscond dlass abuiting thereon, l¥ing within the prolongalion of
the side lines of the above described traci and exiending fo line of mean low fide.

And together with all tidelands of the second class lying hetween the line of mean fow lids and
extrame low {ide, ly¥ing In front thersof.

Except Stale Highway No. 14.
And except any portion lying South of said Highway.

" Situate in the City of Gig Harbort, Couniy'cf Piarce, State of Washingion.

ABBREVIATED LEGAL:
- 5-21-2E, ARB 305-0
5-21-8E, ARB 307-4




Exhibit B-1

AMENDMENT T0O PURCHASE AND SALE AGREEMENT

This Amendment to Purchase and Sale Agreement (“Amendment™) is entered into
this day of March, 2005, snd amends that cerizin Parchase and Sale Agreement
emtered ingo on January 11, 2005 (“Agreement”) by ane between the City of Gig Harbor,
a Washingtop muaicipal corporation (“Purchases”} und Eilcen Tellefson and Maesan,
LLC, tenants in common, dfb/a Hubor Cove Group, whose address is 108 South Fackson,
Suite 300, Seatile, Washington, 95104 (“Seller™). Capitalized terms uged in this
Amendment and not defined hesein shall have the meaning aseribed to them in the
Agreement.

WITEREAS, Purchaser has undestaken enviroamental due difigence as
contemplated by the Agreement, and such due diligence has coafirmed that Hazardous
Substunces are present at and under the Property; and

WHEREAS, Purchaser and Scllor wish to resolve Hability for additionad
mvestigation and remedial action associated with such Hazardous Sshstances on the
terms and conditions sel forth below:

NOW THEREFORE, for ihe cansideration set forth in the Agreement, the sunz of
Ten DoHars ($10.00), and for other good and valuable consideration, the partics sgrec as

follows:
I Purchase Price. Section 2.1 of the Agreement is deleted in fis entitety and
replaced with the following provision: .

2.1 Purchase Price. The total purchuse price for the Property (the “Parchase
Price”) shall he Three Million Seven Hundred Fifty Thousind Dollars and No Cents
€$3.750,000.00}, payable m Closing, which includes the camest money paid to the
Escrow Agent after execution of this Agreciment by both parties. The earnest money shall
be Fifty Thousand Dollars und No Ceats ($50,000.00) which shall be paid to and held by
Escrow Agent untif Closing or earlier termination of this Agreement, or as otherwiag
provided hereit,

2. Ciosing Date, Closing will occur or or before March 19, 2003, without
any increase of the Purchase Price (ns amended by Section | above) as originally
contemplated by the Agreement. Notwithstanding the Toregoing, Purchaser agrees 1o use
its reasonuble best efforts to close the purchase and sale transaction as soon as praclicable
after executing this Amendment and securing all necessary Gig Harbor City Council and
other law{ully required approvals,

3. Investigation and Remediation of Property.

3.1 As more particularly set forth in this Amendment, the parties have agreed
that a portion of the Purchase Price will be paid into a special intercst-bearing escrow
account (“Remediaton Account™ that wili be used exclusively for costs agsociated with

i
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further investigation and cleanup of the Property.

3.2 After Closing, Purchaser and Seller will notify the State of Washington
Bepartinent of Ecelogy (“Ecology™) that title to the Property has been transferred to
Purchaser, and that Purchaser, in cooperation with Scller, intends to pursue the prompt
investigation and cleanup of the Property. Invesiigation, cleanup, reporting and
monitering wilk be coordinated with Ecology through the Velunlary Cleanup Program
(“VCP") and diligemly pursued uatil a ne further setion letter (“NIEA™) from Scology is
obtained for the Property, including soil, groundwater and sedimenis. Perchaser agrees
that the NI?A may be condilioned upon reasonable restrictions Lo penmit an efficient and
cost cffective remediation, recognizing the contemplated use as a boatyard and public
park, and for refated historical, culttral, edueational, and recreational purposges. Such
restrictions may be recorded in the form of a restrictive covenant on the Property and, if
applicable, may include but wre nol necessarily limited 1o; (i) notice that Remedial
Action (as defined below) bas been conducted on the Propenty and residual conlamination
remains in place; (i) restrcting the use of the Property 1o a public park, with the
exception of that portion of the Property operated as a boatyard, which portion may be
Himited to uge a8 a boacyard or like facility including use of the marine ratlway; {iif)
prehibiting any activity on the Preperty that may result in the relense or exposure © the
environment of the contamination that was containgd ag part of the remediat action, or
ereate 4 new exposure pathway, or otherwise interfere with the integrity of the Remedial
Action, and (iv) restrictions on the use of groundwater to exclude any bensficial use as
drinking water, Remedial Aclion at (he Properly shall be conducted so as o allow the
reconstruction of the dock and marine railway in the event the dock and/or maring
raifway is partially or completely demolished in connection with such Remedial Action.
Noiwithstanding the forcgoing, Scller shali not be responsible for any costs required io
bring boatyard operations into complianee with bost management practices or other
regulalory requirements that do not constitute Remedial Actionr . Seller and Purchaser
agree Lo use their reasonable best ellorts 10 secure the NFA determination as soon us
practicable,

33 Purchaser will retwin 2 principal cnvironmental consuliant for all
investigation, remediation and related activities al the Property. The Parties shull meet
and confer in good faith to discuss the selection of such principil environmental
consultant for a period not to exceed thisty (30} days from the dute of Closing. Purchaser
shall make the final selcction of the principal consuitant and 2} other consuleants in its
discretion, Seller ucknowledges thut (i) Purchaser is a manicipal corporation subject (o
laws and regulations relaling to hiring of contractors 10 perform services on behalf of
Purchaser, {ii) retention of certain consuilants o contractors may be subject o such laws
and regulasions, and (it} the City shall have the final decision and right to retain any
gualified consultant or contractor as required by such statutes or regulations.

34 The parties wilt cooperate in all phases of investigating and remediating
the Property. Pwrchaser will take the Jead in all pegotiations with Ecolegy and will make
the final decisions in its discretion (subject 1o the objective of securing an NFEA as
contemplated by Section 3.2 above) with regard Lo the content of ali submittals to
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Ecology; provided, however, that Sefler will have the right to review and comment on all
draft investigation and remediation plans, reports, and other submittals to Ecology, and
shall have the right to participate in all meetings and telephone conferences with Ecology.

4, Remediation Account.

4.0 Tho patics agree that at the Closing, the sum of Seven Hundred Fifty
Thousand and No Dollars ($750,000) out of the Purchase Price shall be placed in 2
special escrvow account (“Remediation Account™) 10 be administered by Escrow Agent or
other person sgreed Lo by the parties (“Remediation Account Administrator®) and o be
used exclustvely [or the payment of Response Costs. “Response Costs™ shall include
fees, costs, and expenses incurred in connection with the development, approval,
implemeniation, and reporting of any Remedial Action {which, for the purposes of this
Amendinent, is as defined in RCW 70.105D.020(21) and including applicable Sediment
Management Standards) with respect to soil, sediments, and groundwater at and under the
Property, alf as designed to meet the objective of securing an NFA us described in
Section 3.2 above. Altoracys’ fees incurred by either parly shalf be paid for by such
party and shail not be considered Response Costs or be paid out of the Remediation
Account.

4.2 The fees charged by the Remediation Account Administrator shall be paid
out of the Remediation Fund; provided, however, that Purchaser will not charge & fee in
the event the parlies agree that an employce of Purchaser shall act as the Remediation
Account Administrator. If & third party is used as the Remedistion Account
Admiristrator, the parties will agree upon escrow instructions or a jike document thut
provides guidance and profection to the Remediation Account Administrator,

43 Any consultant or contracior retained in connection with Remedial
Action shall submit a scope of work prior to commencement of any work, which scope of
wark shall be finally approved by the City in its diseretion (subject to the objective of
securing an NFA as contemplated by Section 3.2 above). Seller shall have the right to
review and comment on the scope of work, bul may object te Lhe scope of work only to
the extent that it is inconsistent with (he objective of securing an NFA detenmination for
the Proporty as set forth in Section 3.2 above or inconsistent with input from Ecology on
wotk necessary to secure such NFA.

4.4,  Upon receipt of invoices from any consultant or contractor refained in
connection with Remedial Action, Purchaser wilt deliver a copy to Seller and to the
Remediaton Account Administrator with instruciions to pay suck invoice 10 days after
delivery, if Seller does not object to such payment In writing or e-mail received by the
Remediation Account Administrator within the 10 day period. The oaly ground for
vhjection shall be that the work invoiced was not in accordance with the scope of work
approved in accordance with section 4.3 herein. In the event of such objection, the
parties will meet and confer, and use their reasonable best efforts (o negoliate with the
applicable consultint to reduce the charges that are the subject of Seller’s objection;
provided, however, that Purchaser shall have the final authority o pay the invoice and
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resolve the objection with respect to such consultant ia its discretion.

45  Inthe eveat that funds remain in the Remediation Account alter paynient
of ali Response Costs necessary 1o secure the NFA for the Property, the Remediation
Account Administrator shall pay to Seller al) principal and interest remaining in the
Remediation Account.

5. Alrerpative Funding Source. Purchascr will use its reasonable best efforts
und cooperate with Seller to obtain grants and stade and federal funding for Remedial
Aclions af the Property ("Alternative Funding™). Seller is actively investigating and
pursiing epportunities for Allernative Funding. If Selter identifies such opportunitics,
Purchaser will initiste proparation of applications for Alternative Funding and Purchaser
shall take such additional steps as may be lawful, reascnable, and necessary o apply for
and obtain said Alterrative Funding. Purchaser will deprosit the grant funds actualty
received in the Remediation Accouni {or other account with like purpose if such Tunds
must be scgregaied) to be applied o payment of Response Costs 30 long as such funds
can lawtully be used for such purpose.  Failure 1o secure such funding will not constilute
a4 breach or default under this Amendment or the Agreement,

6. Additional Response Costs, I Response Costs exceed the funds available
in the Remediation Aceount and any addivional funding secured by Purchaser (s
described i Section 3 above), then the Seller agraes that it will be eesponsible for all {
Response Costs in excess of such apounis untl an NFA as conternplated by Seclion 3.2
above is issucd by Ecology. Within fourteen (14) days of the date the batunce in the i

. Remediation Account becomes less than QOne Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars

($150,0003, the parties will meet and comfer regarding the likely costs to compleie
Remedial Action necessary 1o obtain the NFA, and if additiosal funds in excess of the
Remediation Account balance arg likely necessary to complete such Remcdial Action,
Sellers agree o place the estimated funding requirements in the Remediation Account.
The parties fucther agree to meet and conler, and Seflers agree to provide additional
funding 2s contemplated by the preceding sentence, if at any time thereafler it uppoars
reasonubiy likely that the funds in the Remediation Account will be exhausied prior 10
obiaining the NFA. Seilier's failure to provide lunding as required by this Section 6
within thirty (30} days of written notice frons Purchaser is 2 material breach of the
Agreement.  Each of the Sellers is jointly and severally liable for such additional
Response Costs beyond the amounty available through the Remediation Account and
additional funding, if any, securced by Parchaser. Each of the Selers ageees to retain
sufficient liquid assets 10 fund reasonably anlicipated Response Costs in excess of the
amownts available through the Remedialion Account.

1. Effect of Amendment. Except to the extent expressly amended by this
Amendment, the terms of the Agreement shall remain in [ull force and effect.
Natwithstanding the foregoing, in the event of a conflict between any provision of the
Agreement and this Amendment, the provisions of this Amendment shall control.

8. Survival. The terms of this Amendment shail survive the Closing and
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continae 10 he binding upon the parties afier the closing date,

9. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts,
each of which shall constitule an otiginal and stl of which Logether shall couslitute one
and the same instrument,

{Remainder of this page intentionally teft blank; signarmre page follows]
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IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties herelo have caused this Antendment {0 Purchase
and Sale Agresment to be executed by their respective duly authorized representatives, to
be effective as of the date and year frst above wyitten.

PURCHASER: CITY OF GIG HARBOR

By:_ | AAHE LW@MM

Gretechen Wilbert, Mayor

SELER: Eileen Tellefson and MarSan LLC, Tenants in Common

LA
Brtre Inut s Laon s

Eileen Teflefson, as her scpaéte estate

MarSa’:? LLC

By:
Mareia Johasen, Member

ATTEST:

Wé’] //yh \_Dz'ﬁw”v"‘éﬁ___

City Clerk, Mblly Towslee

APPROVED AS TO FORM
SALTER JOYCE ZIKER, PLLC

Barry G. Ziker, Special Counsel
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IN WITNESS WEHEREOF, the parties hcreto have caused this Amlencimcnt to Purchase
and Sale Agreement 1 be executed by their respective duly authorized representatives, to
be effective as of the date and ycar first above wiitten.

PURCITASER: CITY OF GIG HARBOR
by Lo Dttt
Gﬁétchm Wilthert, Mayor
SELLER: Eileen Tellefson and MarSan LLC, Fenanis ie Common

Eilcen Tellefson, és her separate estaie
MarSan LLC

By:
Sandra Schaumburg, Member

ST D i

Matcia Johnson, Member

ATTEST:

ety TN Dol —

City Clerk, Mblly Towslee

APPROVED AS TO FORM
SALTER JOYCE ZIKER, FLLC

Barry G. Ziker, Special Counsel
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G1¢ Tareot

“THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM: STEPHEN MISIURA§, P.E.
CITY ENGINEER . ‘<

SUBJECT: WASTEWATER COMPREHENSIVE PLAN POPULATION UPDATE
CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION

DATE: MARCH 28, 2005

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND
A 2005 Sewer Operating Budget Objective provides funding to update the current
wastewater comprehensive plan.

In February 2002 the City completed an update of the original 1994 Sewer
Comprehensive Plan. While the 2002 update was informative and further detailed the
City’s sewer system including future capital needs it was based off of insufficient or
conflicting levels of population and land use data as well as future forecasts. Many of
the assumptions used in the 2002 update have proven to be overly conservative or in
error which has lead to inaccurate conclusions made in the various comprehensive
plans. Since that time the City has further developed and revised various planning tools
such as land use plans, zoning, and projected development areas using GIS and other
databases. In addition the City has seen changes in development growth and
subsequent population. This portion of the comprehensive plan update will revisit the
population trends and initial data and forecast new more accurate data based off of
updated and reliable data. This project will aiso allow the City to verify current land use
data together with zoning within the City and UGA and incorporate any changes that
have taken place since the 2002 plan.

Since population and land use data are the building blocks for all comprehensive plans
and since this data determines use, this phase of the project is critical. A key task in
this effort is the identification of trigger events that may change the initial growth
assumptions used to project the growth in specific areas of the City and may in-turn
affect needed capital facility improvements. The development of population growth
projections based off of land use information that can be verified and amended easily
will provide the City the ability to revise estimates as changes occur within different
areas of the City. This project will provide the trust to continue to use the data as the
foundation to the comprehensive plans. As we move forward with the future stages of
comprehensive plan updates the data established in this effort will be thoroughly
grounded in reliable and accurate data. This project will be performed under the .
oversight of Mr. Timothy Hume, P.E. of HDR Engineering, Inc.

Staff prepared and issued a Statement of Qualifications (SOQ) for this project in
December 2004, The SOQ was sent {o consultants with expertise in this area. The
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submission deadline was December 10, 2004. A total of five proposals were received.

The members of the review panel (Councilmember Dick, City Engineer, Associate

Engineer, and Community Development Director) met in January to review the SOQ’s.

After a review of all the submittals, the panel unanimously selected HDR Engineering,
Inc. as the most qualified to perform the task.

The standard consultant services contract is being utilized for this project.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS

This work was anticipated in the adopted 2005 Budget and is within the 2005 Sewer
Operating Fund allocation of $100,000.00, Objective No. 19.

RECOMMENDATION

I recommend that Council approve a consultant services contract with HDR
Engineering, Inc. for the population plan update portion of the Wastewater
Comprehensive Plan Update in an amount not to exceed Thirty-one Thousand Five
Hundred Forty-seven dollars and Thirty-nine cents ($31,547.39).




CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND -
HDR ENGINEERING, INC.

THIS AGREEMENT is made by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington
municipal corporation (hereinafter the "City"), and HDR Engineering, Inc., a corporation
organized under the laws of the State of Washington, located and doing business at 626
Columbia Street NW, Suite 2A, Olympia, Washington 98501 (hereinafter the "Consultant").

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the update of the Wastewater
Comprehensive Plan and desires that the Consultant perform services necessary to
provide the following consultation services.

WHEREAS, the Consultant agrees to perform the services more specifically
described in the Scope of Work, dated February 17, 2005 including any addenda thereto
as of the effective date of this agreement, all of which are attached hereto as Exhibit A—
Scope of Work and Cost, and are incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth
herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein, itis
agreed by and between the parties as follows:

TERMS
1. Description of Work
The Consultant shall perform all work as described in Exhibit A.
Il. Payment

A. The City shall pay the Consultant an amount based on time and materials,
not to exceed Thirty-one thousand five hundred forty-seven dollars and thirty-nine cents
($31,547.39) for the services described in Section | herein. This is the maximum amount
to be paid under this Agreement for the work described in Exhibit A, and shall not be
exceeded without the prior written authorization of the City in the form of a negotiated and
executed supplementat agreement. PROVIDED, HOWEVER, the City reserves the right to
direct the Consultant's compensated services under the time frame set forth in Section 1V
herein before reaching the maximum amount. The Consultant's staff and billing rates shall
be as described in Exhibit B The Consultant shall not bill for Consultant’s staff not
identified or listed in Exhibit B or bill at rates in excess of the hourly rates shown in Exhibit
B; uniess the parties agree to a modification of this Contract, pursuant to Section XVIil
herein.
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B. The Consultant shall submit monthly invoices to the City after such services
have been performed, and a final bill upon completion of all the services described in this
Agreement. The City shall pay the full amount of an invoice within forty-five (45) days of
receipt. If the City objects.to all or any portion of any invoice, it shall so notify the
Consultant of the same within fifteen (15) days from the date of receipt and shall pay that
portion of the invoice not in dispute, and the parties shall immediately make every effort to
settle the disputed portion.

liL. Relationship of Parties

The parties intend that an independent contracior-client relationship will be created
by this Agreement. As the Consultant is customarily engaged in an independently
established trade which encompasses the specific service provided to the City hereunder,
no agent, employee, representative or sub-consultant of the Consultant shall be or shall be
deemed 10 be the employee, agent, representative or sub-consultant of the City. In the
performance of the work, the Consultant is an independent contractor with the ability to
control and direct the performance and details of the work, the City being interested only in
the resulis obtained under this Agreement. None of the benefits provided by the City to its
employees, including, but not limited fo, compensation, insurance, and unemployment
insurance are available from the City to the employees, agents, representatives, or sub-
consultants of the Consultant. The Consultant will be solely and entirely responsible forits
acts and for the acts of its agents, employees, representatives and sub-consultants during
the performance of this Agreement. The City may,-during the term of this Agreement,
engage other independent contractors to perform the same or similar work that the
Consultant performs hereunder.

V. Duration of Work

The City and the Consultant agree that work will begin on the tasks described in
Exhibit A immediately upon execution of this Agreement. The parties agree that the work
described in Exhibit A shall be completed by July 31, 2005; provided however, that
additional time shall be granted by the City for excusable days or exira work.

V. Termination

A. Termination of Agreement. The City may terminate this Agreement, for public
convenience, the Consultant's default, the Consultant's insoivency or bankrupftcy, or the
Consultant's assignment for the benefit of creditors, at any time prior to completion of the
work described in Exhibit A. If delivered to consultant in person, termination shall be
effective immediately upon the Consultant's receipt of the City's written notice or such date
stated in the City's notice, whichever is later.
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B. Rights Upon Termination. In the event of termination, the City shall pay for all
services satisfactorily performed by the Consultant to the effective date of termination, as
described on a final invoice submitted to the City. Said amount shall not exceed the
amount in Section Il above. After termination, the Cily may take possession of all records
and data within the Consultant's possession pertaining to this Agreement, which records
and data may be used by the City without restriction. Upon termination, the City may take
over the work and prosecute the same to completion, by contract or otherwise. Except in
the situation where the Consultant has been terminated for public convenience, the
Consultant shall be liable to the City for any additional costs incurred by the City in the
completion of the Scope of Work and Cost referenced as Exhibit A and as modified or
amended prior to termination. "Additional Costs" shall mean all reasonable costs incurred
by the City beyond the maximum contract price specified in Section {I(A), above.

VL Discrimination

In the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this Agreement or any
sub-contract hereunder, the Consuitant, its subcontractors, or any person acting on behalf
of such Consultant or sub-consultant shall not, by reason of race, religion, color, sex,
national origin, or the presence of any sensory, mental, or physical disability, discriminate
against any person who is qualified and available to perform the work to which the
empioyment relates.

Vil. Indemnification

The Consuitant shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials,
employees, agents and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages,
losses or suits, including all legal costs and attorneys' fees, arising out of or in connection
with the performance of this Agreement, except for injuries and damages caused by the
sole negligence of the City. The City's inspection or acceptance of any of the Consultant's
work when completed shall not be grounds to avoid any of these covenants of
indemnification.

Should a court of competent jurisdiction determing that this Agreementis subject to
RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to
persons or damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of
the Consultant and the City, its officers, officials, employees, agents and volunteers, the
Consultant's liability hereunder shall be only to the extent of the Consultant's negligence.

IT 1S FURTHER SPECIFICALLY AND EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE
INDEMNIFICATION PROVIDED HEREIN CONSTITUTES THE CONSULTANT'S WAIVER
OF IMMUNITY UNDER INDUSTRIAL INSURANCE, TITLE 51 RCW, SOLELY FOR THE
PURPOSES OF THIS INDEMNIFICATION. THE PARTIES FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE
THAT THEY HAVE MUTUALLY NEGOTIATED TH!S WAIVER. THE CONSULTANTS
WAIVER OF IMMUNITY UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THIS SECTION DOES NOT
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INCLUDE, OR EXTEND TO, ANY CLAIMS BY THE CONSULTANT'S EMPLOYEES
DIRECTLY AGAINST THE CONSULTANT. .

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

VIll. Insurance

A. The Consultant shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement,
insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damage to property which may arise
from or in connection with the Consultant’s own work including the work of the Consultant's
agents, representatives, employees, sub-consultants or sub-contractors.

B. Before beginning work on the project described in this Agreement, the
Consultant shall provide evidence, in the form of a Certificate of Insurance, of the following
insurance coverage and limits (at a minimum):

1. Business auto coverage for any auto no less than a $1,000,000 each
accident limit, and '
2. Commercial General Liability insurance no less than $1,000,000 per

occurrence with a $2,000,000 aggregate. Coverage shall inciude, but
is not limited to, contractual liability, products and completed
operations, property damage, and employers liability, and

3. Professional Liability insurance with no less than $1,000,000. All .
policies and coverage’s shall be on a claims made basis.

C. The Consultant is responsible for the payment of any deductible or seif-
insured retention that is required by any of the Consultant's insurance. If the City is
reguired to contribute to the deductible under any of the Consultant’s insurance policies,
the Contractor shall reimburse the City the full amount of the deductible within 10 working
days of the City’s deductible payment.

D. The City of Gig Harbor shall be named as an additional insured on the
Consultant's commercial general liability policy. This additional insured endorsement shalt
be included with evidence of insurance in the form of a Certificate of Insurance for
coverage necessary in Section B. The City reserves the right to receive a certified and
complete copy of all of the Consultant’s insurance policies.

E. Under this agreement, the Consultant’s insurance shall be considered
primary in the event of a loss, damage or suit. The City’s own comprehensive general
liability policy will be considered excess coverage with respect to defense and indemnity of
the City only and no other party. Additionally, the Consuliant's commercial general liability
policy must provide cross-liability coverage as could be achieved under a standard ISO
separation of insured’s clause.
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F. The Consultant shall request from his insurer a modification of the ACORD
certificate to include language that prior written notification will be given to the City of Gig
Harbor at least 30-days in advance of any canceliation, suspension or material change in
the Consultant’s coverage.

IX. Exchange of Information

The City warrants the accuracy of any information supplied by it to the Consultant
for the purpose of completion of the work under this Agreement. The parties agree that the
Consultant will notify the City of any inaccuracies in the information provided by the City as
may be discovered in the process of performing the work, and that the City is entitled to
rely upon any information supplied by the Consuitant which results as a product of this
Agreement.

X. Ownership and Use of Records and Documents

Original documents, drawings, designs and reports developed under this Agreement
shall belong to and hecome the property of the City. All written information submitted by
the City to the Consultant in connection with the services performed by the Consultant
under this Agreement will be safeguarded by the Consultant to at least the same extent as
the Consultant safeguards like information relating to its own business. If such information
is publicly available or is already in consultant's possession or known to it, or is rightfully
obtained by the Consultant from third parties, the Consultant shall bear no responsibility for
its disclosure, inadvertent or otherwise.

Xl. City's Right of inspection

Even though the Consultant is an independent contractor with the authority to
control and direct the performance and details of the work authorized under this
Agreement, the work must meet the approval of the City and shall be subject to the City's
general right of inspection to secure the satisfactory completion thereof. The Consultant
agrees to comply with all federal, state, and municipal laws, rules, and regulations that are
now effective or become applicable within the terms of this Agreement to the Consuftant's
business, equipment, and personnel engaged in operations covered by this Agreement or
accruing out of the performance of such operations.

Xil. Consultant to Maintain Records to Support Independent Contractor Status

On the effective date of this Agreement (or shortly thereafter), the Consultant shall
comply with all federal and state laws applicable to independent contractors including, but
not limited to the maintenance of a separate set of books and records that reflect all items
of income and expenses of the Consultant's business, pursuant to the Revised Code of
Washington (RCW) Section 51.08.195, as required to show that the services performed by
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the Consuitant under this Agreement shall not give rise 1o an employer-employee
relationship between the parties which is subject to RCW Title 51, Industrial Insurance.

Xill. Work Performed at the Consultant's Risk

The Consultant shall take all precautions necessary and shall be responsible for the
safety of its employees, agents, and sub-consultants in the performance of the work
hereunder and shall utilize all protection necessary for that purpose. All work shall be done
at the Consultant's own risk, and the Consultant shall be responsible for any loss of or
damage to materials, tools, or other articles used or held by the Consuitant for use in
connection with the work.

XIV. Non-Waiver of Breach

The failure of the City o insist upon strict performance of any of the covenants and
agreements contained herein, or 1o exercise any option herein conferred in one or more
instances shall not be construed to be a waiver or relinguishment of said covenants,
agreements, or options, and the same shall be and remain in full force and effect.

XV. Resolution of Disputes and Governing Law

Should any dispute, misunderstanding, or conflict arise as to the terms and
conditions contained in this Agreement, the matter shall first be referred to the City
Engineer and the City shall determine the term or provision's true intent or meaning. The
City Engineer shall also decide all questions which may arise between the parties relative
to the actual services provided or to the sufficiency of the performance hereunder,

If any dispute arises between the City and the Consultant under any of the
provisions of this Agreement which cannot be resolved by the City Engineer's
determination in a reasonable time, or if the Consultant does not agree with the City's
decision on the disputed matter, jurisdiction of any resulting litigation shall be filed in Pierce
County Superior Court, Pierce County, Washington. This Agreement shall be governed by
and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Washington. The non-prevailing
party in any action brought to enforce this Agreement shall pay the other parties' expenses
and reasonable attorney's fees. '

XVL. Written Notice

All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent to the parties at the
addresses listed on the signature page of the agreement, unless notified to the contrary.
Unless otherwise specified, any written notice hereunder shall become effective upon the
date of mailing by registered or certified mail, and shall be deemed sufficiently given if sent
to the addressee at the address stated betow:

CiADocuments and Settings\dmcecrack\Local Settings\Temporary Intemnet Files\OLK29\ConsultantServicesContract_HDR-WWTP
Comp Plan Update 3-14-05.do¢
6of16

Rev: 6400

—




CONSULTANT Stephen Misiurak, P.E.

David R. Skinner, P.E. City Engineer

HDR Engineering, Inc. ' City of Gig Harbor

626 Columbia Street NW, Suite 2A 3510 Grandview Street
Olympia, Washington 98501 (3ig Harbor, Washington 98335
(360) 352-5090 (253) 851-6170

XVIl. Assignment

Any assignment of this Agreement by the Consultant without the written consent of
the City shall be void. If the City shall give its consent to any assignment, this paragraph
shall continue in full force and effect and no further assignment shall be made without the
City's consent. '

XVIil. Modification

No waiver, alteration, or modification of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall
be binding unless in writing and signed by a duly authorized representative of the City and
the Consultant.

XIX. Entire Agreement

The written provisions and terms of this Agreement, together with any Exhibits
attached hereto, shall supersede all prior verbal statements of any officer or other
representative of the City, and such statements shall not be effective or be construed as
entering into or forming a part of or altering in any manner whatsoever, this Agreement or
the Agreement documents. The entire agreement between the parties with respect to the
subject matter hereunder is contained in this Agreement and any Exhibits attached hereto,
which may or may not have been executed prior to the execution of this Agreement. All of
the above documents are hereby made a part of this Agreement and form the Agreement
document as fully as if the same were set forth herein. Shouid any language in any of the
Exhibits to this Agreement conflict with any language contained in this Agreement, then this
Agreement shall prevail.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on this
day of , 200__. .

CADocuments and Settings\dmecrackiLocal Settings\Temporary Intemet Files\OLK2RConsultantServicasContract_HDR-WWTR

Comp Plan Update 3-14-05.doc .
8of16

Rewv: 5/4/00




. CONSULTANT

By:

IS Principal

Notices to be sent to:
CONSULTANT

David R. Skinner, P.E.

HDR Engineering, Inc.

626 Columbia Street NW, Suite 2A
Olympia, Washington 98501

(360) 352-5090
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CITY OF GIG HARBOR

Mayor

Stephen Misiurak, P.E.

City Engineer

City of Gig Harbor

3510 Grandview Street

Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(253) 851-6170

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

City Attorney

ATTEST:

City Clerk
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
: ) ss.

COUNTY OF tJ Ao )
D) IL'&
| certify that | know or have satisfactory evidence that[M@,E ‘M/\H‘V\ is the

person who appeared betore me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this .
instrument, on oath stated that (he/she) was authorized to execute the instrument and

actnowled dit as the i_pb
M/ML of V/ EM/ /}5:2,/74\}-\ Inc., to be the free and

voluntary act of such party for the uses and pu\'poses mentioned in the instrument.

Dated: M 4/, 205§ _ .
e ool
T, \Ew, L M«@lqé/

{print or type name)

o Teea T
5N e g S 4
®§9 % ? y NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the

7 s 2%, 4 ; o

g {9 WOTARY ® ;;. State of Washington, Mng at: .
// I

/] ”

5 PUBLC 2 A ,
‘a,%"‘.,g:.g_g‘g.--'éf;; My Commission expires:(¢/09/0S
AN e y pires:
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) ss.
COUNTY OF PIERCE )

| certify that | know or have satisfactory evidence that _Greichen A. Wilbert is the
person who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this
instrument, on ocath stated that (he/she) was authorized to execute the instrument and
acknowledged it as the_Mavor of Gig Harbor_ to be the free and voluntary act of such
party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument.

Dated:

(print or type name)
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
State of Washington, residing at:

My Commission expires:

C\Documents and SattingsidmecrackilLocal Settings\Temporary internet Files\OLK20\CensultantServicesContract HDR-WWTP
Comp Plan Update 3-14-05.doc
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HDR Engineering, Inc.
February 17, 2005

EXHIBIT A
SCOPE OF SERVICES

Wastewater Comprehensive Plan Update

Phase | —~ Population Projections

. INTRODUCTION

The City of Gig Harbor has retained HDR to prepare an updated 20-year forecast of population
growth related to wastewater collection and treatment. This information will be used as an input
to the City's planned update of the 2002 Wastewater Comprehensive Plan.

In February 2002, the City completed an update of their 1994 Wastewater Comprehensive Plan.
The 2002 update was informative and useful, in that it further detailed the Ciiy's sewer system,
including future capital needs. However, the population and !and use data developed for the plan
does not appear to match observed conditions within the City. Since that time the City has further
developed and revised various planning tools such as the City's Comprehensive Plan, zoning,
and projected developiment areas.

This project will involve assembly of existing data and forecasts of population and expected
changes in land use. This information will be assembled as a 20-year forecast of growth within
the City and its Urban Growth Area (UGA). The forecast will be designed to be flexible and
adaptable for wastewater systern planning purposes over the coming years. Existing data will be
reviewed and verified for accuracy and relevance to the sewer system.

While the primary purpose is to support an update of the Wastewater Comprehensive Plan, the
City also recognizes there is value in using the updated forecast in planning for other utility
services and transportation needs. Therefore, HDR will explore opportunities to develop the
forecast in a format that serves the City’s other utility and transportation planning needs.

. DETAILED SCOPE OF SERVICES

The work will be accomplished as Phase 1 - Population Projections. Work on subsequent phases
may be authorized by supplement to this AGREEMENT, after negotiation of scope and budget.
Work is expected 1o start in March 2005, and be completed by July 2005.

A. Phase 1 — Population Projections

Task 1. Project Management/CONSULTANT Coordination

1.1 Project Reporting/Project Management

Purpose: Administer the project and coordinate with the CITY to facilitate efficient progress and
timely completion. Estimate assumes project duration of four months.

Approach:
¢ Prepare and submit a brief monthly status report outlining the work completed during that
month, project status, and an outline of issues to be resolved,
* Attend up to 1 monthly meeting with the CITY to discuss project related technical issues.

Prepare meeting notes for the monthly meeting documenting status, schedule, and
invoicing.
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HDR Engineering, Inc.
February 17, 2005

Task 2. Data Assembly and Review

Task 2 has been divided into three subtasks as described below.

2.1 Gather and Review Available Data

Purpose: Define how data will be used in structuring updated population forecast.

Approach:

Meet with City planning and engineering staff to identify key parameters for the
population forecast and to identify available sources of population and land use data and
forecasts.

Review 2004 City Comprehensive Plan, 2002 Wastewater Comprehensive Plan, and
buildable lands analysis conducted recently by City planning staft.

Obtain GIS coverages from City pertinent to analysis, including: UGA boundaries, City
Limiis, topography, zoning, wastewater collection basins and collection/conveyance
system, water pressure zones, and transportation zones as applicable.

Prepare GIS overlays that compare spatial breakdowns for wastewater basing, water
pressure zones, and transportation zones. Assess whether a common spatial framework
can be applied to the forecast to achieve multiple planning objectives beyond the
Wastewater Comprehensive Plan.

Provide a list of additional data desired from City. Review data provided and incorporate
in analysis of population growth and land use changes.

Request additional data from Pierce County and/or Puget Sound Regional Council, if
applicable.

Assess alternatives for spatial breakdown of population forecast. Compare alternatives
in terms of supporting wastewater comprehensive plan, water comprehensive plan,
transportation plan, and/or other City plans.

In consultation with City staff, identify “trigger” events that would stimulate development in
the City as a whole, or in certain areas where sewer service is, or will be, provided.
Include assessment of the completion of the Tacoma Narrows Bridge project as one
trigger event. ’

Prepare a technical memorandum describing available data, indicating how it will be used
to construct the population forecast, and defining one or more options for structuring the
forecast in terms of geographic areas within the City and UGA. In the event data sources
differ substantially, identify these differences so City staft can provide direction on
resolution of these differences. Include in this memorandum proposed approaches that
will enable the City to periodically update the forecast in response 1o new information or
changing conditions.

Meet with City planning and engineering staff to discuss technical memorandum and
receive direction on preparation of forecast.

Assumplions:
Data requested will be readily available in the time frame established for this project.

City Input;

Provide data requested in a timely fashion. Assist in developing assumptions that will be used in
the population forecasting model. Based on local knowledge, provide direction to resclve
differences that may exist among various data sources. Identify key limitations on growth and
development that affect ceriain zones within the City and UGA. Meet with HDR staff as indicated.
Review deliverable and provide feedback to support overall project objectives.

Deliverable:
Technical memorandum as described above.
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HER Engineering, Inc.
February 17, 2005

2.2 Scoping Effort for Extending Buildable Lands Forecast to UGA Qutside City Limits

Purpose: Determine the benefits 1o the City of a more detailed basis for assessing growth trends
within UGA outside City limits comparable to simitar information already available within City
limits. This task consists of a scoping effort only, to assess the need for this activity, determine
what data is available to support this task, determine the estimated fee for performing the work,
and develop an appropriate methodology.

Approach:

+« Meet with City planning staff to review methodology applied for buiidable lands forecast
already completed within City Limits.

s Contact Pierce County to determine nature and extent of data available to support similar
analysis for UGA area outside City limits. Prepare initial data request for submittal to
Pierce County.

« Prepare a brief technical memorandum describing methodology to be applied to the area
outside City limits and within the UGA.

+ Meet with City staff again io review proposed methodology and determine whether to

proceed with full effort of carrying out the analysis, which would be conducted as Task
2.3.

Assumptions;

The purpose of this task is solsly 1o meet the objectives of this population forecast, and is not
intended to serve other purposes.

City Input:

Provide analysis carried out previously within City limits. Contact Pierce County to encourage
provision of County data in a timely fashion. Meet with HDR staff up to two times to discuss
available data and methodology. Make the determination to authorize extra work and budget to
proceed with Task 2.3, which wilt carry out the buildable lands forecast io the UGA ouiside city

limits, or io proceed to the Task 3 Population Forecast by including only the data developed in
Task 2.1

Deliverable:
Technical Memorandum as described above.

2.3 Carry Qut Buildable Lands Forecast to UGA Outside City Limits, If Requested

Purpose: Prepare a more detailed basis for assessing growth trends within UGA outside City
fimits, comparable to similar information already available within City limits.

Approach:

« If the scoping effort in Task 2.2 indicates a high value of this activity to the City, then the
work tasks defined will be carried out and included in the population forecast. A written
authorization for extra work and budget will be used to perform this work.

« If the scoping effort in Task 2.2 does not indicate a high value of this activity to the City,
then the population forecast in Task 3 will include only the data developed in Task 2.1.

Assumptions;
To be determined as a result of Task 2.2.

City Input:
To be determined as a result of Task 2.2.

Deliverable:
To be determined as a result of Task 2.2,
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February 17, 2005

Task 3. Prepare Population Forecast

Purpose: Prepare population forecast in a format suitable for updating the City’s comprehensive
wastewater plan. The resulting model should be designed to be readily updated from time to time
as the City acquires new data or changes key assumplions in respense to actual development
patterns over time.

Approach:

+ Based on the data assembled in Task 2, and the forecasting methodology and structure
described in the Task 2 deliverables, prepare a population forecast in a format suitable
for supporting the City's wastewater comprehensive plan. Structure the forecasting
model input fields to be readily updated if new data becomes available or if key
assumptions change.

« Hold an interactive workshop with City staff (2 to 4 hours) to present a preliminary version
of the model and discuss its capabilities. Prepare maps, tables and handouts in support
of workshop. Facilitate discussions to integrate the combined knowledge of City planning
and engineering staff toward achieving project objeclives.

Document feedback received at the workshop;
Following workshop, reline the population forecast model for delivery as a draft product,
for review by City staff. Meet with City staff {o receive additional feedback.

+ Based on feedback from City, prepare final model for delivery.

The CONSULTANT will conduct an internal quality assurance program prior to the final
submittal of the population forecast. This task will supplement the continuous quality
assurance program by conducting a detailed review of the forecast for consistency and
appropriateness for the City’s needs.

Assumptions:

Existing demographic data and forecasts, and land use information available to the City, Pierce
County, Puget Sound Regional Council and/or Washington State Qifice of Financial Management
will serve as the basis of the torecast. The forecast will not be generated using a new
econometric model or new data. I will be constructed by assembling data and forecasts
available from these sources. Simple estimation techniques will be used to adjust the forecast to
be consistent with “on-the-ground” information provided by City staff.

City Input:

Engineering and planning staff attend interactive workshop and provide feedback based on local
knowledge and recent City experience. ldentify additional information or revised assumptions
that may be needed to achieve project objectives. Review draft technical memorandum and
provide comments. '

Detiverables:

Digital files in Excel containing the forecasting modei in a format that can be updated in the future
by City staff. Numerical data will be provided in tabular format, with supporting graphics.
Technical Memorandum presenting the updated population forecast, and documenting data
sources, assumptions and methodology used in constructing the forecast.

lil. EXTRA WORK

All work not described under Section [l above, will be considered Extra Work. The following tasks
are possible Extra Work items, which may be performed under a supplement to this Agreement:

1. Task 2.3: Carry Qut Buildable Land Forecast to UGA Outside City Limits
2. Development of Wastewater Comprehensive Plan Update
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Client; City of Glg Harbor Prepared by: A, Graham
Project Name: Wastewater Comprehensive Plan Update T. Hume
Phase Nams: Phase 1: Population Projections Date: 3/1/2005
Checked by:  D. Skinner
Date: 3212005
i
TOTALS Senior Senior Senior Project Word Project
WORK HOURS! PM Enginger Planner Planner Flanner CADDIGIS Processar Coniroller
CODE Task.Subtask DOLLARS $49.50 540.63 $49.06 $32.32 $28.66 $30.64 $16.32 $22.00
IPHJ\SE 1 - POPULATION PROJECTIQONS
Task ¥ - Projecti Management/CONSULTANT Coordination
t.1 Project Reporing/Project Management 40 4 24 12
$1.437.12 3198.00 397512 5264.00
Tmsk 2 - Data Asgembly and Review
2.1 Gather and Review Available Data 104 18 20 A0 16 12
$3,263.84 $704.96 $646.40 $1.146.40 $490.24 $195.64
2.2 Seoping Effort to Exlend Buildable Lands Forecast 1o UGA 46 8 24 =3 E] 4
$1,527.96 $392.43 $775.68 $171.96 $122.66 6528
2.3 Garry Qut Bulidablz Lands Forecast, Il Regusasled
The seope and fea for this lash to be determined in Task 2.2
Tash 3 - Prapare Pepulalion Forecas]
Praparg Population Forecast 118 2 4 24 64 12 12
$3.936.72 $99.00 $162.52 $1177.44 $1,934.24 $367.60 $195.84
TOTALS 208 [ 28 48 a4 14 32 28 1z
$10,065.64 $297.00 $1,137.64 $2,354.88 $1.422.08 $3.152 80 $080.48 $456.95 $264 00
CUTSIDE REIMBURSABLES SUBCONSULTANTS
Diract Salary §10,065.64 Per Digm 1)
Overhead @ 172.74% $17,387.39 Lodging 2)
Miteage/pers. Vehicls (§0.405/mie) $300,00 3
Subtotal $27,453.03 Travel 4)
Weals 5)
Fee @ $2.00 % $3,204.36 Supplies 6)
Qutside Reimblirsablas $800.00 FReproduction $300.00 7)
Subeonsullanis Telaphone $100.00 8}
Poslage/Delivery $100.00 9}
TOTAL = $31,547.39 Other 10}
Markup tor Reintt, = PEATkLIE w
Total = $300. 04} Total:
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“THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL
FROM: STEPHEN MISIURAK, P.E. i‘

CITY ENGINEER
SUBJECT: PUMP STATION 2A PROJECT

- CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT
DATE: MARCH 28, 2005

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

A budgeted objective for 2005 includes the construction of the replacement pump
station and association air relief vessel on North Harborview Drive. Construction of this
project is tentatively scheduled for July 2005. With the high volume of private
development construction projects and capital construction projects this year, additional
inspection services are needed.

In January 2004, Lewis Whitaker was hired by the city as a temporary construction
inspector to assist in the finalization of the plans and specifications and inspection
services for Pump Station 2A project. Mr. Whitaker provided many design and
construction cost-saving recommendations and is most familiarized with the project
from a construction management and inspection standpoint. While a temporary
employee, Mr. Whitaker developed a Management Information System (M!S} - a key
project management tool, and provided detailed construction management and
inspection for the Skansie Pedestrian improvement Project, Well No. 6 Sandpack,
WWTP Fine Screen Filter and Pump Station 2A Wet Well projects, as well as assisted
in the inspection of private development projects.

Mr. Whitaker has an extensive and diverse background in construction. He worked for
the City of University Place as a contracted Public Works Inspector when they
incorporated as a new city. He has extensive background in roads, bridges and
underground utilities. Mr. Whitaker has a background in environmental remediation and
hazardous waste management. He is currently principal and owner of Inspectus Inc.,
an inspection and consulting business.

Inspectus, Inc. is listed on the city’s consultant services roster and has provided
exemplary work while as a temporary employee.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

Mr. Whitaker does not carry the Commercial General Liability and Professional Liability
coverage required in our standard Consultant Services Contracts, and carries $350,000
rather than the standard $1,000,000 automobile liability coverage. | recommend that
these requirements be waived since no design work is involved. City Attorney Carol
Morris has reviewed and approved this contract.

3510 GRANDVIEW STREET * (GiG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335 ¢ {253) 851-6170 * wWwWwW.CITYORGIGHARBOR.NET



FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS

This project was anticipated in the adopted 2005 Budget and is within the Sewer
Operating budgeted allocation of $850,000, objective #2 and $150,000, objective #10
for a combined project total of $1,000,000. The Engineer's Estimate for the project is
$998,725.98. Inspectus Inc.’s contract is within this budgeted amount.

RECOMMENDATION

| recommend that the Council authorize the execution of the Consultant Services
Contract with Inspectus, Inc. for construction management and inspection services in
the amount not to exceed Fifty-four Thousand Nine Hundred Thirty-four dollars and
Ninety-eight ($54,934.98).




CONSULTANT SERVICES CONTRACT
BETWEEN THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR AND
INSPECTUS, INC.

THIS AGREEMENT is made by and between the City of Gig Harbor, a Washington
municipal corporation {(hereinafter the "City"}, and Inspectus, Inc., a corporation organized
under the laws of the State of Washington, located and doing business at 3505 View Place
North NW, Gig Harbor, Washington 98332, whose mailing address is PO Box 401, Gig
Harbor, Washington 98335 (hereinafter the "Consultant”).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, the City is presently engaged in the final design and bidding for Pump
Station 2A and desires that the Consultant perform services necessary to provide project
management and inspection services; and

WHEREAS, the Consultant agrees to perform the services more specifically
described in the Scope of Work, dated March 2, 2005, including any addenda thereto as of
the effective date of this agreement, all of which are aitached hereto as Exhibit A—Scope
of Services, and are incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein, it is
agreed by and between the parties as follows:

TERMS
[. Description of Work
The Consultant shall perform all work as described in Exhibit A.
il. Payment

A The City shall pay the Consultant an amount based on time and materials,
not 1o exceed Fifty-four thousand Nine hundred Thirty-four dollars and Ninety-eight cents
($54,934.98) for the services described in Section | herein. This is the maximum amount
to be paid under this Agreement for the work described in Exhibit A, and shall not be
exceeded without the prior written authorization of the City in the form of a negotiated and
executed supplemental agreement. PROVIDED, HOWEVER, the City reserves the right to
direct the Consultant's compensated services under the time frame set forth in Section IV
herein before reaching the maximum amount. The Consultant's staff and billing rates shall
be as described in Exhibit B. The Consuitant shall not bill for Consultant's staff not
identified or listed in Exhibit B or bill af rates in excess of the hourly rates shown in Exhibit
B; unless the parties agree to a modification of this Contract, pursuant to Section XVIlI
herein. :

PACONTRACTS & AGREEMENTS (Standard)\ConsultantServicesContract_inspectus.doc
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B. The Consultant shail submit monthly invoices to the City after such services
have been performed, and a final bill upon completion of all the services described in this
Agreement. The City shall pay the full amount of an invoice within forty-five (45} days of
receipt. If the City objects to all or any portion of any invoice, it shall so notify the
Consultant of the same within fifteen (15) days from the date of receipt and shall pay that
portion of the invoice not in dispute, and the parties shall immediately make every effort to
settle the disputed portion.

. Relationship of Parties

The parties intend that an independent contractor-client relationship will be created
by this Agreement. As the Consultant is customarily engaged in an independently
established trade which encompasses the specific service provided to the City hereunder,
no agent, employee, representative or sub-consultant of the Consultant shall be or shall be
deemed to be the employee, agent, representative or sub-consultant of the City, In the
performance of the work, the Consultant is an independent contractor with the ability to
control and direct the performance and details of the work, the City being interested only in
the results obtained under this Agreement. None of the benefits provided by the City toits
employees, including, but not limited to, compensation, insurance, and unemployment
insurance are available from the City to the employees, agents, representatives, or sub-
consultants of the Consuliant. The Consultant will be solely and entirely responsible for its
acts and for the acts of its agents, employees, representatives and sub-consultants during
the performance of this Agreement. The City may, during the term of this Agreement,
engage other independent contractors to perform the same or similar work that the
Consultant performs hereunder.

IV. Duration of Wark

The City and the Consuitant agree that work will begin on the tasks described in
Exhibit A immediately upon execution of this Agreement. The parties agree that the work
described in Exhibit A shall be completed at the same time physical completion of Pump
Station 2A Project occurs; provided however, that additional time shall be granted by the
City for extra work.

V. Termination

A Termination of Agreement. The City may terminate this Agreement, for public
convenience, the Consultant's default, the Consultant's insolvency or bankruptcy, or the
Consultant's assignment for the benefit of creditors, at any time prior to completion of the
work described in Exhibit A. If delivered to consultant in person, termination shall be
effective immediately upon the Consuitant's receipt of the City's written notice or such date
stated in the City's notice, whichever is later.

B. Rights Upon Termination. In the event of termination, the City shall pay for all
services satisfactorily performed by the Consultant to the effective date of termination, as

PACONTRACTS & AGREEMENTS (Standard)\ConsultantServicesContract_lnspectus.doc
20of12

Rev: 5/4/00




y¥

described on a final invoice submitted to the City. Said amount shall not exceed the
amount in Section |l above. After termination, the City may take possession of all records

. and data within the Consultant's possession pertaining to this Agreement, which records
and data may be used by the City without restriction. Upon termination, the City may take
over the work and prosecute the same to completion, by contract or otherwise. Except in
the situation where the Consultant has been terminated for public convenience, the
Consultant shall be liable to the City for any additionai costs incurred by the City in the
completion of the Scope of Work and Cost referenced as Exhibit A and as modified or
amended prior to termination. "Additional Costs” shall mean all reasonable costs incurred
by the City beyond the maximum contract price specified in Section lI(A), above.

Vi. Discrimination

In the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this Agreement or any
sub-contract hereunder, the Consultant, its subcontractors, or any person acting on behalf
of such Consultant or sub-consultant shall not, by reason of race, religion, color, sex,
national origin, or the presence of any sensory, mental, or physical disability, discriminate
against any person who is qualified and available to perform the work to which the
employment relates.

VII. Indemnification

The Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials,

employees, agents and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages,

. losses or suits, including all legal costs and attorneys' fees, arising out of or in connection

with the performance of this Agreement, except for injuries and damages caused by the

sole negligence of the City. The City's inspection or acceptance of any of the Consultant's

work when completed shall not be grounds to avoid any of these covenants of
indemnification.

Should a court of competent jurisdiction determine that this Agreement is subject to
RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to
persons or damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of
the Consultant and the City, its officers, officials, employees, agents and volunteers, the
Consultant's liability hersunder shall be only to the extent of the Consultant's negligence.

IT IS FURTHER SPECIFICALLY AND EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE
INDEMNIFICATION PROVIDED HEREIN CONSTITUTES THE CONSULTANT'S WAIVER
OF IMMUNITY UNDER INDUSTRIAL INSURANCE, TITLE 51 RCW, SOLELY FOR THE
PURPOSES OF THIS INDEMNIFICATION. THE PARTIES FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE
THAT THEY HAVE MUTUALLY NEGOTIATED THIS WAIVER. THE CONSULTANT’'S
WAIVER OF IMMUNITY UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THIS SECTION DOES NOT
INCLUDE, OR EXTEND TO, ANY CLAIMS BY THE CONSULTANT'S EMPLOYEES
DIRECTLY AGAINST THE CONSULTANT. -
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The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this
Agreement.

Vill. Insurance

A. - The Consultant shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement,
insurance against claims for injuries 1o persons or damage to property which may arise
from or in connection with the Consultant’s own work including the work of the Consultant's
agents, representatives, employees, sub-consultants or sub-contractors.

B. Before beginning work on the project described in this Agreement, the
Consultant shall provide evidence, in the form of a Certificate of Insurance, of the following
insurance coverage and limits (at a minimum);

1. Business auto coverage for any auto no less than a $350,000 each
accident limit, and

C. The Consultant is responsible for the payment of any deductible or self-
insured retention that is required by any of the Consultant's insurance. If the City is
required to contribute to the deductible under any of the Consultant’s insurance policies,
the Contractor shalil reimburse the City the full amount of the deductible within 10 working
days of the City’s deductible payment.

D. Under this agreement, the Consultant’s insurance shall be considered
primary in the event of a loss, damage or suit. The City's own comprehensive general
liability policy will be considered excess coverage with respect to defense and indemnity of
the City only and no other party. Additionally, the Consultant’'s commercial general liability
policy must provide cross-liability coverage as could be achieved under a standard 1SO
separation of insured’s clause.

E. The Consultant shall request from his insurer a modification of the ACORD
certificate to include fanguage that prior written notification will be given to the City of Gig
Harbor at least 30-days in advance of any cancellation, suspension or material change in
the Consultant’s coverage.

IX. Exchange of Information

The City warrants the accuracy of any information supplied by it to the Consultant
for the purpose of completion of the work under this Agreement. The parties agree that the
Consultant will notify the City of any inaccuracies in the information provided by the City as
may be discovered in the process of performing the work, and that the City is entitled to
rely upon any information supplied by the Consultant which results as a product of this
Agreement.
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X. Ownership and Use of Records and Documents

. QOriginal documents, drawings, designs and reports developed under this Agreement
shall belong to and become the property of the City. All written information submitted by
the City to the Consultant in connection with the services performed by the Consultant
under this Agreement will be safeguarded by the Consultant to at least the same exient as
the Consultant safeguards like information relating to its own business. [f such information
is publicly available or is already in consultant's possession or known 1o it, or is rightfully
obtained by the Consultant from third parties, the Consultant shall bear no responsibility for
its disclosure, inadvertent or otherwise.

Xl. City's Right of Inspection

Even though the Consultant is an independent contractor with the authority to
confrol and direct the performance and details of the work authorized under this
Agreement, the work must meet the approval of the City and shall be subject to the City's
general right of inspection to secure the satisfactory completion thereof. The Consultant
agrees to comply with alf federal, state, and municipal laws, rules, and regulations that are
now effective or become applicable within the terms of this Agreement to the Consultant's
business, equipment, and personnel engaged in operations covered by this Agreement or
accruing out of the performance of such operations.

Xll. Consultant to Maintain Records to Support Independent Contractor Status

. On the effective date of this Agreement (or shortly thereafter), the Consuitant shalf
comply with all federal and state laws applicable to independent contractors including, but
not limited to the maintenance of a separate set of books and records that reflect all items
of income and expenses of the Consultant's business, pursuant to the Revised Code of
Washington (RCW) Section 51.08.195, as required to show that the services performed by
the Consultant under this Agreement shall not give rise to an employer-employee
relationship between the parties which is subject to RCW Title 51, Industrial Insurance.

Xifl, Work Performed at the Consultant's Risk

The Consultant shall take all precautions necessary and shall be responsible for the
safety of its employees, agents, and sub-consultants in the performance of the work
hereunder and shall utilize all protection necessary for that purpose. All work shall be done
at the Consultant's own risk, and the Consultant shall be responsibie for any loss of or
damage to materials, tools, or other articles used or held by the Consultant for use in
connection with the work.
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XIV. Non-Waiver of Breach

The failure of the City to insist upon strict performance of any of the covenants and
agreements contained herein, or to exercise any option herein conferred in one or more
instances shall not be construed to be a waiver or relinquishment of said covenants,
agreements, or options, and the same shall be and remain in full force and effect.

XV. Resolution of Disputes and Governing Law

Should any dispute, misunderstanding, or contlict arise as to the terms and
conditions contained in this Agreement, the matter shall first be referred to the City
Engineer and the City shall determine the term or provision's true intent or meaning. The
City Engineer shall also decide all questions which may arise between the parties relative
to the actual services provided or to the sufficiency of the performance hereunder.

If any dispute arises between the City and the Consultant under any of the
provisions of this Agreement which cannot be resolved by the City Engineer's
determination in a reasonable time, or if the Consultant does not agree with the City's
decision on the disputed matter, jurisdiction of any resulting litigation shall be in Pierce
County Superior Court, Pierce County, Washington. This Agreement shall be governed by
and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Washington. The non-prevailing
party in any action brought to enforce this Agreement shall pay the prevailing parties’
expenses and reasonable attorney's fees.

XVI. Written Notice

All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent to the parties at the
addresses listed on the signature page of the agreement, unless notified to the contrary.
Unless otherwise specified, any written notice hereunder shall become effective upon the
date of mailing by registered or certified mail, and shall be deemed sufficiently given if sent
to the addressee at the address stated below:

CONSULTANT Stephen Misiurak, P.E.

Lewis Whitaker, Principal City Engineer

Inspectus, Inc. City of Gig Harbor

PO Box 401 ' 3510 Grandview Street

Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 - Gig Harbor, Washington 98335
(253) 851-5770 (253) 851-6170

XVIl. Assignment

Any assignment of this Agreement by the Consultant without the written consent of
the City shall be void. If the City shall give its consent to any assignment, this paragraph
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shall continue in full force and effect and no further assignment shall be made without the
City's consent.

XVII. Modification

No waiver, alteration, or modification of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall
be binding unless in writing and signed by a duly authorized representative of the City and
the Consuitant.

XiX. Entire Agreement

The written provisions and terms of this Agreement, together with any Exhibits
attached hereto, shall supersede all prior verbal statements of any officer or other
representative of the City, and such statements shall not be effective or be construed as
entering into or forming a part of or altering in any manner whatsoever, this Agreement or
the Agreement documents. The entire agreement between the parties with respect to the
subject matter hereunder is contained in this Agreement and any Exhibits attached hereto,
which may or may not have been executed prior to the eéxecution of this Agreement. All of
the above documents are hereby made a part of this Agreement and form the Agreement
document as fully as if the same were set forth herein. Should any language in any of the
Exhibits to this Agreement conflict with any language contained in this Agreement, then this
Agreement shall prevail.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, the parties have executed this Agreement on this

day of , 200___.
CONSULTANT CITY OF GIG HARBOR
By: AL : N By:
lts Principa Mayor

Notices to be sent to:

CONSULTANT . Stephen Misiurak, P.E.

Lewis Whitaker, Principal City Engineer

inspectus, Inc. - City of Gig Harbor

PO Box 401 3510 Grandview Street

Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 Gig Harbor, Washington 98335

(253) 851-5770 (253) 851-6170
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

City Attorney

ATTEST:

City Clerk

PACGONTRACTS & AGREEMENTS {Standard)\ConsuftantServicesContract_Inspectus.doc

gof12
Rev: 5/4/00




STATE OF WASHINGTON )
' } ss.
COUNTYOF pPigee )

LEnots,
| certify that | know or have satisfactory evidence that 2up waiza e=e is the
person who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this
instrument, on oath sfated that (he/she) was authorized to execute the instrument and
acknowledged it as the
PrES1pErs T of _ _inspeerees, /a4 ¢ Inc., to be the free and
voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument.

Dated: __ 3/22 /os

C,@Lﬁ:&%ﬁg

Sontty K LBliumb& iy
(print or type name)}

NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
. | State of Washington, residing at:

Pt Ems e éau./u-ry

My Commission expires:_ / 1 /a5

. LACONTRACTS & AGREEMENTS (Standard\ConsultantServicesContract _inspecius.doc
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STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) ss.
COUNTY OF PIERCE )

| certify that | know or have satisfactory evidence that _Gretchen A, Wilbert is the
person who appeared before me, and said person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this
instrument, on oath stated that (he/she} was authorized to execute the instrument and
acknowledged it as the_Mayor of Gig Harbor to be the free and voluntary act of such
party for the uses and purposes mentioned in the instrument.

Dated:
(print or type name}
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the
State of Washington, residing at:
My Commission expires:__ .
PACONTRACTS & AGREEMENTS (Standard)\ConsuttantServicesConliract_Inspecius.doc .
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. Exhibit A
March 23, 2005

Detailed Scope of Services / Construction Management and Project Inspection for PSZA

Task 1. Project Management/CONSULTANT Coordination

1.1 Project Reporting/Project Management

Purpose: Assist in the administration of the project and coordinate with the City to facilitate efficient progress
and timely completion of the project. Provide onsite inspection services for the construction of the Pump Station
2A project to ensure materials and workmanship are in compliance with the plans and specifications.

Appreach:

& Review design consultants plans and specifications for content accuracy.

e Confer with the City Engineer and City Staff regarding value engineering and design criteria.
e Develop a conceptual Project schedule and Management Information System for tracking and

documentation of all aspects of the project.
& Assist City Staff at Bid Phase and Project Award Phase.
¢ Prepare and submit a brief monthly status report outlining the work completed during that month, project
status and an outline of any issues to be resolved.

. ¢ Attend weekly project meeting with City Staff to discus related technical issues. Prepare meeting notes for
the monthly meeting documenting status, schedule and invoicing,.
e Provide an Inspector'experienced in all areas of the work involved in the construction of the Pump Station
2A Project.
¢ On City provided forms, provide a Daily Progress Report, including a daily diary and a guantity of the
contract items completed each working day for the City’s review and use.
¢ In the event that conditions require changes in the contract plans or specifications, provide possible
corrective alternatives for the City’s consideration and final decision.
¢ Provide the City with a daily overview of the construction activities during the term of the Pump Station 2A

contract.
e Provide a detailed monthly invoice for the City Engineers review and approval.

It 1s anticipated that inspection will be required if critical work is being performed. This may require overtime.
Overtime will not be used without prior approval from the City Engineer.

It is understood that the City of Gig Harbor will provide clerical staff assistance for this project.
The City of Gig Harbor will provide reimbursement for vehicle use on a mileage traveled basis.

Note: Information from the Attached Schedule of Rates and Estimated Hours Worksheet dated March 2,
2005 will be used as a basis for payment for services rendered.
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- Exhibit B
Schedule of Rates and Estimated Hours .
March 2, 2005

Rates are based on prior John Tevis Inspection Contract with City of Gig Harbor for year 2000 with known CPI
added to each consecutive year,

Based on Previous John Tevis Contract/ $26.00 Per. Hr. w/ CPI increase added per yr.

Yr. 2001 $26.00 x 3.6% CPI= 26.94

Yr. 2002 $26.94 x 1.8% CPI= 27.42

Yr. 2003 $27.42 x 1.2% CPI=27.74

Yr. 2004 $27.74 x 1.6% CPI= 28.19 _

Yr. 2005 $28.19 x 1.6% CPI=28.64  NOTE: CPI estimated for 2005 (actual unavailable at this time)

Note: Anticipated PS2A Project Management/Inspection Schedule March 7, 2005 through Feb. 6, 2006
Anticipated Pre-Construction Project Management dates: March 7, 2005 — June 3, 2005 (17 weeks)
Anticipated Project Management and Inspection dates: June 3, 2004 — February 7, 2006 (35 weeks)
Anticipated Project Field Work to start July 5, 2005 with completion on or about February 6, 2006

Anticipated vacation from June 13- July 1, 2005

Thre

The above estimate is based on Project management and Project Inspection services required to complete the
Pump Station 2A Project.

Notes:
1. Personal vehicle will be utilized with appropriate insurance coverage/ please advise.

Prepared by: Lewis Bud Whitaler 3.2.05
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‘“THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL
FROM: STEVE OSGUTHORPE, AICP /z/a,
PLANNING MANAGER )
SUBJECT: SECOND READING OF ORDINANCE ADOPTING A HISTORIC

PRESERVATION ORDINANCE
DATE: MARCH 28, 2005
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

Attached for the Council’s review is a draft ordinance adopting a new chapter
containing standards pertaining to historic preservation. The purpose of the
standards is to encourage historic preservation in the city through the
establishment of procedures for identifying and nominating historic properties for
placement on a local register, for reviewing proposed changes to historic
properties that owners have voluntarily placed on the local register, and for
encouraging retention of historic properties through a special tax incentive called
“special valuation.” This would require establishment of a Local Review Board,
which would be responsible for carrying out the above objectives. Once
established, the city may then be eligible for Certified Local Government (CLG)
status, which is official recognition by the State that the city qualifies for all
grants, resources and help that are available from and administered to the State
through the Department of the Interior.

The Local Review Board administers the various provisions of historic
preservation and special valuation. In conjunction with the proposed historic
preservation ordinance, therefore, is a separate ordinance amending Chapter
2.21 designating the DRB as the Local Review Board (LRB). The ordinance
amending Chapter 2.21 is more fully addressed separately.

The proposed historic preservation ordinance has been reviewed by the Design
Review Board. The DRB voted unanimously to forward a positive
recommendation to the Planning Commission and City Council.

The Planning Commission heid a public hearing on this ordinance on March 3,
2005. There was no public opposition to the proposed ordinance. After the
hearing, the Planning Commission suggested a few minor changes for
clarification purposes then voted unanimously to forward a positive
recommendation to the City Council. The Planning Commission’s recommended
changes were incorporated into a draft ordinance that was presented to the
Council on March 14, 2005 for a first reading and public hearing. There was no
public opposition expressed at the Council’s public hearing. A number of
individuais commented in favor of the proposed ordinance.
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POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

Comprehensive Plan: The Design Element of the City of Gig Harbor's
Comprehensive Plan has several goals and policies related to historic
preservation. The proposed historic preservation ordinance is consistent with,
and furthers the goals of, these goals and policies.

Gig Harbor Municipal Code: Chapter 2.21 defines the role of the Design Review
Board and also member responsibilities and qualifications.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The SEPA Responsible Official issued a Determination of Non-Significance
(DNS) on this proposal on January 28, 2005. The comment deadline on the DNS
was February 18, 2005. The DNS is now final.

FISCAL IMPACTS
There are no adverse fiscal impacts associated with this proposal.

RECOMMENDATION
The staff recommends approval of the ordinance as presented.




ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON,
RELATING TO HISTORIC PRESERVATION, ADDING A NEW
CHAPTER 17.97 TO THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE
ESTABLISHING PROCEDURES FOR THE  VOLUNTARY
DESIGNATION OF PROPERTIES TO THE CITY REGISTER OF
HISTORIC PROPERTIES; DESCRIBING THE CRITERIA FOR
DETERMINING DESIGNATION IN THE CITY’'S REGISTER;
EXPLAINING THE EFFECT OF SUCH DESIGNATION, INCLUDING THE
PROPERTY’S ELIGIBILITY FOR SPECIAL TAX VALUATION;
DESCRIBING THE PROCESS FOR MAINTENANCE AND
MONITORING OF SUCH PROPERTIES; DELEGATING THE
AUTHORITY FOR IMPLEMENTATION TO THE DESIGN REVIEW
BOARD; AUTHORIZING THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD TO ENTER
INTO AGREEMENTS WITH PROPERTY OWNERS TO REQUIRE
COMPLIANCE WITH RCW 84.26.050(2); ADDING DEFINITIONS AND
AN APPEAL PROCESS FOR DECISION MAKING

WHEREAS, the historical structures, sites and districts in the City of Gig Harbor
are an integral part of the heritage, education, economic base and visual quality of the
City; and

WHEREAS, the recognition, enhancement, perpetuation and continued use of
the City’s historic resources will promote civic pride and the prosperity and general
welfare of the City’s inhabitants, and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor wishes to encourage preservation of its
historic resources; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 84.26 of the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) declares
that it is in the public interest of the people of the state of Washington t0 encourage
maintenance, improvement, and preservation of privately owned historic landmarks, and
to achieve this end provides for a local review board with duties to include determining
that properties are eligible historic properties and entering into a maintenance covenant
with the owner for the duration of the special valuation; and




WHEREAS, the purpose of this ordinance is therefore to provide for the
identification, enhancement, perpetuation and use of historic resources within the City of
Gig Harbor in order to:

1.

Safeguard the heritage of the City as represented by those sites, buildings,
districts structures and objects which reflect significant elements of the City's
history.

. Strengthen the economic vitality of the City of Gig Harbor by promoting the

stabilization and improvement of property values in historic areas, and by
maintaining those structures that contribute to the City’s visual quality and
identity.

Foster civic and neighborhood pride in the beauty and accomplishments of
the past, and a sense of identify based on the City’s history.

Protect and enhance the City’s ability to attract tourists and visitors, thereby
stimulating the local economy.

Assist, encourage and provide incentives to private owners for preservation,
restoration, redevelopment and use of outstanding historic buildings, districts,
structures, objects and sites.

Promote and facilitate the early identification and resolution of conflicts
between the preservation of historic resources and alternative land uses. -

Conserve valuable material and energy resources by ongoing use and
maintenance of the existing built environment; and

Assure the safety of residents and visitors in buildings of historic significance.

WHEREAS, the City SEPA Responsible Official issued a on

for this Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, on , a copy of this Ordinance was sent to the
Washington State Department of Community Trade and Development; and

WHEREAS, on , the Planning Commission held a public

hearing on this Ordinance and

WHEREAS, on , the City Council considered the Planning
Commission's recommendation at a regular City Council meeting; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, DO
ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: :




“

. Section 1. A new chapter 17.97 is hereby added to Gig Harbor Municipal Code,
which shall read as follows:

Chapter 17.97
Historic Preservation

17.97.010 Purpose. The purpose of this chapter is to provide for
the identification, evaluation, designation and protection of designated
historic and prehistoric resources within the boundaries of the City of Gig
Harbor, and preserve and rehabilitate eligible historic properties within the
City for future generations through special valuation, a property tax
incentive, as provided in chapter 84.26 RCW, in order to:

A. Safeguard the heritage of the City as represented by those
huildings, objects, sites and structures which reftect significant elements of
the City’s history;

B. Foster civic and neighborhood pride in the beauty and
accomplishments of the past, and a sense of identity based on the City'’s
history;

. C. Stabilize or improve the aesthetic and economic vitality and
values of such sites, improvemenis and objects;

D. Assist, encourage, and provide incentives to private owners for
voluntary preservation, restoration, redevelopment and use of outstanding
historic buildings, districts, objects, sites and structures;

E. Promote and facilitate the early identification and resolution of
conflicts between preservation of historic resources and alternative land
uses; and

F. Conserve valuable material and energy resources by ongoing
use and maintenance of the existing built environment.

17.97.020. Definitions. The following words and terms when used
in this chapter shall mean as follows, unless a different meaning clearly
appears from the context:

A. “Historic Inventory” or “Inventory” means the comprehensive
inventory of historic and prehistoric resources within the boundaries of the
City of Gig Harbor.




B. “Design Review Board” or “DRB” is the board established to
carry out the provisions of this Chapter as created by Chapter 2.21,
GHMC.

C. “Register of Historic Places,” “Local Register,” or “Register,”
means the listing of locally designated properties provided for in Section
17. 97.040.

D. “Actual Cost of Rehabilitation” means costs incurred within
twenty-four months prior to the date of a special valuation application and
directly resulting from one or more of the following: (1) improvements to an
existing building located on or within the perimeters of the original
structure; or (2) improvements outside of but directly attached to the
original structure which are necessary to make the building fully useable
but shall not include rentable/habitable floor-space attributable to new
construction; or (3) architectural and engineering services attributable fo
the design of the improvements; or (4) all cosis defined as “qualified
rehabilitation expenditures” for purposes of the federal historic
preservation investment tax credit.

E. “Building” is a structure constructed by human beings. This
includes both residential and nonresidential buildings, main and accessory
buildings.

F. “Certificate of Appropriateness” means the document indicating
that the DRB has reviewed the proposed changes to a local register
property and certified the changes as not adversely affecting the historic
characteristics of the property which contribute to its designation.

G. “Certified Local Government” or “CLG” means the designation
reflecting that the local government has been jointly certified by the State
Historic Preservation Officer and the National Park Service as having
established its own historic preservation commission and a program
meeting Federal and State standards.

H. “Class of properties eligible to apply for Special Valuation”
means all properties within the City of Gig Harbor listed on the National
Register of Historic Places which have been substantially rehabilitated at a
cost and within a time period which meets the requirements set forth in
chapter 84.26 RCW, until the City becomes a Certified Local Government.
Once a CLG, the class of properties eligible to apply for Special Valuation
in the City means City historic properties listed on the City’'s Register of
Historic Places or properties certified as contributing to a City Historic
Register or Historic District which have been substantially rehabilitated at
a cost and within a time period which meets the requirements set forth in
chapter 84.26 RCW.




I. “Cost” means the actual cost of rehabilitation, which cost shall be
at least twenty-five percent of the assessed valuation of the historic
property, exclusive of the assessed value attributable to the land, prior to
rehabilitation.

J.  “Emergency Repair’ means work necessary to prevent
destruction or dilapidation to real property or structural appurtenances
thereto immediately threatened or damaged by fire, flood, earthquake or
other disaster.

K.  “Historic Property” means real property, together with
improvements thereon, except property listed in a register primarily for
objects buried below ground, which is listed in a local register of a
Certified Local Government or the National Register of Historic Piaces.

L. “Incentives” are such rights or privileges or combination thereof
which the City or other local, state or federal body or agency, by virtue of
applicable present or future legislation, may be authorized to grant or
obtain for the owner(s) of Regisier properties. Examples of economic
incentives include but are not limited to, tax relief, transfer of development
rights, fagade easements, preferential leasing policies, beneficial
placement of public improvements or amenities.

M. “Local Review Board” used in chapter 84.26 RCW and chapter
254-20 WAC for the special valuation of historic properties means the
Design Review Board created by Chapter 2.21, GHMC.

N. “National Register of Historic Places” means the national listing
of properties significant to our cultural history because of their
documented importance to our history, architectural history, engineering,
or cultural heritage.

0. “Object” means a thing of functional, aesthetic, cultural,
historical or scientific value that may be, by nature or design, movable yet
related to a specific setting or environment.

P. “Ordinary Repair and Maintenance” means work for which a
permit issued by the City is not required by law, and where the purpose
and effect of such work is to correct any deterioration or decay of or
damage to the real property or structure appurtenance therein and to
restore the same, as nearly as may be practicable, to the condition prior to
the occurrence of such deterioration, decay or damage.

Q. “Owner” of property is the fee simple owner of record as exists
on the records of the Pierce County Assessor.




R. “Significance” or "significant” used in the context of historic
significance means the following: a property with local, state or national
significance is one which helps in the understanding of the history or
prehistory of the local area, state or nation (whichever is applicable) by
illuminating the local, statewide, or nationwide impact of the events or
persons associated with the property, or its architectural type or style in
information potential. The local area can include the City of Gig Harbor,
Pierce County or Puget Sound, Washington, or a modest geographic or
cultural area, such as a neighborhood. Local significance may apply to a
property that illustrates a theme that is important to one or more localities;
state significance to a theme important to. the history of the state; and
national significance to property of exceptional value in representing or
fllustrating an important theme in the history of the nation.

S. “Site” is a place where a significant event or pattern of events
occurred. It may be the location of prehistoric or historic occupation or
activities that may be marked by physical remains; or it may be the
symbolic focus of a significant event or paitern of events that may not
have been actively occupied. A site may be the location of ruined or now
non-extant building or structure of the location itself possesses historic,
cultural or archaeological significance.

T. “Special Valuation for Historic Properties” or “Special Valuation”
or “Special Property Tax Valuation” means the local option program which
when implemented makes available to property owners a special tax
valuation for rehabilitation of historic properties under which the assessed
value of an eligible historic property is determined at a rate that excludes,
for up to ten years, the actual cost of the rehabilitation (chapter 84.26
RCW).

U. “State Register of Historic Places” means the state listing of
properties significant to the community, state, or nation, but which may or
may not meet the criteria of the National Register.

V. “Structure” is a work made up of interdependent and interrelated
parts in a definite pattern of organization. Constructed by man, it is often
an engineering project.

W. “Waiver of a Certificate of Appropriateness” or “Waiver’ means
the document indicating that the DRB has reviewed the proposed whole or
demolition of a local register property and failing to find alternatives to
demolition has issued a waiver of a Certificate of Appropriateness which
allows the building or zoning official to issue a permit for demolition.




m

. X,  “Washington State Advisory Council’s Standards for the
Rehabilitation and Maintenance of Historic Properties” or "State Advisory’s
Council's Standards” means the rehabilitation and maintenance standards
used by the City Design Review Board as minimum requirements for
determining whether or not an historic property is eligible for special
valuation and whether or not the property continues to be eligible for
special valuation once it has been so classified.

17.97.040. Reqgister of Historic Places.

A. Criteria for Determining Designation in the Register. Any building,
structure, or site may be designated for inclusion in the City of Gig Harbor
Historic Preservation Register if it is significantly associated with the history,
architecture, archaeology, engineering, or cultural heritage of the community, if it
has integrity; is at least 50 years old, or is of lesser age and has exceptional
importance; and if it falls in at least one of the following categories:

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant
contribution to the broad patterns of national, state or local history;

2. Embodies the distinctive architectural characteristics of a type,
period, style, or method of design or construction, or represents a significant and
distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.

. 3. Is an outstanding work of a designer, builder, or architect who
has made a substantial contribution 1o the art.

4. Exemplifies or refiects special elements of the City’s cultural,
special, economic, political, aesthetic, engineering, or architectural history;

5. Is associated with the lives of persons significant in national,
state or local history;

6. Has yielded or may be likely to yield important archaeological
information related to history or prehistory;

7. Is a building or structure removed from its original location but
which is significant primarily for architectural value, or which is the only surviving
structure significantly associated with a historic person or event;

8. Is a birthplace or grave of a historical figure of outstanding
importance and is the only surviving structure or site associated with that person;

9. Is a cemstery which derives its primary significance from age,
from distinctive design features, or from association with historic events, or
cultural patterns;

10. Is a reconstructed building that has been executed in an
historically accurate manner on the original site;

11. Is a creative and unique example of folk architecture and
design created by persons not formally trained in the architectural or design
professions, and which does not fit into formal architectural or historical

. categories.




B. Process for Designating Properties to the City Register of Historical
Properties.

1. Property owners may nominate a building, structure, site, or
object for inclusion in the City Register of Historical Properties. Members of the
DRB or the DRB as a whole may generate nominations and may sponsor
nominations submitted by members of the public, In its designation
recommendation, the DRB shall consider the City’s historic property Inventory
and the City Comprehensive Plan, and shall recommend inclusion on the
Register only if the owner is willing to have his/her property included on the
Register.

2. In the case of individual properties, the designation shall include
the tax parcel number, a full legal description of the property, references and all
features — interior and exterior — and outbuildings that contribute to its
designation.

3. The DRB shall consider the merits of the nomination, according
to the criteria in Section 17.97.040(A) at a public meeting. Notice shall be
provided to the public and the owner(s) of the property, and the authors of the
nomination, as provided in Chapter 17.98.050(B)(5)(a). If the DRB finds that the
nominated property is eligible for the City’s Register of Historical Properties, the
DRB shall make recommendation to the City Council that the property be listed in
the register with the owner's consent. The City Council shall make a final
determination according to the criteria in Section 17.97.040(A). The property
owners and the authors of the nomination, if different, shall be notified of the
listing.

4. Properties listed in the City’s Register of Historical Properties
shall be recorded on official zoning records with an “HR” (for Historic Register)
designation. This designation shall not change or modify the underlying zone
classification.

C. Removal of Properties from the Register. In the event that any
property is no longer deemed appropriate for designation to the City’s Register of
Historical Properties, the DRB may initiate removal from such designation by the
same procedure as provided for in establishing the designation, Section
17.97.040(B). The City Council makes the final decision on a proposed removall
of propenty from the City’s Register of Historical Properties. A property may be
removed from the City’s Register of Historical Properties without the owner's
consent, and the City Council shall remove the property from the City’s Register
if the owner requests removal.

D. Effects of Listing on the Register.




1. Listing on the City Historicat Register is an honorary designation
denoting significant association with the historic, archaeological, engineering, or
cultural heritage of the community. Properties are listed individually.

2. Prior to the commencement of any work on a register property,
excluding ordinary repair and maintenance and emergency measures defined in
Section 17.97.020(K)}, the owner must request and receive a Certificate of
Appropriateness from the DRB for the proposed work. Violation of this rule shall
be grounds for the DRB to review the property for removal from the register.

3. Prior to whole or pariial demolition of a register property, the
owner must request and receive a waiver of a Certificate of Appropriateness.

4. Once the City is cerlified as a Certificated Local Government
(CL@G), all properties on the City Historic Register may be eligible for Special Tax
Valuation on their rehabilitation {(Section 17.97.020(U)).

17.97.050. Review of Changes to Properties Listed on the City's Register
of Historic Places,

A. Review Required. No person shall change the use, construct any new
building or structure, or reconstruct, alter, restore, remodel, repair, move, or
demolish any existing property on the City Historic Begister without review by the
DRB and without receipt of a Certificate of Appropriateness, or in the case of
demolition, a waiver, as a result of the review.

B. Exemptions. Ordinary repair and maintenance — which includes
painting — or emergency measures defined in Section 17.97.020(K), do not
require a Certificate of Appropriateness.

C. Review Process.

1. Application for Review and lIssuance of a Certificate of
Appropriateness or Waiver.

A complete application for a Certificate of Appropriateness or waiver shall include
the following:

a. A compieted application on a form provided by the Community Development
Department;

b. A written description of the existing use of the registered structure and the
proposed use of the registered structure.

¢. Comprehensive exterior photographs showing all exterior facades of the
registered structures, and close-up photographs of all existing architectural
detailing and characteristics of the structure (e.9., siding, trim, turnings, braces,



window design). If available, historic photos that show the structure’s original or
earlier design and detailing. _

d. Comprehensive interior photographs showing room layouts and architectural
features and details, (e.g., door and trim design, wall finishes and textures,
arches, niches, stair details, window design, wall panels, ceiling panels, and
fixtures). Interior photographs are necessary only for special valuation
applications.

d. A written description of the proposed changes to the registered structure,
including: '

i. Information on building materials proposed for removal and/or
replacement, and stated reasons for removal or replacement as opposed to
repair and retention;

ii. Changes to door and window design (fenestration);

iii. Changes to siding, trim and architectural detailing.

iii. Changes to the existing massing or form of the building, including
additions, demolitions, roof modifications, and enclosure of porches, decks, efc..
e. Elevation drawings, minimum % inch scale, depicting the structure with all
proposed changes (except demolitions);

f. A written description of proposed cleaning, refinishing or resurfacing

technigues, explaining how retained historic materials will be protected and

preserved.

g. A description of existing exterior building colors, original building colors (if

known) and proposed building colors.

h. A statement explaining how the applicant believes the proposed changes
meet the criteria for approval outlined in Section 17.95.050(C)(3), GHMC.

i. A written waiver acknowledging that the application will not be processed
under GHMC Title 19.

2. Review of permits 1o work on a property listed on the Register of
Historical Properties. The community development director or designee shall
report any application for a permit to work on a designated City Register property
to the DRB. If the activity is not exempt from review, the staff shall notify the
applicant of the review requirements. The City shall not issue any permit for
work on a designated City Register property until a Certificate of Appropriateness
or a waiver is received from the DRB, but shall work with the DRB in providing
information on required building and fire code requirements.

3. DRB Review. All applications for a certificate of appropriateness
or a waijver shall be forwarded to the DRB for review and final decision. The
DRB shall hold a public meeting on the application and review the proposed work
according to the criteria listed in GHMC Section 17.95.050(C){(4). The DRB shall
issue a written decision within 30 days after the public meeting on the
application. The DRB’s processing of an application is exempt from project
permit processing in GHMC Title 19, with the exception of the appeal provisions
of Chapter 19.06 GHMC.
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The DRB’s decision shall be in writing and shall state the findings of fact and
conclusions relied upon for the decision. Any conditions agreed to by the
applicant in this review process shall become conditions of approval of the
Certificate of Appropriateness. If the owner agrees to the DRB’s decision and all
conditions pertaining to the decision, a Certificate of Appropriateness shall be
granted by the DRB, and the City may issue permits for the proposed work. if
the owner does not agree with the DRB’s decision, then permits may be issued
only if the structure is removed from the City’s Historic Register under the
provisions of Section 17.97.040(C). Issuance of any permit pursuant to this
chapter shall not provide an exemption from compliance with any other
applicable code or ordinance including, but not limited to, fire, plumbing, and
mechanical codes.

4. Criterta for Certificate of Appropriateness Approval. The
following standards for rehabilitation and maintenance of historic properties
(based upon the Washington State Advisory Council standards for rehabilitation
and maintenance of historic properties in WAC 254-20-100) shall be the basis for
the DRB’s decision on a Certificate of Appropriateness:

a. Rehabilitation.

i. Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for
an historic property which requires minimal alteration of the building, structure,
or site and its environment, or to use an historic property for its originally
intended purpose.

ii. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure
or site and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of
any historic material or distinctive architeciural features should be avoided when
possible.

iii. All buildings, structures, and sites shall be recognized as products of
their own time. Alterations that have no historical basis and which seek to creale
an earlier appearance shall be discouraged.

iv. Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are
gvidence of the history and development of a building, structure, or site and its
environment. These changes may have acquired significance in their own right,
and this significance shall be recognized and respected.

v. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which
characierize a building, structure or site shall be treated with sensitivity.

vi. Deteriorated architeciural features shall be repaired rather than
replaced, whenever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new
material should match the material being replaced in composition, design, color,
texture, and other visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural
features should be based on accurate duplication of features, substantiated by
historic, physical, or pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the
availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or structures.

11



vii. The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the
gentlest means possible. Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will
damage the historic building materials shall not be undertaken.

viii. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve
archaeological resources aifected by, or adjacent to, any project.

ix. Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing
properties shall not be discouraged when such alterations and additions do not
destroy significant historical architectural or cultural material, and such design is
compatible with the size, scale, color, material, and character of the property,
neighborhood, or neighborhood, and when such design is consistent with all
other applicable design and development regulations.

x. Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be
done in such a manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in
the future, the essential form and integrity of the structure would be unimpaired.

b. Maintenance.

i. Buildings and structures shall not be allowed to deteriorate beyond the
point where routine maintenance and repair will return them to good condition.

ii. Buildings shall be kept in a safe and habitable condition at all times.
Structural defects and hazards shall be corrected. Any condition which
constitutes a fire hazard shall be eliminated.

fii. Buildings shall be protected against ongoing water damage due to
defective roofing, flashing, glazing, caulking, or other causes. Moisture
condensation resulting from inadequate heat or ventilation shall be eliminated if
present at levels sufficient to promote rot or decay of building materials.

iv. Deteriorated exterior architectural features and any broken or missing
doors and windows shall be repaired or replaced.

v. Painted exterior surfaces shall be maintained and repainted as
necessary to prevent a deteriorated appearance or damage to the subsirate.
Exterior masonry surfaces shall be tuck pointed where required to maintain the
mortar in sound condition. Finished tuck pointing shall match the original mortar
joint in hardness and appearance.

5. Demolition. A waiver of the Certificate of Appropriateness is
required before a permit may be issued to allow whole or partial demolition of a
designated City historic property. The owner or his/her agent shall apply to the
DRB for a review of the proposed demolition and request a waiver. The waiver
shall be placed on the DRB’s meeting agenda, and the DRB and applicant shall
discuss and consider alternatives to demolition. Additional meetings on the
waiver may be held up to 45 calendar days after the initial meeting of the DRB on
the waiver, unless either party requests an extension and the owner agrees in
writing to the extension beyond the 45 days. If no request for an extension is
made and no alternative 10 demolition has been agreed to, the DRB shall issue
the waiver from the Certificate of Appropriateness. When issuing a waiver, the
DRB may request the owner to mitigate the loss of the City Historic Register
property by means determined by the DRB. Mitigation may include, but not be
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limited to: retention of site improvements, structural accessories, materials or
design motifs that could be incorporated into new site development;
documentation of the historic property, which may include an Historic American
Building Survey (HABS); historic plaques or monuments placed on the site to
provide information of the site and importance of the historic structure. Any
conditions recommended by the DRB may be voluntarily complied with by the
applicant. After the property is demolished, the DRB shall initiate removal of the
property from the register.

6. Appeal of Approval or Denial of a Waiver of a Certificate of
Appropriateness. The DRB’s decision regarding a waiver of a Certificate of
Appropriateness may be appealed to the City Council within ten working days
under the provisions of Chapter 19.06 GHMC. The appeal must state the
grounds upon which the appeal is based.

17.97.060. Review and Monitoring of Propernies for Special Property Tax
Valuation. Special valuation for historic properiies makes available to property
owners a special tax valuation for rehabilitation of historic properties under which
the assessed value of an eligible historic property is determined at a rate that
excludes, for up to ten years, the actual cost of the rehabilitation (chapter 84.26
RCW). '

A. Eligible Properties for Special Property Tax Valuation. The class of
historic propenty eligible to apply for Special Valuation in the City means all
properties listed on the National Register of Historic Places or certified as
contributing to a National Register Historic District which have been substantially
rehabilitated at a cost and within a time period which meets the requirements set
forth in chapter 84.26 RCW, until the City becomes a Certified Local Government
(CLG). Once a CLG, the class of property eligible to apply for Special Valuation
in the City means all properties listed in the City Register which have been
substantially rehabilitated at a cost and within a time period which meets the
requirements set forth in chapter 84.26 RCW,

B. Application for Special Property Tax Valuation. Application for special
valuation is made at the Pierce County Assessor's office. The Assessor then
forwards applications to the City for review and a decision by the local review
board (DRB).

C. Contents of a complete application. A complete application for Special
Valuation shall consist of the following documentation:
1. Al information required by the Pierce County Assessor’s office
for a complete application.
2. Alegal description of the historic property;
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3. Comprehensive exterior and interior photographs of the historic
property before and after rehabilitation;

4. Architectural plans or other legible drawings depicting the
completed rehabilitation work, and

5. A notarized affidavit attesting to the actual cost of the
rehabilitation work completed prior fo the date of application and the period of
time during which the work was performed and documentation of both to be
made available to the DRB upon request.

D. Time Frame for Processing Applications for Special Property Tax
Valuation.

1. Applications for special property tax valuation forwarded to the
City by the Pierce County Assessor shall be reviewed by the DRB before
December 31 of the calendar year in which the application is made, provided the
application is submitted in time to be reviewed by the DRB before the end of the
calendar yeat.

2 DRB decisions regarding the applications shall be filed with the
assessor within ten calendar days of issuance.

- E. Application Review Procedures. Applications for special property tax
valuation shall be processed as follow:

1. The assessor forwards the application to the City Community
Development Department, which determines if the application is complete.

2. The DRB reviews the application(s) and determines if the
“properties meet the criteria set forth in Section 17.97.060(C)(1)of this chapter.

a. |If the DRB finds the properties meet the criteria for
approval, then, on behalf of the City, it enters into a Historic Preservation Special
Valuation Agreement set forth Section 17.97.060(D) of this chapter with the
owner. Upon execution of the agreement between the owner and DRB, the DRB
approves the application(s).

b. If the DRB determines the properties do not meet all the
criteria, then it shall deny the application(s).

3. The DRB provides its decisions in writing and states the facts
upon which the approvals or denials are based. The Community Development
Department then files copies of the decision with the Pierce County Assessor.

4. For approved applications, the Community Development
Department;

a. Forwards copies of the agreements, applications and
supporting documentation (as required by WAC 254-20-090(4) and identified in
Section 17.97.060(C)(2) of this chapter), to the Pierce County Assessor.

b. Notifies the state review board that the properties have
been approved for special valuation.
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. 5. For approved applications, the DRB:
a. Monitors the properties for continued compliance with the
terms of the special valuation agreement with the property owner.
b. Determines whether or not properties are disqualified
from special valuation either because of
i. The owner's failure to comply with the terms of the
agreement or
ii. Because of a loss of historic value resulting from physical
changes to the building or site.

6. For disqualified properties, in the event that the DRB concludes
that a property is no longer qualified for special valuation, the DRB shall notify
the owner, assessor and state review board in writing and state the fact
supporting its findings.

F. Property Review Criteria. In its review the DRB shall determine if the
properties meet all the following criteria:

1. The property is historic property,;

2. The property is included within a class of historic property
determined eligible for Special Valuation by the City under Section 17.97.040 of
this chapter;

3. The property has been rehabilitated at a cost which meets the
definition set forth in RCW 84.26.020(2) (and identified in Section 17.97.020(1) of
this chapter) within twenty-four months prior to the date of application; and

. 4. The property has not been altered in any way which adversely
affects those elements which qualify it as historically significant as determined by
applying the Standards for the Rehabilitation and Maintenance of Historic
Properties listed in Section 17,97.050(C){(4) of this chapter.

5. Rehabilitation work done after the property was placed on the
national or local register of historic structures and within the past 24 months
received or is eligible to receive a Certificate of Appropriateness as required in
Section 17.97.050 of this chapter. _

6. Rehabilitation and Maintenance Criteria. The Washington State
Advisory Council's Standards for the Rehabilitation and Maintenance of Historic
Properties in WAC 254-20-100 shall be used by the DRB as minimum
requirements for determining whether or not a historic property is eligible for
special valuation and whether or not the property continues to be eligible for
special valuation once it has been so classified.

G. Agreement. The following historic preservation special valuation
agreement shall be used by the DRB as the agreement necessary to comply with
the requirements of RCW 84.26.050(2).




This Historic Preservation Agreement is enfered into on this ___ day of
20__ by and between (hereinafter referred 1o as

APPLICANT) and the Design Review Board (DRB) (hereinafter referred to as
LOCAL REVIEW BOARD).

WHEREAS APPLICANT is the owner of record of the historic property
commenly known as , located at
, State of Washington, as more fully described
_in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference
(hereinafter referred to as PROPERTY); and

WHEREAS APPLICANT has requested special valuation of the
PROPERTY pursuant to chapter 84.26. RCW; and

WHEREAS the LOCAL REVIEW BOARD has determined that the
property has been substantially rehabilitated within the two year period preceding
the date of application and the actual cost of said rehabilitation equals or
exceeds twenty-five percent of the assessed valuation of the PROPERTY prior to
the improvements; and

WHEREAS the LOCAL REVIEW BOARD has verified that the
PROPERTY is historic property that falls within a class of property determined
eligible for special valuation by local ordinance or administrative rule; and

WHEREAS the LOCAL REVIEW BOARD finds that the rehabilitation work
has not altered the PROPERTY in any way which adversely affects those
elements which qualify it as historically significant;

NOW THEREFORE, in recognition of the foregoing, the APPLICANT
enters into this AGREEMENT with the LOCAL REVIEW BOARD and agrees to
adhere to the following terms and conditions for the ten-year period of the special
valuation classification;

1. APPLICANT agrees to comply with the Washington State Advisory

Council’s Standards for the Maintenance and Rehabilitation of Historic
Property as set forth in Exhibit B, which is attached hereto and by this
reference incorporated herein.

2. APPLICANT agrees the property shall not be altered without the prior
written consent of the LOCAL REVIEW BOARD signed by a duly
authorized representative thereof. No construction, alteration or
remodeling or any other action shall be undertaken or permitted to be
undertaken which would affect the historic character of the
PROPERTY which classifies it as eligible for special valuation, or
which would affect the appearance of the PROPERTY as depicted in
the photographs attached hereto and incorporated herein by this
reference as Exhibits through _____, or which would adversely
affect the structural soundness of the PROPERTY; provided, however,
that the reconstruction, repair, repainting, or refinished of presently
existing parts or elements of the PROPERTY subject to this
Agreement, damage to which has resulted from casualty loss,
deterioration or wear and tear, shall be permitted without the prior
approval of the LOCAL REVIEW BOARD, provided that such
reconstruction, repair, repainting, or refinishing is performed in a
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. manner which will not alter the appearance of those elements of the
PROPERTY subject to this AGREEMENT as they are as of this date.
Exterior changes which shall require the consent of the LOCAL
REVIEW BOARD shall include, but not be limited to, any substantial
structural change or any change in design, color or materials.

3. APPLICANT agrees the PROPERTY shall not be demolished without
prior written consent of the local review board.

4. APPLICANT agrees to make historic aspects of the PROPERTY
accessible to the public one day each year if the PROPERTY is not
visible from a public right of way.

5. APPLICANT agrees to monitor the PROPERTY for its continued
qualification for special valuation and notify the Pierce County
Assessor within 30 days if the PROPERTY becomes disqualified
because of

a. aloss of historic integrity,

b. sale or transfer to new ownership exempt from taxation, or

¢. sale or transfer to new ownership which does not intend to
agree to the terms of this Agreement nor file a notice of
compliance form with the Pierce County Assessor.

6. The APPLICANT and LOCAL REVIEW BOARD both agree that there
shall be no changes in standards of maintenance, public access,
. alteration, or report requirements, or any other provision of this
Agreement, during the period of the classification without the approval
of all parties to this Agreement. '

Term_of the Agreement. This Agreement shall take effect immediately
upon signature and remain in effect until the propenrty is no longer eligible for
special valuation either through disqualification under RCW 84.26.080 or upon
expiration of the ten-year period of special valuation commencing January 1,
20___, and ending December 31, 20___.

Hold Harmless. The APPLICANT or its successors or assigns shall hold
the State and the LOCAL REVIEW BOARD harmless from any and all liability and
claims which may be asserted against the State and the LOCAL REVIEW BOARD
as result of this Historic Preservation Special Valuation Agreement or the
participation by the APPLICANT in the Special Valuation Program.

Governing Law. The terms of this Agreement shall be construed in

accordance with the laws of the State of Washington.




H. Enforcement. As the sole remedy for the applicant’s breach of the
historic preservation special valuation agreement the Local Review Board may
notify the Pierce County Assessor to inform the assessor that the property has
become disqualified and removed from the city’s historic inventory.

. Appeals. Any decision of the DRB acting on an application for special
property tax valuation, or any disqualifications of historic properties eligible for

special valuation, may be appealed to the County Board of Equalization.

17.97.070. Summary of Historic Preservation Applications and Procedures.

Historic Preservation Applications

Inclusion on { Removal from | Certificate  of | Waiver of | Special
Local Local Register | Appropriateness | Certificate of | Property Tax
Register Appropriateness | Valuation

Initiated or | Owner or DRB | Owner or DRB Owner Owner Owner

requested by:

Recommendation | DRB DRB N/A N/A N/A

by:

Decision by: City Council City Coungil DRB DRB DRB, as
specified in
special valuation
agreement

Required for: Honorary Properties that Alteration of Demolition of Reduced

Designation are no longer property listed on structure listed on assessed
and/or special | properly local historic local historic valuation for 10-
tax valuation preserved register Tegister year period

Application Community Community Community Community Pierce County

submitted to: Development | Development Development Dept. | Development Dept. | Assessor

Dept. Dept.

Owner  Consent | Yes No N/A N/A Yes

Required:

Appeal No No Yes. To Council as | Yes. To Council as | Yes. To County

per per Board of
17.97.050(C)(6) 17.97.050(C)(6) Equalization

Section 4. Severability.

ordinance should be held to be invalid or unconstitutionai

If any section, sentence,

clause or phrase of this

by a court of competent

jurisdiction, such invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or

constitutionality of any other section, sentence, clause or phrase of this ordinance.
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. Section 5. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force

five (5) days after publication of a summary, consisting of the title.

PASSED by the Gig Harbor City Council and the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor
this ____th day of , 2005,

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:
. MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS, CITY ATTORNEY

FIRST READING:

DATE PASSED:

DATE OF PUBLICATION:
EFFECTIVE DATE:




On

SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.
of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

approved Ordinance No. ____, the summary of text of which is as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON,
RELATING TO HISTORIC PRESERVATION, ESTABLISHING
PROCEDURES FOR THE VOLUNTARY DESIGNATION OF
PROPERTIES TO THE CITY REGISTER OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES;
DESCRIBING THE CRITERIA FOR DETERMINING DESIGNATION IN
THE CITY'S REGISTER; EXPLAINING THE EFFECT OF SUCH
DESIGNATION, WHICH INCLUDES THE PROPERTY’'S ELIGIBILITY
FOR SPECIAL TAX VALUATION; DESCRIBING THE PROCESS FOR
MAINTENANCE AND MONITORING OF SUCH PROPERTIES;
DELEGATING THE AUTHORITY FOR IMPLEMENTATION TO THE
DESIGN REVIEW BOARD; AUTHORIZING THE DESIGN REVIEW
BOARD TO ENTER INTO AGREEMENTS WITH PROPERTY OWNERS
TO REQUIE COMPLIANCE WITH RCW 84.26.050(2); ADDING
DEFINITIONS AND AN APPEAL PROCESS FOR THE DECISIONS OF
THE BOARD; ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 17.97 TO THE GIG HARBOR
MUNICIPAL CODE.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR:

The full text of this ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their regular meeting , 2005.

BY:

MOLLY M. TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK
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SI¢ garsot
“THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM: STEVE OSGUTHORPE, AICP /Ja .
PLANNING MANAGER

SUBJECT: SECOND READING OF ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER
2.21 TO ESTABLISH LOCAL REVIEW BOARD FOR HISTORIC

PRESERVATION PURPOSES
DATE: MARCH 28, 2005
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

Attached for the Council’s review is a draft ordinance amending GHMC Chapter
2.21 designating the Design Review Board (DRB) as the Local Review Board
(LRB). The Local Review Board administers the various provisions of historic
preservation and special tax valuation under the Certified Local Government
{CLG) program. The staff believes it makes sense to have the DRB serve in this
capacity because the review of historic structures is largely (though certainly not
entirely) a matter of design, and it would be relatively easy for the DRB to
assume LRB responsibilities. This would, of course, require an expanded level
of expertise on the Board, so the ordinance amending Chapter 2.21 would
increase DRB membership and expand the list of membership qualifications
(e.g., disciplines of architecture, history, architectural history, historic
archaeology, cultural anthropology, curation, and conservation).

The proposed ordinance pertaining to Chapter 2.21 has been reviewed by the
Design Review Procedures Committee (DRPC) as recently appointed by the City
Council. The DRPC forwarded a positive recommendation on the proposed
amendments.

The Planning Commission held a public hearing on the ordinance on March 3,
2005. There was no public opposition to the proposed ordinance. After the
hearing, the Planning Commission unanimously agreed that the DRB member
terms should be extended from the existing 2-year terms to 4-year terms.
Subject to this change, the Planning Commission voted to forward a
recommendation for approval. The Planning Commission’s recommended
changes were incorporated into a draft ordinance that was presented fo the
Council on March 14, 2005 for first reading and public hearing. There was no
public opposition expressed at the Council’'s public hearing. However, two
members of the public commented on citizenship requirements for DRB
members and also term limits of DRB members.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS
Comprehensive Plan: The Design Element of the City of Gig Harbor’s
Comprehensive Plan has several goals and policies related to historic

3510 GRANDVIEW STREET * GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335 » {253) 851.6170 * www.CITYOFGIGHARBOR.NET




preservation, The proposed historic preservation ordinance is consistent with,
and furthers the goals of, these goals and policies. .

Gig Harbor Municipal Code: Chapter 2.21 defines the role of the Design Review
Board and also member responsibilities and qualifications.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
The SEPA Responsible Official issued a Determination of Non-Significance

(DNS) on this proposal on January 28, 2005. The comment deadline on the DNS
was February 18, 2005. The DNS is now final.

FISCAL IMPACTS
There are no adverse fiscal impacts associated with this proposal.

RECOMMENDATION
The staff recommends approval of the ordinance as presented.




ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON,
RELATING TO THE DUTIES OF THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD AND
EXPANDING AND REDEFINING THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD’S
ROLE AND QUALIFICATIONS TO SERVE AS THE LOCAL REVIEW
BOARD FOR PURPOSES OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION AND AS
REQUIRED FOR CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT STATUS;
AMENDING GHMC SECTION 221.010 TO INCREASE DRB
MEMBERSHIP TO SEVEN MEMBERS; AMENDING GHMC SECTION
2.21.020 TO REDEFINE THE DRB’S QUALIFICATIONS AND TO
EXTEND DRB MEMBER TERMS FROM TWO YEARS TO FOUR
YEARS; AMENDING GHMC SECTION 2.21.030 AND SECTION
2.21.040 TO EMPHASIZE HISTORIC PRESERVATION IN THE DRB’S
DEFINED RESPONSIBILITIES; AMENDING GHMC SECTION 2.21.050
TO CLARIFY THE DRB’S ROLE AS A RECOMMENDING BODY
RATHER THAN A DECISION MAKING BODY

WHEREAS, the historical structures, sites and districts in the City of Gig Harbor
are an integral part of the heritage, education, economic base and visual quality of the
City; and

WHEREAS, the recognition, enhancement, perpeiuation and continued use of
the City’s historic resources will promote civic pride and the prosperity and general
welfare of the City’s inhabitants, and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor has adopted Ordinance No. ____ for purposes
of establishing a historic preservation program in the City of Gig Harbor and to become
eligible for certified local government (CLG) status; and

WHEREAS, the Certified Local Government (CLG) program administered by the
Department of the Interior through the State of Washington and the historic preservation
ordinance No. ___  adopted by the City of Gig Harbor requires a local review board
(LRB) to carry out the duties of the CLG and historic preservation objectives; and

WHEREAS, the City’s existing Design Review Board serves some of the same
purposes as a local review board and could easily serve the duties of the local review




board with expanded membership and an expanded list of qualifications to serve on the
Design Review Board; and

WHEREAS, the City SEPA Responsible Official issued a Determination of Non-
significance (DNS) on January 28, 2005 for this Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, on January 28, 2005, a copy of this Ordinance was sent to the
Washington State Department of Community Trade and Development; and

WHEREAS, on March 3, 2005, the Planning Commission held a public hearing
on this Ordinance and recommended approval to the City Council:

WHEREAS, on March 14, 2005, the City Council considered the Planning
Commission’s recommendation at a regular City Council meeting; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, DO
ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1.  Section 2.21.010 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows;

2.21.010 Creation of design review board.

A design review board (also referred to as DRB) is hereby created. The design review board
shall consist of five seven members,

corriesion. The design review board shall interpret, review and implement design review as
provided by the city’s adopted design manual in GHMC Chapter 17.99, and also promote an
awareness of the City’s history and preservation of the City’s historic buildings (Ord. 736 § 1,
1996).

Section_2.  Section 2.21.020 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

2.21.020 Terms, and-ualifications and appointment of members.
A. Members of the design review board shall serve terms of twe four years. The terms shall be
staggered. Terms expire on July 1st but members of the design review board shall continue to

serve untll thelr successors are appomted and quallfled ilihe-member—appemted—irem—me

A A FRHA A The C|ty counc:l shall appomt anew
DRB member to flll vacancies that might arise and such appointments shall be to the end of the
vacating member’s term,

B. Thesoity—oouncil-shall-choose—design Design review board members shall have with
qualifications, skills or demonstrated interest in ene-ormore—otthefollowing six—calegories:
urban design or historic preservation and must be able to demonstrate the ability to read and
interpret site plans, elevation drawings, landscape plans, architectural details and other design




details and specifications as may be depicted on plans. Members shall be selected by the
Council from at least 4 four of the following categories:

1. Alicensed architect or professional building designer with demonstrated experience in urban
or historic building design. (At least one member shall be selected from this category);

2. A memberliving—in—the—City resident with demonstrated interest and knowledge of urban
design {no more than one member shall be selected from this category);

3. A member from the Gig Harbor planning commission. (No more than one_member shall be
selected from this category);

4. A member with a professional background relating to urban design, (e.g., a professional
artist, ancivil engineer, a planner, a building_contractor or professional designer) as determined
by the city council;

5. A member with demonstrated interest and knowledge of landscaping, horticulture,
arboracultu re or forestry.

6. An mdwndual W|th a bacquound in |dent|fv|nq, evaluatlnq and protec:tlnq historlc

resources, selected from among the disciplines of architecture, history, architectural
history, planning, prehistoric and historic archaeoloqy, folklore, cultural anthropoloqy,
curation, conservation or landscape architecture, or related disciplines. (At least two
members should be selected from this category) Members in this categories_may
paricipate in_all applications reviewed by the DRB pursuant to Chapter 17.99 GHMC
(Design Manual), but shall pariicipate in_applications received pursuant to Chapter
17.97 GHMC (Historic Preservation).

The DRB action that would otherwise be valid shall not be rendered invalid by the
temporary vacancy of one or all of the required categorical positions, as long as there is
a guorum, uniess DRB action is related to meeting Cedified Local Government (CLG)
responsibilities cited in the Certification Agreement between the City and the State
Historic Preservation Officer on behalf of the Mayor, and the State Historic Preservation
QOfficer on behalf of the State.

. Application for Design Review Board Appointment. Individuals wishing to serve, or to be
reappointed to serve, on the Desian Review Board shall submit a_letter of interest to the City
Clerk. The letter of interest shall state which category of Section 2.21.020(B) the individual
wishes 1o serve under,_and shall cite personal experience or credentials in_that category. The
City Council shall consider which individual has the most direct experience in that category and
give weight in their decision to experience over general interest.

Section 3.  Section 2.21.030 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

2.21.030 Purposes.
The purposes of the design rewew hoard are

ity i To lm_plement Drocedures related to the Cltvs Desn:m Manual as

te—the—erty—s—desrgn—manual—
described in Chapter 17.98, GHMC.




B. To protect and enhance Gig Harbor’s small town characteristics by assuring that decisions on

design reflect the intent of the city’s design manual and the design element of the city's

comprehensive plan;

C. To make suggestions on design alternatives which meet the needs of the property or

business owner and which are consistent with and meet the intent of the city's design policies;

D. To make recommendations to the planning commission and city council on policies and

ordinances that may affect the city's design and visual character. (Ord. 736 § 1, 1996).

E. To identify and actively encourage the conservation of the City of Gig Harbor's historic

resources by initiating and_maintaining a register of hlstorlc places and reviewing proposed
changes to reqgister properties;

F. To raise community awareness of the City of Gig harbor’s history and historic resources;

G. To serve as the City's primary resource in matters of historic preservation.

H. To serve as the City's local review board as defined in WAC 254-20-030(8) and Chapter

17.97 GHMC.

Section 4. Section 2.21.040 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended 1o read as follows:

2.21.040 Additional powers_and duties.
In addition to the powers set forth in GHMC
2 21.030, the de5|gn review board shall

B- A. Recommend to the planning commission for adoptlon standards to be used by the city or
design review board in reviewing outdoor proposals within city limits or its areas of contractual
jurisdiction;

G- B. _Recommend to the city council the purchase of interests in property for purposes of
preserving the city’s visual characteristics or implementing

the provisions of the city’s design manual or the design eiement of the city’s comprehensive
plan;

B- C. Advise the city council on possible incentives to preserve historic structures within the
city’s historic district;

E- D. Recommend to the planning commission

and the city council zoning boundary changes which are consistent with the city's design
manual and the design element of the city’s comprehensive plan;

E- E. Recommend to the planning commission and the city council changes to the Gig Harbor
Municipal Code and public works standards which reinforce the purpose of the city's design
manual and the design element of the city’s comprehensive

plan;

G- F. Provide advice and guidance on request of the property owner or occupant on the
restoration, alteration, decoration, landscaping, or maintenance of any structure or site within
the city’s jurisdiction.

G. To carry out all activities related to historic preservation as anticipated under the Certified
Local Government (CLG) program as provided in Chapter 17.97 GHMC. In_carrying out these
responsibilities, the DRB shall engage in the following:

1. Conduct and maintain a comprehensive inventory of historic resources within the boundaries
of the City of Gig Harbor and known as the City of Gig Harbor Historic Inventory, and publicize

and periodically update inventory resulits.




2. Initiate and maintain the City of Gig Harbor’s Register of Historic Places. This official register
shall be compiled of buildings, structures, sites, and objects identified by the DRB as having
historic significance worthy of recognition and protection by the City and encouragement of
efforts by owners to maintain, rehabilitate, and preserve properties.

3. Review nominations to the City of Gig Harbor's Register of Historic Places according to
adopted criteria.

4. Review propgsals to construct, change, alter, modify, remodel, move, demolish, or
significantly affect properties or districts on the register as provided in Section 17.97.050.

5. Participate in, promote and conduct public information, educational and interpretive
programs pertaining to historic resources.

6. Establish liaison support, communication and cooperation with federail, state and other local
government entities_which will_further historic preservation objectives, including public
education, within the Gig Harbor area. _ '

7. Review and comment to the Gig Harbor City Council on land use, housing and
redevelopment, municipal improvement and other types of planning and programs undertaken
by _any agency of the City of Gig Harbor, Pierce County, other neighboring communities, the
state and federal governments, as they relate to historic resources of the City of Gig Harbor.

8. Advise the Gig Harbor City_Council on _matiers_pertaining to local history and historic
preservation.

9. Provide information to the public on methods of maintaining and rehabilitating historic
properties, This may take the form of pamphlets, newstetters, workshops, or similar activities.
10. Officially recognize excellence in the rehabilitation of historic buildings, structures, sites and
districts, and new construction in historic areas; and encourage appropriate measures for such
recognition.

11. Be informed about and provide information o the public and City elected officials on
incentives for preservation of historic resources including legislation, requlations and codes that
encourage the use and adaptive reuse of historic properties.

12. Review nominations to the State and National Registers of Historic Places.

13. Investigate and report to the Gig Harbor City Council on the use of various federal, state,
local or private funding sources available to promote historic resource preservation in the City.
14. Serve as the local review board for Special Valuation as defined in WAC 254-20-030{12)
and:; :

a. Make determination concerning the eligibility of historic properties for special valuation;

b, Verify that the improvements are consistent with the Washington State Advisory Council's
Standards for Rehabilitation and Maintenance:

c._Enter into agreements with propetty owners for the duration of the special valuation period as
required under WAC 254-20-070(2} and as specified under GHMC Chapter 17.97;

d. Approve or deny applications for special valuation;

e. Monitor the property for continued compliance with the agreement and statutory eligibility
requirements during the 10 vear special valuation period; and

i. _Adopt bviaw as and/or administrative rules and comply with all other locai review board
responsibilities identified in Chapter 84.26 RCW.

{Ord. 736 § 1, 1996).

Section 5. Section 2.21.050 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:



2.21.050 Limitations.

The design review board may appreve recommend approval, senditienally-approve conditional
approval or disapprove disapproval of project designs or design variances pursuant to the

standards in the—sibys—design+ranual in Chapter 17.99 (Design Manual) and Chapter 17.98

GHMC. The DRB shall have no authority to make final decisions on site plans, or to waive,

increase or decrease any other code requirements. Site plans shall be reviewed as provided in

GHMC Title 19.

(Ord. 736 § 1, 19986).

Section 8. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this

ordinance should be held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent
jurisdiction, such invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or

constitutionality of any other section, sentence, clause or phrase of this ordinance.

Section 7. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force

five (5) days after publication of a summary, consisting of the title.




PASSED by the Gig Harbor City Council and the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor
this ___th day of , 2005.

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:
. MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

CAROL A. MORRIS, CITY ATTORNEY

FIRST READING:

DATE PASSED:

DATE OF PUBLICATION:
EFFECTIVE DATE:




SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.
of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On , 2005, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington,
approved Ordinance No. ___, the summary of text of which is as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON,
RELATING TO THE DUTIES OF THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD AND
EXPANDING AND REDEFINING THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD’S
ROLE AND QUALIFICATIONS TO SERVE AS THE LOCAL REVIEW
BOARD FOR PURPOSES OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION AND AS
REQUIRED FOR CERTIFIED LLOCAL GOVERNMENT STATUS.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR:

The full text of this ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their régular meeting , 2005,

BY:

MOLLY M. TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK




“THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM:  STEVE OSGUTHORPE, AICP _~/-O
PLANNING MANAGER

SUBJECT: FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE REGULATING
LANDSCAPING AND BUILDING SIZES IN SELECT DISTRICTS
IN THE HEIGHT RESTRICTION AREA PRIOR TO LIFTING THE
BUILDING SIZE MORATORIUM

DATE: MARCH 28, 2005

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

On January 10, 2005, the City Council adopted an ordinance extending
the Building Size Moratorium in the height restriction area for an additional
90 days. The ordinance defined a time frame for developing standards
that would be adopted prior to the Moratorium expiration date. The time
frame specified that the Council would adopt text amendments by April 11,
2005, which is one day prior to the expiration date of the moratorium. The
Council has therefore initiated text amendments that would establish
waterfront view corridors along Harborview Drive and North Harborview
Drive for purposes of protecting views from these public streets, and also
for preserving the scale of development in the districts within or abutting
the waterfront view corridor. The Council's proposed amendments would:

1. Impose a limited footprint size of 2,000 square feet per structure
while allowing all structures (residential and nonresidential} to
utilize the basic structurs unit dimensions otherwise reserved for
single family homes in the historic district;

Impose a floor area ratio (FAR) maximum to the entire site;

Impose a progressive side yard setback requirement that would

get increasingly larger approaching the water's edge. (The

purpose of the progressive setback would be to mitigate the
impacts that excessively deep structure have on view corridors
between structures. Deep structures result in a narrow view angle
beyond the structure. A progressive setback would require
structures to step in as they step back);

4. Require a 20-foot separation between multiple non-residential or
‘multi-family structures on a single lot with an unobstructed road-to-
water view corridor between structures. (This would avoid the loss
of view corridors that occurs when structures are otherwise
staggered or off-set from each other);

5. Impose limitations on fence heights and hedges in the view
corridors;

@
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6. Impose limitations on vegetation types located in side yard
setbacks for purposes of preserving viewing opportunities from the
street.

In addition to the waterfront view corridor standards, the Council's proposal
would impose a 6,500 square-foot limit in the DB (downtown business) district
and also in the B-2 and C-1 districts abutting Harborview and North Harborview
Drives within the height restriction area (i.e., Finholm Market and Beach Basket
areas). The Council expected that these might be later amended, pending the
results of the charette process budgeted for 2005.

The purpose of this proposal is to adopt standards that address some of more
immediate concerns expressed by the public during the recent public meetings
on the building size study conducted by Perteet Engineering. The Council
wanted to have something in place prior to the lifting of the moratorium, but they
did not intend for this proposal to be a substitute for the building size charette
that has been budgeted for 2005, The charette would allow a more
comprehensive look at issues beyond those addressed in the Council’s current
proposal and would also provide opporiunity to revisit standards that may be
adopted under this current proposal.

The Council recognized that their proposal would require careful review and may
require changes to the specified setbacks, footprint size limits and FAR limits.
The Council requested the input of both the Design Review Board (DRB) and
Planning Commission on this proposal. Accordingly, these groups met in joint
work sessions on both February 10, 2005 and February 17, 2005 to discuss the
proposal and to develop a recommendation. The Planning Commission and
DRB (the joint committee) agreed to recommend the following changes to the
proposal:

1. Elimination of proposed progressive side yard setbacks.
The joint committee determined that this was too restrictive and that
existing side yard setback requirements were sufficient.
2. Elimination of proposed floor area ratio (FAR) maximum per lot.
3. Elimination of proposed unobstructed view corridors between structures.
It was determined that this may be difficult to apply as worded, but the
joint committee did not wish to pursue rewording the proposatl because
they believed that existing side yard setback requirements were sufficient.
4. Elimination of proposed fence and hedge heights in the defined waterfront
view corridor.
The joint committee determined that the existing limitations on fences in
front yards were sufficient and that additional fence height should be
allowed beyond the front yard setback.
5. Elimination of proposed prohibition of trees in the side yards of parcels within
defined waterfront view corridor.
The joint committee determined that this would be too difficult to regulate.




6. Elimination of proposed height limits for shrub and bushes in defined
waterfront view corridor.
The joint committee determined that this would be too difficult to regulate.
7. In lieu of the blanket footprint size limitation across the entire proposed
waterfront view corridor, impose the following building size limitations by zoning
district and by area:
a. Waterfront Millville (WM) and Waterfront Residential (WR) — Retain the
same footprint limitation as proposed by the City Council, but allow, as an
alternative, a 3,500 square foot total building size limitation without a
specified footprint size limitation. Require a 20-foot separation between all
buildings.
b. Wateriront Commercial (WC) abutting the DB district — impose a 3,000
square-foot footprint limitation with no specified total building size
limitation and with a 20-foot separation required between buildings.
¢. Waterfront Commercial (WC) in the Finholm market area on North
Harborview Drive — Impose a 3,000 square-foot footprint limitation with no
specified total building size limitation, with no separation required between
structures, and allowing a 6-foot opening in the firewall that separates
each structure, provided that each structure includes an outside entrance.
d. Waterfront Commercial (WC}) in the Murphy’s landing area on
Harborview Drive — Impose a 6,000 square-foot building size limitation
with a 20-foot separation required between structures.
8. In the DB (downtown business) district, impose a 6,000 square foot maximum
structure size with an allowed 6-foot opening in firewalls separating structures,
provided that each structure has an outside entrance along the building front.
9. In the B-2 (General Business) district in the Finholm area on North
Harborview Drive, impose a 6,000 square-foot maximum structure size with an
allowed 6-foot opening in firewalls separating structures, provided that each
structure has an outside entrance along the building front.
10. Retain existing standards in the C-1 district located at the intersection of
Harborview Drive and North Harborview Drive.
In recognition of the concerns expressed by representatives of the Gig
Harbor Historical Society, the joint committee determined that changes to
building size limitations for this area (currently 65,000 square feet) should
be deferred, pending a more comprehensive analysis during the charette
process budgeted for 2005.

In addition to the above recommended changes to the City Council’s proposal,
the joint committee recommended amendments to the City’s non-conforming
structure standards to allow existing structures that exceed footprint or building
size limits to be rebuilt in the event the structures are ever destroyed. However,
this recommendation is outside the scope of the current proposal and would have
to be processed as a new application.

The joint committee’s recommendations were forwarded for public hearing by the
Planning Commission, which was held on March 3, 2005. After considering



public testimony, the Planning Commission formulated a final recommendation to
the City Council. As part of their recommendation, and in response to public
input, the Planning Commission concurred with the recommendation of the joint
committee but determined that vegetation restrictions were important to the
protection of views and that the building size limit in the C-1 zone should be
reduced be approximately haif (35,000 square feet) in order to be closer in line
with the smaller building size limitations imposed elsewhere near the shoreline,

A draft ordinance incorporating the Planning Commission’s recommendation is
attached for the Council’s consideration. The Council will note that the ordinance
includes Council findings in support of the joint committee’s recommendations on
various building sizes and limitations according tc zone. These are draft findings,
which the Council will want to carefully review to see if you agree. The findings
reflect, to the degree that the staff was able to recall, the discussion and
reasoning of the joint committee pertaining to the various building size limits.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

A. Comprehensive Plan: The City of Gig Harbor's Comprehensive
Plan has the stated objectives to:

Develop guidelines which promote compatible development within
designated areas. (Objective 3.13.2)

Consider standards which encourage building forms consistent with
historic designs, (e.g., massing, roof styles and scale), (Objective 3.14.2)

Define and retain “small town” characteristics of historic business districts.
(Obijective 3.15.1}; and

Control vegetation to preserve significant views (Goal 3.18).

B. Gig Harbor Municipal Code: Chapter 17.99 was recently added
to the Gig Harbor Municipal Code to incorporate the city’s design manual
into the Municipal Code. The Design Manual chapter specifies setbacks
and height limits for all structures in areas encompassed by the proposed
amendments, and also includes standards on building massing and
design.




ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The SEPA Responsible Official issued a Determination of Non-Significance
(DNS) on this proposal on January 27, 2005. The comment deadline on the DNS
was February 17, 2005, The DNS is now final, but the public may comment on
the DNS at the public hearing.

PUBLIC NOTICE & INPUT

Legal notice of the scheduled public hearing before the Planning Commission
was published in the Peninsula Gateway on February 2, 2005, and notice of both
the proposed changes and the environmental determination was sent to State
agencies on January 27, 2005. Legal notice of the City Council's public hearing
was published in the Peninsula Gateway on March 16, 2005. As of the date of
this report, no written public comments have been received on this proposal.

STAFF ANALYSIS .

The staff finds that the proposed amendments are generally consistent with
adopted goals, policies and objectives in the city’s comprehensive plan. The
proposed footprint and building size limitations are based upon standards
adopted in the city’s Design Manual, which were based upon identified historic
forms in the height restriction area. The staff should review the findings and
determine if they accurately reflect the development patterns in the defined area.
The staff recommends that the Council consider whether there are adequate
findings to support the Planning Commission’s recommendation to reduce the
building size limit in the C-1 district to 35,000 square feet. There was not much
discussion on this by the Planning Commission except to determine that the
65,000 square feet is out of scale with the historic development patterns in this
area and that the proposed 35,000 square feet is approximately half of what is
currently allowed.

FISCAL IMPACTS
There are no adverse fiscal impacts associated with this proposal.

RECOMMENDATION

This is first reading of the ordinance. The staff recommends that the City Council
conduct the public hearing and will be recommending adoption at the second
reading, which is scheduled for April 11, 2005,




ORDINANCE NO. .

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND
ZONING NEAR THE SHORELINE IN THE CITY’S HEIGHT
RESTRICTION AREA, ADDING A NEW SECTION 17.04.877 TO
THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE (GHMC) DEFINING A
WATERFRONT VIEW CORRIDOR FOR PURPOSES OF
PROTECTING VIEWS FROM SPECIFIED PUBLIC RIGHTS OF
WAY:; ADOPTING A NEW SECTION 17.78.095 GHMC TO
ESTABLISH LANDSCAPING STANDARDS IN THE
WATERFRONT VIEW CORRIDOR; ADOPTING A NEW SECTION
17.04.408 GHMC DEFINING HEDGES; ADOPTING A NEW
SECTION 17.31.075 GHMC ESTABLISHING BUILDING SIZE
LIMITS IN THE DB DISTRICT; AMENDING GHMC SECTION
17.36.055 ESTABL!SHING BUILDING SIZE LIMITS IN THE B-2
DISTRICTS LOCATED IN THE HEIGHT RESTRICTION AREA;
AMENDING GHMC SECTION 17.40.055 TO REDUCE THE
MAXIMUM BUILDING SIZE IN THE C-1 DISTRICT LOCATED IN
THE HEIGHT RESTRICTION AREA; AMENDING GHMC
SECTION 17.48.040 TO PROVIDE A SPACING REQUIREMENT
BETWEEN STRUCTURES AND ELIMINATE REFERENCE TO .
GROSS FLOOR AREA LIMITS IN THE WM DISTRICT; ADDING
A NEW SECTION 17.48.045 TO THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL
CODE TO REDEFINE BULDING SIZE LIMITS IN THE WM
DISTRICT;  AMENDING GHMC SECTION  17.50.045
ESTABLISHING MAXIMUM BUILDING SIZE LIMITS IN THE WC
DISTRICTS.

WHEREAS, a large portion of the City of Gig Harbor is characterized by
views of Gig Harbor bay and the small scale buildings that reflect the historic
development of the harbor basin.

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor's Comprehensive Plan has the stated
goal to “Preserve the character of those sites or districts which reflect the style of
Gig Harbor's historical development” (Goal 3.13); and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor's Comprehensive Plan has the stated
objectives to:

Develop guidelines which promote compatible development within
designated areas. (Objective 3.13.2)




Consider standards which encourage building forms consistent with
historic designs, (e.g., massing, roof styles and scale,” (Objective 3.14.2)

Define and retain “small town” characteristics of historic business districts.
{Objective 3.15.1); and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor's Comprehensive Plan has the stated
goal to “Control vegetation to preserve significant views” (Goal 3.18); and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor has received numerous complainis from the
public regarding large buildings recently built in the height restriction area, which
have been found by many members of the public to be out of scale and character
with the historic development patterns in the height restriction area; and

WHEREAS, in response to the public outcry over large buildings and view
impacts in the height restriction area, the City proceeded as follows:

1. The City hired a consultant — Perteet Engineering ~ to explore the economic
impacts of limiting building sizes throughout the City;

3. Perteet Engineering conducted public meetings and interviewed stakeholders
to solicit input on the building size issue in order to formulate draft findings
pertaining to limiting building sizes; \

4. Perteet Engineering conducted public hearings on proposed code
amendments pertaining to building size limitations;

5. The public comments at the public meetings and hearings addressed other
concerns in addition to building size, including view protection and vegetation
control;

6. On July 12, 2004, the Gig Harbor City Council passed Ordinance No. 965,
imposing an immediate moratorium on the acceptance of applications for new
development or certain types of re-development within the height restriction area
as shown on the official height restriction map;

7. On September 13, 2004, the City Council passed Ordinance No. 968, which
adopted findings and conclusions supporting the continued maintenance of the
moratorium;

8. On November 8, 2004, the Gig Harbor City Council adopted ordinance 974
amending the City’s Design Manual to, in part, (a) impose additional height limits
on non-residential structures within the historic district portion of the view basin,
(b) limit the use of tall vegetation in addressing buffering issues in the view basin,
and (c) eliminate the allowance for additional height on primary structures in the
view basin;

9. The City Council directed the Community Development Committee to discuss
remaining and outstanding issues raised by the public at the public meetings and
hearings and to draft recommendations for the full-council’s consideration;

10. An outline of the Community Development Committee’'s proposed text
amendments was presented to the City Council on January 10, 2004;
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11. The City Council determined that additional time was needed to both allow
planning commission and public review of the proposed text amendments and
also to allow a 60-day review of the amendments by State agencies pursuant to
RCW 36.70A.106;

i2. The City Council passed ordinance No. 986 on January 10, 2005 extending
the moratorium for an additional 90 days to allow time to proceed with the
recommendations of the Community Development Committee, which the Council
forwarded as a Council-initiated text amendment;

13. The City Council held a public hearing on the moratorium extension on
February 14, 2005 pursuant to RCW 36.70A.390 and RCW 35A.63.220;

14. Joint worksession between the City’s Design Review Board and Planning
Commission (hereafter referred to as the “joint committee) were held on February
10, 2005 and February 17, 2005 to consider the City Council’'s proposed texi
amendments. The joint committee discussed at length the importance of both
view protection and retention of community character in terms of building size
and building separation. The joint committee discussed existing view
opportunities and reviewed information on existing building sizes in the historic
district. The building size information considered by the joint commitiee provided
information on the targer and more prominent buildings in the historic district, and
the committee also considered the more numerous smaller buildings in the
historic district. From the information provided, the joint committee determined
that the Harbor Inn building located in WC district on Harborview Drive was
representative of the average historic commercial building in terms of its footprint
size (approximately 3000 square feet) and square footage as seen from the
street leve! (approximaiely 6,000 square feet), and that the slope of the land in
the WC district made possible additional and less visible square footage in a
basement level of the Harbor Inn. The joint committee recognized that there
were differences in the historic development patterns of each district located near
or abutting the shoreline. The joint committee further recognized that the C-1
district abutting the shoreline was recently purchased by the Gig Harbor
Historical Society, which has plans to develop a museum on the site that would
be larger than the size limitations proposed by the City Council. The joint
committee therefore determined that there should be no changes to the 65,000
square-foot building size limit in this district at this time. Additionally, the joint
committee determined that in addition to the building size limits, existing setback
provisions were sufficient to provide viewing opportunities from Harborview Drive
and North Harborview Drive and no additional restrictions in setbacks or floor
area restrictions (i.e., floor area ratio provisions) shouid be imposed. Finally, the
joint committee determined that vegetation limitations along the shoreline would
be difficult to administer.

15. The Planning Commission held a public hearing on the proposed text
amendments on March 3, 2005 and after the hearing made a final
recommendation to the City Council. As part of their recommendation, and in
response to public input, the Planning Commission concurred with the
recommendation of the joint committee but determined that vegetation
restrictions were important to the protection of views and that the building size
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. limit in the C-1 zone should be reduced be approximately half (35,000 square
feet) in order to be closer in line with the smaller building size limitations imposed
elsewhere in near the shoreline; and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor desires to preserve and perpetuate the
small scale of structures in the DB district that directly abuts waterfront districts;
and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor desires 1o protect views of the harbor
along the Harborview Drive and North Harborview Drive public rights-of-way for
public enjoyment; and

WHEREAS, expansive building footprints and associated expansive and
continuous roof forms can result in significant obstructions to views of the harbor
as seen from Harborview Drive and North Harborview Drive public rights-of-way;
and

WHEREAS, structures contained to smaller footprints require smaller, less
expansive roof planes than more expansive footprint structures require and
therefore have iess impacts on views over the tops of structures; and

WHEREAS, limiting total floor area to a size that would be similar o the

. building size achievable by limiting the footprint size may result in a building with
a wider footprint and a more expansive roof plane, but it would in that case result

in a building of a lower height, thereby providing alternate but similarly effective

ways of protecting views from Harborview Drive and North Harborview Drive; and

WHEREAS, views opportunities potentially created by required setbacks
of structures can be impacted or lost as a result of fences and vegetation placed
within view corridors; and

WHEREAS, large structures recently built in the non-residential zones
within the harbor basin have adversely impacted the visual quality of the harbor
basin because of their scale in relation to the historic structures that characterize
the harbor basin; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has proposed amendments that are intended
to protect views of the water from Harborview Drive and North Harborview Drive
public rights-of-way by establishing said rights-of-way as a public waterfront view
corridor and by limiting the amount of new vegetation that may limit views in said
view corridor and by maintaining the small scale structures that characterize the
historic structures in and near said corridor, which are also located in the City’s
historic district; and

. WHEREAS, the City Council agrees with the joint committee’s
determination that in order to balance the need to protect and retain public views




of the harbor with the need to retain the historic development patterns within the
view basin, it is necessary to vary the building size and separation requirements
among the various districts near or abutting the shoreline, which includes the DB,
WC, WR, WM, B-2 and C-1 districts abutting Harborview Drive and/or North
Harborview Drive. Specifically, the Council finds that:

(a) The historic development pattern of the DB district includes small
scaled buildings with little nor no separation between them (typical of most
historic downtowns) and the visible portion of the Harbor Inn building as seen
from the street (approximately 6,000 square feet) is an appropriate scale of
building for the DB district;

(b} The historic development pattern of the WC district along North
Harborview Drive in the Finholm Market area is aiso characterized by small scale
buildings with little or no separation between them;

(¢) The Harbor Inn building located in the WC district on Harborview Drive
is representative of the historic structures in both the WC and DB district, but the
slope of the land in the WC district makes it possible to have more square
footage than structures in the DB district because the WG district’s sloped
topography provides opportunity for a basement level that would be largely
unseen from the street level. Therefore, limiting the footprint of the building in the
WC district as opposed to limiting the total square footage (as in the DB district}
will provide opportunity for buildings at least as large as the 6,000 square foot
buildings located across the street in the DB district, and for potentially larger
buildings that would nonetheless be in scale with smaller 6,000 square foot
buildings in the DB district, which has a generally level topography that does
readily facilitate a basement level.

(d) Unlike the WC district located in the Finholm Market Area, the WC
districts lying both north of the Stinson/Harborview Drive intersection and across
the street from the DB district are not characterized by structures with no
separation between them. Existing development patterns included wide areas of
separation between structures. Because there is no historic development
patterns of connected structures in these locations, and because existing
development in these areas now provide some viewing opportunities between
structures, it is appropriate to limit buildings in these areas to a size that respects
the historic building sizes of the shoreline, but that also provides opportunity for
views between structures.

() The WM and WR districts are characterized by smaller-scaled homes
and neighborhood businesses than are found in the DB, WC, B-2 and C-1
districts in the view basin. The Council's initially proposed footprint limitations
would ensure protection of both views and architectural character of WM and WR
districts, but may be burdensoms to businesses that require more square footage
on a single level than 2000 square feet. A 2,000 square foot footprint along with
the Basic Structure Unit allowance defined in the City's Design Manual would
allow a building of approximately 3000 — 3,500 square feet of total space -
depending on topography and the opportunity for a daylight basement, but only
2,000 square feet of floor area would be possible on a single level. Accordingly,
both a 3,500 square-foot floor area maximum or a 2,000 square foot footprint
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limitation would be appropriate for both protecting views and retaining an
appropriate scale of building for these districts. Moreover, it makes sense to
allow the properly owner to choose between these two options because it will
allow the owner to consider topographic advantages when determining how to
develop his or her property.

WHEREAS, the proposed text amendments are consistent with the goals,
objectives, and policies of the Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City’s SEPA Responsible Official issued a Determination
of Nonsignificance (DNS) for the proposed text amendment on January 27, 2005
pursuant to WAC 197-11-350; and

WHEREAS, the City Community Development Director forwarded a copy
of this Ordinance to the Washington State Department of Trade and Community
Development on January 27, 2005, pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Commission held a public hearing on this
Ordinance on March 3, 2005, and made a recommendation of approval to the
City Council, subject to amendments recommended by the Planning Commission
as incorporated herein; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular
City Council meeting of , 2005; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON,
ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. A new section 17.04.877 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted, to read as follows:

17.04.877 Wateriront View Corridor

“Waterfront view corridor includes all parcels located between the shoreline of
Gig Harbor bay and either Harborview Drive or North Harborview Drive,
excluding parcels located north of or abutting Rust Street (originally named
Walnut Sireet) as shown on the original Artena Addition plat recorded on August
23, 1890,

Section 2. A new section 17.78.095 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted, to read as follows:

17.78.095 Waterfront View Corridor Landscaping
All development within Waterfront View Corridors shall conform to the following
landscape standards.
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A. HEDGES
Hedges shall conform to the height limits for fences defined.in Chapter
17.99.

B. LANDSCAPING IN SIDE YARDS

in addition to the landscaping provisions of Section 2.2.01 of Chapter

17.99, the following additional landscaping standards apply to all side

yards:
1. Trees are prohibited.
2. Shrubs and bushes shall not exceed a height of 5 feet, except that
shrubs or bushes that form a continuous vegetative mass in a hedge or
hedge-like fashion and which are located along the perimeter of the
property shall not exceed the height limits for fences.
3. Landscaping plans submitted for non-residential and multifamily
residential development under the provisions of Section 17.96.050
shall specify plant species in side yards that are not expected to grow
higher than 5 feet.

Section 3. A new Section 17.04.408 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted, to read as follows:

17.04.408 Hedge. '
“Hedge” is a row of closely planted shrubs, bushes, or trees aligned in a linear
fashion forming a screen, fence, or boundary. S

Section 4. A new Section 17.31.075 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted to read as follows:

17.31.075 Maximum gross floor area

In the DB district, the maximum gross floor area per building is 6,000 square feet.
Multiple buildings on the same site shall be separated by a non-penetrated fire
wall as defined in the International Fire Code except that a single 6-foot opening
in the firewall separating structures is permissible provided that each structure
has an outside customer entrance accessible to the strest. Each structure shall
be designed to stand independent of other structures on the site (i.e., the addition
or removal of any one building on a site will not require structural attachments or
modifications to any other building on the site.)

Section 5. Section 17.36.055 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

17.36.055 Maximum gross floor area
The maximum gross floor area per commercial structure is 35,000 square feet,
exceptthatin with the following exceptions:
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1. In the Olympic Village Activity Center and the Westside General Business (B-
2) district the maximum gross floor area per commercial structure is 65,000
square feet.

2. In the B-2 district abutting North Harborview Drive (the area commonly known
as Finholm Market) the maximum gross floor area per building is 6,000 square
feet, Multiple buildings on the same site shall be separated by a non-penetrated
fire wall as defined in the International Fire Code except that a single 6-foot
opening in the firewall separating structures is permissible provided that each
structure has an outside customer entrance accessible to the street. Fach
structure shall be designed to stand independent of other structures on the site
{i.e., the addition or removal of any one building on a site will not require
structural attachments or modifications to any other building on the site.)

3. In the B-2 district near the intersection of Harborview Drive and North
Harborview Drive (the intersection commonly known as Borgen’s Corner), the
maximum gross floor area per building is 6,000 square feet with a minimum
separation of 20 feet between buildings.

Section 8. Section 17.40.055 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

17.40.055 Maximum gross floor area

The maximum gross floor area per commercial structure is 65,000 square feet,
except that in the C-1 district abutting Harborview Drive the maximum gross floor
area per building is 35,000 square feet with a minimum separation of 20 feet
between buildings.

Section 7. Section 17.48.040 of the Gig Harbor Mumc;pal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

17.48.040 Development standards.
A minimum lot area for new subdivisions is not specified. The minimum
development standards are as follows:

Single- Attached
family up to Non-
Dwelling 4 units residential
A. Minimum lot area (sq. ft.)1 6,000 6,000/unit 15,000
B. Minimum lot width 50’ 100’ 100’
C. Minimum front yard2 20 20 20’
D. Minimum side yard 8’ 10° 10’
E. Minimum rear yard 25 25’ 25’

F. Minimum yard abutting
tidelands 0’ o o




G. Maximum site impervious

coverage 50% 55% 70%
H. Maximum density3 3.5 dwelling units per acre

' perlot
|. Separation between structures 20’ 20’ 20

Section 8. A new Section 17.48.045 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted to read as follows:

17.48.045 Maximum building size.
Each structure in the WM district shall be limited in size according to one of the
following options:

A. 3,500 square feet total size, including each story of a building (finished
or unfinished) as defined in GHMC Section 17.04.750, and including all
habitable space* with a finished ceiling height of 5 feet or greater, and
including garages, carports, shops and similar work or storage rooms, and
also including non-walled stand-alone structures such as pavilions and
gazebos which are not incidental and secondary extensions of fully
enclosed structures, but excluding covered decks and porches; or

B. A total footprint of 2000 square feet, which may be extended to
accommodate a front porch or colonnade.  The building footprint shall be
measured from the outside edge of all exterior walls (including walls on
cantilevered projections), posts, and columns, and shall not include eave
overhangs of up to 24 inches or uncovered decks of up to 60 inches
above grade. Within this footprint, all structures, including non-residential
or multifamily structures, are eligible for the height and massing allowed
for Basic Structure Units (BSU's) as described under Section 3.14.02(1)(b)
of this chapter.

*’Habitable space” as used in this section, shall mean: a spaceina
building for living, sleeping, eating or cooking, and shall also include
bathrooms, toilet rooms, closets, halis, storage rooms and utility rooms.
Habitable space does not include attic areas that have no finished floors
or finished interior walls.

Section 9. A new Section 17.50.045 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted to read as follows;

17.50.045 Maximum building size
Each structure in the WC district shall be limited in size as follows:
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1. In the WC district abuiting the DB (downtown business) district, the maximum
building footprint is 3000 square fest. Multiple buildings on the same site shall
have a minimum 20-foot separation between structures.

2. In the WC district abutting North Harborview Drive (the area commonly known
as Finholm Market) the maximum building footprint is 3000 square feet. Multiple
buildings on the same site shall be separated by a non-peneirated fire wall as
defined in the International Fire Code except that a single 6-foot opening in the
firewall separating structures is permissible provided that each structure has an
outside customer entrance accessible to the street. Each structure shall be
designed to stand independent of other structures on the site (i.e., the addition or
removal of any one building on a site will not require structural attachments or
modifications to any other building on the site.) '

3. In the WC district abutting Harborview Drive and lying north of the
Stinson/Harborview Drive intersection (the area commoniy known as Murphy's
Landing), the maximum building footprint is 3000 square feet. Multiple buildings
on the same site shall have a minimum 20-foot separation between structures.

Section 10. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this
Ordinance is held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent
jurisdiction, such invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or
constitutionality of any other section, clause or phrase of this Ordinance.

Section 11. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall take effect and be in full
force five (5) days after passage and publication of an approved summary
consisting of the ftitle.
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PASSED by the City Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig
Harbor this ____ day of , 2005.

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:

MOLLY TOWSLEE, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

By:

-CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

ORDINANCE NO:
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“THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL
FROM: STEVE OSGUTHORPE, AICP 40>,
PLANNING MANAGER _
SUBJECT: FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE AMENDING THE CITY'S
' PROCEDURES FOR CHARGING PRIVATE APPLICANTS FOR THE
COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH EIS PREPARATION
DATE: MARCH 28, 2005

INFORMATION/BACKGROUND

The city’s code currently requires that an applicant for a development pay for the costs
associated with preparation of an Environmental impact Statement (EIS). However, the
city’s existing procedures are not specific as to the manner in which the city will charge
the applicant. It is therefore necessary to amend Section 18.04.140 of the Gig Harbor
Municipal Code to specify methods for reimbursing the city for necessary costs and
expenses relating to its compliance with the SEPA rules. An ordinance amending this
section is attached for the City Council's consideration.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS
Chapter 18 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code specified procedures for environmental
review. Section 18.04.140 specifies procedures for the preparation of an EIS.

FISCAL IMPACTS
This proposal will provide revenue necessary for the implementation of SEPA rules by
requiring applicants to pay the full cost of preparing an environmental impact statement.

RECOMMENDATION
This is first reading of the ordinance. The staff will be recommending approval of the
attached ordinance at the second reading on April 11, 2005.
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ORDINANCE NO. __

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO THE
PREPARATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENTS (EIS), AMENDING THE CITY’S
PROCEDURES FOR CHARGING PRIVATE APPLICANTS
FOR THE COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH EIS
PREPARATION, AMENDING SECTION 18.04.140 OF THE
GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE.

WHEREAS, the City's code currently requires that an applicant for a
development pay for the costs associated with preparation of an EIS; and

WHEREAS, the City’s existing procedures are not specific as to the manner in
which the City will charge the applicant; Now, therefore:

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, ORDAINS AS
FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Section 18.04.140 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:
18.04.140. EIS — Preparation.

A. Responsible Official’s responsibilities. Preparation of draft and final

ElS’s and SEIS’s shall be under the direction of the responsible official.
Before the City issues an EIS or SEIS, the responsible official shall be
satisfied that it complies with this chapter and chapter 197-11 WAC.

330-GHMG—- Subject to delays caused by the applicant's failure to




provide needed information and other delays beyond the city’s control,
draft and fina! EIS’s will be completed within one year of the date of the
declaration of significance, unless the city and the applicant agree in
writing to a different estimated time period for completion.

C. Requirement for Additional Information. The city may require an
applicant to provide additional information which the City does not
possess, including information which must be obtained by specific
investigations. This provision is not intended to expand or limit an
applicant's other obligations under WAC 197-11-100, or other provisions
of regulation, statute or ordinance. An applicant shall not be required to
produce information under this provision which is not specifically required
by this chapter, nor is the applicant relieved of the duty to supply any other
information required by statute, regulation or ordinance.

D. Fees.

1. For the purpose of reimbursing the City for necessary costs and
expenses relating to its compliance with the SEPA rules and this chapter
in_connection with private projects, the following schedule of fees are
established (in addition to the fees in the City's fee resolution):

a. For a threshold determination which requires information
in addition to that contained in or accompanying the environmental
checklist, a fee in an amount equal to the actual costs and
expenses incurred by the City in conducting any studies or
investigations necessary 1o provide such information;

b. For all private projects requiring an EIS for which the City
is the lead agency and for which the responsible official determines
that the EIS shall be prepared by the employees of the City, or that
the City will contract directly with a consultant or consultants for the
preparation of an EIS, a fee in an amount equal to the actual costs
and expenses incurred by the City in preparing the EIS. Such fee
shall also apply when the City determines that the applicant may
prepare the EIS, and the responsible official determines that
substantial revisions or reassessing of impacts must be performed
by employees of the City to ensure compliance with the provisions
of the SEPA Guidelines and this chapter.

2. If the responsible official determines that an EIS is required, and
that the EIS shall be prepared by employees of the City or by a consultant
or_consultants retained by the City, or that the applicant-prepared EIS
shall be substantially re-writien by employees of the City, the private
applicant shall be advised by the responsible official of the estimated costs
and expenses of preparing or rewriting the EIS prior to actual preparation
or rewriting, and the private applicant shall post a bond or otherwise insure
payment of such costs and expenses. A consuliant or consultants may be




recommended by the applicant. The final decision to hire a consultant or

consuliant shall be made by the City Council.

3. All fees owed the City under this Section shall be paid in full by
the private applicant prior to final action by the City on the private project.
Any fee owed the City under this subsection D shall be paid by the private
applicant prior to the initiation of actual preparation of an EiS {if required)
or _actual rewriting of an applicant-prepared EIS by the City or its
consultant(s). If a private applicant dispuies the amount of the fee, the fee
may be paid under protest and without prejudice o the applicant's right file
a claim and bring an action to recover the fee.

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

Ordinance is held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction,
such invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not aftect the validity or constitutionality of any
other section, clause or phrase of this Ordinance.

Section 3. Effeciive Date. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force

five (5) days after passage and publication of an approved summary consisting of the

title.
PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor
this ___th day of , 2005.
CITY OF GIG HARBOR
Gretchen Wilbert, Mayor
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

Molly Towslee, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:




Office of the City Attorney

Carol A. Morris, City Attorney

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

ORDINANCE NO.




SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.

Of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On , 2005, the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor,
Washington, approved Ordinance No. , the main points of which are summarized
by the title as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO THE
PREPARATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENTS, AMENDING THE CITY’S PROCEDURES
FOR CHARGING PRIVATE APPLICANTS FOR THE
COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH EIS PREPARATION,
AMENDING SECTION 18.04.140 OF THE GIG HARBOR
MUNICIPAL CODE.

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of , 2005.

MOLLY TOWSLEE, City Clerk
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*THE MARITIME CITY"

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM: STEPHEN MISIURAK, P.E.
CITY ENGINEER ‘o

SUBJECT: FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE
AMENDMENT TO ORDINANCE NO. 712 - AMENDING THE PUBLIC
WORKS STANDARDS FOR PRIVATE STREETS

DATE: MARCH 28, 2005

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

The current Public Works Standards for Private Streets, Section 2B.070, permits the
construction of a private street to serve unlimited dwelling units or businesses on one
parcel. In the situation of a very large parcel, a long private street could result. In the
case of a long private street on one parcel, the homeowners face repair and operation
costs associated with the street that may be beyond their means to finance.
Consequently a number of situations have arisen in which the city has been requested
by the homeowners to accept private streets for ownership and operation, after the
homeowners realize the repair and operation costs are beyond their means.

In response to these situations, staff has generated an amendment to Section 2B.070
of the Public Works Standards to allow for short private streets in developments
meeting certain development standards.

The proposed ordinance has been reviewed and approved by the City Attorney.
RECOMMENDATION

| recommend the proposed ordinance, as presented, be approved by the City Council at
the second reading.
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ORDINANCENO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO PUBLIC WORKS
STANDARDS FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT IN THE CITY, AMENDING
THE STANDARDS FOR PRIVATE STREETS TO LIMIT THE
SITUATIONS IN WHICH PRIVATE STREETS MAY BE
CONSTRUCTED, ESTABLISH THE DIMENSIONAL STANDARDS OF
PRIVATE STREETS, DESCRIBE THE REQUIREMENTS FOR
PRIVATE MAINTENANCE AND THE NEED FOR A MAINTENANCE
AGREEMENT; REPEALING SECTION 2B.070 OF THE CITY’S
PUBLIC WORKS STANDARDS, AS ADOPTED BY ORDINANCE NO.
712; AND ADOPTING A NEW SECTION 2B.070 TO THE CITY’'S
PUBLIC WORKS STANDARDS.

WHEREAS, the City adopted the Public Works Standards in Ordinance No. 712;
and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Standards include standards allowing for the
construction of a private street if the street will not serve more than four dwelling units or
businesses on separate parcels (Section 2B.070); and

WHEREAS, the Public Works Standards allow construction of a private street to
serve unlimited dwelling units or businesses on one parcel as a planned unit
development or planned residential development (Section 2B.070); and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that public interest concerns are implicated

when a private street is constructed to serve a number of dwelling units or businesses




on separate parcels or one parcel, if the private street is very long, or if traffic circulation
needs are not individually considered by the City, and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that when a long private street is constructed
on one parcel, the homeowners face repair and operation costs associated with the
street that may be beyond their means to finance; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that there have been a number of situations in
the City in which homeowners have asked the City Council to accept private streets for
ownership and operation, after the homeowners realize that the repair and operation
costs are beyond their means; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that it is in the public interest to allow short
private streets in developments meeting certain criteria and as long as development
standards are crafted to ensure that the repair and operation costs of the private street
are manageable for the private street owners; and

WHEREAS, the City SEPA Respo_nsible Official has determined that this
ordinance is categorically exempi from SEPA under WAC 197.11.800(20); and

WHEREAS, the City Council held a public hearing and considered this Ordinance

during its regular City Council meeting of April 11, 2005 ; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON,

ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:




Section 1. Section 2B.070 “Private Streets” of the City’s Public Works Standards,

as adopted by Ordinance No. 712, is hereby repealed.

Section 2. A new Section 2B.070 is hereby added to the City’s Public Works

Standards.

2B.070 PRIVATE STREETS.

See definition of private streets in Section 1.025.
A. Criteria for Allowing Private Streets.

1. Private streets will be allowed only if the City Engineer makes
a determination that the private street is not needed for traffic circulation
under the criteria set forth in this Section, the City’s Public Works
Standards and the Transportation Element of the City’s Comprehensive
Plan.

2. Private streets will not be allowed (&) when the street
connects two public streets; and (b) when in conflict with the adopted
arterial plan or sitreet circulation plan, adopted in the City's
Transportation Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

3. Private streets will be allowed within developments as long as
they meet the following additional criteria: (a) structural sections shall

consist of 4 inch crushed surfacing base course followed with 4 inch
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crushed surfacing top course followed by minimum 4 inches of asphalt
concrete pavement all placed over "suitable” subgrade compacted to
95%; (b) a non motorized access plan, approved by the City; (c) internal
traffic calming measures or devices such as speed humps or traffic
circles may be required; (d) minimum curb to curb width shall be twenty
(20) feet; (e) 5 feet 6 inch sidewalk shali be required on each side of the
street that is serving residence(s) and shall be consistent with the
approved non motorized plan; (f) parking shall be prohibited on both
sides of the street; (g) the sidewalk and curb design must prevent

. parking upon the sidewalk; and (h} are constructed according to the
drawing in Exhibit “A”, which depicts the geometric roadway cross
section for private streets.

“Figure 2-07A” is hereby incorporated by this reference.

B. Length of Private Streets. All private streets shall be limited in length to

no more than four hundred (400) feet as measured along its centerline.

C. Maintenance. The City will not maintain private streets, signs or drainage
improvements on private streets. As a condition of constructing a private street,
the City will require that the owners of the private sireet enter into a private

. maintenance agreement between themselves describing their responsibilities
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and providing notice to subsequent purchasers that the City does not own or

maintain the private street. The agreement must be on a form approved by the
City Attorney and recorded with the Pierce County Auditor. The agreement shall
contain the following specific terms: (1) the responsibilities of the individual
owners for maintenance, repair and reconstruction of the private street; (2)
maintenance methods; (3) standards of maintenance; (4) distribution of
expenses; (5) remedies for noncompliance with the agreement; (6) exchange of
right of use easements; and (7) the creation of a private street maintenance fund

and the annual assessment.

D. Notice on Plat regarding Private Streets. Each development, plat or
short plat with a private street shall contain a notice to the public/purchasers,
which shall contain the following language: “The City of Gig Harbor has no
responsibility to build, improve, maintain or otherwise serve any private streets
providing access to the property described in this plat. Any private access street
shall remain a private street unless it is upgraded to public street standards at the
expense of the developer or adjoining lot owners to public street standards, and
the City chooses to accept such private street for public ownership and

maintenance.”
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E. Turnarounds. When three or more lots or dwelling units are served on a
dead-end greater than one hundred and fifty feet (150) feet in length, a
turnaround having an improved radius of forty-five (45) feet, or an equivalent,
workable maneuvering area approved by the City Engineer, shall be provided at

the end of the private strest.

F. Utilities. All City utilities located within the plat, short plat or development
shall be owned and maintained by the City. If the City owns utilities within the
development and the development is served by a private road, then an easement

shall be granted to the City over the road o access its utilities.

G. Signs. Private street signs with street designations shall be provided by
the developer at the intersection of private streets with other private streets and
public streets. Such signs shall meet the specifications in the City’'s Public Works
Standards, and in the case of intersections with public streets, shall either be
located within the public right-of-way or within a separate maintenance
easement. Maintenance and repair of such street signs shail be included in the
maintenance agreement between the private property owners.

H. Bonds. All private streets shall be constructed prior to the time that the

developer makes application for final plat approval. Bonds or other methods of
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assuring construction of improvements shall not be allowed for the future

construction of private streets after final plat approval.

1. Construction. Private streets are the responsibility of the developer to
construct {o the requirements in the City's Public Works Standards. Upon
completion of the required improvements, the developer will be required to

submit a statement to the City warranting that the improvements have been

completed in accordance with the adopted standards (2-year Maintenance

Bond).

Section 3. Severability, If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this
Ordinance is held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction,
such invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any
other section, clause or phrase of this Ordinance.

Section 4. Effective Date., This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force

five (5) days after passage and publication of an approved summary consisting of the

title.
PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig

Harbor this day of , 2005.

CITY OF GIG HARBOR .

7 of 10




ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

By:
MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY:

By:
CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:
PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

ORDINANCE NO.
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EXHIBIT A

i

NOTES:

1. On street parking prohibited

2. Maximum Center Line Length 400 feet

3. Deletion of Sidewalk on one side of street allowed if units are "sideloaded"or as permitted by the City Engineer

33 HOT MIX ASPHALT, WSDOT 5-04
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.33 CRUSHED SURFACING TOP COURSE, WSDOT 9-03.8(3)
.33 CRUSHED SURFACING BASE COURSGE, WSDOT 8-03,9(3)

NATIVE MATERIAL ALOWED IF ADEQUATE SOILS CONDITIONS EXIST,

IF ACCEPTABLE S0ILS ARE HOT PRESENT, MATERIALS CONFORMING TO WSDOT

§-03.10 SHALI BE USED.

4, Vertical curb and gutter meeting FIG 2-16 required on both sides of street

CITY OF GIG HARBOR
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
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SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.

of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington

On _ , 2005, the City Council of the City of Gig
Harbor, Washington, approved Ordinance No. , the main points of which are
summatized by its title as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO PUBLIC WORKS
STANDARDS FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT IN THE CITY, AMENDING
THE STANDARDS FOR PRIVATE STREETS TO LIMIT THE

. SITUATIONS IN WHICH PRIVATE STREETS MAY BE
CONSTRUCTED, ESTABLISH THE DIMENSIONAL STANDARDS OF
PRIVATE STREETS, DESCRIBE THE REQUIREMENTS FOR
PRIVATE MAINTENANCE AND THE NEED FOR A MAINTENANCE
AGREEMENT; REPEALING SECTION 2B.070 OF THE CITY’S
PUBLIC WORKS STANDARDS, AS ADOPTED BY ORDINANCE NO.
712; AND ADOPTING A NEW SECTION 2B.070 TO THE CIiTY’S
PUBLIC WORKS STANDARDS.

The full text of this Ordinance will be mailed upon request.

APPROVED by the City Council at their meeting of , 2005,

MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK
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"THE MARITIME C{T‘(

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

TO: MAYOR WILBERT AND CITY COUNCIL

FROM: DAVID BRERETON \x"
DIRECTCOR OF OPERATIONS

SUBJECT: WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT ROOF REPAIR
- CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION

DATE: MARCH 28, 2005

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

The 2005 Sewer Operating Budget provides for maintenance and repairs at the
Wastewater Treatment Plant. The Wastewater Treatment Plant requwes repair work on
the main lower section of the roof.

In accordance with the city’s small works roster process, the city recently contacted four
contractors from the city’s small works consultant roster and requested price quotations
to repair the lower section of the Plant's roof. Three contractors responded with the
following price quotations:

Harcor, Inc., dba Cleo’s Roofing $3,107.00

Peninsula Roofing, Inc. $4,638.00
Cobra Roofing Services $5,054.00
ISSUES/FISCAL IMPACT

Routine maintenance of our buildings and structures was anticipated in the adopted
2005 Budget. Sufficient funds are available in the Sewer Operating fund for the
Wastewater Treatment Plant maintenance and repair.

RECOMMENDATION

| recommend that Council authorize the coniract for the Wastewater Treatment Plant to
Harcor inc., dba Cleo's Roofing in the amount of Three thousand One hundred Seven
dollars ($3,107.00}, plus retail sales tax.
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AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES
BETWEEN GIiG HARBOR AND
HARCOR, INC. dba CLEOQ’S ROOFING

THIS AGREEMENT, is made this day of , 200____, by and between
the City of Gig Harbor (hereinafter the "City"}, and Harcor, Inc., dba Cleo’s Roofing, a Washington
corporation, located and doing business at 12218 Vernon Avenue SW, Lakewood, Washington
98498, (hereinafter "Contractor").

WHEREAS, the City desires to hire the Contractor to perform the work and agrees to
perform such work under the terms set forth in this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, in the process of selection of the Contractor and award of this contract, the
City has utilized the procedures in RCW 39.04.155(3);

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein, it is agreed by
and between the parties as follows:

. Description of Work. The Contractor shall perform all work as desctibed helow, which is
attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference, in a workman-like manner according to
standard construction practices. The work shall generally include the furnishing of all materials and
labor necessary to repair by installing torchdown strips along the seams of the existing roof at the
Wastewater Treatment Plant and apply a roof coating on the torchdown roofing. The Contractor
shall not perform any additional services without the express permission of the City.

Il. Payment.

A. The City shall pay the Contractor the total sum of Three thousand one hundred seven
dollars and zero cents {$3,107.00), plus sales tax, for the services described in Section 1 herein.
This is the maximum amount to be paid under this Agreement for these tasks, and shall not be
exceeded without prior written authorization from the City in the form of a negotiated and executed
change order.

B. After completion of the work, the City shall pay the full amount of an invoice within thirty
{30} days of receipt. If the City objects to all or any portion of any invoice, it shall so notify the
Contractor of the same within fifteen (15) days from the date of receipt and shall pay that portion of
the invoice not in dispute, and the parties shall immediately make every effort to settle the disputed
portion.

lil. Relationship of Parties. The parties intend that an independent contractor - owner relationship
will be created by this Agreement. As the Contractor is customarily engaged in an independently
established trade which encompasses the specific service provided to the City hereunder, no agent,
employee, representative or subcontractor of the Contractor shall be, or shall be deemed to be the
employee, agent, representative or subcontractor of the City. In the performance of the work, the
Contractor is an independent contractor with the ability to control and direct the performance and
details of the work, the City being interested only in the results obtained under this Agreement.
None of the benefits provided by the City to its employees, including, but not limited to,
compensation, insurance and unemployment insurance, are available from the City to the
employees, agents, representatives or subcontractors of the Contractor. The Contractor will be
solely and entirely responsible for its acts and for the acts of the Contractor's agents, employees,
representatives and subcontractors during the performance of this Agreement. The City may, during
the term of this Agreement, engage other independent contractors to perform the same or similar
work that the Contractor performs hereunder.
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IV. Duration of Work. The City and the Contractor agree that work will begin on the tasks
described in Exhibit A immediately upon execution of this Agreement by both . The
Contractor shall perform all work required by the Agreement on or before Aftil 3! 5. The
indemnification provisions of Section [X shall survive expiration of this Agreement.

V. Prevailing Wages. Wages paid by the Contractor shall be not less than the prevailing rate of
wage in the same trade or occupation in Pierce County as determined by the industrial statistician of
the State Department of Labor and Industries and effective as of the date of this contract.

Before any payment can be made, the Contractor and each subcontractor shall submit a "Statement of
Intent to Pay Prevailing Wages" to the City, which has been approved by the State Department of
Labor and Industries. Each voucher claim (invoice) submitted by the Contractor for payment of work
shall have an “Affidavit of Wages Paid”, which states that the prevailing wages have been paid in
accordance with the pre-filed "Statement(s) of Intent to Pay Prevailing Wages".

VI. Waiver of Performance Bond and Retainage: Limited Public Works Process. As allowed in
RCW 39.04.155(3) for limited public works projects, the City has waived the payment and
performance bond requirements of chapter 39.08 RCW and the retainage requirements of chapter
£60.28 RCW for the work described in Exhibit A.

VIl. Termination.

A. Termination Upon Gity's Option. The City shall have the option to terminate this
Agreement at any time. Termination shall be effective upon five (5) days written notice to the
Contractor,

B. Termination for Cause. If the Contractor refuses or fails to complete the tasks described in
Exhibit A, to complete such work by the deadline established in Section IV, or to complete such work
in a manner satisfactory to the City, then the City may, by written notice to the Contracter, give notice
of its intention to terminate this Agreement. On such notice, the Contractor shall have five (5) days
to cure to the satisfaction of the City or its representative. If the Contractor fails to cure to the
satisfaction of the City, the City shall send the Contractor a written termination letter which shall be
effective upon deposit in the United States mail to the Contractor's address as stated below.

C. Excusable Delays. This Agreement shall not bé terminated for the Contractor's inability to
perform the work due to adverse weather conditions, holidays or mechanical failures which affect
routine scheduling of work. The Contractor shall otherwise perform the work at appropriately
spaced intervals on an as-needed basis.

D. Rights upon Termination. in the event of termination, the City shall only be responsible to
pay for services satisfactorily performed by the Contractor to the effective date of termination, as
described in a final invoice to the City.

VIII. Discrimination. in the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this Agreement
or any subcontract hereunder, the Contractor, its subcontractors or any person acting on behalf of
the Contractor shali nof, by reason of race, refigion, color, sex, national origin or the presence of any
sensory, mental, or physical handicap, discriminate against any person who is qualified and
available to perform the work to which the employment relates.

iX. Indemnification. The Contractor shall indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials,
employees, agents and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or
suits, and shall pay for all costs, including all legal costs and attorneys' fees, arising out of or in
connection with the performance of this Agreement, except for injuries and damages caused by the
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sole negligence of the City. The City’s inspection or acceptance of any of the Contractor's work
when completed shall not be grounds to avoid any of these covenants of indemnification.

In the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to persons or damages to property
caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of the Contractor and the City, its officers,
officials, employees, agents and volunteers, the Contractor's liability hereunder shall be only to the
extent of the Contractor's negligence.

IT IS FURTHER SPECIFICALLY AND EXPRESSLY UNDERSTOOD THAT THE
INDEMNIFICATION PROVIDED HEREIN CONSTITUTES THE CONTRACTOR'S WAIVER OF
IMMUNITY UNDER INDUSTRIAL INSURANCE, TITLE 51 RCW, SOLELY FOR THE PURPOSES
OF THIS INDEMNIFICATION. THE PARTIES FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGE THAT THEY HAVE
MUTUALLY NEGOTIATED THIS WAIVER.,

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

X. Insurance.

A. The Contractor shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement,
insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damage to property which may arise from or in
connection with the Contractors own work including the work of the Contractor's agents,
representatives, employees, sub-consultants or sub-contractors.

B. Before beginning work on the project described in this Agreement, the Contractor
shall provide evidence, in the form of a Certificate of Insurance, of the following insurance coverage
and limits (at a minimum):

1. Business auto coverage for any auto no less than a $1,000,000 each
accident limit, and
2. Commercial General Liability insurance no less than $1,000,000 per

occurrence with a $2,000,000 aggregate. Coverage shall include, butis not
limited to, contractual liability, products and completed operations, property
damage, and employers liability, and

C. The Contractor is responsible for the payment of any deductible or self-insured
retention that is required by any of the Contractor's insurance. If the City is required
to contribute to the deductible under any of the Contractor’s insurance policies, the
Contractor shall reimburse the City the full amount of the deductible.

D. The City of Gig Harbor shall be named as an additional insured on the Contractor's
commercial general liability policy. This additional insured endeorsement shall be
included with evidence of insurance in the form of a Certificate of Insurance for
coverage necessary in Section B, The City reserves the right to receive a certified
and complete copy of all of the Contractor’s insurance policies.

E. Itis the intent of this contract for the Contractor’s insurance to be considered primary
in the event of a loss, damage or suit. The City's own comprehensive general
liability policy will be considered excess coverage in respect to the City. Additionally,
the Contractor's commercial general liability policy must provide cross-liability
coverage as could be achieved under a standard ISO separation of insured’s clause.

F. The Contractor shall request from his insurer a modification of the ACORD certificate
to include language that prior written notification will be given to the City of Gig
Harbor at least 30-days in advance of any cancellation, suspension or material
change in the Contractor's coverage.
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The Contractor shall procure and maintain for the duration of this Agreement, comprehensive
general liability ingsurance against claims for injuries to persons or damages to property which may
arise from or in connection with the performance of the work hereunder by the Contractor, its
employees, agents or subcontractors. The cost of such insurance shall be borme by the Contractor.
The Contractor shall maintain limits on such insurance in the above specified amounts: The
coverage shall contain no special limitations on the scope of protection afforded the City, its officials,
officers, employees, agents, volunteers or representatives.

The Contractor agrees to provide the City with certificates of insurance evidencing the required
coverage hefore the Contractor begins work under this Agreement. Each insurance policy required
by this clause shall be endorsed to state that coverage shall not be suspended, voided, cancelled by
either party, reduced in coverage or in limits except after thirty (30} days prior written notice by
certified mail, return receipt requested, has been given to the City. The City reserves the right to
require complete, certified copies of all required insurance policies at all times.

Xl. Entire Agreement. The written provisions and terms of this Agreement, together with all
exhibits attached hereto, all bids specifications and bid documents shall supersede all prior verbal
statements of any officer or other representative of the City, and such statements shall not be
effective or be construed as entering into or forming a part of, or altering in any manner whatsoever,
this Agreement. '

Xll. City's Right of Supervision. Even though the Contractor is an independent contractor with the
authority to control and direct the performance and details of the work authorized under this
Agreement, the work must meet the approval of the City and shall be subject to the City's general
right of inspection to secure the satisfactory completion thereof. The Contractor agrees to comply
with all federal, state and municipal laws, rules and regulations that are now effective or become
applicable within the terms of this Agreement to the Contractor's business, equipment, and
personnel engaged in operations covered by this Agreement or accruing out of the performance of
such operations.

Xill. Work Performed at the Contractor's Risk. The Contractor shall take all precautions
necessary and shall be responsibie for the safety of its employees, agents and subcontractors in the
performance of the work hereunder and shall utilize all protection
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necessary for that purpose. All work shall be done at the Contractor's own risk, and the '
Contractor shall be responsible for any joss of or damage o materials, tools, or other
articles used or held by the Contractor for use in connection with the work.

XIV. Warranties. The Contractor hereby warrants that it is fully licensed, bonded and
insured to do business in the State of Washington as a general contractor. Cleo’s Roofing
will warranty the labor and instaliation of materials for a one (1) year warranty period.

XV. Modification. No waiver, alteration or modification of any of the provisions of this
Agreement shall be binding unless in writing and signed by a duly authorized representative
of the City and the Contractor.

XVI. Assignment. Any assignment of this Agreemeni by the Contractor without the
writtent consent of the City shall be void.

XVII. Written Notice. All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent to the
parties at the addresses listed below, unless notified to the confrary. Any wriiten notice
hereunder shall become effective as of the date of mailing by registered or certified mail,
and shall be deemed sufficiently given if sent to the addressee at the address stated in this
Agreement or such cther address as may be hereafter specified in writing.

XVIl. Non-Waiver of Breach. The failure of the City to insist upon strict performance of
any of the covenants and agreements contained herein, or to exercise any option herein
conferred in one or more instances shall not be construed to be a waiver or relinquishment
of said covenants, agreements or options, and the same shall be and remain in full force

and effect ‘
XIX. Resolution of Disputes. Should any dispute, misunderstanding or conflict arise as

to the terms and conditions contained in this Agreement, the matter shall first be referred to
the City, and the City shall determine the term or provisions' true intent or meaning. The
City shall also decide all questions which may arise between the parties relative to the
actual services provided or to the sufficiency of the performance hereunder.

If any dispute arises between the City and the Conlractor under any of the provisions of this
Agreement which cannot be resolved by the City’s determination in a reasonable time, or if
the Contractor does not agree with the City's decision on the disputed matter, jurisdiction of
any resulting litigation shall be with the Pierce County Superior Court, Pierce County,

Washington. This Agreement shall be govemed by and construed in accordance with the
laws of the State of Washington. The prevalling party shall be reimbursed by the other
party for its costs, expenses, and reasonable attomey's fees incurred in any litigation
arising out of the enforcement of this Agreement.

iN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties have executed this Agreement on the day and

year above written.
HARCOR, INC., dba CLEO'S ROOFING THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR
,f?" ~
By a-,- N By:
s _Fregacdon t lts Mayor
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. Notices should be sent to:

Harcor, Inc., dba Cleo’s Roofing City of Gig Harbor

Attn: David Lerum Attn: David Brereton

12218 Vernon Avenue SW Director of Operations
Lakewood, Washington 98498 3510 Grandview Street

(253) 581-1055 Gig Harbor, Washington 98335

Approved as to form:

By:
City Attorney

Attest:

By:

Molly M. Towslee, City Clerk

FACONTRACTS & AGREEMENTS (Standard)\Vendor-Service provider Contract-CleosRoofing 3-14-05.doc
Bev: March 24, 2005

CAMEB1S7. 1AGRIO000E 200000 Page 6 of 8




STare OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY OF _ 27 s

O | Joertify  thag I know or i

Ll TS il i8 the person who appearaq before me, ang said
person acknowledged that (he/she) signed this instrument, on oath stafed that {heishe) wag
authorized to execyte the instrument ang acknowledged it as e, 7=

the /2. PN
of Hareor, inc., dba Cleo's Roofing to be the free and voluntary act of such Party for the
uses and purposes mentioned in the j

)
) ss.
)

nstrument,
DATED: 2 - 27 ry” . A
) s '// f)? ‘_/",/’ / /)7
. _l—'/ AN /j/ﬁ_(./M
Notary Public in and for the
State of Washington, /

Residingat (-, e
My appointment eXpites: 42 ¢ -

Sarvican-Lisce Racling 338415 doc

EY. Y




STATE OF WASHINGTON
88,

B

COUNTYOFPIERCE

| certify that | know or have satisfactory evidence that
is the person who appeared before me, and said
person acknowledged that she signed this instrument, on oath stated that she was
authorized to execute the instrument and acknowledged it as the Mayeor of the City of Gig
Harbor, to be the free and voluntary act of such party for the uses and purposes
mentioned in the instrument.

DATED:

Notary Public in and for the
State of Washington,

Residing at:
My appointment expires:
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12218  Vemon Ave SW
Lakewood, WA 98498
253-581-1055

Roofing

A Division of Harcor, Inc
CLEOSR*110BP

March 9, 2005
To: City of Gig Harbor

Attn; Dave B,
Re: Waste Water Treatment Plant

Cleo's Roofing will prep roof area to have work done, Provide and install Granulated Torch down
6" Seam strips over existing seams, Install new Leads Flanges For 5 Pipes, seal drains, coat roof with Silver
Coating. To include a $0-day workmanship warranty on proposed areas.

For the sumof:  $3,107.00

Exclusions:
Dy time, roof protection, and Washington sales tax,

Note:
Propasal is good for 10 days after above date.

Respectfully Submitied

John Henry
Estimatior

9of9




“THE MARITIME CITY"
ADMINISTRATION

March 7, 2005

John Long
World Cultural Interaction Board

Dear Friends:

I want to thank you all for your magnificent effort to make our first student exchange with
Takuma a rewarding experience for all the students. Yasuko Wada went above and beyond
our expectations in her hours of presentation of cultural learning opportunities for all the
participants including parents and host families prior to and during the exchanges.

I understand the Boards decision in recognizing the effort and realizing the impossibility of
continuing this program. Enclosed is the letter | have sent to Mayor Yokoyama.

At this time I plan to ask for volunteers to continue a cross-cultural program in WCI to
promote international understanding and cultural and social awareness for our citizens
through international study and travel opportunities.

Our community is blessed by the services rendered to us by our own culturally diverse
population.

Gig Harbor’s TCC offers five foreign languages as well as English as a second langnage and
American Sign Language. The cultural cuisine of 14 countries can be found in our local
restaurants. Travel agencies offer opportunities to travel world wide. The Chinese-
Delegation from Beijing, China, designated the Peninsula School District as having the finest
intercultural program on the entire West coast. The school district continues to have
conversation with Beijing, China. You may remember the Japanese Delegation hosted by
WCI in October, 2003.

I will be asking our community members to advice us of any specific cultural educational
interest they have and if they would be willing to volunteer to put that interest together in a
plan. All are invited to visit the Bogue Volunteer Center and indicate their interest.

Let’s review the objectives of WCI and bring about action to fit the mission. You are all
invited to continue serving on the board as we look toward “tomorrow,” however, I
understand if you feel the need to leave the board.

Thank you again for your guidance and service. Please let me know your interest.
Sincerely,

Gretchen A. Wilbert, Mayor
3510 GRaNDVIEW STREET * GG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335 & (253) 851-8136 & wWww.CITYORGIGHARBOR.NET




s,

C1¢ Hageof - @

“THE MARITIME CITY"
ADMINISTRATION

February 10, 2005

Mayor Yokoyama, President

International Cultural Exchange Association
¢/o Town of Takuma

1338-13, Owaza Takuma

Takuma-cho '

Mitoyo-gun

Kagawa-ken, Japan 669-1101

RE: MIDDLE SCHOOL EXCHANGE FOR SUMMER 2005
Dear Mayor Yokoyama,

The City of Gig Harbor vatues exchange activities with Takuma, and in particular

values the relationship that has matured over the last several years.

Unfortunately, through no fault of Takuma whatsoever, the volunteer group World .
Cultural Interaction that supported exchange activifies for the City of Gig Harbor

in 2004 is unable to continue its exchange activity in the future. Right now, no

group has committed the necessary resources for an exchange in 2005.

Dr. Mark Hoppen, City Administrator, is exploring the possibility of exchange
activities with Peninsula School District middle schools and with parent groups
for the middle schools. So far, however, the middle schools have not expressed
adequate interest in supporting an exchange.

Considering the current situation, the City of Gig Harbor is unable to provide an
exchange opportunity in 2005. Nevertheless, the city hopes that an exchange

opportunity can be developed in the future, and we will work toward fostering
such an opportunity.

Sincerely, -
U Leit

ayor Gretchen Wilbert

c Ms. Chie Hashimoto
World Cultural Interaction .

3510 GrANDVIEW STREET * GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 98335 = (253) 851-8136 ¢ wrarw . CITYORGIGHARBOR.NET




HOST FAMILY MATCHES

Peanne and Yaponcha English
PO Box 564
Vaughn, WA 98394

Cell phone: 307-5401
Home: 253-884-2556
Email: yaponcha@hotmail.com

Yasuke Ando, 14, boy AND Ryo Irie, 14, boy

John Seaman and Ilka Van Waasen
2905 Ryan Street
Gig Harbor, WA 98335
Yuta Shirakawa, 14, boy

Morris and Barbara Lewis
14511 46" Ave Cit NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98332

Cell phone: none
Home: 253-858-7415
Email: vanwaasen@hotmail.com

Celi phone: 225-1467
Home: 253-851-7240
Email: BLewis2 @aol.com

Akito Toyota, 15, boy AND Ryohei Onishi, 14, boy

Kurt and Kerry Esson
22006 68* Ave
Gig Harbor, WA 98335
Sho Maruoka, 14, boy

Christopher and Lorrie Wolle
8527 Goodman Dr, NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98335
Miko Shinohara, 14, girl

Donn and Tammi Falconer
1065 12* Ave
Fox Island, WA 98335
Yukiko Itoguchi, 14, girl

Jeffrey and Gabriela Hansen
3710 Forest Beach Dr. NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98335
Misaie Hatakeda, 14, girl

John and Nancy Picinich
7803 Insel Ave
Gig Harbor, WA 98335
Keiko Shirakawa, 14, girl

Spence and Lesley Jacolucci
9919 184th Ave
Vaoghn, WA 98394

Hideki Yokoyama, 14, boy

Al and Natalie Fujita
2621 88th St. Ct. NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98335

Cell phone: 576-4455
Home: 253-265-4328
Email: kerryesson@hotmail.com

Cell phone: 905-7497
Home: 253-857-8026
Email: lewolle @comcast.net

Cell phone: 636-6342
Home: 253-549-2085
Email: falconheather @yahoo.com

Cell phone: 229-5056
Home: 253-265-8086
Email: JGHA @comcast.net

Cell phone:
Home: 253-858-9082
Email: njpicinich@yahoo.com

Celt phone: 884-5889
Home: 884-5572
Email: Lesley @harbornet.com

Cell phone: 208-7171
Home: 858-7647
fujitas44@aol, com

Yukari Hoshaku, Middle School English teacher

Other chaperones;
Chie Hashimoto: Town of Takuma
Katsutoshi Fujita: Town coanciiman




Gig Harbor Contacts

Yasuko Wada Home: 858-3945
Carolyn Dupille Home: 858-3849
Elayne Wallis Home: 265-1364

Cell: 732-1934
Cell: 222-6576
Cell: 973-7399




WCI Summer ltinerary for Japanese studentsjuly 28-August 6,
2004 |

Wednesday, J u]y 28: ArnvalAfternoon welcome for Takuma group at Gig Harbor Civic
Center

Flight arrives at SeaTac at 2:48p.m.Students will be tired from travel and time change. No formal
activities planned tor this day.

Phone tree will be activated upon departure from Seatac arport.

Thursday, July 29: Orientation to America and Gig Harbor*Host family drops
off student at Civic Center at 9 a.m.

*Host family provides sack lunch Morning - at GH Civic CenterPractice using American money
(including purchase of stamps)Practice writing an address in EnglishPractice writing the address
and stamping a postcardLearn how to use a map of Gig HarborPractice the "Gig Harbor Scavenger
Hunt"

Afternoon: Go on Gig Harbor Scavenger HuntDuring the Scavenger Hunt the students will: Visit
businesses and oflicesLook for monumentsAsk questionsPurchase at least one postcard of Gig
HarborPurchase at least one stampRegroup to share and write postcards*Host family to pick up
at Civic Center at 3:30 p.m.Homework assignment: Read handout information regarding July 30
field trip

Evening:(6:00p.m.) Welcome BBQ at the home of host family Christopher and Lorrie Wolle,
8527 Goodman Dr. N.-W. Gig Harbor, 857-8026

WCI will provide burgers, hot dogs, beverages, chips, and cookies.

Friday, July 30: TacomaRegroup at Civic Center at 9 a.m.

(WCI to provide lunch}Orientation to Tacoma {map)Read in English a brief explanation of:Point
DefianceThe Glass Museum

In Tacoma:Visit Point Defiance GardensIFort Nisqually Zoo and Aquarium (drive by only)Picnic
Lunch at Owens BeachGlass Museum

Regroup in Gig Harbor at Civic CenterDebriel the dayOverview for weekendOverview for Mount
Rainier (Monday’s trip) * Host families pick up students at Civic Center at 3:30 p.m.Homework:
Read handout information regarding Mt. Raimer field trip

Saturday/Sunday, July 31 and August 1: Weekend with host families
Suggesied activities will be provided to host [amilies.* Free time with host {families. Students will
have journal assignments.

Monday, August 2: Mount Rainier

* Host families drop students off at Civic Center, 8:45 a.m.” Host families to provide sack
hinches. Ice chests will be provided on the bus.Bus leaves for Mt. Rainier at 9
a.m.Experience:Orient selves using a map ol the parkTake a short hikeView glaciers, wildllowers,
large trees, mountains Visit Paradise Inn, Visitor Center, souvenir shops and displays

Return around 5 p.m. to GH Civic Center(Phone tree will be activated if bus is late)

Tuesday, August 3: Cultural Exchange Day*Host families drop students at Harbor
Ridge Middle School, 9 a.m.

*Host families provide sack lunches for students




MorningArt: Visual Arts Sampler 9:00a.m.-11:45a.m.

Lunch: 11:45a.m.-12:15p.m.

Dance: Movement Exploranon 12:15p.m.-3:00p.m.

Alternoon: Teen Mixer, 3:00p.m.-3:30p.m.Ask quesiions ol Japanese and Amencan teensWhy do
you go to school?What is your father’s/mother’s role in your home?What is the teacher’s role in
your country?How much time do you spend on homework each night?How do you spend your
leisure time?What is your favorite food?PWhat is your least favorite food?How do you earn your
spending money?Tell whether you agrec or disagree with each of the following statements and
why:"Everyone should be involved in sports”Everyone should be involved in an art’

Have Japanese and American students share answers Lo compare cultural perspectives. Japanese
and American CDs. Japanese and American teen dances.

Homework assignment: As your host [amily to tell you about Seaille.* Host families pick up
students at Harbor Ridge at 3:30 p.m. '

Wednesday, August 4: Seattle*Host families drop students off at Civic Center, 9
a.m. Students to purchase their own Junch todavBus leaves for Seattle at 9:15 a.m.Pike Place
MarketSeattle CenterUniversity of Washingion (driving tour}Shopping (choice) "The Ave" or
*University Village"

Return to Gig Harbor Civic Center. Host families pick up students at 5p.m.

Thursday, August 5: Preparation to return to Japan*Host families to drop off
students at Civic Center at 9 a.m.”Host families to supply sack lunchJapanese students discuss
their percepiions of America and the American way of life. Japanese students note the similarities
and differences between the two cultures. *1 p.m. Return to host family home to pack6:30 p.m. -
Farewell Potluck Dinner at Gig Harbor Civic Center. Please sce Elayne Wallis for sign up.

Transler to SeaTac for overnight stay before Aug.6 departure. Rental buses will transport Takuma
guests. Host families may accompany in private vehicles.

Friday, August 6: Depart for Japan

* = Host family responsibilities




S1g g ageof
*THE MARITIME CITY"

ADMINISTRATION

Mayor's Report
March 28, 2005
Appointment to Puget Sound Regional Council

Thanks to Councilmember Derek Young for serving as the Mayor / Council
representative on the Puget Sound Regional Councit for Gig Harbor.

Derek wishes to pass this opportunity of regional focus education on to
another elected official. Please let me know of your interest.

| have attached the agenda for fast Thursday’s meeting. No one from Gig
Harbor was able to attend.




Puget Sound Regional Council

PSRC ®

GENERAL ASSEMBLY MEETING
THURSDAY, MARCH 24, 2005

WESTIN HOTEL, ELLIOTT BAY ROOM
SEATTLE, WA (MAP ATTACHED }

3 p.m. — Registration begins for General Assembly

Please register if you plan to attend the meeting and/or the dinner (registration form attached, or at
http://www psrc.org)* Assembly members — by registering if you plan to attend the meeting, it will help
us to determine our quorum.

The full Regional Council Assembly includes all mayors, county execatives, and council and commission

meinbers from member jurisdictions.

Agenda 3:30 p.m,

1. Call to Order — Councilmember Richard Mclver, President

= Roll Call (by sign-in sheet—please sign in)

»  (eneral Assembly Voting*

Welcome

Public Comments

President’s Report — Councilmember Richard Mclver

+ Economic Development District; Transportation Policy Board; Growth Management Policy

Board .
5. Consent Agenda

s Adoption of Minutes of Puget Sound Regional Council Assembiy Meeting, held
March 25, 2004 *
6. New Business
a. Adoption of Fiscal Years 2006-2007 Budget and Work Program®/** -
Executive John Ladenburg, Vice President
b, Major Amendment to Destination 2030 Admitting Three New Candidate Projects*
7. Election of Officers
s Report of the Nominating Committee — Councilmember Richard Mclver, Chair
8. Other Business

Ealbadl o

5:30 p.m. — Adjourn

5:30 — 6:30 p.m. — No-host Reception — Fifth Avenue Foyer

6:30 — 8:30 p.m. — Dinner - Fifth Avenue Room
. VISION 2020 Awards Presentation — Councilmember Pam Carter, City of Tukwila, Chair,
Awards Selection Committee
The Awards dinner will also feature Congressman Norm Dicks. PSRC will honor him for his
leadership in implementing VISION 2020 — highlighting accomplishments in Tacoma and
Bremerton.
*Suppotting materials attached
**Draft FY 2006-2007 Budget and Work Program enclosed for Assembly members. For additional copies, please
call the Regional Council Information Center, (206) 464-7332.

(206) 464-7090; TDD/TTY (206} 464-5409.

Sign Language and communication materizl in alternate formats can be arranged given sufficient notice by calling Mark Demry at .




PIERCE COUNTY REGIONAL COUNCIL

. TRANSPORTATION COORDINATING COMMITTEE
Pat O’Neill , PE, Chairman

Tuesday, April 12, 2005
1:30 PM to 3:30 PM

MEETING LOCATION:

Pierce County Medical Examiner/Road Operations Building
3619 Pacific Avenue, Tacoma)

CONFERENCE ROOM on Second Floor

(In order to gain entry, you must use the callbox at the door to contact the Program Development Division staff.)

AGENDA -

1. Rurai Corridors and Centers Program
The deadliine for submission of the Rural Corridors and Centers Program has been extended in order to
offer all eligible Pierce County jurisdictions the opportunity to apply for this program, The TCC will

review and make a recommendation to the PCRC on proposed projects to be submitted for the Rural
. Town Centers and Corridors Program.

Please note the following schedule for applicants:

Date Product Forum/Recipient/Action Format
April 7, 2005 2 Page summary of To Pat O'Neil Email as Word or
application (see (poneili@cityofup.com) and Jesse PDF document
attached for details) | Hamashima (jhamash@co.pierce..wa.us)
Email to TCC with applications
April 12, 2005 10 Minute : TCC hears the applicants, makes a Have hard copies
Presentation to TCC - | recommendation to the PCRC for final two | available to TCC
with Maximum 10 to go to PSRC. Completed applications for
Minute Q& A ALL applicants must be ready by this point
April 21, 2005 5 Minute presentation | PCRC hears presentations, acts on TCC Have hard copies
to PCRC Recommendation, Two applicants goonto | of project summary
PSRC for consideration. and completed
application
available to PCRC
April 22, 2005 Completed PSRC must receive completed applications | Electronic format
Application in THEIR offices by 1:00 pm to PSRC preferred

PLEASE CALL JESSE HAMASHIMA , 798-2760 IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS REGARDING
THIS AGENDA .




PIERCE COUNTY REGIONAL COUNCIL

TRANSPORTATION COORDINATING COMMITTEE

The Rural Corridors and Centers Program

Guidelines for the Two Page Presentation to be submitted to the TCC by April 7,
2005.

The Preliminary Project Description/Proposal sent to the TCC should:

1. Be no more than 2 face pages, this includes photos and maps- a map depicting the project is
required

2. Clearly state the project limits

3. Concisely indicate the project benefits and in summary form indicate why the proposed project
is an appropriate candidate for the program (For guidance please use the page 7 from the
application (Part 1--Issues and Benefits).

4. Provide statistical detail (such as traffic volumes, population statistics) where appropriate.

5. Indicate current funding/anticipated funding and current project status if ongoing project.

6. Relationship of this project to jurisdiction/area’s comprehensive plan.

Gnuidelines for the Presentation to the PCRC on April 21, 2005

1.

Applicants must be prepared to keep their presentation to a five minute time limit.
This time is exclusive of questions that may come from the PCRC members.

2. Please have additional copies of the two page project summary for distribution to

the PCRC.

3. The completed PSRC application should be completed at this point and available

for reference.

4. Bring poster sized graphics if necessary- coordinate any display, graphic needs
with Paula Manning, PALS, at 798-2785




BOE

Qrchitects:
27 June 2002

City of Gig Harbor
Mayor Wilbert
Members of the City Council @@ PV
Members of the Pianning Commission

c/o John Vodopich - Community Development Director

City of Gig Harbor Planning and Building Services

312§ Judson Street

Gig Harbor, Washington 98335

RE: Proposed ‘Sensitive Area’ Maximum Gross Floor Limitation
Harborview Drive Properties from Old Ferry Terminal to Peacock Hill

Dear Mayor Wilbert, Members of the City Council and Members of Planning
Commission,

Further to my previous letter of 27 December 2001 to the Planning -
Commission {copy aitached), and with reference to my attendance at the
recent Planning Study Session on 17 June 2002, | again thank you for this
opportunity to express my considered opinion regarding the proposed
Building Size Limitations in the ‘Sensitive Area’ Size Limitation Overlay for the
commercial properties along Harborview and North Harborview Drive. What
| heard at this Study Session, and at previous public meetings that | attended,
is summarized as follows: '

Preservation of the Building and Urban Character of Gig Harbor

The impetus for reviewing the option to limit the size of new buildings in Gig
Harbor, specifically in the ‘Sensitive Area’ Overlay, seems to be as a reaction
to a change in the perceived size of developments recently completed in
Gig Harbor and the concern that new project developments could alter,
dare | say destroy, the unique character of the harbor townscape. it was
discussed at the Study Session that the increased size of new projects,
specifically on the waterfront, could block existing open views of the harbor
from Harborview and North Harborview Drives (an existing condition believed
to be a vital design element in contributing to the general ambience of
downtown).

From an architectural and urban design view, 1 whole-heartedly agree with

this concern. But | believe the concern is not necessarily one of building size

as it is one of building and site character of which preservation of the direct

conneciion of Harborview o the water edge is such an important factor.

The concerns | heard expressed at the meetings were for assuring new

projects we designed with the appropriate urban designed character and 705 Pacific Avenue
that limiting building area was being proposed as a regulation ‘means’ to

achieve this ‘'end.’ Tacoma, WA 98402

253.383.7762

Fax.383.804)




City of Gig Harbor/Mayor, City Council, Planning Commission
RE: Proposed ‘Sensitive Ared’ Maximum Gross Square Footage
27 June 2002, Page 2

The recently completed Russell ‘Sunshine’ Facility is a good example to
review regarding the difference between reinforcing character and limiting
the footprint of buildings. While the ‘Sunshine’ Project has preserved the
appropriate building scale consistent with the Harbor and provides public

- view areas within the grounds, the site has been developed on a grand scale
that is approximaiely 150% larger than the adjacent properties (with a
frontage over 6 times wider than the parcels directly across Harborview).
What one initially perceives is not the individual scale of each of the
pavilions, as much as it is the total site gesture of the project. (Note: Think of
the waterfront as being made up of individual small paintings with the new
'‘Sunshine’ being a canvass 4x as big as its neighbors along the water —it
doesn’t matter if the painting is of small scale elements, the single vision over
the larger canvas has considerable more impact than the smaller painting
canvasses on either side — not fo mention the discrepancy in the quality of
the picture framesj. The proposed building footprint regulation would not
have significantly changed the ‘Sunshine’ project as the total building area
could have been sub-divided into many smaller building areas under the
main level of the plaza without significanily changing the street level as now
constructed (and my understanding is that parking garages are exempt from
any building limitations being considered}. The 'Sunshine’ project expertly
hides its bulk and building size from Harborview — so what would be gained
by limiting a similar project’s total building footprint or gross square footage
areas :

Again, the component missing in the proposed ordinance revisions, but
brought up at the Study Session, is maintaining the existing character of Gig
Harbor which | believe consists of a variety of building sizes, materials, scale
and its represented history. This unique character of the waterfront is due in
large part to its development of timber and marine uses from the waterside
edge in towards the land. The scale of the buildings were large at the water
edge and got smaller as the properties developed intand. Boat moorage,
marine repair and marine factory uses were more important than the smaller
howuses built at the head of these properties (now along Harborview);
however, it is now these remaining houses the we perceive as the context of
the waterfront as the industrial structures disappear ddong with the marine
tidat grids that provided direct visual connection from the street to the water
edge {e.g. the Ross House in Millville is a good historical example of this type
of development).

What is consistent when reviewing these existing historic waterside
developments is the amount of open space and the visual connection to the
water from Harborview Drive. | propose that it is the quality of the space
between the buildings {as much, or more, than the quality of the buildings’
themselves) is what coniributes to the unique urban design character along
the waterfront-the existing buildings frame the views more than they are the
aciual objects on display.




City of Gig Harbor/Mayor, City Council, Planning Commission
RE: Proposed ‘Sensitive Area’ Mcmmum Gross Square Footage -
27 June 2002, Page 3

Preservation of Commercial Uses . .

As noted in my previous letter, | believe enacting an ordinance for
commercial uses only may also result in the water edge of the harbor
becoming primarily private residential for those who can afford the lond {with
water access/moorage/view). In essence, it willreduce, not increase, the
public's access and enjoyment of the harbor fromn Harborview {and indeed
Harborview could no longer have a view of the Harbort). | have studied sites
that if developed commercially, would be limited to single structures of 3,500
square foot prints {with a maximum residential density of 4 dwellings per
acre); or, these same sites could be subdivided into separaie residential tots,
with no maximum floor areq, and achieve a higher density of 6 dwellings per
acre. | do not believe that fences, gates and ‘No Trespassing’ signs would be -
a positive contribution to the Harbor environs. Do you? Also, this overlay
district includes properties zoned as RB-1. My understanding of this zone
classification is that it is intended to be a transition zone between
commercial uses and residential uses. With inclusion in the size limitation
overlay, it essentially down zones these properties into residential
developments thus eliminating any transition between commercial and
residential uses. :

Recommendation

An option for your consideration is to study a maximum building frontage
allowed along Harborview {i.e. a maximum frontage that the view of the
water can be obstructed from the pedestrian way) before a development is
required to provide a minimum view corridor to the water. Such a reguiation,
combined with the existing setbacks, height limitations, design guidelines and
shoreline regulations, will assist to reinforce the existing character of the
townscape and assure its direct visual connection to the harbor.

Another option for your consideration is requiring developers to submit a

study model for approval of any project proposed on a site area exceeding

one acre within the 'Sensitive Area'. These don’t have 1o be fancy, display

behind glass type of models, but rather study models that encompass the

surrounding context that can be displayed for public viewing and commen’r
- prior to a public hearing approval process.

Thank you again for this opportunity to submit my considered opinion
regarding the proposed ordinance revisions. If thefe is any assistance | can
provide in the study of the proposed development regulation within the City
of Gig Harbor, please do not hesitate to contact me'at 383-7762.

Yours sincerely,

BOE architects, plic

Y




BOE

architectss

27 Decemiber 2001

»

City of Gig Harbor Planning Commission

c/o City of Gig Harbor Planning and Building Services ©©E@
3125 Judson Street

Gig Harbor, Washington 98335

RE: Proposed 'Sensitive Area’ Maximum Gross Floor Limitation
Harborview Drive Properdies from Old Ferry Terminal to Peacock Hill

Dear Members of the City of Gig Harbor Planning Commission,

Thank you for this opportunity to express my considered copinion regarding the

proposed ‘Sensitive Area' Qverlay for the commercial properties along Harborview

and North Harborview Drive. As an architect working a number of sites directly

affected by this proposed change to the Zoning Code, | have serious concern about

the potential negative impact this Overiay District will have to the continued

development of the City and the Business District. My concerns are based on first

hand experience working on similar subject sites for compliance with the Zoning -
Code, the Design Manudal, Shoreline Regulation, and Building and Fire Code

Requirements along with my clients’ goals of a quality and financial feasible pro;ect

My greatest concerns are summarized as follows:

Type of New Development .

The proposed square footage limitation for non-residential structures will likely result in
the subdivision of larger parcels for residential development only. Due to the location
of the subject properties, owners of these site will need to determine the greatest and
best use for development; consequently, the waterfront in the harbor will most likely
become a residential enclave for those that can afford the development and land
costs. Since a commercial use has also to provide considerable more parking than
residential (and this parking will likely have to be structured due to the constraints of
the parcels along Harborview), this additional cost and area will also defer any
development to privale residential, The waterfront will then become less public and
more private {i.e. for only the privieged}. | do not believe that a Gig Harbor
waierfront only for the wedalthy and 1o the exclusion of the public is consistent with
the goals and vision of the greater community,

Cost of Development

By limiting the size of non-residential structure gross square footage to 5,000 square
feet, the development cost for any new commercial space will be so high per
building area that the rent for such space will be considerably higher than
comparable spaces outside the Qverlay Area {or within preexisting commercial
space]. This will resutt in limited development only by those that can afford the
considerable cost {e.g. new commercial space at $40 per square foot rent will have
to compete with commercial space in existing structures is at $12 per square foot
rent]. if the City was considering this Overlay as a Tax-free Zone for the development
of an International Jewelry District {per Rotterdam, Netherlands), this proposed '

limitation of square foctage for the structures may be consistent, As noted above, 705 Pacific Avenue
this situation will again steer the new development of the-waterfront as a residential
and private office enclave for the wealthy. _ Tacoma, WA 98402

253.383.77462

Fax. 383 8041




~ City of Gig Harbor Planning Commission \ , | .
RE: Proposed ‘Sensitive Area’ Maximum Grass Square Footage
27 December 2001, Page 2

Public Process/Planned Use Development/Revisions 1o the Design Manual

If the Planning Commission’s intent is to control the development of the character
and appropriaieness of new development along the property, might | suggest
requiring projects to be reviewed as Planned Use Developments when the proposed
nen-rasideniial structure exceeds a determined size. This will allow designers and
developers to consider impacts of their project that can reach beyond their specific
sites to benefit the community. For example, by designing a commercial property io
include retail spaces, public access routes to the waterfront (both at pier level and
beach level), retainage of significant vegetation, restoration of shoreline and
shorelands with a non-residential sirocture that utilizes existing site contours,
appropriate materials and architectural forms that may exceed the regulated
maximum square footage (though it may not appear to). may have a greater
appeal within the community than the prescriptive following of the published
regulations. The Design Manual could also be amended to include projects over
5,000 square feet within the Overlay District to have articulation and massing that
can be reviewed as appearing to not exceed the maximum size.

Alternatives Studies '

As [ have noted, | have been working with a number of different property developers
in the design of site options for their parcels that would be consistent with the multiple
regulation and requirements for their specific sites. In my design approach, | develop
multiple design options for their review and consideration, | always include one
option that pedantically follows the rules and regulations of the site to illustrate what
coutd be directly permitted administratively without any public or board review,
These options are routinely rejected by my clients' as being inconsistent with their’
persanal godis or fheir percsived goals for a gquatity development within Gig Harbor.
If so desired, 1 will gladly share some of these design options with the Planning
Commission as illusteations of consequential development based on the existing
and/or proposed planning regulations. .

As aforementioned, it there is any assistance | can provide in the sfudy of
development regulon‘ion within Gig Harbor, please do not hesitate to contact me at
383-7762. Thank you again for this opportunity to submit my considered opmlon
regarding the proposed modifications to the Zoning Code.

Yours sincerely, /

David Arthur Boe - Principal
BOE architects, pllc
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March 28, 2005

Charles L. Hunter
8829 Franklin Ave
Gig Harbor, WA. 98332

Mayor and City Council
3510 Grandview Ave.
Gig Harbor, WA. 98335

RE: Proposed Text Amendment Creating Water View Corridors and Limiting Building
Sizes in the Height Restriction Area.

In reference to the above mention action that is coming before you F would like to offer
the following comments.

I have not seen the final document that staff has prepared for your approval. 1was a
member of the joint Planning Commission/DRB committee that reviewed and made
recommendations to the original document for your consideration and attended the public
meeting held by the Planning Commission.

My understanding is that the following zones in the view basin are not included in this
action, R-1, R-2, R-3, and R-B2, and that these zones have NO building size limits. I
would propose footprint limit on these zones for both non-residential and residential of a
maximum 3500 square footprint per building.

It doesn’t make sense to have a moratorium include these areas for 9 months and then lift
the moratorium and allow any size building to be constructed in these zones.

My reasoning for this recommendation is that Gig Harbor is characterized by small scale
buildings, take a look from the Finholm View Climb, East Gig Harbor or even the water
and what you see are small scale buildings with the exception of some of the later
buildings constructed.

It has been argued correctly that building size does not equal good design, that large
buildings can be designed in a pleasing manner using modulation and other design
techniques, 1 have no argument with this line of reasoning, however the character of Gig
Harbor is small scale and that character needs to be maintained, small buildings can also
be well designed. The Russell building is an example of a well designed building,
however many people don’t like the scale and the character of the structure.

In addition I would recommend tﬁat the present buildings that are larger that the proposed
sizes, be allowed to be altered or rebuilt within their existing footprint and envelope.




If these additional zone changes cannot be part of the Text Amendment, make these
requirements part of the action lifting the moratorinm. Then the criteria could be a
“springboard” for the proposed charette and would allow time to organize and carry out
the charette.

The second recommendation I would like to make is that, the criteria for the Charette
process and the selection of a facilitator be overseen by a joint committee of the Planning
Commission and Design Review Board and that the facilitator be from our community
and have a real knowledge of it.

Another issue that could be determined by the charette process is allowances for projects
where the proponent is willing to have a pre-submittal meeting. By establishing a
Maximum Limit based on Performance Standards it would allow flexibility in design for
footprint, height and other design criteria, (based on specific site conditions) required by
the Design Manual and Municipal Codes. At the present time the DRB is not allowed to
deviate from these codes.

The C-1 zone where the Gig Harbor Historical Society is planning to locate the new
museum is recommended to have a maximum building area of thirty or thirty five
thousand square feet. I think you should also allow a height exception for their
centerpiece artifact, the fishing boat “Shenandoah”, so that it may be housed in a building
of adequate size and height to allow for rehabilitation and display, the Historical Society
proposal could be reviewed by the DRB.

I would hope that you would consider these suggestions during your consideration o
remove the current moratorium. :

Sincerely,

Charles L. Hunter




PARKING GARAGE ADVANTAGES

Reduce parking lot area & increase area for new buildings

Hides parking lot from view

Lower impervious coverage

Conserves space while providing convenience & security to occupants

oooano

Adjacent w/deck over

Under structure concept

REQUEST: Do not count garage area in calculation for
new building size!




PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Whereas the current definition of a garage defined in Section 17.04.370 states that a
“garage” means a building or a portion of a building thereof in which motor vehicles are
stored, repaired, or maintained.

I propose the following amendment as an additional definition to the Gig Harbor
Municipal Code:
“Parking Garage” means a building or a portion of a building in
which motor vehicles are “parked”. This structure may be wholly
or partially underground or incorporated into the structure of a

building.

Additionally, I offer the following amendment to the proposed new building size
ordinance:
Sections 17.31.075 Max gross floor area
17.36.055 Max gross floor area
17.40.055 Max gross floor area
17.48.045 Max building size
17.50.045 Max building size

That the square footage of a parking garage used for the sole purpose of providing
required parking in the development of new or existing buildings not be included in the
calculation for the proposed size of a new building and that there would not be a
maximum size limitation to a “parking garage”.

Bonuses for use of a parking garage: An increase to a building’s maximum square
footage of 20% would be allowed provided that up to 50% of a building’s required
parking stalls are located within a “parking garage”.



To the attention of the Gig Harbor City Council
3-28-05

From Carol Ann Johnson

4318 35" Ave. NW

Gig Harbor WA 98335

The Gig Harbor Planning Commission addressed issues raised by the City
Council concerning View Corridor and Building Sizes as requested. The
ordinance as presented tonight represents decisions made by the Planning
Commission after joint meetings with the Design Review Board and public
hearings. However, please note that much discussion also took place on the issue
of the implementation of such ordinances.

I have regularly heard the Planning Commissioners and the Public speak of the
pressing need for the DRB to enter into reviews of applicant’s projects earlier in
the planning process. The DRB can offer the consideration needed for decisions
based upon the pattern of development if the DRB membership and procedures
are expanded.

It is important for the City Council to consider that many members of the
Planning Commuission feel the View Corridor and Building Size Ordinance and
the Historic Preservation Ordinance would be best implemented with additional
expert membership on the Design Review Board and for 4 year staggered terms
for members of the expanded DRB to allow for consistent expertise in matters
brought before the DRB. Also the chartered procedures and powers for the DRB
would best be expanded to include additional flexibility in their review process.
As mentioned above, it has often been suggested that the involvement of the DRB
earlier in a project’s planning appears to be essential.

Please note especially well that statements made by the public in hearings
conducted before the Planning Commission suppott this enhanced DRB approach
for the above mentioned Ordinances. Public support for enhanced, ‘early on’
DRB involvement has also been noted in Planning Commission public hearings
on many other Ordinances reviewed by the Commission in years past.

I urge the City Council to make the necessary tools available to the DRB to
facilitate the development of the City of (Gig Harbor as envisioned by its residents
and as put forth in the well thought out decisions and recommendations of the

city’s commissions and boards. _

Thank you, @

Carol Ann Johns nﬁu |
Citizen



CORRECTED DRAFT
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND
ZONING NEAR THE SHORELINE IN THE CITY’S HEIGHT
RESTRICTION AREA, ADDING A NEW SECTION 17.04.877 TO
THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE (GHMC) DEFINING A
WATERFRONT VIEW CORRIDOR FOR PURPOSES OF
PROTECTING VIEWS FROM SPECIFIED PUBLIC RIGHTS OF
WAY; ADOPTING A NEW SECTION 17.78.095 GHMC TO
ESTABLISH LANDSCAPING STANDARDS IN THE
WATERFRONT VIEW CORRIDOR; ADOPTING A NEW SECTION
17.04.408 GHMC DEFINING HEDGES; ADOPTING A NEW
SECTION 17.31.075 GHMC ESTABLISHING BUILDING SIZE
LIMITS IN THE DB DISTRICT; AMENDING GHMC SECTION
17.36.055 ESTABLISHING BUILDING SIZE LIMITS IN THE B-2
DISTRICTS LOCATED IN THE HEIGHT RESTRICTION AREA;
AMENDING GHMC SECTION 17.40.055 TO REDUCE THE
MAXIMUM BUILDING SIZE IN THE C-1 DISTRICT LOCATED IN
THE HEIGHT RESTRICTION AREA; AMENDING GHMC
SECTION 17.48.040 TO PROVIDE A SPACING REQUIREMENT
BETWEEN STRUCTURES AND ELIMINATE REFERENCE TO
GROSS FLOOR AREA LIMITS IN THE WM DISTRICT; ADDING
A NEW SECTION 17.46.045 TO THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL
CODE TO REDEFINE BULDING SIZE LIMITS IN THE WR
DISTRICT; ADDING A NEW SECTION 17.48.045 TO THE GIG
HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE TO REDEFINE BULDING SIZE
LIMITS IN THE WM DISTRICT; AMENDING GHMC SECTION
17.50.045 ESTABLISHING MAXIMUM BUILDING SIZE LIMITS IN
THE WC DISTRICTS.

WHEREAS, a large portion of the City of Gig Harbor is characterized by
views of Gig Harbor bay and the small scale buildings that reflect the historic
development of the harbor basin.

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor's Comprehensive Plan has the stated
goal to “Preserve the character of those sites or districts which reflect the style of
Gig Harbor's historical development” (Goal 3.13); and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor's Comprehensive Plan has the stated
objectives to:

Page 1 of 11



Develop guidelines which promote compatible development within
designated areas. (Objective 3.13.2)

Consider standards which encourage building forms consistent with
historic designs, (e.g., massing, roof styles and scale,” (Objective 3.14.2)

Define and retain “small town” characteristics of historic business districts.
(Objective 3.15.1); and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor’s Comprehensive Plan has the stated
goal to “Control vegetation to preserve significant views” (Goal 3.18); and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor has received numerous complaints from the
public regarding large buildings recently built in the height restriction area, which
have been found by many members of the public to be out of scale and character
with the historic development patterns in the height restriction area; and

WHEREAS, in response to the public outcry over large buildings and view
impacts in the height restriction area, the City proceeded as follows:

1. The City hired a consultant — Perteet Engineering — to explore the economic
impacts of limiting building sizes throughout the City;

3. Perteet Engineering conducted public meetings and interviewed stakeholders
to solicit input on the building size issue in order to formuiate draft findings
pertaining to limiting building sizes;

4. Perteet Engineering conducted public hearings on proposed code
amendments pertaining to building size limitations;

5. The public comments at the public meetings and hearings addressed other
concerns in addition to building size, including view protection and vegetation
control;

6. On July 12, 2004, the Gig Harbor City Council passed Ordinance No. 965,
imposing an immediate moratorium on the acceptance of applications for new
development or certain types of re-development within the height restriction area
as shown on the official height restriction map;

7. On September 13, 2004, the City Council passed Ordinance No. 968, which
adopted findings and conclusions supporting the continued maintenance of the
moraforium;

8. On November 8, 2004, the Gig Harbor City Council adopted ordinance 974
amending the City’s Design Manuat to, in part, (a) impose additional height limits
on non-residential structures within the historic district portion of the view basin,
(b) limit the use of tall vegetation in addressing buffering issues in the view basin,
and (c) eliminate the allowance for additional height on primary structures in the
view basin;

8. The City Council directed the Community Development Committee to discuss
remaining and outstanding issues raised by the public at the public meetings and
hearings and to draft recommendations for the full-council’s consideration;

Page 2 of 11




10. An outline of the Community Development Committee’s proposed text
amendments was presented to the City Council on January 10, 2004,

11. The City Council determined that additional time was needed to both allow
planning commission and public review of the proposed text amendments and
also to allow a 60-day review of the amendments by State agencies pursuant to
RCW 36.70A.106;

12. The City Council passed ordinance No. 986 on January 10, 2005 extending
the moratorium for an additional 90 days to allow time to proceed with the
recommendations of the Community Development Committee, which the Council
forwarded as a Council-initiated text amendment;

13. The City Council held a public hearing on the moratorium extension on
February 14, 2005 pursuant to RCW 36.70A.390 and RCW 35A.63.220;

14. Joint worksessions between the City’s Design Review Board and Planning
Commission (hereafter referred to as the “joint committee) were held on February
10, 2005 and February 17, 2005 to consider the City Council's proposed text
amendments. The joint committee discussed at length the importance of both
view protection and retention of community character in terms of building size
and building separation. The joint committee discussed existing view
opportunities and reviewed information on existing building sizes in the historic
district. The building size information considered by the joint committee provided
information on the larger and more prominent buildings in the historic district, and
the committee also considered the more numerous smaller buildings in the
historic district. From the information provided, the joint committee determined
that the Harbor Inn building located in WC district on Harborview Drive was
representative of the average historic commercial building in terms of its footprint
size (approximately 3000 square feet) and square footage as seen from the
street level (approximately 6,000 square feet), and that the slope of the land in
the WC district made possible additional and less visible square footage in a
basement level of the Harbor Inn. The joint committee recognized that there
were differences in the historic development patterns of each district located near
or abutting the shoreline. The joint committee further recognized that the C-1
district abutting the shoreline was recently purchased by the Gig Harbor

Historical Society, which has plans to develop a museum on the site that would
be larger than the size limitations proposed by the City Council. The joint
committee therefore determined that there should be no changes to the 65,000
square-foot building size limit in this district at this time. Additionally, the joint
committee determined that in addition to the building size limits, existing setback
provisions were sufficient to provide viewing opportunities from Harborview Drive
and North Harborview Drive and no additional restrictions in setbacks or floor
area restrictions (i.e., floor area ratio provisions) should be imposed. Finally, the
joint committee determined that vegetation limitations along the shoreline would
be difficult to administer.

15. The Planning Commission held a public hearing on the proposed text
amendments on March 3, 2005 and after the hearing made a final
recommendation to the City Council. As part of their recommendation, and in
response to public input, the Planning Commission concurred with the
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recommendation of the joint committee but determined that vegetation
restrictions were important to the protection of views and that the building size
limit in the C-1 zone should be reduced be approximately half {35,000 square
feet) in order to be closer in line with the smaller building size limitations imposed
elsewhere in near the shoreline; and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor desires to preserve and permetuate the
small scale of structures in the DB district that directly abuts waterfront districts;
and

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor desires to protect views of the harbor
along the Harborview Drive and North Harborview Drive public rights-of-way for
public enjoyment; and

WHEREAS, expansive building footprints and associated expansive and
continuous roof forms can result in significant obstructions to views of the harbor
as seen from Harborview Drive and North Harborview Drive public rights-of-way;
and '

WHEREAS, structures contained to smalier footprints require smaller, less
expansive roof planes than more expansive footprint structures require and
therefore have less impacts on views over the tops of structures; and

WHEREAS, limiting total floor area to a size that would be similar to the
building size achievable by limiting the footprint size may result in a building with
a wider footprint and a more expansive roof piane, but it would in that case result
in a building of a lower height, thereby providing alternate but similarly effective
ways of protecting views from Harborview Drive and North Harborview Drive; and

WHEREAS, views opportunities potentially created by required setbacks
of structures can be impacted or lost as a result of fences and vegetation placed
within view corridors; and

WHEREAS, large structures recently builf in the non-residential zones
within the harbor basin have adversely impacted the visual quality of the harbor
basin because of their scale in relation to the historic structures that characterize
the harbor basin; and

WHEREAS, the City Councit has proposed amendments that are intended
to protect views of the water from Harborview Drive and North Harborview Drive
public rights-of-way by establishing said rights-of-way as a public waterfront view
corridor and by limiting the amount of new vegetation that may limit views in said
view corridor and by maintaining the small scale structures that characterize the
historic structures in and near said corridor, which are also located in the City’s
historic district; and
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WHEREAS, the City Council agrees with the joint committee's
determination that in order to balance the need to protect and retain public views
of the harbor with the need to retain the historic development patterns within the
view basin, it is necessary to vary the building size and separation requirements
among the various districts near or abutting the shoreline, which includes the DB,
WC, WR, WM, B-2 and C-1 districts abutting Harborview Drive and/or North
Harborview Drive.  Specifically, the Council finds that:

(a) The historic development pattern of the DB district includes small
scaled buildings with little nor no separation between them (typical of most
historic downtowns) and the visible portion of the Harbor Inn building as seen
from the street (approximately 6,000 square feet} is an appropriate scale of
building for the DB district;

(b) The historic development pattern of the WC district along North
Harborview Drive in the Finholm Market area is also characterized by small scale
buildings with little or no separation between them;

(¢} The Harbor Inn building located in the WC district on Harborview Drive
is representative of the historic structures in both the WC and DB district, but the
slope of the land in the WC district makes it possible to have more square
footage than structures in the DB district because the WC district’s sloped
topography provides opportunity for a basement level that would be largely
unseen from the street level. Therefore, limiting the footprint of the building in the
WC district as opposed to limiting the total square footage (as in the DB district)
will provide opportunity for buildings at least as large as the 6,000 square foot
buildings tocated across the street in the DB district, and for potentially larger
buildings that would nonetheless be in scale with smaller 6,000 square foot
buildings in the DB district, which has a generally level topography that does
readily facilitate a basement level.

(d) Unlike the WC district located in the Finholm Market Area, the WC
districts lying both north of the Stinson/Harborview Drive intersection and across
the street from the DB district are not characterized by structures with no
separation between them. Existing development patterns included wide areas of
separation between structures. Because there is no historic development
patterns of connected structures in these locations, and because existing
development in these areas now provide some viewing opportunities between
structures, it is appropriate to limit buildings in these areas to a size that respects
the historic building sizes of the shoreline, but that also provides opportunity for
views between structures.

(e) The WM and WR districts are characterized by smaller-scaled homes
and neighborhood businesses than are found in the DB, WC, B-2 and C-1
districts in the view basin. The Council's initially proposed footprint limitations
would ensure protection of both views and architectural character of WM and WR
districts, but may be burdensome to businesses that require more square footage
on a single level than 2000 square feet. A 2,000 square foot footprint along with
the Basic Structure Unit allowance defined in the City’s Design Manual would
allow a building of approximately 3000 — 3,500 square feet of total space —
depending on topography and the opportunity for a daylight basement, but only
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2,000 square feet of fioor area would be possible on a single level. Accordingly,
both a 3,500 square-foot floor area maximum or a 2,000 square foot footprint
limitation would be appropriate for both protecting views and retaining an
appropriate scale of building for these districts. Moreover, it makes sense to
allow the property owner to choose between these two options because it will
allow the owner to consider topographic advantages when determining how to
develop his or her property.

WHEREAS, the proposed text amendments are consistent with the goals,
obiectives, and policies of the Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City's SEPA Responsible Official issued a Determination
of Nonsignificance (DNS) for the proposed text amendment on January 27, 2005
pursuant to WAC 197-11-350; and

WHEREAS, the City Community Development Director forwarded a copy
of this Ordinance to the Washington State Department of Trade and Community
Development on January 27, 2005, pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Commission held a public hearing on this
Ordinance on March 3, 2005, and made a recommendation of approval to the
City Council, subject to amendments recommended by the Planning Commission
as incorporated herein; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular
City Council meeting of , 2005; Now, Therefore,

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON,
ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. A new section 17.04.877 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted, to read as follows:

17.04.877 Waterfront View Corridor

“Waterfront view corridor includes all parcels located between the shoreline of
Gig Harbor bay and either Harborview Drive or North Harborview Drive,
excluding parcels located north of or abutting Rust Street (originally named
Walnut Street} as shown on the original Artena Addition plat recorded on August
23, 1890.

Section 2. A new section 17.78.095 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted, to read as follows:

17.78.095 Waterfront View Corridor Landscaping
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All development within Waterfront View Corridors shall conform to the foliowing
landscape standards.

A. HEDGES
Hedges shall conform to the height limits for fences defined in Chapter

17.99.

B. LANDSCAPING IN SIDE’{’ARDS
In addition to the Iandscaplng provisions of Section 2.2.01 of Chapter
17.99, the fol[owmg additional landscaping standards apply to all side
yards: .
1. Trees are--;prohlblted.
2. Shrubs and bushes shall not exceed a height of 5 feet, except that
shrubs or bushes that form a continuous vegetative mass in a hedge or
hedge-like fashion and which are located along the perimeter of the
propgrty shall not exceed the height limits for fences.
3. Landscapmg plans submitted for non-residential and multifamily
resldentlal development under the-provisions of Section 17.96.050
hall specify plant species in side yards that are not expected to grow
/ﬁlgher than 5 feet.

..\
\x.

Section 3. A new Section 17.04.408 of the Gig harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted, to read as follows:

17.04.408 Hedge.
“Hedge” is a row of closely planted shrubs, bushes, or trees aligned in a linear

fashion forming a screen, fence, or boundary.

Section 4. A new Section 17.31.075 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted to read as follows:

17.31.075 Maximum gross floor area

In the DB district, the maximum gross floor area per building is 6,000 square feet.
Multiple buildings on the same site shall be separated by a non-penetrated fire
wall as defined in the International Fire Code except that a single 6-foot opening
in the firewall separating structures is permissible provided that each structure
has an outside customer entrance accessible to the street. Each structure shall
be designed to stand independent of other structures on the site (i.e., the addition
or removal of any one building on a site will not require structural attachments or
modifications to any other building on the site.)

Section §. Section 17.36.055 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

17.36.065 Maximum gross floor area
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The maximum gross floor area per commercial structure is 35,000 square feet,
exceptthatin with the following exceptions:

1. In the Olympic Village Activity Center and the Westside General Business (B-
2) district the maximum gross floor area per commercial structure is 65,000
square feet.

2._In the B-2 district abutting North Harborview Drive {(the area commoniy known
as Finholm Market) the maximum gross floor area per building is 6,000 square
feet. Multiple buildings on the same site shall be separated by a hon-penetrated
fire wall as defined in the International Fire Code except that a single 8-foot
opening in the firewall separating structures is permissible provided that each
structure has an outside customer entrance accessible to the street. Each
structure shall be designed to stand independent of other structures on the site
(i.e., the addition or removal of apy one building on a site will not require
structural attachments or modifications to any other building on the site.)

3. In the B-2 district near the intersection of Harborview Drive and North

Harborview Drive {the intersection_commonly known as Borgen’'s Corner), the
maximum gross floor area per building is 6,000 square feet with a minimum

separation of 20 feet between buildings.

Section 6. Section 17.40.055 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

17.40.055 Maximum gross floor area

The maximum gross floor area per commercial structure is 65,000 square feet,
except that in the C-1 district abutting Harborview Drive the maximum gross floor
area per building is 35,000 square feet with a minimum separation of 20 feet

between buildings.

Section 7. A new Section 17.46.045 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted to read as follows:

17.46.045 Maximum building size.
Each structure in the WR district shall be limited in size according to one of the
following options:

A. 3,500 square feet total size, including each story of a building (finished
or unfinished) as defined in GHMC Section 17.04.750, and including all
habitable space” with a finished ceiling height of 5 feet or greater, and
including garages, carports, shops and similar work or storage rooms, and
also including non-walled stand-alone structures such as pavilions and
gazebos which are not incidental and secondary extensions of fully
enclosed structures, but excluding covered decks and porches; or

B. A total footprint of 2000 square feet, which may be extended to
accommodate a front porch or colonnade. The building footprint shall be
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measured from the outside edge of all exterior walls (including walls on
cantilevered projections), posts, and columns, and shall not include eave
overhangs of up to 24 inches or uncovered decks of up to 60 inches
above grade. Within this footprint, all structures, including non-residential,
are ¢ligible for the height and massing allowed for Basic Structure Units
(BSU's) as described under Section 3.14.02(1)(b) of chapter 17.99
GHMC.

*"Habitable space” as used in this section, shali mean: aspaceina
building for living, sieeping, eating or cooking, and shall also include
bathrooms, toilet rooms, closets, halls, storage rooms and utility rooms.
Habitable space does not include attic areas that have no finished floors
or finished interior walls.

Section 8. Section 17.48.040 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby
amended to read as follows:

17.48.040 Development standards.
A minimum lot area for new subdivisions is not specified. The minimum
development standards are as follows:

Single- Attached

family up to Non-

Dwelling 4 units residential
A. Minimum lot area (sq. ft.)1 6,000 6,000/unit 15,000
B. Minimum lot width 50’ 100’ 100
C. Minimum front yard2 20° 20° 20
D. Minimum side yard 8 10° 10
E. Minimum rear yard 25’ 25’ 25’
F. Minimum yard abutting
tidelands 0 0 0
G. Maximum site impervious
coverage 50% 55% 70%
H. Maximum density3 3.5 dwelling units per acre

perlot

l. Separation between siructures 20 20° 20’

Section 9. A new Section 17.48.045 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted to read as follows:

17.48.045 Maximum building size.
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Each structure in the WM district shall be limited in size according to one of the
following options:

A. 3,500 square feet total size, including each story of a building (finished
or unfinished) as defined in GHMC Section 17.04.750, and including all
habitable space* with a finished ceiling height of 5 feet or greater, and
including garages, carports, shops and similar work or storage rooms, and
also including non-walled stand-alone structures such as pavilions and
gazebos which are not incidental and secondary extensions of fully
enclosed structures, but excluding covered decks and porches; or

B. A total footprint of 2000 square feet, which may be extended to
accommodate a front porch or colonnade. The building footprint shall be
measured from the outside edge of all exterior walls (including walls on
cantilevered projections), posts, and columns, and shall not include eave
overhangs of up to 24 inches or uncovered decks of up to 60 inches
above grade. Within this footprint, all structures, including non-residential
or multifamily structures, are eligible for the height and massing allowed
for Basic Structure Units (BSU’s) as described under Section 3.14.02(1)(b)
of Chapter 17.99 GHMC.

*’Habitable space” as used in this section, shall mean: a space ina
building for living, sleeping, eating or cooking, and shal! also include
bathrooms, toilet rooms, closets, halls, storage rooms and utility rooms.
Habitable space does not include attic areas that have no finished floors
or finished interior walls.

Section 10. A new Section 17.50.045 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is
hereby adopted to read as follows:

17.50.045 Maximum building size
Each structure in the WC district shall be limited in size as follows:

1. In the WC district abutting the DB (downtown business) district, the maximum
building footprint is 3000 square feet. Multiple buildings on the same site shall
have a minimum 20-foot separation between structures.

2. In the WC district abutting North Harborview Drive (the area commonly known
as Finholm Market) the maximum building footprint is 3000 square feet. Multiple
buildings on the same site shall be separated by a non-penetrated fire wall as
defined in the International Fire Code except that a single 6-foot opening in the
firewall separating structures is permissible provided that each structure has an
outside customer entrance accessible to the street. Each structure shall be
designed to stand independent of other structures on the site (i.e., the addition or
removal of any one building on a site will not require structural attachments or
modifications to any other building on the site.)
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3. In the WC district abutting Harborview Drive and lying north of the
Stinson/Harborview Drive intersection (the area commonly known as Murphy’s
Landing), the maximum building footprint is 3000 square feet. Mulitiple buildings
on the same site shall have a minimum 20-foot separation between structures.

Section 11. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this
Ordinance is held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent
jurisdiction, such invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or
constitutionality of any other section, clause or phrase of this Ordinance.

Section 12. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall take effect and be in full
force five (5) days after passage and pubiication of an approved summary

consisting of the fitle.

PASSED by the City Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig

Harbor this ____ day of

, 2005.

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

MOLLY TOWSLEE, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

CAROL A. MORRIS

FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:

CITY OF GIG HARBOR

GRETCHEN WILBERT, MAYOR

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:

PUBLISHED:

EFFECTIVE DATE:

ORDINANCE NO:
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