
 

AGENDA FOR 
GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

January 23, 2006 - 7:00 p.m. 
 
 

CALL TO ORDER: 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:   
 
PUBLIC HEARING:     Request for Public Alley Vacation. 
 
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 January 9, 2006. 
   2. Appointment of Mayor Pro Tem. 
   3. Lodging Tax Advisory Committee Appointment to Elected Official Position. 
   4. Pierce County Regional Council Appointment. 
   5. Official Newspaper Bid Award. 
   6. Olympic Drive/56th Street Roadway Improvement Project – Permanent Right-of-

Way Easement and Temporary Slope Easement – John and Wan Park. 
   7. Olympic Drive/56th Street Roadway Improvement Project - Permanent Right-of-

Way Easement and Consent to Right of Entry Easement – Regal Cinema. 
   8. MultiCare Storm Water Agreement and Restrictive Covenant.
   9. Liquor License Renewals  and Change of Officers:  El Pueblito Restaurant; Hunan 

Gardens. 
  10. Payment of Bills for January 23, 2006. 
  Checks #49239 through #49395 in the amount of $911,463.80. 
 
OLD BUSINESS:      
  1. Appointment to the Planning Commission. 
  2. Appointments to the Design Review Board.   
3. Second Reading of Ordinance – Rainbow Burnham Annexation. 
4. Second Reading of Ordinance – Relating to Extensions of Water and Sewer 

Service, Amending Gig Harbor Municipal Code Section 13.34.070. 
 
NEW BUSINESS:    
  1. First Reading of Ordinance – Request for Public Alley Vacation.   
  2. First Reading of Ordinance – Stewart Rezone. 
  3. First Reading of Ordinance – Allowing Independent Living Facilities as a 

Conditional Use Permit. 
  4. First Reading of Ordinance – Clarifying the Requirements for Sewer Hook-ups. 
  5. Gig Harbor Historical Society Museum and Garage Re-roofing – Contract 

Authorization. 
  6. Proposed Annexation – Resource Properties (ANX 05-910). 
  7. First Reading of Ordinance – Standing and Special Council Committees. 
 
STAFF REPORT:    
  1. Dick J. Bower, Building Official/Fire Marshal - NIMS Compliance Update.   
  2. Jennifer Sitts, Senior Planner – Planning Commission Work Program for the 

Critical Areas Ordinance Update. 
  3. David Rodenbach, Finance Director – 2005 4th Quarter Financial Report. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT:  
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS / MAYOR’S REPORT:    
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS:
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION:  For the purpose of discussing pending litigation per RCW 
42.30.110(1)(i). 
 
ADJOURN:
 



GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF JANUARY 9, 2006 
 

PRESENT:  Councilmembers Ekberg, Young, Franich, Conan, Dick, Payne and Mayor 
Hunter.  Councilmember Kadzik was absent. 
 
CALL TO ORDER:  7:03 p.m. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
Mayor Hunter invited Chief Davis to come forward and recognize those persons in his 
team that received awards during the All-Hands Meeting of December 21st.  Chief Davis 
introduced each person and gave a brief background of their service to the department. 
The following received awards:  Officer Fred Douglas, Officer of the Year; Debra Yerry, 
Support Services Award; and Chris Langhelm, Reserve Officer of the Year. 
 
Mayor Hunter announced that the Public Hearing for the Public Alley Vacation had been 
postponed until a later meeting. 
 
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 December 12, 2005. 
  2. Correspondence / Proclamations:  Letter from Councilmember Paul Kadzik. 
  3. Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrades – Consultant Services Contract for Design 

Services. 
  4. Amendment to Utility Extension Capacity Agreement – Request for Additional 

Residential Service Connection – Canterwood Development Company. 
  5. Stormwater Facilities Maintenance Agreement and Restrictive Covenant – Puget 

Sound Energy Liquid Natural Gas Facility. 
  6. Lobbyist Contract. 
  7. Liquor License Renewals:  Cigar Land; Gig Harbor Chevron, Gourmet Essentials, 

Harbor Arco AM/PM Minimart, and Harbor Inn Restaurant. 
  8. Payment of Bills for December 27, 2005. 
  Checks #48980 through #49127 in the amount of $405,720.03. 
  9.   Payment of Bills for January 9, 2006. 
  Checks #49128 through #49238 in the amount of $592,871.07. 
10. Approval of payroll for the month of December. 
  Checks #4066 through #4104 and direct deposit entries in the amount of 

$258,135.76. 
  Note: Payroll check #4103 replaces lost payroll check #3754 dated May 2, 2005 

and payroll check #4104 replaces lost payroll check #3759 dated May 2, 2005. 
 

MOTION: Move to approve the Consent Agenda as presented. 
  Ekberg / Young – unanimously approved. 
 
 



OLD BUSINESS:  
  1. Appointment to the Planning Commission.  Mayor Hunter explained that to be fair 
to the eight applicants, he would like to form a committee made up of the Planning 
Commission Chair or designee; the Design Review Board Chair or designee; one 
Councilmember and himself to interview them and to make a recommendation for 
appointment.  He added that this would remove the political aspect of choosing 
someone that is known and to take a chance on other folks that are interested. He 
asked Council for a motion to this effect. 
 
Councilmember Franich agreed that the past practice may not have been the best to get 
to know the full qualifications of an applicant.  He said that he isn’t sold on the idea of an 
interview committee that doesn’t include all Councilmembers, as they are the ones 
voting on the appointments. 
 
Councilmember Young said that he planned to propose a formal committee structure 
and one idea that other cities use is an appointments committee.  He said that because 
the Mayor appoints the Planning Commission members, he supports the Mayor’s 
recommendation for this interview committee. For the other boards, it would be better to 
have more Councilmembers involved, but not necessarily all seven.   
 
 MOTION: Move to postpone the appointment to the Planning Commission to 

allow a more in depth study of the candidates by a committee 
recommended by the Mayor. 

    Ekberg / Young – unanimously approved. 
 
  2. Appointments to the Design Review Board.  
 
Councilmember Young said that he would prefer to postpone these appointments until 
the next meeting, which would allow the return of Paul Kadzik, and to form a Council 
Committee of three members and the Mayor to do the interviews. 
 
 MOTION: Move to postpone the appointments to the Design Review Board 

until at least the next meeting and to form a Council Committee of 
three Councilmembers and the Mayor to do an interview. 

    Young / Ekberg -  
 
Mayor Hunter requested that someone from each of the boards be included as their 
input is necessary. 
 
Councilmember Franich said that in the future, he would like to see more delineation of 
which position each member of the DRB fulfills.  Mark Hoppen said that he would 
provide that. 
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AMENDNENT TO MOTION: Move to add a member of the Design Review Board to the 

committee to interview the DRB applicant. 
    Ekberg / Young – unanimously approved. 
 
Amended Motion:  Move to postpone the appointments to the Design Review Board 

until at least the next meeting to allow for the return of Paul Kadzik 
and to form a Council Committee of three Councilmembers, a 
member of the Design Review Board and the Mayor to do an 
interview. 

    Young / Ekberg – unanimously approved. 
 
NEW BUSINESS: 
1. First Reading of Ordinance – Request for Public Alley Vacation.  Mayor Hunter 

asked for a motion to table this until the next meeting. 
 
 MOTION: Move to table item number one under new business to the next 

meeting. 
   Franich / Young – unanimously approved. 
 
2. First Reading of Ordinance – Rainbow Burnham Annexation. John Vodopich, 

Community Development Director, presented information on the proposed annexation 
of approximately 34 acres west of Burnham Drive and north of 96th Street.  This will 
return for a second reading at the next meeting. 
 
Councilmember Franich asked for clarification on any Latecomer’s Agreements in this 
area.  Mr. Vodopich explained that these parcels would not be exempt from existing 
agreements.   
 
Councilmember Young asked if the city could initiate annexation of the remaining area 
of unincorporated Pierce County left by this annexation.  Carol Morris, City Attorney, 
explained that she would look it up and respond later in the meeting. 
 
3. First Reading of Ordinance – Relating to Extensions of Water and Sewer Service, 

Amending Gig Harbor Municipal Code Section 13.34.070.  Mayor Hunter recused 
himself from the proceedings due to a possible conflict of interest concern.  Mayor Pro 
Tem, Steve Ekberg, asked John Vodopich to present the background information. 
 
Mr. Vodopich explained that this issue came forward when an outside utility extension 
for water had been requested for property inside the city’s water service area, but 
outside the urban growth boundary.  The City Attorney suggested amendments to the 
code to reflect current state law. The proposed ordinance would allow for municipal or 
quasi-municipal organizations to get sewer and/or water outside city limits and private 
individuals to only obtain water service outside city limits. 
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Councilmember Franich commented that he feels more comfortable with this proposal, 
explaining that his past concerns were with the possible urban density that could occur 
as a result of extending water service.  He added that he is concerned that this might 
set a precedent for extending water service to other areas.   
 
There were no further comments, and Mayor Pro Tem Ekberg said that this will be back 
for a second reading at the next meeting. 
 
Carol Morris presented the answer to Councilmember Young’s question regarding 
annexation.  She said that there is a provision in state law to allow annexation of an 
unincorporated island of territory through a procedure that allows the Council to adopt a 
resolution; hold a public hearing to allow the people who live there to comment; and 
then you adopt the annexation ordinance.  It is subject to referendum within 45 days of 
passage. 
 
Councilmember Young commented that the area is vacant land or business, and asked 
how the referendum process applies.  Ms. Morris offered to discuss this with him before 
the next meeting. 
 
4. Eddon Boat Historic Nomination as a Historic Structure.  Kristin Moerler, Associate 

Planner, explained that the city received a nomination for the Eddon Boatyard for the 
first addition to the city’s historic register.  Because historic preservation is voluntary, 
property owner consent is required.  This action would authorize the city to proceed with 
the nomination process. 
 
 MOTION: Move to start the process to nominate the Eddon Boatyard as an 

historic structure. 
   Franich / Payne – 
 
AMENDMENT: Move to add the Skansie House and structures at the Wilkinson 

Farm to the process. 
   Young / 
 
Ms. Moerler explained that this nomination was submitted by a member of the public 
and is ready to go to the board. She suggested that Council could direct staff to prepare 
nominations for the other properties at a later date. 
 
Councilmember Young withdrew his amendment to the motion. 
 
 MOTION: Move to start the process to nominate the Eddon Boatyard as an 

historic structure. 
   Franich / Payne – unanimously approved. 
 
 MOTION: Move to direct staff to bring back for consideration any other 

appropriate structures located on city property. 
   Young / Ekberg – unanimously approved. 
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PUBLIC COMMENT:    
 
Margery Goff – 3415 109th St. Ct. NW.  Ms. Goff explained that she and her husband 
live in the neighborhood at the end of Harbor Glen, where the new roundabout is being 
constructed.  She said that it appears that there are no ramps or crosswalks on 
Peacock Hill. She said that her husband is in a power chair and will be trapped in the 
neighborhood without those features unless he travels by car.  She said that she had 
called a spoken to “Jeff” who told her that no crosswalk or ramp is planned across 
Peacock. 
 
John Vodopich said that construction is not completed and he will check into it and will 
call her with the information. 
 
Rosanne Sachson – PO Box 71.  Ms. Sachson said that the reason that the house at 
Eddon Boat is not being nominated for the historic registry is because the citizens don’t 
know how it is going to be used, but they don’t know how the Boatyard is being used 
either.  She said that the city promised the public that they would be involved in making 
these decisions; and not left up to just a small group, which is what seems to be 
happening.  She said that the charrette has been tabled, but a promise had been made 
to the citizens that there would be a forum for their voice. This needs to be addressed 
quickly and no decisions should made by a small group. 
 
Jack Bujacich – 3607 Ross Avenue.  Mr. Bujacich said that there was more than a small 
group wanting the Eddon Boatyard to be retained in its present form. The voters were 
the group that put their money out to keep it as it is and it is the city’s intent, as well as 
those who were heavily involved, to retain the boatyard. The house was never 
mentioned because it was built by Mr. Hoppen many years later.  The boatyard goes 
way back and is historical.  He repeated that it isn’t a small group making this decision. 
 
STAFF REPORT:  
1. GHPD December Statistics.  Chief Davis addressed the transition to a retro look, 
black and white configuration for the patrol cars. He explained that the request had 
come up through the ranks as one other way to celebrate the city’s 60 year anniversary 
of incorporation.  He said that in the last ten years, many municipalities have been 
transitioning to this more traditional color. The officers see it as a morale booster and 
the paint job makes the police vehicles more visible, which may help to deter criminal 
activity.  Chief Davis answered questions regarding cost explaining that it would add 
$500 to the factory price for the new cars, and to repaint the three existing would cost 
around $1000 each.   
 
Councilmember Franich commented that he sees the paint job as intimidating and 
aggressive. He said that he likes the current color scheme and saw no compelling 
reason to spend the money.  
 
Councilmember Ekberg requested that this come back as an agenda item.  Chief Davis 
said that he did not want to create the image that the officers are not approachable. He 

5 



said that the problem is that he needs to get the two new cars ordered and asked for 
direction. He said that he was asking for his staff members, and that he was willing to 
accept any recommendation that comes forward. 
 
Councilmember Payne asked how many others are going to this color scheme. Chief 
Davis responded that Puyallup is considering it, Fife has already transitioned. Several 
agencies across the United States have done it.  Councilmember Payne said that he 
doesn’t see the black and white scheme as intimidating. 
 
Councilmember Ekberg commented that he doesn’t like last minute decision-making. 
He recommended that the Chief proceed with ordering the two new vehicles in the new 
black and white color scheme, but leave the others alone. This will allow the department 
to gauge the community reaction.  
 
Councilmember Payne agreed, and asked if any discussion had been held among staff 
about the intimidation factor.  Chief Davis said that he is convinced that it’s the quality of 
staff that you hire that dictates the impression in the community. He continued to explain 
that that the perspective is that the black and white “retro look” is going back to the days 
when everyone knew the police officers and they had time to hang out with the kids and 
had safety patrol in the schools. Police work is paramilitary and based upon morale and 
the badge, uniform and vehicle mean a great deal to the staff and they take pride in the 
look. 
 
Councilmember Young said that he is okay with the change. He said that this is well 
within the limits of an administrative decision, and thanked Chief Davis for bringing this 
to Council for a consideration. He added that he did not think the paint job is intimidating 
and said that he is pleased that this came up through the ranks. He encouraged them to 
think of other ideas that don’t have an associated cost.   
 
Councilmember Ekberg asked if there was consensus that Chief Davis go ahead with 
ordering the two new police vehicles in the black and white scheme. No formal vote was 
taken but it appeared to have consensus. 
 
Councilmember Ekberg then addressed the yearly Council Retreat.  He recommended 
that it be held earlier in the year to take a look at longer range issues.  Molly Towslee, 
City Clerk, was directed to schedule a date in February. 
 
Councilmember Payne announced that Chapel Hill Presbyterian Church has added a 
program to meet the needs of the youth in the community.  He said that the Friday night 
program called “CHILL” which allows a place for junior high and senior high kids to 
come. This last week 480 students participated. This growing trend is something to 
keep in mind when thinking of community efforts and events that involve the kids. 
 
Mayor Hunter commented on how happy he is to be doing this job.  He said that he will 
do his best and work as hard as he can to achieve the goals that we all want. He said 
that although they may not always be in agreement, he will work with Council.  He 
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announced that his office hours are 9-4, Monday through Thursday. He added that he is 
getting to know staff and everyone has been very accommodating. He said that he 
thinks there are a lot of good people and this is a “big ship” that will turn slowly towards 
the good of the community. He shared a few of his visions:  to see the hospital become 
a reality; to make sure that staff understands keeping the character of Gig Harbor and to 
honor the fishing heritage; build the Eddon Boat Park; and to overcome the traffic 
issues.   Mayor Hunter added that he drove up Point Fosdick from 36th the other 
morning and experienced the gridlock first hand. He said that he is in discussion with 
the state and would like to see the Wollochet and Burnham Interchanges improved.  
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS:   
 
1.   Worksession with DEA and HDR - Friday, January 13th, to work on road issues. 
2. GHN Traffic Options Committee – Jan. 18th at 9:30 a.m. Gig Harbor Civic Center.   
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION: For the purpose of discussing property acquisition per RCW 
42.30.110(1)(b). 
 
 MOTION: Move to adjourn to executive session at 8:02 p.m. for approximately 

45 minutes to discuss property acquisition per RCW 
42.30.110(1)(b). 

  Ekberg / Franich – unanimously approved. 
 
 MOTION: Move to return to regular session at 8:33 p.m. 
  Franich / Ekberg – unanimously approved. 
 
 MOTION: Move to direct staff to continue with closing on purchase of the 

Westside Park property per conditions. 
  Young / Ekberg – unanimously approved. 
 
ADJOURN:  
 
 MOTION:   Move to adjourn at 8:38 p.m. 
   Franich / Ekberg – unanimously approved. 
 
        CD recorder utilized: 
         Disk #1 Tracks 1 – 21. 
              
 
 
 
____________________________ ____________________________  
Charles L. Hunter, Mayor   Molly M. Towslee, City Clerk 
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ADMINISTRATION 
   
 
 
TO:  CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: MAYOR CHUCK HUNTER 
SUBJECT: MAYOR PRO TEM FOR 2006 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2005 
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND 
At the second regular meeting in January of each year, the GHMC calls upon the members 
of the City Council to elect a mayor pro tempore, who in case of the absence of the Mayor, 
performs the duties of Mayor.  
 
I would like to thank Councilmember Steve Ekberg for serving as Mayor Pro Tem during 
2005, and ask that he be elected to Mayor Pro Tem again for this upcoming year. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
A motion to approve the election of Steve Ekberg to Mayor Pro Tempo rare for the year 
2006. 



 
 

ADMINISTRATION 
 
 
 
 
 
TO:  CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: MAYOR CHUCK HUNTER 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
SUBJECT: RE-APPOINTMENT TO THE LODGING TAX ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND 
The membership of the lodging Tax Advisory Committee shall consist of nine members, 
appointed by the City Council.  One member shall be an elected official of the City who 
shall serve as chair. The resolution calls for the City Council to review the membership on 
an annual basis and make changes as appropriate. 
 
Councilmember Derek Young has offered to continue to serve as the elected official. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
A motion for the re-appointment of Derek Young as the elected official on the Lodging Tax 
Advisory Committee for 2006. 



 
 

ADMINISTRATION 
 
 
 
TO:  CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: MAYOR CHUCK HUNTER 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
SUBJECT: PIERCE COUNTY REGIONAL COUNCIL  
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND 
Each year the Pierce County Regional Council (PCRC) asks the city to appoint a 
representative to attend  meetings.  In the past, Councilmember Derek Young has acted in 
this capacity and has offered to continue to serve as the city’s representative. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
A motion for the re-appointment of Derek Young to represent the city at the Pierce County 
Regional Council meetings in 2006. 



 
 

ADMINISTRATION 
 
 
 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR 
SUBJECT: NEWSPAPER BID 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND 
In accordance with Gig Harbor Municipal Code, Chapter 1.20, the City shall solicit bids for 
the City’s “official newspaper.” 
 
We have received two bids; one from The Peninsula Gateway, and one from The News 
Tribune. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends a motion to award official newspaper status to the Peninsula 
Gateway for the year 2006. 









 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
TO: MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL  
FROM: STEPHEN MISIURAK, P.E. 
 CITY ENGINEER 
SUBJ: OLYMPIC DRIVE AND 56  STREET ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT 

PROJECT (CSP-0133) - PERMANENT RIGHT-OF-WAY EASEMENT 
AGREEMENT AND TEMPORARY SLOPE EASEMENT FOR JOHN M. 
AND WAN C. PARK 

TH

DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND 
As part of the ongoing process for the City’s Olympic Drive and 56th Street Roadway 
Improvement Project (CSP-0133), agreements for a Permanent Right-of-Way and 
Temporary Slope Easement(s) are required from Parcel No. 0221177048, owned by 
John M. Park and Wan C. Park and commonly know as the ARCO AM/PM located at 
5119 Olympic Dr. NW.  In order for the City to have access and the ability to construct 
this project, the subject easements have been granted by the owners for these 
purposes.  The Permanent Right-of-Way Easement shall be 358 square feet. The 
easements shall commence on the date of execution of the Agreements.  The 
Temporary Slope Easement shall terminate on the date the roadway improvements are 
accepted by the City Council (see attached exhibits). 
 
The City’s standard easement agreements have been drafted and approved by City 
Attorney Carol Morris.   
 
City Council approval of the easement agreements are requested. 
 
FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS 
No funds will be expended for the acquisition of the described easements.    
 
RECOMMENDATION 
I recommend that City Council approve these easement agreements as presented. 











































 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
TO: MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL  
FROM: STEPHEN MISIURAK, P.E., CITY ENGINEER 
SUBJ: OLYMPIC DRIVE AND 56  STREET ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT 

PROJECT (CSP-0133) - PERMANENT RIGHT-OF-WAY EASEMENT 
AGREEMENT AND CONSENT TO RIGHT OF ENTRY FOR REGAL 
CINEMAS INC. 

TH

DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND 
As part of the ongoing process for the City’s Olympic Drive and 56th Street Roadway 
Improvement Project (CSP-0133), agreements for a Permanent Right-of-Way and 
Consent to Right of Entry are required from Parcel No. 022117743, owned by Regal 
Cinemas Inc. and commonly known as Gig Harbor 3 Cinema, located at 5401 Olympic 
Drive NW.  In order for the City to have access and the ability to construct this project, 
the subject easement and consent has been granted by the owners for these purposes.  
The Permanent Right-of-Way Easement shall be 1,132 square feet. The easements 
shall commence on the date of execution of the Agreements.  The Consent to Right of 
Entry shall terminate on the date the roadway improvements are accepted by the City 
Council (see attached exhibits). 
 
The City’s Permanent Right-of-Way and Consent to Right of Entry easement 
agreements have been drafted and approved by City Attorney Carol Morris.   
 
City Council approval of the easement agreements are requested. 
 
FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS 
No funds will be expended for the acquisition of the described easements.    
 
RECOMMENDATION 
I recommend that City Council approve these easement agreements as presented. 





































 
 

ADMINISTRATION 
 
 
 
TO:  CITY COUNCILMEMBERS  
FROM: MAYOR CHUCK HUNTER 
SUBJECT: APPOINTMENT TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INTRODUCTION / BACKGROUND 
At the last Council Meeting, I requested that Council table the appointments to the 
Planning Commission to allow time for an interview committee comprised of the 
Chairpersons from the Planning Commission, the Design Review Board, one City 
Councilmember and the Mayor. 
 
The interview of six of the eight applicants took place on Wednesday, January 18th. The 
interview committee was comprised of Councilmember Paul Conan, Teresa Malich, 
Vice-Chair of the Planning Commission, Lita Dawn Stanton, Acting Chair of the Design 
Review Board, and myself.  The following recommendation is a result of that process. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
A motion to appoint Joyce Ninen to serve the term ending June, 2011. 
 

























 
 

ADMINISTRATION 
 
 
 
 
TO:  CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: MAYOR CHUCK HUNTER 
SUBJECT: APPOINTMENTS TO THE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND 
At the last City Council meeting, a motion was made to postpone the appointment of 
members to the Design Review Board until a committee of three Councilmembers, a 
member of the Design Review Board, and the Mayor could interview the applicants. 
 
On Tuesday, January 17th, Councilmembers Ekberg, Young and Payne, along with Lita 
Dawn Stanton, Acting Chair of the DRB, and Mayor Hunter, interviewed the five applicants. 
The following recommendation came from the interview process. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
A motion for appointment of Rick Gagliano to the four-year position, and appointment of 
John Jernejcic to the two-year term.  
 



















































 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR 
SUBJECT: SECOND READING OF AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO ANNEXATION 

AND ZONING - RAINBOW BURNHAM ANNEXATION (ANX 04-03) 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND 
The City received a complete Notice of Intention to Commence Annexation Proceedings 
for a proposal to annex approximately 34.32 acres of property located west of Burnham 
Drive NW, north of 96th Street NW, and east of SR-16 adjacent to the existing City 
limits.  At the June 13, 2005 meeting, the City Council accepted the notice of intention 
and authorized the circulation of an annexation petition.     
 
The City received a petition for annexation on June 28, 2005, which was subsequently 
certified by the Pierce County Office of the Assessor-Treasurer on July 13, 2005 as 
being legally sufficient. 
 
At the conclusion of a public hearing on October 24, 2005, the Council passed 
Resolution No. 655 accepting the annexation petition and referred the annexation to the 
Pierce County Boundary Review Board for consideration.  The Boundary Review Board 
deemed the annexation approved on December 21, 2005. 
 
Adoption of an ordinance annexing the property and establishing zoning is in order.  The 
City Attorney has reviewed and approved the attached ordinance for your consideration. 
 
POLICY CONSIDERATIONS 
None. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
None. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
I recommend that the Council approve the ordinance as presented at this second 
reading. 



 
 

 
 



 

 
 

 
 



 
 

 
 



CITY OF GIG HARBOR 
ORDINANCE NO. 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, RELATING TO 
ANNEXATION AND ZONING, ANNEXING APPROXIMATELY THIRTY-
FOUR (34) ACRES OF PROPERTY LOCATED WEST BURNHAM DRIVE 
NW, NORTH OF 96TH STREET NW, AND EAST OF HIGHWAY 16, 
LOCATED IN PIERCE COUNTY (ANX 04-03), ADOPTING MEDIUM-
DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (R-2) ZONING, AND REQUIRING THE 
PROPERTY OWNERS TO ASSUME THEIR PROPORTIONATE SHARE OF 
INDEBTEDNESS. 

  
 

WHEREAS, on February 29, 2005, the City of Gig Harbor received a Notice of Intent 

to Annex approximately thirty-four (34) acres of property located west Burnham Drive NW, 

north of 96th Street NW, and east of Highway 16, adjacent to the existing City limits and within 

the City’s Urban Growth Area (UGA), located in Pierce County; and 

WHEREAS, the Notice of Intent was signed by the owners of not less than ten 

percent (10%) of the acreage of the property; and 

WHEREAS, on June 13, 2005, the City Council met with the initiators of the 

petition and voted (Picinich/Ekberg, 4-2-0) to authorize circulation of the annexation petition 

subject to certain conditions including adoption of pre-annexation Medium-Density 

Residential (R-2) zoning and requiring that the property owners assume all of the existing 

indebtedness of the area being annexed; and 

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2005, a petition for annexation of the property 

described in Exhibit A and graphically depicted on Exhibit B was received by the City; and 

WHEREAS, on July 13, 2005, the Pierce County office of the Assessor-

Treasurer certified the signatures on the petition for annexation of the property described in 

Exhibit A and graphically depicted on Exhibit B; and 

 
 

 
 



WHEREAS, On September 1, 2005, the applicant submitted of a wetland 

analysis report for the subject property pursuant to GHMC Section 18.08.090; and 

WHEREAS, the property described in Exhibit A and graphically depicted on 

Exhibit B and proposed to be annexed is within the Urban Growth Area as established by 

Pierce County and included in the Comprehensive Plans of both the County and the City of 

Gig Harbor; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan, adopted in 

December, 2004, established the land use map designation for this area as Residential 

Low, along with pertinent goals and objectives, to guide the development of the annexation 

area over the next twenty years; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed pre-annexation zoning of Medium-Density 

Residential (R-2) being applied to the property described in Exhibit A and graphically 

depicted on Exhibit B is consistent with the City of Gig Harbor Comprehensive Land Use 

Plan designation of Residential Low; and  

WHEREAS, on October 24, 2005, the City Council, following a public hearing 

on the annexation petition, the voted to City Council declare its intent to authorize and 

approve the annexation and the proposed pre-annexation Medium-Density Residential (R-

2) zoning for the area described in Exhibit A and graphically depicted on Exhibit B, subject 

to Boundary Review Board approval; and 

WHEREAS, on October 26, 2005, the Notice of Intention, together with 

supporting documentation, was submitted to the Chief Clerk of the Pierce County Boundary 

Review Board; and 

WHEREAS, on November 8, 2005, the Chief Clerk of the Pierce County 

Boundary Review Board deemed the annexation proposal as complete, set the official filing 

 
 

 
 



date as November 1, 2005, initiated the forty-five (45) day review period, and noted that the 

period during which jurisdiction could be invoked would expire on December 16, 2005; and 

WHEREAS, on December 21, 2005, the Pierce County Boundary Review 

Board issued a written decision approving the annexation of the property as described and 

graphically depicted in Exhibit A; and  

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City 

Council meeting’s of January 9 and 23, 2006; Now, Therefore, 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, 
ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 

 
Section 1.  The Gig Harbor City Council hereby approves the annexation of 

approximately thirty-four (34) acres of property located west Burnham Drive NW, north of 

96th Street NW, and east of Highway 16, adjacent to the existing City limits, located in 

Pierce County, as described in Exhibit A and graphically depicted on Exhibit B, attached 

hereto, as part of the City of Gig Harbor, contingent upon compliance with the following 

conditions: 

A. Pursuant to the terms of the annexation petition, the approximately 

thirty-four (34) acres of property located west Burnham Drive NW, 

north of 96th Street NW, and east of Highway 16, adjacent to the 

existing City limits, located in Pierce County, as described in Exhibit A 

and graphically depicted on Exhibit B, shall be assessed and taxed at 

the same rate and on the same basis as property within the City, 

including assessments for taxes and payment of any bonds issued or 

debts contracted prior to or existing as of the date of annexation; and 

 
 

 
 



B. All property within the area described in Exhibit A and graphically 

depicted on Exhibit B shall be zoned as Medium-Density Residential 

(R-2), in accordance with the Gig Harbor Municipal Code, Title 17. 

Section 2.  The Community Development Director is hereby instructed to 

effectuate the necessary changes to the Official Zoning Map of the City in accordance with 

the zoning established in Section 1. 

Section 3.  The Gig Harbor City Clerk hereby declares the property described 

and graphically depicted in Exhibit A to be contiguous with the boundaries of the City of Gig 

Harbor. 

Section 4.  The City Clerk is hereby directed to record a certified copy of this 

ordinance with the office of the Pierce County Auditor. 

Section 5.  This ordinance shall take effect five days after passage and 

publication as required by law. 

PASSED by the Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor 
this    day of    2006. 
 
 

APPROVED: 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
MAYOR, CHARLES L. HUNTER 

 
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
_____________________________________ 
CITY CLERK, MOLLY M. TOWSLEE 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM; 
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY: 
 
BY:__________________________________ 

 
 

 
 



 
 
 
FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:   
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:  
ORDINANCE NO. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Exhibit A 
RAINBOW BURNHAM LLC ANNEXATION (ANX 04-03) 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

 
 

 
 



 
Exhibit B 

RAINBOW BURNHAM LLC ANNEXATION (ANX 04-03) 
ANNEXATION AREA MAP 

 
 

 
 



 

 
 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP 
  COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR 
SUBJECT: SECOND READING OF AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO 

EXTENSIONS OF WATER AND SEWER SERVICE, AMENDING 
GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE SECTION 13.34.070. 

DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND 
The City Council deferred action on an outside utility extension request from Mark 
Veitenhans at the October 10, 2005 meeting.  At that time, the City Attorney suggested 
an amendment to the ordinance relating to utility extensions to address issues 
discussed at the meeting. 
 
The proposed revisions clarify under what circumstances and what conditions it is 
appropriate to extend water and sewer services outside the city limits. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
I recommend approval of the Ordinance as presented at this second reading. 
 



 
 

 

 
 
 
 ORDINANCE NO.  
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, 
RELATING TO EXTENSIONS OF WATER AND SEWER OUTSIDE CITY 
LIMITS AND OUTSIDE THE CITY’S URBAN GROWTH AREA, AS 
NECESSARY TO PROTECT BASIC PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, 
WELFARE AND THE ENVIRONMENT, AMENDING GIG HARBOR 
MUNICIPAL CODE SECTION 13.34.070. 

  
 

WHEREAS, the Growth Management Act provides that it is “not appropriate” for 

cities to extend or expand “urban governmental services” into rural areas, “except in those 

limited circumstances shown to be necessary to protect basic public health and safety and 

the environment and when such services are financially supportable at rural densities and 

do not permit urban development” (RCW 36.70A.110(4)); and  

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor has incorporated this language into chapter 13.34 

of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code, which allows such extensions for municipal corporations 

or quasi-municipal corporations (GHMC Section 13.34.070); and  

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend the code to allow private individuals 

to take advantage of the benefits of GHMC Section 13.34.070, on condition of compliance 

with all requirements of RCW 36.70A.110(4)); and  

WHEREAS, the SEPA Responsible Official issued a threshold decision of non-

significance on November 3, 2005, which was not appealed; and 

WHEREAS, a copy of this Ordinance was sent to the Washington State Department 

of Community Trade and Development on October 25, 2005, pursuant to RCW 36.70A.160; 

and  



 
 

 

WHEREAS, the Washington State Department of Community Trade and 

Development provided comment on the draft Ordinance in a letter dated November 30, 

2005 suggesting, in part, that the city distinguish between water service and sewer service 

to reflect the distinction contained in the GMA. 

WHEREAS, the draft Ordinance was subsequently revised and resubmitted to the 

Washington State Department of Community Trade and Development for review on 

December 19, 2005  

WHEREAS, the Gig Harbor City Council held a public hearing and considered this 

Ordinance at first reading on January 9, 2006; and 

WHEREAS, the Gig Harbor City Council voted to approve this Ordinance during the 

second reading on January 23, 2006; Now, Therefore, 

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington as 

follows: 

Section 1.   Section 13.34.070 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby 

amended to read as follows: 

13.34.070  Extensions for public health, safety or environmental 
reasons.   
 
A.  Municipal corporations or quasi-municipal corporations such as water, 
sewer or fire districts may make application for expansion or extensions of 
water or sewer service to their property outside the city urban growth area 
boundary if, in addition to all other requirements of this title, the applicant 
can demonstrate all of the following:  
 
 1.  the expansion or extension is necessary to protect basic public 
health, safety and /or the environment; and  
 
 2.  the expansion or extension is financially supportable at rural 
densities; and  
 
 3.  the expansion or extension does not permit urban development. 



 
 

 

  
This showing may include, among other documentation, an emergency 
order issued by the Department of Ecology relative to any sewer extension 
request.   
 
B.  Owners of property located outside the city urban growth area boundary may 
make application for expansion or extension of water service to their property 
outside the city urban growth area boundary if, in addition to all other 
requirements of this title, the applicant can demonstrate all of the following: 

 
1.  the expansion or extension is necessary to protect basic public health, safety 
and the environment; and 

 
2.  the expansion or extension is financially supportable at rural densities; and 

 
3.  the expansion or extension of water service is into an area identified to be 
within the City's Water Service Area; and 

 
4.  the expansion or extension does not permit urban development. 
 
B C.  The city council shall review the application and may, in its sole 
discretion, allow the extension or expansion of water service if the council 
finds: 
 
 1.  That the requested service is necessary to protect basic public 
health and safety and the environment;  
 
 2.  That the requested service is financially supportable at rural 
densities and does not permit urban development; 
 
 3.  That the extension or expansion is consistent with the goals of 
the City’s water and sewer comprehensive plans and all other applicable 
law, including, but not limited to, the Public Water System Coordination 
Act (Chapter 70.116 RCW), and the State Environmental Policy Act 
(Chapter 42.31C RCW).   
 
D.  The city council shall review the application and may, in its sole 
discretion, allow the extension or expansion of sewer service if the council 
finds: 
 

1.   That the City’s NPDES permit will not be affected by the 
extension or expansion; and 
 

2.  That the extension or expansion is consistent with the goals of 
the City’s sewer comprehensive plan and all other applicable law, 



 
 

 

including, but not limited to, the State Environmental Policy Act (Chapter 
42.31C RCW).   
 
C E.   The Council’s approval of any extension or expansion under the 
criteria in subsection A and B of this section may be conditioned.  Such 
conditions may include, but shall not be limited to, upon the following:    
 
 1.  Restrictions may be placed on the hours that the City will accept 
sewage flow from the applicants. 
 
 2.  Restrictions may be placed on the amount of sewage flow or 
water provided to the applicant. 
 
 3.  For extensions outside the city’s urban growth boundary area, 
The applicant shall have the responsibility to maintain and operate its own 
facilities. 
 
 4.  Any other conditions the council considers appropriate. 
 
Section 2.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, paragraph, sentence, clause or 

phrase of this ordinance is declared unconstitutional or invalid for any reason, such 

invalidity shall not affect the validity or effectiveness of the remaining portions of this 

ordinance.  

Section 3.  Effective Date.  This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force and 

effect five (5) days after its passage, approval and publication as required by law. 

PASSED by the Council of the City of Gig Harbor, this 23rd day of January, 2006. 
 

APPROVED: 
 
 
              

MAYOR, CHARLES L. HUNTER 
 
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 

 
       
CITY CLERK, MOLLY M. TOWSLEE 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 



 
 

 

 
 
 
       
CITY ATTORNEY, CAROL A. MORRIS 
 
FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:     
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:  
DATE PUBLISHED:  
DATE EFFECTIVE:  



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

  
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
 
TO: MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL  
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP 
 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR 
SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING AND FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE  
  – REQUEST FOR PUBLIC ALLEY VACATION  
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND 
On December 12, 2005, City Council approved Resolution 659 setting January 9, 2006 as 
the date to hear public testimony regarding the requested alley vacation initiated by Mr. 
Wayne Willis and the Ross Building Condominium Association. The City Council continued 
the public hearing until January 23, 2006.  The City received a petition on November 21, 
2005 from Mr. Mario Parisio, legal representative to the Petitioner, to vacate a portion of a 
public alley in the F.H. Adams Addition located adjacent to 3010 Harborview Drive, owned 
by Wayne Willis and the Ross Building Condominium Association as shown on exhibits A 
and B on the attached ordinance in accordance with GHMC 12.14.002C.  
 
Specifically, the request is for the vacation of the public alley abutting lots 8, 9 and 10 to the 
north and lots 12 and 13 to the south, all in F.H. Adams Addition, located adjacent to 3010 
Harborview Drive. The Petitioner and the City were not aware of the public alley when the 
building permit was approved as the alley was not identified on the Pierce County 
Assessor’s maps. The improvements have been constructed and encroach into the public 
alley.  The need for the vacation came about after the Petitioner applied for revisions to the 
condominium property. To address the problem, and in exchange for the vacation of this 
portion of the alley, the Petitioner has agreed to dedicate to the City a 20-ft. easement to be 
located to the south of the existing 15-ft. public alley requesting to be vacated.  The 20-ft. 
easement, as proposed does not impact or eliminate the existing 5 parking stalls.  The 
Petitioner also agrees to dedicate a 15-ft. easement for storm drain maintenance and 
repair.  Future access to the abutting properties will utilize the new 20-ft. easement 
provided by the Petitioner. This easement that the City is accepting provides substantially 
the same access as the easement that the City is vacating.   
 
The City does not need the existing easement for use in the City’s street system, nor does 
it contribute to traffic circulation.  This vacation request will not eliminate public access to 
the abutting property.   
 
FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS 



The processing fee has been paid in accordance with GHMC 12.14.004.  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
I recommend that Council approve the ordinance as presented at the second reading.  







































 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: KRISTIN MOERLER, ASSOCIATE PLANNER 
SUBJECT: FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE – STEWART REZONE   

(REZ 05-907) 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND 
The City designated the portion of the Harbor Heights neighborhood in which the 
subject parcel is located as Medium Urban Residential in the City’s 1986 
Comprehensive Plan. This area has maintained this designation through subsequent 
Comprehensive Plan reviews and is currently shown on the City’s Comprehensive Land 
Use Map as Medium Residential (the text of the Comprehensive Plan references RM- 
Urban Residential Moderate Density). The applicant has requested to implement this 
designation on the subject site to further the City’s Comprehensive Plan.  
 
A SEPA threshold Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) was issued for the rezone 
on November 9, 2005. No appeals were filed on the DNS.  The Hearing Examiner (HE) 
held a public hearing on this application on December 14, 2005. The HE approved the 
application on December 28, 2005. The appeal period for this decision expired on 
January 13, 2006. Rezones are required to be adopted by ordinance; this matter will 
return to you for second reading at your next meeting.  
 
POLICY CONSIDERATIONS 
The City of Gig Harbor Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map designates the site as 
Residential Medium (RM) – Urban Residential Moderate Density. Residential Medium is 
defined as allowing 4-12 dwelling units per acre.   

 
The proposed R-2 designation allows for single-family homes and duplexes with a 
maximum density of 6 dwelling units per acre.  

 
FISCAL IMPACTS 
There are no adverse fiscal impacts associated with this rezone.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
This is a first reading only and requires no action. 
 
 



 
 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO. _____ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, 
WASHINGTON, REZONING 2.5 ACRES FROM R-1 (SINGLE-
FAMILY) ZONING DISTRICT TO A R-2 (MEDIUM DENSITY 
RESIDENTIAL) ZONING DISTRICT, LOCATED BETWEEN 
MCDONALD AVENUE AND SOUNDVIEW DRIVE NORTH OF 
SOUNDVIEW COURT, ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER 
022108315. 

 
 
 
 WHEREAS, Randy Stewart and Barbara Stewart, husband and wife, own the 

parcel located between McDonald Avenue and Soundview Drive north of Soundview 

Court in Gig Harbor, Washington, ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER 022108315; and 

 WHEREAS, the land use designation in the Comprehensive Plan of the subject 

parcels is RM (urban residential moderate density), and this designation dates back to 

the City’s 1986 Comprehensive Plan; and 

WHEREAS, RCW 36.70A.130(1)(b) requires consistency between 

comprehensive plans and development regulations; and 

WHEREAS, the existing residential medium (RM) comprehensive plan land use 

designation anticipates medium density residential development; and 

WHEREAS, Randy and Barbara Stewart have requested that the property be 

rezoned from R-1 (single family) to R-2 (Medium Density Residential), which allows 

medium density residential development; and 

WHEREAS, a SEPA threshold determination of non-significance (DNS) for the 

proposed rezone was issued on November 9, 2005; and 



WHEREAS, the SEPA threshold decision was not appealed; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed rezone is a Type III action as defined in GHMC 

19.01.003(B) for site-specific rezones; and 

WHEREAS, A final decision for a Type III application shall be rendered by the 

Hearing Examiner as per GHMC 19.01.003(A); and 

WHEREAS, a public hearing on the proposed rezone was held before the 

Hearing Examiner on December 14, 2005, at which time the Hearing Examiner 

accepted written comments from William Owel, on behalf of the Spinnaker Ridge 

Community Association and accepted oral comments from Grace Hooper and the 

applicant, Randy Stewart; and 

WHEREAS, the Hearing Examiner approved the proposed rezone in his decision 

dated December 28, 2005; and  

WHEREAS, the appeal period expired on January 13, 2006; and 

WHEREAS, rezones must be adopted by ordinance as per GHMC 17.100.070 

under the provisions of Chapter 1.08 GHMC; and 

WHEREAS, the City Community Development Director forwarded a copy of this 

Ordinance to the Washington State Department of Community Development on October 

14, 2005 pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City 

Council meeting of January 23, 2006;  

NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, 

WASHINGTON, ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 



Section 1.  The real property located between McDonald Avenue and Soundview 

Drive north of Soundview Court, Assessor Parcel #022108315 and as shown on 

attached Exhibit “A”, and legally described as follows: 

SOUTH HALF OF NORTH HALF OF NORTH HALF OF LOTS 5A AND 6, 
 SECTION 8, TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 2 EAST OF THE WILLAMETTE 
 MERIDIAN, SITUATE IN PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON; EXCEPT 
 SOUNDVIEW DRIVE 

 
  is hereby rezoned from R-1 (single family) to R-2 (Medium Density Residential).   

Section 2.  The Community Development Director is hereby instructed to 

effectuate the necessary changes to the Official Zoning Map of the City in accordance 

with the zoning established by this section. 

Section 3.  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 4.  Effective Date.  This ordinance, being an exercise of a power 

specifically delegated to the City legislative body, is not subject to referendum, and shall 

take effect (5) days after passage and publication of an approved summary thereof 

consisting of the title. 

 PASSED by the City Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig 

Harbor this ___ day of ________________, 2006.   

 
      CITY OF GIG HARBOR 
 
 
      ________________________________ 
      CHARLES L. HUNTER, 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: __________________________   



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: JENNIFER SITTS, SENIOR PLANNER 
SUBJECT: FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE CONDITIONALLY PERMITTING 

INDEPENDENT LIVING FACILITIES IN THE GENERAL BUSINESS 
DISTRICT (B-2) 

DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND 
Attached for the Council’s consideration is a draft ordinance adding Independent Living 
Facilities to the list of conditional uses in the General Business District (B-2 (GHMC 
17.36.030). The amendment was proposed by Colson & Colson Construction Company.  
An independent living facility is defined as “a multiunit establishment which provides 
living quarters and a variety of social, housekeeping, and transportation services to 
senior citizens who choose to live in a congregate setting. Individual dwelling units are 
of a barrier-free design with separate bathroom facilities and may contain a full kitchen, 
partial kitchen, or no kitchen. Communal areas include a dining room in which at least 
one meal per day is served, social and activity areas, laundry facilities, and open 
space.“ (GHMC 17.04.439)   
 
On February 28, 2005, the City Council passed Ord. 990 which established definitions 
for independent living facilities and assisted living facilities.  The ordinance also 
replaced the use classifications: “senior citizen housing”, “retirement complexes/ 
homes/centers”, and “homes for the aged” with “independent living facilities and 
assisted living facilities”. Since none of these former use categories were allowed in the 
B-2, the B-2 was not amended with this ordinance.  
 
The Planning Commission held a public hearing on the proposed amendment on 
January 5, 2006.  The applicant sent a representative to testify on their behalf; no other 
testimony was received. After brief discussion following public testimony, the Planning 
Commission voted unanimously to recommend approval of the proposed text 
amendment.  A copy of the January 5, 2006 Planning Commission minutes is attached. 
 
POLICY CONSIDERATIONS 
Zoning text amendments are addressed in chapter 17.100 of the Gig Harbor Municipal 
Code.  There are no criteria for approval of a zoning text amendment, but the Council  
should generally consider whether the proposed amendment furthers the public health, 
safety and welfare, and whether the proposed amendment is consistent with the Gig 
Harbor Municipal Code, the Comprehensive Plan and the Growth Management Act 
(chapter 36.70A RCW).  Zoning text amendments are considered a Type V legislative 
action (GHMC 19.01.003).  Applicable land use policies and codes are as follows: 



A. Comprehensive Plan: Goal 2.3.3b of the Comprehensive Plan states that the 
City should provide housing opportunities for varied types and ages of 
households to include single-parent and two-families, individuals and the elderly.  
Goal 2.2.3d states that the Commercial/Business land use designation provides 
primarily retail and wholesale facilities, including service and sales.  Where 
appropriate, mixed-use (residential with commercial) may be permitted through a 
planned unit development process. 
 

B. Gig Harbor Municipal Code:  “The purpose of the B-2 district is to provide 
areas that offer a wide range of consumer goods and services. It is further 
intended to group buildings and business establishments in a manner that 
creates convenient, attractive and safe development. The products and services 
shall primarily be for sale on the premises only. All business shall be conducted 
within enclosed building, except for approved outdoor storage, display and dining 
areas.” (GHMC 17.36.010)  The following uses are already conditionally allowed 
in the General Business District: 

 
A.  Utilities and public service uses such as libraries, electrical substations, water 

storage facilities, etc.; 
B.  Light manufacturing and assembly; 
C.  Miniwarehouses; 
D.  Recreational buildings and community centers; 
E.  Drive-in restaurants; 
F.  Radio and television transmission towers; 
G.  Residences; and 
H.  Hospitals, clinics and establishments for people convalescing from illness or 

operation. (GHMC 17.36.030) 
 

As the General Business District does not have density standards, there would 
be no limit to the number of units within an independent living facility.  In addition, 
an independent living facility would be limited in size to 6,000 square feet in the 
Finholm Market and Borgen Corner areas.  There would be no size limit in other 
B-2 districts because independent living facilities do not meet the definition of 
“commercial structure.” (See GHMC 17.04.245) 
 

C. Design Manual:  Most independent living facilities would be required to meet 
Design Manual standards for multi-family developments.  If an independent living 
facility took the form of detached single-family homes, the residences would have 
to meet the design requirements for single-family dwellings. 

 
D. Staff Analysis:  The B-2 zone conditionally allows “residences” and “hospitals, 

clinics and establishments for people convalescing from illness or operation”.  
Independent living facilities are similar to residences, clinics, and establishments 
for people convalescing from illness or operation. Independent living facilities 
would provide additional employment opportunities and services in the B-2 
district.  Independent living facilities are conditionally allowed in these other 

 



commercial/industrial zones: RB-1, RB-2, DB, C-1 and ED.  Independent living 
facilities are permitted outright in the PCD-C and B-1 zone.   It would not be 
unreasonable to conditionally allow independent living facilities in the B-2 zone. 
Staff believes that the proposed amendment is consistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan by providing additional opportunities for housing options 
with the City. Staff also believes that conditionally allowing independent living 
facilities is consistent with the intent of the B-2 zone and other uses conditionally 
allowed.   

 
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 
A SEPA threshold Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) was issued for the proposed 
amendment on November 23, 2005.  Notice of the SEPA threshold determination was 
sent to agencies with jurisdiction and was published in the Peninsula Gateway on 
November 23, 2005.  The deadline for appealing the determination was December 7, 
2005.  No appeals have been filed and no comments have been received.  
 
FISCAL IMPACTS 
There are no adverse fiscal impacts associated with this text amendment.   
 
RECOMMENDATION 
The staff recommends that the City Council adopt the draft ordinance after a second 
reading.   

 



ORDINANCE NO. ____ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG 
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE AND ZONING, 
CONDITIONALLY PERMITTING INDEPENDENT LIVING FACILITIES IN 
THE GENERAL BUSINESS DISTRICT (B-2); AMENDING SECTION 
17.36.030 OF THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE. 

 
 WHEREAS, currently, independent living facilities are not permitted or 
conditionally permitted in the General Business District (B-2); and 
 

WHEREAS, residences and hospitals, clinics and establishments for people 
convalescing from illness or operation are conditionally permitted uses in the General 
Business District (B-2) and independent living facilities are comparable to these uses; 
and 
 

WHEREAS, independent living facilities are permitted or conditionally permitted 
in these other commercial/ industrial zones: Residential and Business Districts (RB-1 
and RB-2), Downtown Business District (DB), Commercial District (C-1), Employment 
District (ED), Planned Community Development Commercial zone (PCD-C) and 
Neighborhood Commercial District (B-1); and 

 
WHEREAS, the intent of the General Business District (B-2) is to provide areas 

that offer a wide range of consumer goods and services. 
 

WHEREAS, the City’s SEPA Responsible Official issued a Determination of 
Nonsignificance (DNS) for the proposed amendments on November 23, 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 October 31, 2005 pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City Planning Commission held a public hearing on this 

Ordinance on January 5, 2006 and made a recommendation of approval to the City 
Council; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City 

Council meetings of ___________ and __________; Now, Therefore, 
 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1.  Section 17.36.030 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby 
amended, to read as follows:  

 
 

 



 
17.36.030 Conditional uses. 
Subject to the requirements of Chapter 17.64 GHMC and the procedures for 
conditional uses as set forth in this title, the following uses may be permitted in a 
B-2 district: 
A. Utilities and public service uses such as libraries, electrical substations, water 
storage facilities, etc.; 
B. Light manufacturing and assembly; 
C. Miniwarehouses; 
D. Recreational buildings and community centers; 
E. Drive-in restaurants; 
F. Radio and television transmission towers; 
G. Residences; and 
H. Hospitals, clinics and establishments for people convalescing from illness or 
operation; 
I. Independent living facilities. 

 
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 City Council and approved by the Mayor of the City of Gig 
Harbor this ___ day of ________________, 2006.   
 
      APPROVED: 
 
         
       MAYOR, CHARLES L. HUNTER 
 ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:                                             
                                                               
 
By:       
 MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK 
 
FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:   
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL: 
DATE PUBLISHED: 
DATE EFFECTIVE: 
 
 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP 
  COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR 
SUBJECT: FIRST READING OF AN ORDINANCE CLARIFYING THE 

REQUIREMENTS FOR SEWER HOOK-UPS 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND 
The issue of connection of newly annexed areas to the city’s sanitary sewer system was 
raised during a recent annexation proceeding.  Council directed staff to prepare 
recommendations to address this issue.  A draft Ordinance was presented to Council for 
consideration at the November 28, 2005 meeting (an excerpt of meeting minutes is 
attached).  Staff understood that Council wanted to allow septic systems and not force 
individuals to hook-up unless it was voted for or a health issue.  The Ordinance has 
been revised to reflect Council direction. 
 
The City Attorney has reviewed and approved the Ordinance as presented. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
I recommend approval of the Ordinance as presented at the second reading. 



EXCERPTED FROM THE MINUTES OF THE GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL 
MEETING OF NOVEMBER 28, 2005 

 
PRESENT: Councilmembers Ekberg, Young, Franich, Conan, Dick, Picinich, Ruffo 
and Mayor Wilbert. 
 
2. First Reading of Ordinance – Clarifying the Requirements for Sewer Hook-ups. 
 
John Vodopich presented this ordinance to address sewer connection for newly 
annexed areas. This ordinance would give newly annexed areas a two-year period in 
which they would be required to hook up to sewer if the line is within 200 ft of the 
property. This would amend the 120 day requirement to hook up after notification from 
the city that currently exists in code. 
 
Councilmember Franich voiced concern with the existing 120 day requirement and 
asked if this had been enforced in the past. Mark Hoppen said that recently, there was a 
forced connection on Pt. Fosdick due to a Health Department issue.  Councilmember 
Franich then said that he didn’t think it was right for the city to require someone with a 
working septic system to hook up to the city’s sewer. He suggested that it be optional 
except in a situation of a health concern. Mark Hoppen added that another exception 
would be for an approved LID or ULID which would be approved by a 60% majority of 
the assessed valuation of the properties involved. 
 
Councilmember Young said that he questioned if a vacant piece of property should be 
allowed to remain on septic in perpetuity. Councilmember Ruffo agreed that 
undeveloped land adjacent to the city sewer should be required to hook up. He 
recommended language be added to the ordinance that addresses both of these issues. 
 
Councilmember Dick voiced concern that unless property owners are required to hook 
up, they would never choose to do so. This would result in a patchwork quilt of 
connections and would not offer any economy of scale. 
 
Councilmember Young said that language would need to be added that would require 
property owners to hook up only in the case of a LID or in the instance of a health issue. 
 
Councilmember Franich asked if it would be possible to add “existing structures” to the 
exemptions section on page 3. Councilmember Young pointed out that this refers to 
new construction only, and it would be redundant to add “existing structures” to the 
particular section. A new paragraph would need to be drafted somewhere else in the 
document. 
 
Carl Halsan -7218 North Creek Loop. Mr. Halsan asked if this is to be referred back to 
the Community Development Committee for further review, if they could consider vacant 
properties within city limits that are 1-5 acres in size, but are unable to be platted 
because the cost to run sewer to the site is prohibitive. He recommended that those 



properties that are far away from an existing line be allowed to use septic in the interim 
or be removed from the UGA. 
 
Councilmember Dick thanked him for the information. He said that the city has to 
consider ways to keep developer funding as a means to extend sewer by utilizing 
latecomer’s agreements. 
 
Wade Perrow – 9119 No. Harborview Dr. Mr. Perrow agreed with what had been said 
by Mr. Halsan. He said that the city engineer denied an application for a project 
because it would be required to hook to a sewer line which was 2-1/2 miles away at a 
cost of approximately four and one-half million dollars to service a half-acre lot. He said 
that the city has a responsibility to establish the areas that are going to be on sewer, 
develop the ULIDs, and install the lines. He agreed that too much reliance has been put 
on the developer. 



ORDINANCE NO. _______ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, 
RELATING TO THE DISPOSAL OF SANITARY WASTE; CLARIFYING 
THE REQUIREMENTS FOR SEWER HOOK-UPS TO CERTAIN 
BUILDINGS, NEWLY CONSTRUCTED STRUCTURES AND USES OF 
PROPERTY, ESTABLISHING NEW REQUIREMENTS FOR SEWER 
HOOK-UPS TO STRUCTURES NEWLY ANNEXED TO THE CITY; 
ESTABLISHING NEW PENALTIES FOR FAILURES TO CONNECT TO 
THE CITY’S SEWER SYSTEM; CLARIFYING THE APPEAL PROCEDURE 
FOR EXCEPTIONS AND EXPIRATION OF SUCH EXCEPTIONS, 
AMENDING SECTION 13.28.100 OF THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL 
CODE. 
 

 

WHEREAS, the City currently has requirements for waste water and sanitary sewer 

hook-ups for certain types of structures in the City; and  

WHEREAS, the City Council would like to further clarify the requirements for waste 

water and sanitary sewer hook-ups; and  

WHEREAS, the City SEPA Responsible Official has determined that this Ordinance 

is categorically exempt from SEPA under WAC 197-11-800; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City 

Council meeting on November 28, 2005 and  

WHEREAS, the City Council considered this Ordinance during its regular City 

Council meeting’s on   , 2006 and   , 2006; Now, Therefore,  

 THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, DO 

ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1.  Section 13.28.100 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended 

to read as follows: 



13.28.100  Public sanitary sewer Hook-Up Requirements and 
Exceptions.  Public sewer available – When toilet facilities installation and 
connection required – Exceptions.  
A.  Definitions.  For the purpose of this section, the words listed below shall 
have the following meanings: 
 

1. Human Occupancy shall mean that the normally accepted use of 
the particular type of structure, building or home is living quarters, 
a place of work, office, store, or any other place where people will 
spend time, including, but not limited to, restaurants, churches, 
schools, theaters, and parks.  

 
2. Building shall mean any structure built for the support or enclosure 

of persons, animals, chattels, or property of any kind. 
 
3. Structure shall mean a combination of materials that is constructed 

or erected, either on or under the ground, or that is attached to 
something having a permanent location on the ground, excluding 
residential fences, retaining walls, rockeries and similar 
improvements of a minor character the construction of which is not 
regulated by the building code of the city. 

 
The owners of all houses, buildings or properties used for human occupancy, 
employment, recreation, or other purposes, situated within the city and abutting 
on any street, alley, or easement in which there is now located or may, within the 
next six years, be located, as shown in the city’s current sewer comprehensive 
plan, a public sanitary sewer of the city, are required at their expense to install 
suitable toilet facilities therein, and to connect such facilities directly with the 
proper public sewer in accordance with the provisions of this chapter, within 120 
days after date of official notice to do so; provided, that the public sewer is within 
200 feet of the building or buildings and specific provisions have been made to 
connect such to the public sewer and that no public health or safety hazards exist 
as determined by the city engineer. 
 
B.  Requirements for New Construction.  The owners of all new houses, 
buildings, and properties  structures, or other uses of property used for 
human occupancy shall be required to connect the improvements on their 
properties  to a public sanitary sewer, except as provided in subsection E C 
of this section.  
 
C.  Requirements for Existing Houses, Buildings, Structures or Uses.  The 
owners of all existing houses, buildings, structures, or other uses of property 
used for human occupancy situated in the City and abutting on any street, 
alley, or easement, which are not currently connected to the City’s public 
sanitary sewer system shall not be required to connect, unless (a) a Local 
Improvement District (LID) is formed for the purpose of providing sewer to the 



property, or (b) there is a health or safety hazard associated with the private 
sewer or on-site septic system.  If either of these two situations exist, the City 
shall determine when the property owner will be required to connect the 
property to the City’s sewer system, and shall provide the property owner 
written notice of the requirement to connect.   
  
D.  Requirements for Houses, Buildings, Structures, or Uses Newly Annexed 
to the City.  Owners of houses, buildings, structures, or uses of property used 
for human occupancy that are newly annexed to the City shall be required to 
connect to the City’s sewer system as provided in Subsection C of this 
section.  

 
C.  E. Exceptions.   
 
 1.  The city engineer may approve an exception to the requirements of 
this section to address the on-site sewer needs of  new buildings and 
structures to be constructed on individual lots created prior to the Washington 
State Legislature’s adoption of the Growth Management Act (chapter 36.70A 
RCW) on July 1, 1990, if all of the following limited circumstances exist: 
 
  1.  The subject lot is not located in an area planned to be 
served by a waste water or sanitary sewer, as shown in the most current 
version of the City’s six-year capital improvement plan and sewer 
comprehensive plan; 
 
  a. 2.  The subject lot in its current configuration was created 
(subdivided) prior to July 1, 1990, which was the date of the adoption of the 
Growth Management Act;  
 
  b. 3.  The septic system to be constructed will serve no more 
than one single-family dwelling unit or no more than one building or no more 
than one structure on the lot meeting the criteria of this subsection; and  
 
  c. 4. The property owner shall record a notice against the lot, in 
a form approved by the city attorney, providing notice to all subsequent 
purchasers that the city’s approval of a septic system under these 
procedures will not affect the city’s ability to enforce any of the requirements 
of this section or this chapter subsection A of this section (or any subsequent 
amendment to subsection A of this subsection) against the lot at any time in 
the future, as long as the conditions described in that subsection exist.   
 
 2.  Expiration of Exception, Appeals. 
 
  a. The city engineer’s denial of an exception shall not be a final, 
appealable decision if the request for the exception is made prior to 
submission of a project permit application for construction of the building or 



structure on the lot.  If a request is denied, a property owner may make a 
subsequent request for an exception at the time of submission of a project 
permit application for construction of a structure or building on the property, 
or at the time any circumstances pertinent to the criteria in this subsection 
substantially change.  
 
  b.  If the request for the exception is made in conjunction with 
the submission of a project permit application for construction of the building 
or structure on the lot, the city engineer’s decision may only be appealed 
together with (and/or following the procedures associated with) an appeal of 
the underlying project permit application.  
 
  c.  The city engineer’s granting of an exception that is not 
associated with a project permit application shall expire within one year if a 
project permit application is not submitted to the city.  The city engineer’s 
granting of an exception associated with a project permit application shall 
expire concurrent with the underlying permit. 
 
 D. 3.  This procedure is exempt from the procedures in GHMC Title 
19, pursuant to RCW 36.70B.140.  
 
F.  Penalties for Noncompliance.  The City may implement the procedures 
set forth in GHMC Section 13.28.130 for a property owner’s failure to comply 
with the requirements of this section.  In the alternative or in addition to 
GHMC Section 13.28.130, the City may impose penalties on the property 
owner in an amount equal to the charge that would be made for sewer 
service as if the property was connected to the sewer system, on the date 
required by this section.  Pursuant to RCW 35.67.194, all penalties shall be 
considered revenues of the system.  
  
Section 2.  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 3.  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 

_____ day of ______________, 2006.   



        

       CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

 

             
       CHARLES L. HUNTER, MAYOR 
 
 
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
 
By:  _______________________________ 
 MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
By:  ________________________________ 
 CAROL A. MORRIS, CITY ATTORNEY 
 
 
FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK: 
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL: 
PUBLISHED: 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 
ORDINANCE NO: 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
 
TO: MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL  
FROM: DAVID BRERETON, DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONS 
SUBJECT: GIG HARBOR HISTORICAL SOCIETY MUSEUM AND GARAGE        

RE-ROOFING CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND 
The City of Gig Harbor owns and maintains the building currently occupied by the Gig 
Harbor Historical Society Museum located at 4218 Harborview Drive.  The building and 
garage were constructed in 1979 and the roof shingles have deteriorated to the point 
where there are multiple leaks that have been repaired several times over the last two 
years and it is currently leaking.  City staff is requesting to replace the existing shingles 
with 30 year fiberglass roofing shingles. 
 
We will be utilizing funds from the Building Repairs and Maintenance Fund.  Three 
potential contractors were contacted in accordance with the City’s Small Works Roster 
process (Resolution No. 592).  They responded with the following price quotations: 
 

Contractor’s Roof Service, Inc.  $22,032.30 
Peninsula Roofing, Inc.   $22,070.24 
Wright Roofing, Inc.    $29,234.40 
 

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS 
This is an unbudgeted objective utilizing existing funds in the Building Repairs and 
Maintenance Fund division. This expenditure may require a future budget amendment if 
funds are depleted by the end of the fiscal year.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
I recommend that the Council authorize the award and execution of the contract for the 
Gig Harbor Historical society Museum and Garage Re-roofing project to Contractor’s 
Roof Service, Inc. in the amount of Twenty-two Thousand Thirty-two Dollars and Thirty 
Cents ($22,032.30). 























 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: JOHN P. VODOPICH, AICP 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR 
SUBJECT: PROPOSED ANNEXATION - RESOURCE PROPERTIES (ANX 05-910) 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND 
The City has received a complete Notice of Intention to Commence Annexation 
Proceedings from Resource Properties for a proposal to annex approximately 9.8 acres 
of property located east of Peacock Hill Avenue adjacent to the existing City limits and 
within the City’s Urban Growth Area (UGA). 
 
Property owners of more than the required ten percent (10%) of the acreage for which 
annexation is sought signed this request.  The pre-annexation zoning for the area is 
Single-Family Residential (R-1). 
 
Pursuant to the process for annexations by code cities in Pierce County, a copy of the 
proposed legal description was sent to the Clerk of the Boundary Review Board for 
review and comment.  Pierce County has approved the legal description and map as 
presented. 
 
Additionally, this request was distributed to the City Administrator, Chief of Police, 
Director of Operations, City Engineer, Building Official/Fire Marshal, Planning Manager, 
Finance Director, and Pierce County Fire District #5 for review and comment. 
 
The Council is required to meet with the initiating parties to determine the following: 
 

1. Whether the City Council will accept, reject, or geographically modify the 
proposed annexation; 

 
2. Whether the City Council will require the simultaneous adoption of the zoning for 

the proposed area in substantial compliance with the proposed Comprehensive 
Plan as adopted by City of Gig Harbor Ordinance No. 981; and 

 
3. Whether the City Council will require the assumption of all or any portion of 

indebtedness by the area to be annexed. 
 
Notice of this meeting was sent to property owners of record within the area proposed 
for annexation as well as those within three hundred feet (300’) on January 5, 2006. 
 



 
If accepted, the process will then move forward with the circulation of a formal petition 
for annexation.  The petition must be signed by either by the owners of a majority of the 
acreage and a majority of the registered voters residing in the area considered for 
annexation; or by property owners of sixty percent (60%) of the assessed value of the 
area proposed for annexation. 
 
POLICY CONSIDERATIONS 
The City of Gig Harbor Building Official/Fire Marshal reviewed the proposal and noted 
that the annexation will bring additional land under our review for future building 
permitting.  This has the potential to increase workload for plan reviews, permitting and 
inspections.  Fire flow in the area is unknown at this point.  Additional fire hydrants and 
main improvements will likely be required as part of development of the properties. 
Given these comments, the Building Official/Fire Marshal has no objection to this 
annexation. 
 
The Director of Operations noted that the property is located within the Washington 
Water Company service area, the area is identified in the Sewer Comprehensive Plan, 
and that the nearest sewer manhole is located at Ringold and Peacock.  
 
The Planning Manager has noted the potential presence of wetlands on-site, pursuant 
to GHMC 18.08.090; the annexation proponent will be required to submit a wetland 
analysis report with the annexation petition.  Peacock Hill Avenue is a defined parkway 
and future development of the property will need to conform to the parkway 
development standards in the Design Manual.  
 
The City of Gig Harbor Finance Director noted that there would be no significant 
financial impacts from this proposed annexation. 
 
The Chief of Police has commented that no additional resources will be required as a 
result of this annexation. 
 
The Boundary Review Board is guided by RCW 36.93.180 in making decisions on 
proposed annexations and is directed to attempt to achieve stated objectives.  These 
objectives, listed below, are worthy of consideration by the Council in determining the 
appropriateness of this annexation.  Staff has evaluated the proposal in light of these 
criteria and has provided comments following each of the criteria. 
 
RCW 36.93.180 
Objectives of boundary review board.  
The decisions of the boundary review board shall attempt to achieve the following 
objectives: 

(1) Preservation of natural neighborhoods and communities;  

Comment: The proposed annexation area consists of vacant land. 



(2) Use of physical boundaries, including but not limited to bodies of water, 
highways, and land contours;  

Comment:  The proposed annexation area is bounded to the south by the existing 
City limits, Peacock Hill Avenue to the west and the Urban Growth Boundary to the 
east. 

(3) Creation and preservation of logical service areas;  

Comment: The proposed annexation would not alter any service area boundaries. 

(4) Prevention of abnormally irregular boundaries;  

Comment: The proposed annexation would create an abnormally irregular 
boundary. 

(5) Discouragement of multiple incorporations of small cities and encouragement of 
incorporation of cities in excess of ten thousand population in heavily populated 
urban areas;  

Comment: Not applicable with regards to this proposed annexation. 

(6) Dissolution of inactive special purpose districts;  

Comment: The proposed annexation would not dissolve an inactive special purpose 
districts 

(7) Adjustment of impractical boundaries;  

Comment: Not applicable with regards to this proposed annexation, the area 
proposed for annexation is entirely within the City’s Urban Growth Boundary. 

(8) Incorporation as cities or towns or annexation to cities or towns of unincorporated 
areas which are urban in character; and  

Comment: The proposed annexation is of an unincorporated area with lot sizes of 2 
and 7.62 acres in size.  The area consists of both residentially developed land and 
vacant land and is within the City’s Urban Growth Boundary which is planned for 
urban levels of development.  

(9) Protection of agricultural and rural lands which are designated for long-term 
productive agricultural and resource use by a comprehensive plan adopted by 
the county legislative authority. 

Comment: The proposed annexation does not involve designated agricultural or 
rural lands. 

 
FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS 
The Finance Director has noted that financial impacts from this proposed annexation 
would not be significant to the City. 



RECOMMENDATION 
I recommend that the Council accept the notice of intent to commence annexation and 
further authorize the circulation of a petition to annex the subject property to the 
following conditions: 
 

1. The City shall require that the property owner(s) assume all of the existing 
indebtedness of the area being annexed; 

2. The City will require the simultaneous adoption of Single-Family Residential (R-1) 
zoning for the proposed annexation area in substantial compliance with the 
Comprehensive Plan as adopted by City of Gig Harbor Ordinance No. 981; and 

3. A wetland analysis report must be submitted together with the annexation petition 
pursuant to Gig Harbor Municipal Code Section 18.08.090. 

 





 



 



Exhibit A 
RESOURCE PROPERTIES Legal Description ANX 05-910  

 



Exhibit B 
RESOURCE PROPERTIES Annexation Map ANX 05-910 

 



 
 

ADMINISTRATION 
 
 
 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
SUBJECT: FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE – APPOINTMENT OF STANDING 

AND SPECIAL COUNCIL COMMITTEES 
 
BACKGROUND 
Mayor Hunter and Councilmember Derek Young are requesting Council’s consideration 
of the attached ordinance that formalizes an informal procedure utilized for the last 16 
years to form City Council subcommittees and special committees.  The attached 
ordinance is similar in structure to many jurisdictions in Washington, and seeks to 
synthesize the appointment powers of Mayor and Council in reaching consensus about 
the formation of Council Committees. 
 
POLICY CONSIDERATIONS 
The ordinance recommends the formation of four standing committees, all of which 
would utilize public notice procedures prior to meeting.  These committees include: 
Public Safety (already a regular committee by resolution), Operations and Public 
Projects, Planning and Building, Inter-governmental Affairs (new), and Board and 
Commission Appointments (currently functioning as an ad hoc committee).  The 
ordinance also acknowledges that the Mayor may from time to time determine to 
appoint special committees. 
 
Each council standing committee would have three members and a chair, who would be 
appointed either by the committee itself or by the Mayor and the Council together. 
The Mayor would be an ex officio member to all committees, guaranteeing the Mayor 
attendance and influence with these committees if the Mayor so chooses. 
 
FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS 
None. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
I recommend that Council motion to approve the attached ordinance at the second 
reading. 



 
ORDINANCE NO.  

 
  AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, 

WASHINGTON, ADOPTING A NEW SECTION TO THE GIG 
HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO 
APPOINT STANDING AND SPECIAL COUNCIL 
COMMITTEES. 

  
 
  WHEREAS, The City Council shall determine its own rules and order of 
business and may establish rules for the conduct of council meetings and the 
maintenance of order; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the City Council can decide whether and what  kind of internal 
standing or ad hoc committees it wants to create and the method to be used in making 
committee assignments; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the type of committees a city should have are strictly matters 
of local policy; now, therefore,  
 
  THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, DO 

ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 

  Section 1.  The Gig Harbor Municipal Code is hereby amended to add the 
following new chapter:  
 

CHAPTER 2.51 STANDING COMMITTEES 
 

 Sections:  
 2.51.010  Appointment of Standing Council Committees. 
 2.51.020 Duties of the Committees. 
 2.51.030 Mayor as Ex Officio Member 
 2.51.040 Assignment of Members – Chair. 
 
 Section 2.51.010 – Appointment of Standing Council Committees.   
 
 The Mayor shall appoint the following standing council committees: Public Safety, 
Operations and Public Projects, Planning and Building, Intergovernmental Affairs, Board 
and Commission Appointments. Each committee shall have three members. The Mayor 
may also establish and appoint members to other special committees from time to time 
as he or she deems necessary. Each special committee shall have three members. 



 
 Section 2.51.020 Duties of committees.   
 
 The several committees shall fully consider all measures referred to them by the 
Mayor and the City Council.  They shall also acquaint themselves with the interests of 
the city and from time to time present such ordinances and written reports as in their 
judgment will advance the interests and promote the welfare of the municipality.  
 
 Section 2.51.030 Mayor as Ex Officio Member.  
 
 The mayor shall be an ex officio member to all the above committees. 
 
 Section 2.51.040 Assignment of Members and Chair.  
 
 Each standing committee shall be composed of three Councilmembers. 
Councilmembers shall be assigned to a standing committee as determined by the 
Mayor and City Council after each council election or more frequently, but in no event 
more frequently than annually unless vacancies occur.  A chair for each committee shall 
be designated by the committee or by the Mayor and Council as the Council and Mayor 
shall elect. 
 
  Section 2.  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 3.  Effective Date.  This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force 
five (5) days after publication of an approved summary consisting of the title. 
 
 
       APPROVED: 
 
 
         
       MAYOR, CHARLES L. HUNTER 
 
 
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
          
CITY CLERK, MOLLY TOWSLEE 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY: 
 
 



 
BY           
 
FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:   1/18/06 
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:   
PUBLISHED: 
EFFECTIVE DATE:  



 
 
 
 SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.  
 of the City of Gig Harbor, Washington 
 
 On _____________, 2006, 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, ADOPTING A NEW SECTION TO THE GIG 
HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO 
APPOINT STANDING AND SPECIAL COUNCIL 
COMMITTEES. 

 
  
  
  The full text of this ordinance will be mailed upon request. 
 
 
  DATED this ___ day of February, 2006. 
 
                                                  
       MOLLY TOWSLEE, CITY CLERK 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: DICK J. BOWER, CBO 
  BUILDING OFFICIAL/FIRE MARSHAL 
SUBJECT: STAFF REPORT – NATIONAL INCIDENT MANAGEMENT 

SYSTEM STATUS UPDATE 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND 
As many of you are already aware, we’ve been in the process of updating our 
emergency management program to provide compliance with federal requirements 
for adoption and implementation of the National Incident Management System 
(NIMS).  Compliance with NIMS will be a requirement for receipt of federal disaster 
mitigation funds beginning in 2007, and will likely be tied to receipt of other federal 
funds in the future.  I thought you might like to know where we stand at this point.  
NIMS Information Bulletin 05-10-31 includes the following list of FY 2006 
requirements followed by a status report on our efforts. 

1. Adopt NIMS at the community level for all government departments 
and agencies; as well as promote and encourage NIMS adoption by 
associations, utilities, non-governmental organizations (NGO’s) and 
private sector incident management and response organizations. 
On May 9, 2005 the Council adopted a resolution making NIMS the 
official emergency management scheme for the City.  This followed 
Pierce County’s adoption of a similar resolution earlier in the year.  As we 
work on our local and regional Comprehensive Emergency Management 
Plans, NIMS will be integrated into those plans to standardize our 
operations between all response partners.  At this point we are in 
compliance with this requirement. 

2. Manage all emergency incidents and preplanned events in 
accordance with the Incident Command System (ICS) as defined by 
NIMS, i.e. develop and maintain connectivity capability between 
local Incident Command Posts (ICP’s), local 911 centers, local 
Emergency Operations Centers (EOC’s) and the state EOC. 
ICS is the standard incident management system in use in the State and 
is used well by PCFD #5.  We are currently working together to better 
integrate City response resources into the ICS at the response level.  
Experience on recent fires has shown that there is some room for 
improvement in coordinating between FD #5, GHPD, and GH 
Community Development resources.  ICS training is being planned for 
City response personnel in the coming months. 



3. Coordinate and support emergency incident and event 
management through the development and use of integrated multi-
agency coordination systems, i.e. develop and maintain 
connectivity capability between local ICP’s, local 911 centers, local 
EOC’s and the state EOC. 
The City has purchased 2 handheld radios equipped with operational 
frequencies for public works, fire, law enforcement, and emergency 
management agencies.  In addition, Pierce Co. DEM has the capability in 
their mobile operations and command center to program many other 
radio types to communicate on operational frequencies assigned to 
emergency operations in a disaster scenario.  With the addition of land 
and wireless phone and internet capability, our communications 
connectivity between operations centers is complaint, however additional 
interoperability capability such as 800 megahertz radios and wireless 
internet connectivity for notebook computers used by staff in emergency 
situations should be considered in the future to maintain connectivity as 
technology advances. 

4. Implement processes, procedures, and/or plans to communicate 
timely, accurate information to the public during an incident 
through a Joint Information System (JIS) and a Joint Information 
Center (JIC). 
The City participates with Pierce County DEM in a regional JIS/JIC for 
events of regional significance.  The draft local CEMP includes an annex 
addressing the public information function.  FD #5 has at least two 
personnel certified as Public Information Officers (PIO’s) who can be 
called on to assist the City with the PIO functions in a local emergency 
(as was done during the Harborview Marina incident).  With the 
completion of the local CEMP the City should be compliant with this 
requirement.  

5. Establish the communities’ NIMS baseline against FY05 and FY06 
implementation requirements. 
The City submitted the required NIMS Compliance Plan to PCDEM in 
September of 2005.  That plan demonstrated compliance with the ’05 
requirements, was found to be satisfactory by PCDEM and was 
forwarded to the state as part of the state’s NIMS compliance program.  
Our current work on emergency management planning including the 
CEMP’s and associated annexes and appendices is intended to assure 
compliance with the 2006 requirements.  I anticipate we’ll maintain 
compliance throughout the year. 

6. Develop and implement a system to coordinate all federal 
preparedness funding to implement the NIMS across the 
community. 
We are currently not seeking any federal preparedness funds, but should 
we want to do so in the future, our operational plans and preparedness 



initiatives will be in place.  We are working with PCDEM beginning this 
year to prepare our local mitigation plan, completion of which will be a 
prerequisite of approval for federal mitigation funds, which is part of 
preparedness.  We’ll continue to fine tune this throughout our planning 
process and should be compliant by the end of ’06. 
 

7. Revise and update plans and SOP’s to incorporate NIMS and NRP 
(National Response Plan) components, principles and policies. 
Existing plans are being updated and new plans drafted that incorporate 
both.  As we proceed with the local CEMP, individual departments will be 
responsible for drafting their SOP’s.  I’d encourage all department heads 
to begin updating and/or drafting SOP’s for activities that pertain to 
emergency preparedness and response, including finance, resources, IT, 
etc.  I’ll be happy to provide information on NIMS/NRP compliance to 
assist.   

8. Participate in and promote intrastate and interagency mutual aid 
agreements, to include agreements with the private sector and 
NGO’s. 
At the present time the City has very few formal mutual aid agreements in 
place.  As we continue the planning process I would encourage 
departments that may need outside resources from other agencies and 
private sector organizations to begin discussions on drafting 
MOA/MOU/Mutual Aid Agreements.  Having these in place is an 
important part of effective emergency response in general and NIMS 
compliance specifically. 

9. Complete Independent Study (IS) – 700 NIMS: An Introduction. 
Most employees received this training here at the Civic Center last fall.  
Those that have not completed it and will play a role in managing an 
emergency either in the field or at the EOC should complete it through 
the FEMA/EMI Virtual Campus or by attending one of the classes held at 
PCDEM.  Once all personnel have completed this class, we’ll be 
compliant with this requirement.  I can provide information on these two 
options on request. 
 

10. Complete IS-800, NRP (National Response Plan); An Introduction.   
This class can also be completed on-line through the EMI Virtual 
Campus.  We’re working with PCDEM to present it here at the Civic 
Center like we did with IS-700 once the field program is available.  
Completion of this requirement will be a goal for late in 2006. 
 

11. Complete ICS-100 and ICS-200 training.   
These are also available on the virtual campus.  We’re working with DEM 



and FD#5 to bring ICS training here to the Civic Center.  We hope to 
have this training available by mid-year. 
 

12. Incorporate NIMS/ICS into all tribal, local and regional training and 
exercises. 
This will be accomplished as we exercise our CEMP’s when they’re 
complete and as we work with PCDEM and our other response partners 
in scheduled regional training and exercises.  We plan to be compliant 
with this requirement as we proceed to the training and exercise phase. 
 

13. Participate in an all-hazard exercise program based on NIMS that 
involves responders from multiple jurisdictions. 
The City participates with PCDEM and responders from around the 
county in an annual large-scale exercise.  Our exercising the local and 
regional CEMP’s when they are complete will maintain our compliance 
with this requirement. 
 

14. Incorporate corrective actions into preparedness and response 
plans and procedures. 
These will be included in the evaluation phase of the CEMP’s and the 
exercises and drills. 
 

15. Inventory community response assets to conform to homeland 
security resource typing standards. 
We have begun the process of typing City owned resources.  Typing of 
outside resources will take place as part of the mutual aid agreement 
process. 
 

16. To the extent permissible by law, ensure that relevant national 
standards and guidance to achieve equipment, communication and 
data interoperability are incorporated into tribal and local 
acquisition programs. 
This requirement will predominantly affect mobile communication 
equipment since we aren’t the fire department.  As long as we assure 
that future radio purchases can be programmed to provide 
communications between our response partners, we should be in 
compliance. 
 

17. Apply standardized and consistent terminology, including the 
establishment of plain English communications standards across 
the public safety sector. 
Radio communications SOP’s should be developed that specify that plain 



English rather than 10 codes or jargon be used in all emergency 
communications.  Once this SOP is written we’ll be compliant as long as 
our personnel comply with the SOP. 

That, in a really big nutshell is the status of our emergency management 
planning/NIMS compliance progress to date.  The pandemic influenza plan is 
rough drafted and I’m waiting for some information from the Pierce County 
Health Department to coordinate the draft with their plans.  Bill has been 
working on ordering emergency supplies for our staff.  Hopefully, we’ll be in 
pretty good shape if the bugs ever mutate.  If you have any questions, let me 
know. 
 
 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: JENNIFER SITTS, SENIOR PLANNER 
SUBJECT: STAFF REPORT - PLANNING COMMISSION WORK PROGRAM FOR 

THE CRITICAL AREAS ORDINANCE UPDATE 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND: 
At the December 12, 2005 meeting, the Council set the 2006 work program for the 
Planning Commission as follows: 
 

First Tier:  
2006 Comprehensive Plan Amendments 
Limiting Office Uses in Waterfront Millville 
Height Restriction Area Criteria Amendment 
Adding Museums to Performance-based Height Exceptions 
Combination of Nonconforming Lots 
 
Second Tier:  
Critical Areas Ordinance Update 
Modifying Building Size Limitations in the RB-1 zone 
Hearing Examiner Review of Development Agreements 
 
Third Tier: 
Zoning Code Definitions Consolidation 
Codifying a Process for Comprehensive Plan Amendments 
Sign Code Amendment for City Wayfinding Plan 

 
The City is interested in applying for a 5 million dollar Community Economic 
Revitalization Board Job Development Fund (CERB) grant for infrastructure 
improvements to the Burnham/Borgen/SR 16 interchange.  If successful, the City could 
receive the grant money in late 2007. The submittal date for this round of applications is 
April 3, 2006.   
 
A requirement of the program is compliance with the Growth Management Act.  The 
City is technically out of compliance in that the critical areas ordinance update has not 
been adopted.  With the critical areas ordinance update in the second tier of review, the 
Planning Commission will not likely begin review until May or June of 2006; well beyond 
the date the City needs to be compliant with GMA.  If the City would like to apply for the 
grant, the critical areas ordinance must be adopted by your March 27, 2006 meeting.   



In order to achieve this, the Planning Commission’s work program must change or the 
Council must adopt the critical areas ordinance without the Planning Commission’s 
second recommendation.  The Planning Commission is not required to review the 
critical areas ordinance again; a Planning Commission hearing was held on November 
4, 2004; they forwarded a recommendation of approval on November 21, 2004.  
 
If the critical areas ordinance is kept on the Planning Commission’s work program, the 
Commission would have to forward a recommendation on the ordinance by March 7, 
2006.  The current schedule for the Planning Commission between now and March 7th: 
 

February 2, 2006 
Worksession:  Peninsula Historical Society, Adding Museums to Performance-

based Height Exceptions 
Public Hearing:  Peninsula Historical Society, Adding Museums to Performance-

based Height Exceptions 
 
February 16, 2006 
Worksession:  2006 Comprehensive Plan Amendments (St. Anthony Hospital) 
 
March 2, 2006 
Public Hearing:  2006 Comprehensive Plan Amendments (St. Anthony Hospital) 

 
RECOMMENDATION  
The following three options are available to the Council to attain compliance with GMS 
by April 3, 2006.  Option A would be the quickest route to GMA compliance. 
 
Option A: 
The Council can remove the critical areas ordinance update from the Planning 
Commission’s work program.  The Council could have a 1st reading of the ordinance as 
early as February 13, 2006. 
 
Option B: 
The Planning Commission review the ordinance during its regular meetings.  Given the 
need of timely review of the 2006 Comprehensive Plan Amendments, the only available 
date is February 2, 2006.  This route would bump the Peninsula Historical Society’s text 
amendment to sometime in March or April.  The Planning Commission would also be 
limited to only one meeting of review. Only one review date may be impractical given 
the scope of the amendments and the number of new Planning Commission members 
since the ordinance was first reviewed.  
 
Option C: 
The Council can direct the Planning Commission to hold special meetings on the critical 
areas ordinance update.  Dates and times of the special meetings would dependent on 
the availability of the Planning Commissioners and staff.  

 



 
 

ADMINISTRATION 
 
 
 
 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: DAVID RODENBACH, FINANCE DIRECTOR 
DATE: JANUARY 23, 2006 
SUBJECT: 2005 FOURTH QUARTER FINANCE REPORT 
 
The 2005 fourth quarter financial reports are attached. 
 
Total resources for all funds (revenues and beginning fund balances) were 118% 
of the 2005 annual budget. Annual revenues (excluding beginning fund balances) 
were 108% and expenditures (excluding ending fund balances) were 99% of the 
annual budget.   
 
General Fund revenues (excluding beginning balance) were 113% of budget in 
2005, while General Fund expenditures were 90% of budget. All departments 
were within the 2005 annual budget. 
 
The Street Fund ended 2005 with expenditures coming in at 79% of budget, 
ending the year with a $233,000 fund balance. 
 
2005 Hotel-Motel taxes were $216,400.  This is up over the $206,000 received in 
2004 and $198,000 received in 2003 and is our best year since the tax was 
enacted.  2005 Hotel-Motel expenditures were $211,000. 
 
The Civic Center Debt Reserve Fund had interest earnings of $62,000 and has 
an ending fund balance of $2,086,000. 
 
Water, Sewer and Storm operating revenues were 100%, 96% and 101% of 
budget (excluding beginning fund balances and year-end accruals).  Water, 
Sewer and Storm expenses (excluding ending fund balances) were 93%, 85% 
and 62% of budget.



CITY OF GIG HARBOR
CASH AND INVESTMENTS
YEAR TO DATE ACTIVITY

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2005

BEGINNING OTHER ENDING
DESCRIPTION BALANCE REVENUES EXPENDITURES CHANGES BALANCE
GENERAL GOVERNMENT 2,513,059$           7,608,356$          7,235,543$         (123,629)$           2,762,243$          
STREET FUND             947,917                2,230,264           2,565,007          93,643               706,817
DRUG INVESTIGATION FUND 9,283                    7,718                  5,403                 (869)                   10,729
HOTEL-MOTEL FUND 266,288                223,814              225,488             7,584                 272,198
PUBLIC ART CAPITAL PROJECTS 10,066                  30,388                -                     -                     40,454
PARK DEVELOPMENT FUND 19,412                  574                     -                     -                     19,986
CIVIC CENTER DEBT RESERVE 1,321,310             765,072              -                     -                     2,086,382
LTGO BOND REDEMPTION 12,362                  911,557              911,651             (304)                   11,965
2000 NOTE REDEMPTION 7,084                    128,999              120,014             -                     16,069
LID NO. 99-1 GUARANTY 81,521                  2,410                  -                     -                     83,932
UTGO BOND REDEMPTION -                        64,798                63,217               -                     1,581
PROPERTY ACQUISITION FUND 401,158                7,335,418           7,415,337          (7,218)                314,021
GENERAL GOVT CAPITAL IMPR 518,977                316,038              500,000             -                     335,014
IMPACT FEE TRUST 361,688                92,852                59,416               12,411               407,534
WATER OPERATING            315,599                778,880              969,043             (7,630)                117,807
SEWER OPERATING          311,484                1,557,513           1,555,131          (28,033)              285,832
UTILITY RESERVE             73,248                  39,321                -                     -                     112,569
UTILITY BOND REDEMPTION 37,620                  352,474              313,552             (178)                   76,365
SEWER CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION 1,519,549             347,426              663,543             167,233             1,370,665
STORM SEWER OPERATING FUND             263,349                431,632              437,734             (8,934)                248,313
WATER CAPITAL ASSETS           139,954                435,678              343,458             (76,659)              155,517
LIGHTHOUSE MAINTENANCE TRUST          1,804                    53                       -                     -                     1,857
EDDON BOATYARD TRUST 0 776,173              75,433               10,288               711,027

9,132,730$           24,437,409$        23,458,971$       37,705$              10,148,874$        

MATURITY RATE BALANCE
CASH ON HAND 300$                   
CASH IN BANK 0.9500% 1,595,780          
LOCAL GOVERNMENT INVESTMENT POOL 4.1605% 6,652,795          
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 03/17/06 2.5500% 600,000             
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 11/27/06 3.2000% 500,000             
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 05/03/10 5.0000% 700,000             
BANK OF AMERICA - CD 03/31/06 100,000             

10,148,874$       

          AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2005

Ending Cash Balances By Fund
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CITY OF GIG HARBOR
YEAR-TO-DATE RESOURCE SUMMARY

AND COMPARISON TO BUDGET
AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2005

ESTIMATED ACTUAL Y-T-D BALANCE OF PERCENTAGE
DESCRIPTION RESOURCES RESOURCES ESTIMATE (ACTUAL/EST.)
GENERAL GOVERNMENT 9,033,945$          10,121,414$            (1,087,469)$         112%
STREET FUND             3,278,974 3,178,181 100,793 97%
DRUG INVESTIGATION FUND 9,251 17,001 (7,750) 184%
HOTEL-MOTEL FUND 496,665 490,102 6,563 99%
PUBLIC ART CAPITAL PROJECTS 40,250 40,454 (204) 101%
PARK DEVELOPMENT FUND 13,277 19,986 (6,709) 151%
CIVIC CENTER DEBT RESERVE 2,046,453 2,086,382 (39,929) 102%
LTGO BOND REDEMPTION 923,220 923,919 (699) 100%
2000 NOTE REDEMPTION 111,072 136,084 (25,012) 123%
LID NO. 99-1 GUARANTY 83,052 83,932 (880) 101%
UTGO BOND REDEMPTION 64,798 (64,798)
PROPERTY ACQUISITION FUND 4,054,291 7,736,576 (3,682,285) 191%
GENERAL GOVT CAPITAL IMPR 670,177 835,014 (164,837) 125%
IMPACT FEE TRUST 350,593 454,540 (103,947) 130%
WATER OPERATING            1,234,091 1,094,479 139,612 89%
SEWER OPERATING          1,942,334 1,868,996 73,338 96%
UTILITY RESERVE             132,937 112,569 20,368 85%
UTILITY BOND REDEMPTION 351,625 390,094 (38,469) 111%
SEWER CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION 1,853,715 1,866,975 (13,260) 101%
STORM SEWER OPERATING FUND                     717,322 694,981 22,341 97%
WATER CAPITAL ASSETS           551,594 575,633 (24,039) 104%
LIGHTHOUSE MAINTENANCE TRUST                  1,802 1,857 (55) 103%
EDDON BOATYARD TRUST 776,173 (776,173)

27,896,640$        32,793,967$            (4,897,327)$         118%

Resources as a Percentage of Annual Budget

0%

50%

100%

150%

200%

001 101 105 107 108 109 110 208 209 210 211 301 305 309 401 402 407 408 410 411 420 605

Beginning Cash Revenues



CITY OF GIG HARBOR
YEAR-TO-DATE EXPENDITURE SUMMARY

AND COMPARISON TO BUDGET
FOR PERIOD ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2005

FUND ESTIMATED ACTUAL Y-T-D BALANCE OF PERCENTAGE
NO. DESCRIPTION EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES ESTIMATE (ACTUAL/EST.)
001 GENERAL GOVERNMENT

01 NON-DEPARTMENTAL 2,225,600$                2,133,118$             92,482$                   96%
02 LEGISLATIVE 31,600                      30,997                   603                         98%
03 MUNICIPAL COURT 466,300                    468,252                 (1,952)                    100%
04 ADMINISTRATIVE/FINANCIAL 742,500                    614,972                 127,528                  83%
06 POLICE 2,047,131                 1,908,784              138,347                  93%
14 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 1,218,450                 1,112,771              105,679                  91%
15 PARKS AND RECREATION 936,490                    676,815                 259,675                  72%
16 BUILDING 391,900                    289,833                 102,067                  74%
19 ENDING FUND BALANCE 973,974                    -                         973,974                  

001 TOTAL GENERAL FUND 9,033,945                 7,235,543              1,798,402               80%
101 STREET FUND             3,278,974                 2,565,007              713,967                  78%
105 DRUG INVESTIGATION FUND 9,251                        5,403                     3,848                      58%
107 HOTEL-MOTEL FUND 496,665                    225,488                 271,177                  45%
108 PUBLIC ART CAPITAL PROJECTS 40,250                      -                         40,250                    
109 PARK DEVELOPMENT FUND 13,277                      -                         13,277                    
110 CIVIC CENTER DEBT RESERVE 2,046,453                 -                         2,046,453               
208 LTGO BOND REDEMPTION 923,220                    911,651                 11,569                    99%
209 2000 NOTE REDEMPTION 111,072                    120,014                 (8,942)                    108%
210 LID NO. 99-1 GUARANTY 83,052                      -                         83,052                    
211 UTGO BOND REDEMPTION -                            63,217                   (63,217)                  
301 PROPERTY ACQUISITION FUND 4,054,291                 7,415,337              (3,361,046)             183%
305 GENERAL GOVT CAPITAL IMPR 670,177                    500,000                 170,177                  75%
309 IMPACT FEE TRUST 350,593                    59,416                   291,177                  17%
401 WATER OPERATING            1,234,091                 969,043                 265,048                  79%
402 SEWER OPERATING          1,942,334                 1,555,131              387,203                  80%
407 UTILITY RESERVE             132,937                    -                         132,937                  
408 UTILITY BOND REDEMPTION 351,625                    313,552                 38,073                    89%
410 SEWER CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION 1,853,715                 663,543                 1,190,172               36%
411 STORM SEWER OPERATING FUND                         717,322                    437,734                 279,588                  61%
420 WATER CAPITAL ASSETS           551,594                    343,458                 208,136                  62%
605 LIGHTHOUSE MAINTENANCE TRUST                      1,802                        -                         1,802                      
607 EDDON BOATYARD TRUST -                            75,433                   (75,433)                  

27,896,640$              23,458,971$           4,437,669$              84%

Expenditures as a Percentage of Annual Budget
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CITY OF GIG HARBOR CITY OF GIG HARBOR
YEAR-TO-DATE REVENUE SUMMARY YEAR-TO-DATE EXPENDITURE SUMMARY

BY TYPE BY TYPE
FOR PERIOD ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2005 FOR PERIOD ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2005

TYPE OF REVENUE AMOUNT TYPE OF EXPENDITURE AMOUNT
Taxes 7,914,629$           Wages and Salaries 4,613,049$      
Licenses and Permits 689,274 Personnel Benefits 1,495,935
Intergovernmental 966,559 Supplies 592,864
Charges for Services 3,131,307 Services and Other Charges 2,359,247
Fines and Forfeits 99,247 Intergovernmental Services and Charges 207,574
Miscellaneous 340,792 Capital Expenditures 6,248,014
Non-Revenues 1,315,416 Principal Portions of Debt Payments 4,271,602
Transfers and Other Sources of Funds 9,980,185 Interest Expense 1,040,501
     Total Revenues 24,437,409 Transfers and Other Uses of Funds 2,630,185

    Total Expenditures 23,458,971
Beginning Cash Balance 9,132,730 Ending Cash Balance 10,148,874
      Total Resources 33,570,140$             Total Uses 33,607,845$    

Revenues by Type - All Funds
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CITY OF GIG HARBOR
STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL POSITION

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2005

001 101 105 107 108 109 110 301 305 307 309 605 607 TOTAL 
GENERAL DRUG   HOTEL - PUBLIC ART PARK DVLP CIVIC CTR PROPERTY GEN GOVT LID NO. 99-1 IMPACT FEE LIGHTHOUSE EDDON SPECIAL

GOVERNMENT STREET INVESTIGATION MOTEL PROJECTS FUND DEBT RSRV ACQUISITION CAPITAL IMP TRUST FUND MAINT BOATYARD REVENUE
ASSETS

CASH 235,252$           105,824$         1,223$              31,040$           4,613$             2,279$           101,077$         35,809$          38,203$          -$                       46,472$         212$                711,027$        1,077,778$        
INVESTMENTS 2,526,990          600,993           9,506                241,158           35,841             17,707           1,985,305        278,212          296,812          -                     361,062         1,645               -                  3,828,241          
RECEIVABLES 1,010,367          13,454             -                    24,576             -                   -                 -                   -                  -                  -                     -                 -                  -                  38,030               
FIXED ASSETS -                     -                   -                    -                   -                   -                 -                   -                  -                  -                     -                 -                  -                  -                     
OTHER -                     -                   -                    -                   -                   -                 -                   -                  -                  -                     -                 -                  -                  -                     
     TOTAL ASSETS 3,772,609          720,270           10,729             296,774         40,454           19,986         2,086,382      314,021        335,014          -                   407,534       1,857             711,027        4,944,049        

LIABILITIES
CURRENT 237,226             445,329           -                    14,404             -                   -                 -                   -                  -                  -                     14,122           -                  10,288            484,143             
LONG TERM 25,612               7,413               -                    -                   -                   -                 -                   -                  -                  -                     -                 -                  -                  7,413                 
     TOTAL LIABILITIES 262,837             452,742           -                    14,404             -                   -                 -                   -                  -                  -                     14,122           -                  10,288            491,556             

FUND BALANCE:
     BEGINNING OF YEAR 3,136,959          602,271           8,414                284,044           10,066             19,412           1,321,310        393,940          518,977          -                     359,977         1,804               -                  3,520,214          

-                     
        Y-T-D REVENUES 7,608,356          2,230,264        7,718                223,814           30,388             574                765,072           7,335,418       316,038          -                     92,852           53                    776,173          11,778,364        
        Y-T-D EXPENDITURES (7,235,543)         (2,565,007)       (5,403)               (225,488)          -                   -                 -                   (7,415,337)      (500,000)         -                     (59,416)          -                  (75,433)           (10,846,085)       

ENDING FUND BALANCE 3,509,772          267,528           10,729              282,370           40,454             19,986           2,086,382        314,021          335,014          -                     393,412         1,857               700,739          4,452,493          

TOTAL LIAB. & FUND BAL. 3,772,609          720,270$         10,729$           296,774$        40,454$          19,986$        2,086,382$     314,021$       335,014$        -$                      407,534$      1,857$            711,027$       4,944,049$       

SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS



CITY OF GIG HARBOR
STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL POSITION

208 209 210 211 TOTAL
LTGO BOND 2000 NOTE LID 99-1 UTGO BOND DEBT 

REDEMPTION REDEMPTION GUARANTY REDEMPTION SERVICE
ASSETS

CASH 1,364$                                1,832$                                9,571$                                180$                                   12,948$                         
INVESTMENTS 10,600                                14,237                                74,361                                1,401                                  100,599                         
RECEIVABLES 1,287                                  -                                      -                                      -                                      1,287                             
FIXED ASSETS -                                      -                                      -                                      -                                      -                                
OTHER -                                      -                                      -                                      -                                      -                                
     TOTAL ASSETS 13,252                               16,069                              83,932                               1,581                                114,834                       

LIABILITIES -                                
CURRENT -                                      -                                      -                                      -                                      -                                
LONG TERM -                                      -                                      -                                      -                                      -                                
     TOTAL LIABILITIES -                                      -                                      -                                      -                                      -                                

FUND BALANCE: -                                
     BEGINNING OF YEAR 13,346                                7,084                                  81,521                                -                                      101,951                         

-                                
        Y-T-D REVENUES 911,557                              128,999                              2,410                                  64,798                                1,107,765                      
        Y-T-D EXPENDITURES (911,651)                             (120,014)                             -                                      (63,217)                               (1,094,882)                    

-                                
ENDING FUND BALANCE 13,252                                16,069                                83,932                                1,581                                  114,834                         

-                                
TOTAL LIAB. & FUND BAL. 13,252$                             16,069$                             83,932$                              1,581$                               114,834$                      

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2005



CITY OF GIG HARBOR
STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL POSITION

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2005

PROPRIETARY
401 402 407 408 410 411 420

WATER SEWER UTILITY UTILITY BOND SEWER CAP. STORM SEWER WATER CAP. TOTAL
OPERATING OPERATING RESERVE REDEMPTION CONST. OPERATING ASSETS PROPRIETARY

ASSETS
CASH 13,522$                   32,683$                   12,837$             8,708$                       156,301$                  28,316$                    17,734$                     270,101$                      
INVESTMENTS 104,284                   253,149                   99,732               67,657                       1,214,364                 219,997                    137,783                     2,096,965                     
RECEIVABLES 58,919                     163,875                   -                     -                            -                            67,648                      -                            290,441                        
FIXED ASSETS 3,567,304                9,099,327                -                     -                            753,626                    684,000                    23                              14,104,280                   
OTHER -                           -                          -                     -                            -                            -                            -                            -                                
     TOTAL ASSETS 3,744,030                9,549,033               112,569           76,365                     2,124,290                999,961                  155,540                   16,761,787                 

LIABILITIES
CURRENT 24,680                     39,371                     -                     257,561                     178,605                    17,486                      141,684                     659,387                        
LONG TERM 36,051                     44,167                     -                     1,852,725                  -                            34,283                      -                            1,967,226                     
     TOTAL LIABILITIES 60,731                     83,537                     -                     2,110,287                  178,605                    51,769                      141,684                     2,626,613                     

FUND BALANCE:
     BEGINNING OF YEAR 3,873,461                9,463,114                73,248               (2,072,845)                2,261,803                 954,294                    (78,365)                     14,474,710                   

        Y-T-D REVENUES 778,880                   1,557,513                39,321               352,474                     347,426                    431,632                    435,678                     3,942,925                     
        Y-T-D EXPENDITURES (969,043)                  (1,555,131)              -                     (313,552)                   (663,543)                   (437,734)                   (343,458)                   (4,282,461)                    

ENDING FUND BALANCE 3,683,298                9,465,496                112,569             (2,033,922)                1,945,686                 948,192                    13,855                       14,135,174                   

TOTAL LIAB. & FUND BAL. 3,744,030$              9,549,033$             112,569$          76,365$                    2,124,290$               999,961$                 155,540$                  16,761,787$                



GENERAL SPECIAL DEBT TOTAL TOTAL
GOVERNMENT REVENUE SERVICE GOVERNMENTAL PROPRIETARY ALL FUND TYPES

ASSETS
CASH 235,252$             1,077,778$            12,948$                  1,325,979$                    270,101$                     1,596,080$                     
INVESTMENTS 2,526,990            3,828,241              100,599                  6,455,830                      2,096,965                    8,552,795                       
RECEIVABLES 1,010,367            38,030                   1,287                      1,049,684                      290,441                       1,340,125                       
FIXED ASSETS -                       -                         -                          -                                 14,104,280                  14,104,280                     
OTHER -                       -                         -                          -                                 -                               -                                  
     TOTAL ASSETS 3,772,609            4,944,049            114,834                8,831,492                     16,761,787                25,593,279                   

LIABILITIES
CURRENT 237,226               484,143                 -                          721,369                         659,387                       1,380,756                       
LONG TERM 25,612                 7,413                     -                          33,024                           1,967,226                    2,000,250                       
     TOTAL LIABILITIES 262,837               491,556                 -                          754,393                         2,626,613                    3,381,006                       

FUND BALANCE:
     BEGINNING OF YEAR 3,136,959            3,520,214              101,951                  6,759,124                      14,474,710                  21,233,834                     

-                                  
        Y-T-D REVENUES 7,608,356            11,778,364            1,107,765               20,494,485                    3,942,925                    24,437,409                     
        Y-T-D EXPENDITURES (7,235,543)           (10,846,085)           (1,094,882)              (19,176,510)                   (4,282,461)                   (23,458,971)                    

ENDING FUND BALANCE 3,509,772            4,452,493              114,834                  8,077,099                      14,135,174                  22,212,273                     

TOTAL LIAB. & FUND BAL. 3,772,609$          4,944,049$           114,834$               8,831,492$                    16,761,787$               25,593,279$                  

CITY OF GIG HARBOR
STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL POSITION

BY FUND TYPE
AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2005
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