
 

 
 

AMENDED AGENDA FOR 
GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

March 27, 2006 - 7:00 p.m. 
 

 
CALL TO ORDER: 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  
 
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 March 13, 2006. 
  2. Eddon Boat Demolition Project – Environmental Sampling and Abatement Contract(s). 
  3. 2006 NPDES Permit Water Quality Monitoring Program – Consultant Services Contract. 
  4. Sanitary Sewer Facilities Easement and Maintenance Agreement – Canterwood Business 

Park. 
  5. Community Economic Revitalization Board Job Development Grant – Contingency 

Agreement. 
  6. Interagency Agreement for Combined Business License Services.  
  7. Liquor License Assumption – Brix 25 Restaurant. 
  8. Payment of Bills for March 27, 2006. 
  Checks #49826 through #49946 in the amount of $368,836.66. 
 
OLD BUSINESS:      
1. Second Reading of Ordinance – Amending Critical Areas Regulation as Required by State 
 Statute. 
2. Second Reading of Ordinance – Clarifying the Requirements for Sewer Hook-ups. 
 
NEW BUSINESS:    
1. Street Vacation Request – Wheeler Avenue (Barta). 
2. First Reading of Ordinance – Hardy Rezone. 
3. First Reading of Ordinance – Amendment to GHMC Adopting Updated State Amendments 

to the Building, Fire, Mechanical, and Energy Codes. 
4. Request for Building Inspector FTE. 
5. Traffic Safety Emphasis Interlocal Agreement. 
6. Bid Award – Briarwood Pedestrian Street Improvement Project – Phase 1. 
 
STAFF REPORT:    
1. Friends of the Parks Commission Progress Report. 
2. Mark Hoppen, City Administrator – St. Anthony Hospital Update. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT:  
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS / MAYOR’S REPORT:    
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS:
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION:  For the purpose of discussing property acquisition per RCW 
42.30.110(1)(b). 
 
ADJOURN:
 



GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF MARCH 13, 2006 
 

PRESENT:  Councilmembers Ekberg, Young, Franich, Conan, Dick, Payne, Kadzik 
and Mayor Hunter.  
 
CALL TO ORDER:  7:02 p.m. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 
 
CONSENT AGENDA:
These consent agenda items are considered routine and may be adopted with one 
motion as per Gig Harbor Ordinance No. 799. 
  1. Approval of the Minutes of City Council Meeting of February 27, 2006. 
  2. Proclamation:  American Red Cross Month. 
  3. Amendment to Agreement for Emergency Management Services. 
  4. Legal Services Agreement. 
  5. Phase 2 Environmental Site Assessment for the Scofield Property – Consultant 

Services Contract. 
  6. Olympic Drive and 56th Street Improvement Project – Easement Agreements. 
  7. MultiCare Health System - Storm Water Facilities Agreement and Restrictive 

Covenant. 
  8. Eddon Boat Demolition Project – Change Order No. 1. 
  9. Sewer Outfall Extension Final Design and Permitting – Consultant Contract 

Amendment. 
10. Liquor License Renewals:  Farmer’s Market; Green Turtle; Brix 25. 
11. Payment of Bills for March 13, 2006. 
  Checks #49689 through #49825 in the amount of $312,253.00. 
12. Approval of Payroll for the month of February: 
   Checks #4139 through #4171 and direct deposit entries in the amount of 
$259,074.79.  
 
  MOTION: Move to adopt the consent Agenda as presented. 
    Ekberg / Franich – unanimously approved.    
 
OLD BUSINESS:  
1. Second Reading of Ordinance – Amendment to Building Code Advisory Board 
Membership Requirements.  Dick Bower, Building Official and Fire Marshal, offered to 
answer questions regarding this ordinance that would remove the residency 
requirement for members of the Building Code Advisory Board.   
 
 MOTION: Move to adopt Ordinance No. 1035 as presented. 
    Kadzik / Payne  - unanimously approved. 
 
 
 
 



NEW BUSINESS: 
1. Public Hearing and Resolution Accepting the Resource Properties Annexation 
Petition.  John Vodopich presented the background information on this annexation of 
approximately 9 acres of property located on Peacock Hill. 
 
Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 7:10 p.m. and asked for public comment.   
 
Dave Robertson – Peacock Hill.  Mr. Robertson explained that he lives on the 
neighboring property to the proposed annexation.  He said that he is also representing 
Pat LeBlanc and Ken Hemley, other neighbors.  He said that they have no quarrel with 
the annexation, but expressed concern that they will be forced to hook into the sewer 
line at some future date.  He said that they would like something written into the 
annexation that would give them some reassurance that if forced against their will to 
hook up that there would be some financial compensation.  
 
There were no further comments and the public hearing closed at 7:12 p.m.  
 
 MOTION: Move to adopt Resolution 661 accepting the annexation petition for 

the Resource Properties Annexation and further refer it to the 
Pierce County Boundary Review Board for consideration. 

    Young / Franich – unanimously approved. 
 
2. Public Hearing and Resolution for Utility Extension Capacity Agreement – 
Canterwood.  John Vodopich presented the information on this request for 10 ERUs of 
sewer service for the Canterwood Professional Business Park located in Phase 2 of 
Division Eleven of Canterwood.  He explained that the approximately 25,000 s.f. office 
building has already been constructed and that staff recommends approval of the 
contract. 
 
Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 7:15 p.m. and asked for public comment.   
 
Eva Jacobsen – PO Box 2314, Gig Harbor.  Ms. Jacobsen commented that she is 
pleased with staff and the Community Development Committee for getting this before 
Council for approval.  She offered to answer any questions that Council may have. 
 
There were no further public comments and the public hearing was closed at 7:17 p.m.  
 
 MOTION: Move to approve the applicant’s request for an exception to 

conformance with the City zoning requirements for applications for 
sewer service for one office building on Lot 1 of the Canterwood 
Division Eleven Phase 2 Business Park, as provided for in Gig 
Harbor Municipal Code Section 13.34.060 (J). 

    Young / Payne – unanimously approved. 
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 MOTION: Move to approve Resolution No. 662 authorizing the execution of 
the Utility Extension Agreement with the Canterwood Development 
Company. 

    Young / Conan – unanimously approved. 
 
3. Public Hearing for Development Agreement with Donkey Creek Holdings LLC.  
John Vodopich presented the information on this resolution to accept a proposed 
development agreement for a wetland mitigation plan that would allow the proponent to 
reduce the required Category I buffer from 100 ft. to 75 ft.  He said that Eric Mendenhall, 
Associate Planner, was present to answer any technical questions. 
 
Eric Mendenhall, Assistant Planner, clarified that the applicant wanted to increase the 
buffer’s performance and its function. Right now the buffer area doesn’t have 
functioning vegetation, and so the proponent is proposing to reduce the buffer 
requirement but plant the area to increase the function and filter system for the wetland.  
He added that without a site visit he could not label the category wetland.   
 
Councilmember Payne asked the duration that the proponent will be held responsible 
for the development of the wetland as it will take a few years for the vegetation to be 
established.  Mr. Mendenhall responded that there is a three-year performance bond to 
ensure that the vegetation is established. This is monitored by the city.   
 
Councilmember Franich asked if the contingency plan mentioned in the development 
agreement is also for a three-year period.  John Vodopich responded that there is a 
three-year period in which the city monitors the successfulness of the mitigation plan. At 
the end of the three-year period if it is deemed successful, and the city accepts the 
mitigation, the agreement and contingency plan expire.  He then explained the 
procedure if the contingency plan has to be activated and that the plan was prepared by 
a Wetland Biologist in conjunction with the city code. 
 
Councilmember Kadzik asked for clarification on monitoring and if the city has the 
expertise to do so. Eric Mendenhall responded that he will be a Certified Wetlands 
Scientist and Biologist in April.   
 
Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 7:25 p.m. and asked for public comment. 
There were no public comments and the public hearing was closed at 7:25 p.m. 
 
 MOTION: Move to adopt Resolution No. 663 relating to a development 

agreement with Donkey Creek Holdings LLC for proposed wetland 
mitigation. 

    Payne / Conan – unanimously approved. 
 
4. Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance – Amending Critical Areas 
Regulation as Required by State Statute.  Jennifer Sitts, Senior Planner, presented the 
background on this ordinance amending critical areas regulations.  She explained that 
this has been amended per Council direction to have the Community Development 
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Committee take into consideration the comments from the Department of Ecology.  The 
committee asked staff to look at Best Available Science in order to have a defensible 
critical areas ordinance.  After research, staff found that the DOE recommendation for 
buffer sizes was the Best Available Science available.  Cities that have tried to vary 
from these standards have had their ordinances forwarded to the Growth Management 
Hearing’s Board and found to not be in compliance with the Best Available Science.   
 
The Community Development Community then directed staff to modify the November 
version of the ordinance to incorporate DOE’s recommendations, allowing as much 
flexibility, site specific analysis, and mitigation as possible.  Ms. Sitts described how the 
ordinance would amend the city code and how it would apply to buffers. 
 
Councilmember Young asked for clarification on how this affects density calculations.  
Ms. Sitts responded that net density calculation only removes the actual wetland area, 
not the buffer area.  An increase in buffer would not affect the number of lots on a 
parcel, but it may affect the configuration or size.  She continued to explain that the 
wetland and the wetland buffers for commercial projects are included in impervious 
areas. Buildable lands capacity is based on gross acerage. 
 
Councilmember Ekberg asked for review of wetlands and where they come into contact 
with the shoreline.  Ms. Sitts said that at the recommendation of DOE, this ordinance 
removes the exemption of properties governed by the Shoreline Master Program.  If a 
property is within the Shoreline Master Program, it will also have to comply with the 
critical areas ordinance.  There are some estuarine wetlands along our bay that 
previously were strictly protected under the critical fish and wildlife habitat area.  Now 
they fall into the wetland category as well.  She added that required buffers for Category 
1, high impact esturine areas are 200 feet.  That could be reduced to 110-150 feet if 
mitigation measures are employed.   
 
Mayor Hunter thanked Jennifer Sitts, Eric Mendenhall, and the Community 
Development Committee for the hard work on this.  He opened the public hearing at 
7:34 p.m. and asked for public comment. 
 
Doug Sorenson – 9409 North Harborview Drive.  Mr. Sorensen recommended that 
Councilmembers understand this document well enough to explain it to him before 
signing.  He said that this is the first time he has heard about the categories, plus the 
uses, plus the habitat score that equals a formula which determines the buffer.  He said 
that his other concern is the possible reduction of the buffer by 25%, which used to be 
70%, then went to  50%, back to 55% and now is 25%.  Basically, this is no reduction. 
Most wetlands in the city are Category 2. If the city decided it wants to pursue, he said 
he would be willing to offer his property as an example. He said that he has already had 
biologists map and flag his property so that the city could send out a biologist, along 
with Councilmember Payne, to determine the impact and ramification of this ordinance. 
This way you can see what you are getting into.   
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Councilmember Dick explained that the recommended buffers in this ordinance are a 
result of criticism from DOE that the city’s previous efforts were not supported by Best 
Available Science.  He said that the city has to justify and support any deviation from 
the recommended standards that came from DOE.   
 
Mr. Sorenson asked if Council had asked DOE if the current buffers work and why we 
need new science to justify wider buffers. Let them provide the answers.  He said that in 
his case the impact of the larger buffers will put him behind Harborview Street in order 
to build. 
 
Councilmember Dick said that this doesn’t bring us the science to support a more 
thoughtful approach. The difficulty is coming up with the science to justify it. The news is 
full of stories about the declining salmon population in the estruine areas and is an 
indication that what is being done currently is not sufficient. This tends to support the 
science being used by DOE and we should think twice about deviating from these 
standards to prevent further degradation.   
 
Mr. Sorensen asked if the salmon runs have decreased on Crescent Creek, adding that 
this is a question to ask the state.  What determines an appropriate sized buffer?  What 
makes a 50 foot buffer any better than 51 feet?  He said that science is supposed to be 
exact. 
 
Del Stutz – PO Box 274, Gig Harbor.  Mr. Stutz said that he has four properties within 
Gig Harbor that are impacted. He said that in the past he has met with the Department 
of Ecology because of his petroleum business, adding said that he hopes the City 
Council understands the regulations better that he does.  He said he has property on 
what used to be Donkey Creek but is has changed and he now has a new creek called 
North Creek.  The primary source of the water in this creek is from the stormwater runoff 
through the culverts built when Highway 16 was constructed.  Twenty years ago he was 
approached by Vernon Young, a member of the “Save the Creeks” organization, who 
told him that after a rain storm, runoff from his property muddied Donkey Creek and the 
fish hatchery.  Actually, the wash out occurred from the old Gig Harbor Sand and Gravel 
Company.   
 
Mayor Hunter urged Mr. Stutz to complete his statement.  Mr. Stutz then urged Council 
not to pass this ordinance tonight.   
 
Rachael Villa – 8309 52nd St. NW, Gig Harbor.  Ms. Villa submitted written testimony 
from Marian Berejikian, Executive Director of Friends of Pierce County, which supports 
the passage of the critical areas ordinance with the recommendations from the 
Department of Ecology.  She said that this is a very complex issue. 
 
There were no further public comments and the public hearing was closed at 7:45 p.m. 
 
Councilmember Young agreed that people should be allowed more time to review the 
document.  He responded that the Community Development Committee struggled with 
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a justification for reducing the buffers from what is recommended by DOE.  The 
legislature requires that jurisdictions base their buffering requirements on Best Available 
Science and the Department of Ecology has issued options that they believe meets this 
criteria.  If a jurisdiction chooses to deviate from the recommended buffers, they must 
justify the action. The cities that have attempted to deviate from these standards have 
been told by the Growth Management Act that they do not comply with the Best 
Available Science rule.  Councilmember Young continued to explain that DOE has said 
that reducing a buffer by more than 25% severely impinges upon the productivity of the 
wetland and the animals living in the habitat, and that no mitigation can justify the 
action.  He continued to say that Council has to be able to back up any decision with 
real science, and so far, the Community Development Committee can not find any 
studies to support deviation from the DOE recommendation. Any information that would 
allow deviation would be appreciated.  He said that if a buffer is so large as to prevent 
property use, there are procedures to follow that he would be happy to share.   
 
Councilmember Dick added that Alternative #3 in the ordinance allows for deviation on 
a case by case basis if scientific evidence is provided to justify the action.  It is an 
expensive and difficult process, but designed to allow modifications.  
 
Councilmember Payne said that he personally investigated this issue and believes that 
this proposal offers the greatest flexibility and is more focused on site-specific 
conditions as opposed to a broad brush. He said that this isn’t the perfect answer, but it 
is one that can be defended.  He encouraged further public comment. 
 
5. First Reading of Ordinance – Clarifying the Requirements for Sewer Hook-ups.  
Mark Hoppen, City Administrator, presented this ordinance that a will allow a few 
parcels platted prior to 1990 to install septic drainfields rather than connecting to city 
sewer.  Previously, the city did not have the mechanism to allow these parcels to do so, 
adding that this ordinance proposes a conservative approach to allow use of the 
property.  Mr. Hoppen pointed out that new construction has to connect and an existing 
house would have to connect in the instance of an LID or a health issue. Newly 
annexed areas are treated the same as existing houses and any exceptions would be 
reviewed by the City Engineer.   
 
Councilmember Kadzik asked for clarification on how you treat a failing septic system 
that could be rebuilt. Mr. Hoppen responded that if the Health Department indicates that 
the septic system has failed and the sewer system is available, they will be required to 
connect, but if the sewer is not available, they will not.   
 
Councilmember Young said that he thought that this ordinance would include pre-GMA 
lots. Mr. Hoppen explained that the reason for that is because it requires too much 
analysis and is the subject of a Comprehensive Sewer Plan update. He added that the 
Sewer Comp Plan update is scheduled for this year. 
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David Robertson - Peacock Hill.  Mr. Robertson said that this ordinance fits in with his 
concerns regarding the annexation next to his property.  He asked for clarification of 
how a LID is formed. 
 
Mr. Hoppen responded that with respect to the properties on Peacock Hill, the most 
likely future is either the developer will extend the sewer and the neighbors can hook up 
when they want; or he will form a latecomer’s agreement and the neighboring properties 
would have to pay a pro-rated share of the line when they connect.  Under either 
scenario, neighbors could avoid hooking up. The LID is a formal, fiscal mechanism used 
to recoup the debt of running the infrastructure, which is expensive and only done for 
large projects.   
 
Randy Boss – no address given.  Mr. Boss explained that he is under contract on lots 
that are covered by this proposed ordinance.  He asked for clarification on the 
requirements for new construction to hook up to sewer, especially if the sewer is five 
miles away.  He also asked for the criteria used by the Engineer to determine 
exceptions.  
 
Mr. Hoppen responded that these issues are not addressed in this ordinance, but would 
be considered in the update to the Sewer Comprehensive Plan.  These issues are 
complicated because they involve revenues of the system and how the city would 
finance the sewer.  
 
Mr. Boss said that he would like clarification on whether the lots in Sunnybrae could or 
would be required to hook to the sewer line on Hunt Street, a couple miles away, when 
there is another line across the street. He said that it seems it would be to the city’s 
advantage to require these lots to hook into the city sewer across the street rather than 
3-4 miles around the corner. He said that he would like to know if he has the ability to 
either hook to sewer or to qualify for the exception.   
 
Mr. Hoppen explained that the sewer line across from the Sunnybrae Addition is a 
pressure line and there may be a practical reason for not allowing someone to hook into 
that system.  It’s not without precedent, but may require a significant backflow devise.  
He referred Mr. Boss to contact Steve Misiurak, City Engineer. 
 
6. Eddon Boatyard Program Selection.  Mayor Hunter said that the Gig Harbor’s 
Community Boat Shop proposal most clearly meets the intent of the Land Acquisition 
Bond and recommended that Council issue a letter of intent to forward to Guy Hoppen 
to work on the details.   
 
Councilmember Franich agreed that this proposal is a good fit for the location.  He said 
that a couple of items that really need to be addressed are the cost of the improvements 
as it relates to the level of activity proposed.  He said that he is concerned with the long-
term cost. 
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Councilmember Ekberg pointed out that the second phase is where all these issues will 
be addressed.  The initial phase is just to find a fitting use for the facility.   
 
Councilmember Franich also said that in relation to the existing dock, it will need to be 
rebuilt and he hopes that will be structurally engineered to support a commercial truck 
loaded with a fishing net.  This site may not be the solution to a Maritime Pier, but it 
could facilitate some basic needs.  
 
Councilmember Kadzik said that he had only seen one proposal and wondered if he 
had missed the others.  Councilmember Ekberg explained that Mayor Wilbert appointed 
an Ad Hoc committee to hold a public hearing. The recommendations that came from 
that were forwarded to the Mayor.  The only formal application submitted that pinpointed 
what we were advertising for was for the Gig Harbor’s Community Boat Shop. 
Councilmember Franich’s letter was received in-between and included as an important 
aspect in planning. He gave an overview of some of the other ancillary proposals. 
 
Councilmember Young recommended that Councilmember Franich join the Ad Hoc 
Committee as he has obvious interest. The Mayor concurred. 
 
Councilmember Payne asked about the Bantry Bay Program.  Mayor Hunter explained 
that this proposal is for the Sea Scouts.   
 
 MOTION: Move that Council issue a letter of intent to Gig Harbor Community 

Boat Shop as represented by Guy Hoppen. 
    Kadzik / Payne – unanimously approved. 
 
7. Appointment to the Design Review Board.  Mayor Hunter presented this 
recommendation for the appointment. 
 
 MOTION: Move to appoint Victoria Blackwell to complete the remainder of the 

term on the Design Review Board that expires July 2007. 
    Young / Franich - unanimously approved. 
 
STAFF REPORT:  
1. Lita Dawn Stanton, Historic Registry Coordinator – Historic Registry Listing – 
Eddon Boatyard.  No verbal report given. 
2. Chief Mike Davis – GHPD February Stats.  No verbal report given. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT:   None. 
 
COUNCIL COMMENTS:    
 
Councilmember Payne recommended that a comparison rate-study be done because 
our City Attorney is paid at a lower rate than other like municipalities.  He asked that a 
recommendation be brought back for an increase to the salary for City Attorney.  He 
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emphasized that this isn’t as much a pay increase to the current city attorney as it is an 
increase to the position; but she would have the benefit.   He said that his concern is 
that our current rate of pay is extraordinarily low and he thinks that the city should be 
competitive with other jurisdictions.  He said that if the Council decides to follow through 
with a RFQ process at some point, this will allow the city to be more prepared.  
 
Councilmember Young said that there is no city attorney pay-scale because this is a 
contract position.  Councilmember Payne said that he is suggesting an amendment to 
the employment contract.  Councilmember Young then said we could bring back a 
salary survey, mentioning the contract for an attorney to provide personnel approved on 
the consent agenda.  Councilmember Payne agreed that it would be enlightening for the 
rest of the Council to see this information.  
 
Councilmember Franich said it would be fine to get a rate comparison, but it is not 
Council’s job to set what the city attorney should charge.   Council is in charge of the 
community’s purse strings and he has a hard time understanding why this should be 
done without the City Attorney coming forward with a request. 
 
Councilmember Young pointed out that the City Attorney suggested that she bring on 
someone to work with personnel issues and add to the hours we would have an 
attorney available here. One of the reasons that this person would not be available is 
due to the low rates charged.  If may result in a cost savings if we use the other firm 
frequently. 
 
Councilmember Franich said that if we decide to raise the city attorney fees, maybe we 
need to have more than one attorney that is doing different things.  If we pay the 
existing attorney a higher rate to do something that can be done by someone without 
her expertise, then this needs to be considered. 
 
Carol Morris, City Attorney, pointed out that in the contract approved tonight for 
personnel services with Scott Snyder, he charges $195.00 an hour.  This should give an 
idea of how much the city pays for city attorney services that she is not performing.  
 
Councilmember Young asked if Ms. Morris uses a paralegal. She responded that she 
does not.  She said that if Council wants a breakdown of her services they should also 
consider what other comparable cities pay for attorney services to determine if we are 
getting the best services for the money. 
 
Councilmember Payne interjected that this is what he hopes to accomplish.  
Councilmember Franich said that he would like to see a proposal from the City Attorney 
for what she would like to charge in conjunction with the rate study.   
 
Councilmember Young pointed out that not all cities have the same caseload.  Mayor 
Hunter said that if we are going to open this up we should move forward with the RFQ.   
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Mayor Hunter then reported that he received a petition of 600 signatures requesting the 
removal of the roundabout at 36th and Pt. Fosdick.  He said that he ask the City 
Engineering Department to go out and report on how the roundabout is operating.  This 
report will come to Council later. 
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS:    
Gig Harbor Peninsula Historical Society Open House – Thursday, March 16th at 6:00 
p.m. 
 
Mayor Hunter announced that he would be absent for the next Council Meeting of 
March 27th, and that Councilmember Ekberg would act as Mayor Pro Tem. 
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION: For the purpose of discussing potential litigation per RCW 
42.30.110(1)(i). 
 
 MOTION: Move to adjourn to executive session at 8:30 p.m. for approximately       

ten minutes to discuss potential litigation per RCW 42.30.110(1)(i). 
  Franich / Dick – unanimously approved. 

 
 MOTION: Move to return to regular session at 8:40 p.m. 
   Franich / Young – unanimously approved. 
  
ADJOURN:  
 
 MOTION:   Move to adjourn at 8:41 p.m. 
  Franich / Young – unanimously approved. 
 
       CD recorder utilized: 
  Disk #1 Tracks 1 – 25 
       Disk #2 Tracks 1.    
    
 
 
____________________________ ____________________________  
Charles L. Hunter, Mayor   Molly M. Towslee, City Clerk 
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ADMINISTRATION 

 
 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: MARK HOPPEN, CITY ADMINISTRATOR 
SUBJECT: COMMUNITY ECONOMIC REVITALIZATION BOARD JOB 

DEVELOPMENT GRANT – CONTINGENCY AGREEMENT 
DATE: MARCH 27, 2006 
 
BACKGROUND/INFORMATION 
The City of Gig Harbor and Pierce County are submitting an application into the 2006 
Community Economic Revitalization Board Job Development Grant process for 
transportation infrastructure improvements related to the Burnham/Borgen Interchange 
area.  The application defines $15 million of grant-eligible improvements to the area and 
benefits the development of St. Anthony Hospital which should generate approximately 
450 jobs of the area at a private investment of $148 million.  The grant could generate 
as much as $5 million in transportation infrastructure improvements.  The attached 
contingency agreement needs to be approved by the City of Gig Harbor, by Pierce 
County, and by Franciscan Health System – West in order to submit a complete 
application by April 3, 2006.  The document was crafted by the city’s legal counsel, 
Carol Morris, in conformance with grant format requirements. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
I recommend approval of the Mayor Pro-tem’s signature of the contingency agreement. 
 
 
 
 



CONTINGENCY AGREEMENT 
 

I. Parties. 
 

 The parties to this Contingency Agreement are the City of Gig Harbor, an 
optional code, municipal corporation, organized under the laws of the State of 
Washington (hereinafter the “City”); Pierce County, a political subdivision of the 
State of Washington (hereinafter the “County”) and Franciscan Health System - 
West, a non-profit health care corporation, organized under the laws of the State 
of Washington (hereinafter the “Hospital”).  
 

II.  Purpose. 
 

 The purpose of this Contingency Agreement is to clarify the intentions of 
the parties with regard to the completion of the Burnham/Borgen Interchange 
Area Improvements. These transportation infrastructure improvements are 
necessary to meet City and County service level requirements that relate to the 
development and operation of the hospital and other Burnham/Borgen Area 
Interchange users.   

III.  Background.  
 

 The Burnham/Borgen Interchange Improvements are transportation 
infrastructure improvements connected to and including the Burnham/Borgen 
Interchange which is adjacent to the City of Gig Harbor (hereinafter the  “required 
public improvements”).  The project will facilitate the development and operation 
of St. Anthony Hospital and associated medical profession employment, as well 
as other business park employment in the area.  The catchment area for these 
new employment opportunities will include Tacoma, Gig Harbor, and the Key 
Peninsula. 
 

IV.  Agreement. 
 

 A. The City agrees to construct the required public improvements, 
providing that CERB financing is approved.   
 
 B. The Hospital represents that the projected number of permanent, 
full-time jobs created and/or retained as a result of the public facilities project is 
450.   
 
 C. The Hospital represents that the estimated private capital 
investment is $148 million. 
 
 D. The Hospital agrees to contact the local Workforce Development 
Council (WDC) and the State Employment Security Department for assistance in 
filling new positions.   
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 E. The Hospital agrees to provide the City with employment and 
investment data as requested by the JDF Program including, but not limited to, 
presentation to the Legislature during the legislative process.   
 

V.  Contingency. 
 
 This Agreement is contingent upon receipt of JDF Program funds by the 
City and is intended to provide convincing evidence of private development as 
required by the JDF Program.   
 
 DATED this ____ day of _______________, 2006.   
 
THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR 
 
 
By ___________________________ 
     Steven K. Ekberg, Mayor Pro Tem 
 
PIERCE COUNTY 
 
 
By ________________      ______      _____  
           County Executive John Ladenburg 
 
FRANCISCAN HEALTH SYSTEM - WEST 
 
 
By ______________________________________________  
       Joseph Wilczek, President and Chief Executive Officer 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING 
Business and Professions Division  -  Master License Service 

PO Box 9034, Olympia, WA  98507-9034 

 
 
 
Marh 17, 2006 
Molly Towslee 
City Clerk 
City of Gig Harbor 
3510 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, Washington  98335 
Subject: Department of Licensing (DOL) Contract No.  8284-K 
Dear  Ms. Towslee: 
Enclosed please find, two copies of the final draft of DOL Contract No.  8284-K.  Please route 
for signature and return both copies to: 

Nancy Skewis, Administrator 
Master License Services 
Department of Licensing 
PO Box 9034 
Olympia, WA  98507-9034 

After DOL has signed, I will return one copy with original signatures to you for your files. 
If you have any questions, please call me at (360) 664-1446 or via e-mail at 
nskewis@dol.wa.gov .  
Sincerely, 
 
 
Nancy Skewis 
Contract Manager 
Enclosure 
cc: File 

The Department of Licensing has a policy of providing equal access to its services.If you need special 
accommodation, please call (360) 902-3600 or TDD (360) 664-8885. 



DOL Contract No. 8284-K 
 

File Name:  Contract 3-06.doc Page 1 of 1 Printed:  March 16, 2006 
Original Copy 1 – DOL Contracts Office  One Copy – Contract Manager 
Original Copy 2 – Contractor 

INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN 

STATE OF WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF LICENSING 
AND 

THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON 

This Agreement is made and entered into by and between the Washington State Department of 
Licensing, hereinafter referred to as DOL, a state agency, and the noncharter optional code 
municipal corporation known as

 
City Of Gig Harbor  
3510 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, WA  98335 
 

Telephone:  253 851-8136   

Fax:     253 851-8563  

Email: TowsleeM@cityofgigharbor.net 
 

hereinafter referred to as the City. 

Section 1. PURPOSE 
It is the purpose of this Agreement to (1) authorize DOL’s Master License Service, hereinafter 
referred to as “MLS,” to act as the City’s agent for business licensing activities, and (2) ensure 
that the City will retain full, lawful, regulatory and approval authority over all business licensing 
activities within its jurisdiction. This agreement is entered into pursuant to authority granted by 
Chapters 39.34 and 19.02 of the Revised Code of Washington (RCW). 

THEREFORE, IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED THAT: 

Section 2. STATEMENT OF WORK 
The Parties to this Agreement shall furnish the necessary personnel, equipment, material 
and/or services and otherwise do all things necessary for or incidental to the performance of 
work set forth in the Attachment “A” attached hereto and incorporated herein. 

Section 3. PERIOD OF PERFORMANCE 
Subject to its other provisions, the period of performance of this Agreement shall commence on 
the date of final signature by both parties, and be completed two years thereafter, unless 
terminated sooner as provided herein. 

Section 4. COMPENSATION 
Services identified in this Agreement are provided by MLS at no charge to the City unless 
otherwise noted. 

Communications and travel related costs for project coordination, or for respective staff 
needing to visit either the City or MLS locations, will be absorbed by the respective parties for 
their own staff. 

The City will reimburse MLS the cost of developing and producing any special or ad hoc 
informational reports requested by the City that are in addition to the standard MLS 
informational reports identified in the section “Reports.”  

If the City and MLS agree to offer Internet filing processes for the City’s licensees, the City 
agrees to reimburse DOL the fees charged by financial institutions and/or credit card 
processors to handle the city’s license fees collected by credit card and/or other electronic 
means.  MLS will absorb the cost of collecting its own handling fees via electronic means. 
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The City will reimburse MLS expenses for changes as specified in section “Changes, 
Modifications, and Amendments” of this Agreement. 

The City will remit payment to the Department of Information Services (DIS) for costs billed 
them by DIS for access to the MLS computer system as provided in the Statement of Work. 

Section 5. BILLING PROCEDURES 
DOL will submit invoices monthly. Payment to DOL for approved and completed work will be 
made by warrant or account transfer by the City within 30 days of receipt of the invoice.  Upon 
expiration of the contract, any claim for payment not already made shall be submitted within 30 
days after the expiration date or the end of the fiscal year, whichever is earlier. 
MLS will forward the invoice to the attention of: Molly Towslee, City Clerk, at: City of Gig 
Harbor, 3510 Grandview Street, Gig Harbor, WA 98335. 
Section 6. RECORDS MAINTENANCE 
Each party shall maintain books, records, documents and other evidence, which sufficiently 
and properly reflect all direct and indirect costs expended by either party in the performance of 
the services described herein.  These records shall be subject to inspection, review, or audit by 
personnel of both parties, other personnel duly authorized by either party, the Office of the 
State Auditor, and federal officials so authorized by law.  All books, records, documents, and 
other material relevant to this Agreement will be retained for six years after expiration and the 
Office of the State Auditor, federal auditors, and any persons duly authorized by the parties 
shall have full access to and the right to examine any of these materials during this period. 

Records and other documents, in any medium furnished by one party to this agreement to the 
other party, will remain the property of the furnishing party, unless otherwise agreed.  The 
receiving party will not disclose or make available this material to any third parties without first 
giving notice to the furnishing party and giving it a reasonable opportunity to respond.  Each 
party will utilize reasonable security procedures and protections to assure that records and 
documents provided by the other party are not erroneously disclosed to third parties. 

Section 7. INDEPENDENT CAPACITY 
The employees or agents of each party who are engaged in the performance of this agreement 
shall continue to be employees or agents of that party and shall not be considered for any 
purpose to be employees or agents of the other party. 

Section 8. CHANGES, MODIFICATIONS, AND AMENDMENTS 
This agreement may be changed, modified, amended, or extended only by written agreement 
executed by both of the parties hereto. 

If, after the execution of this Agreement, the City requests changes to MLS processes, the City 
may be asked to reimburse MLS the cost of implementing the changes. MLS will notify the City 
of anticipated costs before starting to make the requested changes.  If such changes are 
initiated by MLS, implementation costs will be absorbed by MLS unless otherwise mutually 
agreed upon by both parties. 

Section 9. TERMINATION AND SAVINGS 
Either party may terminate this Agreement with or without cause by written notice delivered to 
the other party at least sixty (60) days before the effective date of termination. 

In the event of termination of this Agreement, both parties will be liable only for performance 
rendered before the effective date of termination. 

In the event applicable funding provided to the city or MLS to implement the provisions of this 
agreement is withdrawn, reduced or limited in any way after the effective date of this 
Agreement and prior to its normal completion, either party may unilaterally terminate the 
Agreement.  Such action is effective immediately upon delivery of written notice of termination. 

In the absence of actual delivery to and receipt by mail or other means at an earlier date and/or 
time, written notice of termination under this section shall be conclusively deemed to have 

Original Copy 2 – Contractor 
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been delivered as of midnight of the third day following the date of its posting in the United 
States mail. 

Section 10. DISPUTES 
In the event that a dispute arises under this Agreement, it shall be determined by a dispute 
board in the following manner:  Each party to this agreement shall appoint a member to the 
dispute board.  The members so appointed shall jointly appoint an additional member to the 
dispute board.  The dispute board shall evaluate the facts, contract terms and applicable 
statutes and rules and make a determination of the dispute.  The determination of the dispute 
board shall be final and binding on the parties hereto.  As an alternative to this process, either 
of the parties may request intervention by the Governor, as provided by RCW 43.17.330, in 
which event the Governor’s process will control. 

Section 11. GOVERNANCE 
This contract is entered into pursuant to and under the authority granted by the laws of the 
state of Washington and any applicable federal laws.  The provisions of this agreement shall 
be construed to conform to those laws. 

In the event of an inconsistency in the terms of this Agreement, or between its terms and any 
applicable statute or rule, the inconsistency shall be resolved by giving precedence in the 
following order: 
Applicable state and federal statutes and rules; 
Applicable City or Local Ordinances or Regulations; 
The Terms and Conditions of this Agreement;  
Statement of Work;  
Any other provisions of the agreement, including materials incorporated by reference. 

If any provisions of this Agreement shall be deemed in conflict with any statute or rule of law, 
such provision shall be deemed modified to be in conformance with said statute or rule of law. 

The venue of any action brought hereunder shall be in the Superior Court of Thurston County. 

Section 12. ASSIGNMENT 
The work to be provided under this Agreement, and any claim arising thereunder, is not 
assignable or delegable by either party in whole or in part, without the express prior written 
consent of the other party, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld. 

Section 13. WAIVER 
A failure by either party to exercise its rights under this agreement shall not preclude that party 
from subsequent exercise of such rights and shall not constitute a waiver of any other rights 
under this Agreement unless stated to be such in a writing signed by an authorized 
representative of the party and attached to the original Agreement.  

Section 14. SEVERABILITY 
If any provision of this Agreement or any provision of any document incorporated by reference 
shall be held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect the other provisions of this Agreement 
which can be given effect without the invalid provision, if such remainder conforms to the 
requirements of applicable law and the fundamental purpose of this agreement, and to this end 
the provisions of this Agreement are declared to be severable. 
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Section 15. CONTRACT MANAGEMENT 
The contract manager for each of the parties shall be responsible for and shall be the contact 
person for all communications regarding the performance of this Agreement. They may issue 
written or oral instructions that do not change the contract conditions, which may be needed to 
accomplish the contracted work. 

The Contract Manager for the City is: The Contract Manager for DOL is: 
 
Molly Towslee 
City Clerk 
City of Gig Harbor 
3510 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, WA  98335 

Phone:   253 851-8136 
Fax:       253 851-856353  
E Mail: TowsleeM@cityofgigharbor.net  

 
Nancy Skewis 
MLS Administrator 
Department of Licensing 
PO Box 9034 
Olympia, Washington  98507-9034 

Phone: 360-664-1446 
Fax: 360-570-7875 
E mail: nskewis@dol.wa.gov  

 

Section 16. ALL WRITINGS CONTAINED HEREIN 
This Agreement contains all the terms and conditions agreed upon by the parties. No other 
understanding, oral or otherwise, regarding the subject matter of this Agreement shall be 
deemed to exist or to bind any of the parties hereto. 

Section 17. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement. 
For       State of Washington  

Department of Licensing 
 
 
 
__________________________________________ 
                                                        (date) 

 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Alan Haight, as Contracts Officer                 (date) 

 
Federal Tax ID #:       
 

 
Approved as to Form 
 
By AAG Anderson, 3/3/06; See file 8283 
____________________________________________ 

 Jerald Anderson,AAG                                   (date) 
 

 

Original Copy 2 – Contractor 
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Attachment A 
STATEMENT OF WORK 

The City Shall:  
1) Agree to the exclusive use of the Master Application and any required addenda for the 

process of applying for a City business license, and the exclusive use of the Master License 
Service’s Licenses and Registrations document for proof of City business licensure.  If 
additional forms are identified as necessary for processing of City licensee accounts, their 
design, creation, or collection will be a cooperative effort between MLS and the City 

2) Agree to the exclusive use of the Unified Business Identifier (UBI) number in conjunction 
with the physical location identification numbering used by MLS in the identification of 
licensees and license accounts in all communications with MLS. 

3) Maintain remote on-line inquiry and update access to the automated MLS and UBI 
databases.   

4) Accept responsibility for payment of all equipment, connection, or access charges related to 
the city’s access into and use of the MLS databases, as well as for the ongoing 
maintenance of  the city’s access to the MLS databases. 

5) Maintain in its city licensing office a limited-service, Washington State Unified Business 
Identifier (UBI) program field office.   

6) Accommodate requirements for Master Application forms as well as issuance of UBI 
numbers, regardless of whether the transaction involves a City business license.  

7) Ensure the timely availability to DOL of its licensing and Information Technology staff.  The 
staff contacts provided will be knowledgeable of the City operations and/or technology and 
be able to assist MLS staff with process improvements and/or troubleshooting. 

DOL Shall:  
1) Create, produce, issue, accept, and process new and renewal applications for the City 

business licenses.  In doing so, it will collect, process and disburse the respective City 
business license fees and licensing information received from applicants and licensees. 

2) Issue licensing documents (Master Licenses) for City business licensees. 

3) Provide informational reporting to the City of the City’s business licensees.  

4) Provide its services through either paper-based licensing processes or Internet based 
processes, depending on the needs of the City and the capability of MLS. 

5) Be responsible for all aspects of designing and implementing modifications to the MLS 
computer system and establishing related MLS procedures and forms to handle new and 
renewal applications for City business licenses, issuance of license documents, collection 
of necessary licensing information and license fees, and their proper distribution. 

6) Provide technical assistance in establishing and configuring proper system access, and 
ensure security of access for City staff into the MLS and UBI databases.  Training will be 
provided to City staff in the use of the MLS and UBI databases; and ongoing training will be 
provided to accommodate system changes or staff changes. 

Filing of Documentation, Forms, and Records 
Paper files are not maintained by MLS. Paper documents submitted to MLS will be microfilmed 
or electronically imaged, and then destroyed after MLS processing. An electronic 
representation of all filings completed via the Internet will be maintained. The City will have 
access to information filed with MLS on either a paper document or via the Internet through 



DOL Contract No. 8284-K 
 

File Name:  Contract 3-06.doc Page 6 of 7 Printed:  March 16, 2006 
Original Copy 1 – DOL Contracts Office  One Copy – Contract Manager 
Original Copy 2 – Contractor 

electronic access to the MLS computer system. If a paper document is needed by the City, 
MLS will produce a copy from the microfilm or electronic record. The copy will be certified if 
needed by the City.   

REPORTS 
MLS provides a standard set of reports to each of its partners at no charge.  These include but 
are not limited to, daily lists of new business applications and renewals, the fees processed 
each day; weekly lists of pending accounts; and lists of businesses for which fees have been 
transferred. City staff will determine which forms best suit their needs.  

MLS may be able to provide non-standard reports, statistics or lists to the City upon request. 
The City agrees to reimburse MLS costs for the production of non-standard reports requested.   

CHANGES TO PROCESSES 
MLS will notify the City of any changes anticipated to its processes or services as soon as they 
are known, and thereafter will coordinate mitigation of impacts that such changes may have 
upon service it provides.  

The City will notify MLS of potential changes to its business licensing requirements, fees or 
processes sufficiently in advance of the change to allow MLS to implement timely changes to 
any electronic, or automated systems, or changes to procedures or methods related to 
administering City business licensing.   

The MLS staff will be mindful of broader impacts that could occur to MLS or any of its partners 
by the City’s proposal for change. MLS will assist the City in considering possible alternatives 
and in determining the most feasible means of achieving the objective of the proposal. 

MLS will coordinate review of the changes proposed by the City with any other MLS partners 
potentially impacted by the proposal and attempt to reach consensus among all affected 
partners. 

MLS will prepare any needed computer system change request in coordination with the City, 
and place the request in a prioritized work queue for timely completion. 

Changes that substantially alter the terms of this Agreement require a written amendment.  

CONFIDENTIALITY. 
The MLS automated system maintains data that is shared by multiple regulating agencies and 
other jurisdictions.  The data is subject to various public disclosure laws regulating both its 
protection as well as dissemination to third parties.  Therefore, the City understands and 
agrees: 
1) That data under the administration of MLS, regardless of whether it is uniquely related to 

the issuance of the City business licenses, is subject to applicable lawful requirements for 
protection and/or public disclosure.   

2) To abide by all applicable current or future public disclosure laws and to protect data 
confidentiality by limiting the disclosure of information received from MLS to third parties, 
unless authorized or required by law, or having received written consent from DOL to 
disclose it. 

3) That much of the information collection on the Master Application document may not be 
disclosed under RCW 82.32.330, RCW 51.16.070, RCW 50.13.020, and other state or 
federal laws.   
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4) To utilize reasonable security procedures and protections designed to assure that 
confidential information is not disclosed to persons other than City staff who also agree to 
such confidentiality requirements.  The City shall include such requirements of 
confidentiality for all staff that have access to the confidential data pursuant to this 
Agreement. 





















































































































































































































































































































































 
 
 
 
 
 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: KRISTIN UNDEM, ASSOCIATE PLANNER 
SUBJECT: FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE – HARDY REZONE   
 REZ 05-898 
DATE: MARCH 27, 2006 
 
INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND 
The City designated the portion of Gig Harbor 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 goals and policies of the City’s Comprehensive Plan.  
 
A SEPA threshold Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) was issued for the rezone 
on December 28, 2005. No appeals were filed on the DNS.  The Hearing Examiner 
(HE) held a public hearing on this application on February 15, 2006. The HE 
approved the application on February 22, 2006. The appeal period for this decision 
expired on March 10, 2006. Rezones are required to be adopted by ordinance; this 
matter will return to you for a 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 
Staff recommends adoption of this ordinance at the second reading. 





 
 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO. _____ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, 
WASHINGTON, REZONING .27 ACRES FROM R-1 (SINGLE-
FAMILY) ZONING DISTRICT TO AN R-2 (MEDIUM DENSITY 
RESIDENTIAL) ZONING DISTRICT, LOCATED AT 7518 
STINSON AVENUE, ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER 
0221075011. 

 
 
 
 WHEREAS, Steve Hardy, owns the parcel located at 7518 Stinson Avenue in Gig 

Harbor, Washington, ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER 0221075011; 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, Steve Hardy has 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 December 28, 2005; and 

WHEREAS, the SEPA threshold decision was not appealed; and 
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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 February 15, 2006; and 

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

dated February 22, 2006; and  

WHEREAS, the appeal period expired on March 10, 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 

December 6, 2005 pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and 

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

Council meeting of March 27, 2006 and April 10, 2006;  

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

WASHINGTON, ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1.  The real property located at 7518 Stinson Avenue, Assessor Parcel 

#0221075011 and as shown on attached Exhibit “A”, and legally described as follows: 

LOT 1 OF SHORT PLAT 84-08-16-0293 SECTION 7, TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, 
RANGE 2 EAST OF THE WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, SITUATE IN PIERCE COUNTY, 
WASHINGTON. 

 
  is hereby rezoned from R-1 (single family) to R-2 (Medium Density Residential).   
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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 
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FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK: _____________ 
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL: ____________ 
PUBLISHED: ______________________________ 
EFFECTIVE DATE: _________________________ 
ORDINANCE NO: __________________________   
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
TO:  MAYOR HUNTER AND THE CITY COUNCIL 
FROM: DICK J. BOWER, CBO 
  BUILDING OFFICIAL/FIRE MARSHAL 
SUBJECT: FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE - AMENDMENT TO GHMC 

15.06 ADOPTING UPDATED STATE AMENDMENTS TO THE 
BUILDING, FIRE, MECHANICAL AND ENERGY CODES 

DATE: MARCH 27, 2006 
 
INFORMATION/BACKGROUND 
Pursuant to state law, Title 15 of the GHMC adopts the state building code set 
out by the State Building Code Council as the building code for the City.  In July 
of 2005, the state enacted updated amendments to the International Building, 
Fire and Mechanical Codes and the State Energy Code (WAC 51-11, 51-50, 51-
52 and 51-54).  To provide clarity in the Gig Harbor Building Code, this 
amendment formally adopts these changes to the state code. 
 
POLICY CONSIDERATIONS 
This amendment is largely a housekeeping matter intended to keep GHMC Title 
15 in conformance with state law.   
 
FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS 
No fiscal impact is anticipated from this amendment. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends adoption of this amendment at the second reading. 



ORDINANCE NO.  
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON  
ADOPTING THE SECOND EDITION OF THE 
WASHINGTON STATE AMENDMENTS TO THE 
INTERNATIONAL BUILDING, FIRE AND 
MECHANICAL CODES AND THE WASHINGTON 
STATE ENERGY CODE AND RETAINING ALL 
OTHER EXISTING CODE PROVISIONS AS THE 
GIG HARBOR BUILDING CODE, AMENDING 
SECTION 15.06.020 OF THE GIG HARBOR 
MUNICIPAL CODE. 

________________________________________________________________ 

WHEREAS, the State of Washington adopts the International Building, 

Residential, Fire, Mechanical, and Fuel Gas Codes, the Uniform Plumbing Code, 

the Washington State Energy Code and the Washington State Ventilation and 

Indoor Air Quality Code as the Washington State Building Code; and 

WHEREAS, the State Building Code Council adopts amendments to the 

model codes adopted as the State Building Code; and 

WHEREAS, on November 12, 2004, the State Building Code Council 

adopted and published the Second Edition of the state amendments to the State 

Building Code; and 

WHEREAS, the amendments were made effective in all cities and 

counties in the State of Washington on July 1, 2005, under WAC 51-11, 51-50, 

51-52 and 51-54; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Gig Harbor adopts the state building code by 

reference, including the state amendments; Now, therefore, 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, 
ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:   
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 Section 1.  Section 15.06.020 of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is 

amended to read as follows: 

15.06.020 State building code adoption. 
The following codes, together with the specifically identified 

appendices and the amendments in the Washington Administrative 
Code (WAC), Second Edition (dated July 1, 2005) and as further 
amended in this title, are hereby adopted by reference: 
 A.  The International Building Code, 2003 Edition, as 
published by the International Code Council, Inc., including 
Appendix J, and as amended pursuant to Chapter 51-50 WAC; 
 B.  The International Residential Code, 2003 Edition, as 
published by the International Code Council, Inc., including 
Appendix Chapter G, as amended pursuant to Chapter 51-50 WAC; 
 C.  The International Mechanical Code, 2003 Edition, as 
published by the International Code Council, Inc., including 
Appendix A, as amended pursuant to Chapter 51-52 WAC; 
 D.  The International Fire Code, 2003 Edition, as published 
by the International Code Council, Inc., including Chapter 46 and 
Appendix Chapters B and C, as amended pursuant to Chapter 51-
45 WAC; 
 E.  The Uniform Plumbing Code, 2003 Edition, published by 
the International Association of Plumbing and Mechanical Officials, 
as amended pursuant to Chapter 51-56 WAC and the Uniform 
Plumbing Code Standards (Appendices B and H to the Uniform 
Plumbing Code), as amended pursuant to Chapter 51-57 WAC; 
 F.  The International Existing Building Code, 2003 Edition, as 
published by the International Code Council, Inc.,  
 G.  The Uniform Code for the Abatement of Dangerous 
Buildings, 1997 Edition, published by the International Conference 
of Building Officials; 
 H.  The Washington State Energy Code as published by the 
Washington State Building Code Council, pursuant to Chapter 51-
11 WAC; 
 I.  The Washington State Ventilation and Indoor Air Quality 
Code as published by the Washington State Building Code Council, 
pursuant to Chapter 51-13 WAC; and  
 J.  The Historic Building Code, as written by the Washington 
State Building Code Council, pursuant to Chapter 51-19 WAC. 
 

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

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

constitutionality of any other section, clause or phrase of this Ordinance.  

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

force five (5) days after passage and publication of an approved summary 

consisting of the title.   

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

Harbor this __ day of _______, 2006.   

     CITY OF GIG HARBOR 
 
 
     _______________________________ 
     Charles L. Hunter, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
________________________ 
Molly Towslee, City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
Office of the City Attorney 
 
 
________________________  
Carol A. Morris, City Attorney 
 
FILED WITH THE CITY CLERK:   
PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL:   
PUBLISHED:   
EFFECTIVE DATE:  
ORDINANCE NO:  
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