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AMENDED AGENDA FOR 

GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
October 13, 2008 - 5:00 p.m. (early start time) 

 
CALL TO ORDER: 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  
 
CONSENT AGENDA: 

1. Approval of the Minutes: a) Budget Retreat – September 12, 2008; b) City Council 
Meeting of September 22, 2008. 

2. Receive and File: a) Building / Fire Safety Monthly Report. b) GHPD Monthly 
Report. c) Harborview Judson Workstudy Session September 16, 2008. 

3. Council Committee Reports: Finance / Safety Committee September 15, 2008. 
4. Correspondence / Proclamations: a) Domestic Violence Prevention Month. b) 

Work Progress Administration (WPA) 75th Anniversary Celebration. 
5. Liquor License Application: Il Lucan. 
6. Resolution – Surplus Equipment. 
7. Prosecuting Attorney – Contract Renewal. 
8. CERB Grant Authorization. 
9. Wastewater Facilities Easement and Maintenance Agreements – Kvinsland. 

10. Traffic Counts for Intersections – All Traffic Data Services (ATD) Consultant 
Services Contract.  

11. Eddon Boat – Amendment to GeoTech Contract. 
12. Crescent Creek Property Acquisition / Pierce County Conservation Futures Grant 

Agreements.   
13. Appointment of Committee: Skansie Brothers Pier Options Feasibility Options. 
14. Approval of Payment of Bills for Oct. 13, 2008:     Checks #59000 through #59175 

(59043 void) in the amount of $1,334,277.29. 
15. Approval of Payroll for the month of September: Checks # 5242 through #5267 

and direct deposits in the total amount of $361,238.40. 
 
PRESENTATIONS:   Domestic Violence Month – Pam Dittman, Coordinator, 
Committee Against Domestic Violence and Paul Nelson, Municipal Court Administrator. 
 
PUBLIC MEETING:  Canterwood Annexation Request. 
 
OLD BUSINESS:      

1. Second Reading of Ordinance – Prentice Avenue and Sutherland Street Vacation 
/ Gary Stainbrook.  

2. Second Reading of Ordinance – Prentice Avenue and Sutherland Street Vacation 
/ Paul Crow.  

3. Second Reading of Ordinance – Woodworth Avenue Street Vacation / Mark & 
Lynn Stonestreet.  

4. Second Reading of Ordinance – Harborview Drive Street Vacation / City of Gig 
Harbor. 

 
 NEW BUSINESS:    

1. First Reading of Ordinance – Retroactive Marina Fire Protection Requirements. 
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2. Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance – 2008 Comprehensive Plan 
Amendments. 

3. First Reading of Ordinance – LTGO Bond.  
4. Resolution – Authorizing an Interfund Loan – Eddon Boat Remediation Project. 
5. Harborview / Pioneer Update. 

 
STAFF REPORT:  

1. City Attorney Request for Proposals. 
2. Wastewater Treatment Plant Update. 
3. BB16 Long-term Solutions. 
4. Eddon Boat Night Work. 
5. Harborview Road Closure. 
6. Canterwood Boulevard Construction Schedule. 

 
PUBLIC COMMENT:  
 
MAYOR’S REPORT / COUNCIL COMMENTS:  
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS: 

1. Community Meeting – WWTP Road Closure: Wed. Oct. 15th at 6:00 p.m. 
2. Operations Committee: Oct. 16th at 3:00 p.m. 
3. Parks Commission / City Council Joint Workstudy Session – Monday, Oct. 20th at 

5:30 p.m. 
4. Budget Update Meeting: Monday, Oct. 20th following the Joint Workstudy 

Session. 
5. Budget Worksession: Court, Admin, Finance, Planning, Building/Fire Safety, 

Police, Tourism – Monday, November 3rd at 6:00 p.m. 
6. Budget Worksession: Public Works – Tuesday, November 4th at 6:00 p.m. 

 
EXECUTIVE SESSION: For the purpose of discussing pending and prospective 
litigation per RCW 42.30.110(1)(i), property acquisition per RCW 42.30.110(1)(b) and 
Guild Negotiations per RCW 42.30.140(4)(a). 
 
ADJOURN: 
 



Gig Harbor City Council Budget Retreat 
September 12, 2008, 8:30 a.m. 

Community Room A/B 
 
Call to order: 8:30 a.m. 
 
Members Present:  Mayor Hunter, City Councilmembers Malich, Ekberg, Young, 
Kadzik and Conan.  Councilmember Payne came later in the meeting. 
 
Staff Present:  Rob Karlinsey, Steve Misiurak, Tom Dolan, Mike Davis, Dick 
Bower, David Stubchaer, Dave Rodenbach, Laureen Lund, Paul Nelson, Jaci 
AuClair, Lita Dawn Stanton, Carol Morris and Molly Towslee. 
 
Rob Karlinsey welcomed everyone, and explained that the purpose of this retreat 
is to identify what the Mayor and Councilmembers wish to accomplish in 2009. 
 
2009 Objectives: 

 
1. Potential Joint Uses for Museum Property.  Mayor Hunter presented 

background information on a proposal by the GHP Historical Society for the city 
to purchase property adjacent to the new museum site for a future multi-use 
public facility. Jennifer Kilmer, GHPHS suggested a two-phase approach: the city 
could secure the property and then the voters could choose to bond for a facility. 
She said that the Historical Society has a time frame and needs additional funds. 
Councilmember Young voiced concern due to budget constraints and whether a 
bond issue would compete with other local bonding issues. After further 
discussion, Council concurred that this is a window of opportunity and the city 
should continue to explore options for this site. 

 
2. New police officer position starting July 2009. Chief Davis cited an 

increase in calls for service, geographical growth, and the safety of the officers to 
justify the need for an additional officer mid-year. 
 

3. Drug Dog and accompanying supplies & equipment. Chief Davis 
explained that there is sufficient money in the drug seizure fund to purchase a 
vehicle for the dog handler. He said that utilizing a drug dog would help with the 
increase in drug related investigations, would increase identification of drugs 
during vehicle stops, would be a valuable marketing tool in schools for prevention 
of drug use, and would send a message of zero tolerance for illegal drug use in 
the city. He further explained that the expense would be for the officer who acts 
as handler and there are grant funds that will help defray the cost. 
 

4. Assistant City Administrator Position: Do not fill in 2008 or 2009. Rob 
Karlinsey said that he would hold off filling this position due to budget constraints, 
even though he still sees the need for the position due to the amount of strategic 
issues the city currently faces. He said he was hoping for more Council support 
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for this position. Councilmember Young encouraged the others to take another 
look at filling this position because of the large projects. Mayor Hunter agreed, 
and added that we need someone with strong project management skills to deal 
with the large amounts spent on consultants.  Councilmember Malich asked if 
another engineer would be a better choice. The response was that more 
management skills were needed rather than engineering skills to usher the 
projects through. 
 

5. Parks Capital Projects Management (a former function of the eliminated 
Dir. of Operations position): Absorb into current structure; by the end of October, 
evaluate whether to upgrade a position (or positions) that fill the void.  Rob 
Karlinsey said because this was going to be one of the functions of an Assistant 
City Administrator, we have to figure out who will manage this program. He said 
he is evaluating upgrading an existing position and to stay tuned. 
 

6. Human Resources Projects such as the personnel policies re-write. Rob 
said that there is so much more that needs to be done in the HR area and it 
would be helpful to have an HR Manager, which is another function that would 
have fallen to the Assistant City Administrator. One of the projects is the redoing 
of the personnel policies. He proposed using AWC model policies and melding it 
with the city’s existing policies. He said this is half-way done, but will carry over to 
2009. 
 

7. Health Insurance Plan:  Analysis of options and transition plan. The city 
currently has an expensive plan which will be phased out soon. Rob Karlinsey 
said he would like to hire a consultant to help guide an employee committee 
through the transition.  Councilmember Ekberg asked about doing an RFP for 
brokers rather than hiring a consultant.  Discussion followed on possible options. 
David Rodenbach said that a consultant could help to interpret the data and help 
to design a plan for the city. He responded to questions about the cost of our 
current program. 
 

8. Art Capital Fund Contribution from General Fund: $0 proposed in 2009. 
Mayor Hunter proposed zero contributions to this fund in 2009 because there is 
$135,000 with no expenditures over the past years. Councilmember Ekberg 
explained that the philosophy of adding small amounts on a long-term basis and 
allowing it to accumulate for a large project. Lita Dawn Stanton commented that 
the Arts Commission has recommended smaller projects; showing a difference in 
philosophy.  Rob suggested suspending the contribution in 2009 due to budget 
restraints.  After further discussion, it was decided to keep $10-15,000 in the 
2009 budget for this fund. 
 

9. Forever Green trail contribution. Rob Karlinsey said that this is a new 
proposal. After discussion it was determined that the city is doing its part with 
participation with the Cushman Trail. Councilmember Young recommended 
assigning the city’s state lobbyist to keep the Cushman Trail on the radar. 
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10. Harbor Wild Watch contribution. Councilmember Kadzik said that this is a 
highly visible project and $2000 is a modest request. It was agreed to keep this in 
the budget. Carol Morris said a contract would be required. 
 

11. View Basin Subarea Plan.  Tom Dolan talked about this and the Shoreline 
Master Program Update (number 13 below) explaining that $175,000 was 
budgeted to hire a consultant for both projects and only $86,000 has been used. 
Some of the work has been done but the projects won’t be completed until 2009. 
He said that an additional $73,000 is required to complete the work and tie the 
plans together. Councilmember Young voiced his preference to have no more 
studies done in the downtown area.  The total funding for both projects: 
$209,000. 
 

12. City/County Coordination of Cross-Boundary Impacts. Tom Dolan reported 
that recently Pierce County appealed a Determination of Non-significance and to 
address these issues in the future, we need to work more closely with the county, 
which he has begun to do. Carol Morris said that the cleanest way to address this 
is to re-negotiate an Interlocal to collect impact fees.  
 

13. Shoreline Master Program Update. Tom Dolan explained that a consultant 
has been hired and we are in the process of forming a stakeholders committee 
and will begin community forum meetings soon. The consultants have started an 
inventory characterization study and are waiting for comments from DOE. The 
master program draft should be completed in November 2009, and the final done 
in mid-2010. He said because the city is not a required “early-adopter” there are 
no state funds available yet. 
 

14. Building/Fire Safety Master Plan.  Dick Bower reported that a Building/Fire 
Safety Master Plan will help the department identify and address constraints 
during the permitting phase. He said they are holding stakeholder meetings and 
doing straw polls to find out to obtain information on what services they would 
like to see and how the department is interacting to better plan for the future. This 
should also help to plan for safety strategies for the community. This plan is 
being done in-house. 

 
Rob Karlinsey followed up the emergency management conversation by 
proposing to not budget for $15,000 for emergency trailers and supplies for staff 
and first responders because Pierce County has them. After further discussion of 
what might happen during an event, council requested that this be left in if 
plausible. There was continued discussion on possible ways of providing potable 
water during an event. 
 

15. Parks, Recreation, & Open Space Plan. David Stubchaer discussed the 
outreach effort to obtain public input from the community. He said that the 
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consultant is looking at not just the city’s parks, but others in the community to 
coordinate amenities. No other money is being requested in 2009. 
 

16. Gig Harbor North Visioning.  Tom Dolan said this in an effort to meet with 
property owners in the Gig Harbor North area to find out what the city is looking 
for in that area including park property. 

 
17. Green Building/LEEDS and Low Impact Development.  Dick Bower said 

the department continues to look at opportunities to provide incentives for green 
building, LEEDS and low impact development without it becoming regulatory. 
This seems to be working in other communities. He gave a brief overview of the 
LEEDS program; which is very comprehensive and expensive and low impact 
development. 
 

18. Cottage Housing. Tom Dolan said this is something that Councilmembers 
Kadzik and Payne have voiced a desire to explore further. There is no budget 
impact, but it will take some additional staff time to look into in 2009.  

 
Councilmember Kadzik offered to form a team with Councilmember Payne and 
other interested parties to come up with suggestions to offer to the Planning 
Commission. Carol Morris said that she has begun working on this, adding that 
there is tons of information and research on this subject. She offered to share her 
file.  There was further discussion on models in Seattle and the ability to develop 
this type of housing in a way that looks like it belongs. 
 

19. Floor Area Ratios.  Tom said that there is no budget impact for this either, 
just additional staff time to look into this in 2009. He said that is one of the items 
being brought to the Planning and Building Committee to assign to the Planning 
Commission next year. Councilmember Young pointed out that the Planning 
Commission has already made a recommendation, but it was never voted upon 
and suggested that this be resurrected.  Councilmember Malich voiced concern 
with the different standards for impervious coverage for single family residential. 
 

20. GMA Population Allocations: Seek for GMA Amendment? Rob Karlinsey 
asked for clarification on this issue that came up during the Council Retreat about 
seeking more flexibility in our density allocations.  Carol Morris said we could do 
transferrable density credits by adopting an ordinance that says the downtown 
area is the “sending area” and density could be sent to another area. 

 
Councilmember Kadzik said he thought what this was about is the state telling us 
what our population allocation in 2032 is going to be when we should be deciding 
this.  Councilmember Young agreed but said there is little chance that this could 
be changed. After discussion, staff was directed not to pursue this further. 
 

21. Implementation of the Downtown Business Plan. Rob talked about this 
and the next item together.  He said that there is an economic element in the 
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Comprehensive Plan with a strategy would take this one step further. He said 
due to the staff reduction he doubts he will be able to get to this in 2009. 

 
22. Economic Development Strategy: Work on this as time allows.  Discussed 

above. 
 

23. Street Vacations One-Time Blanket Waiver for Non-User Statute (mostly 
on Artina Plat).  David Stubchaer said that we have been vacating portions of the 
streets affected by the non-users statute on a case-by-case basis. He proposed 
going through the remaining properties to identify any issues and then doing a 
one-time blanket vacation for those without any. 
 

24. National Maritime Heritage Area. Lita Dawn Stanton gave an overview of 
this effort to put Puget Sound on the HMHA Map. This will have ties to economic 
development and heritage tourism that may allow federal funding to come to this 
area.  Consultants have been hired by the Department of Archeology for a year 
and a half project.  

 
25. Pierce County Public Benefit Rating System: Support and track County 

Council decision to implement.  Lita Dawn said that Tacoma is taking the lead on 
this project to amending the rating of historical landmarks and archeological sites 
from a low to medium which will allow tax benefits to landmark structures. 
Councilmember Young asked how the city would have control over the 
assessment.  Ms. Stanton responded that the city’s participation is through the 
historic registry program and whether or not a property is certified historic. 

 
Councilmember Young voiced concern that this supports potential tax breaks for 
wealthy property owners if there is no insurance that they would pay the higher 
tax if they develop the property in the future.  Lita Dawn said that the figures don’t 
support this happening in other communities where this is in place and said she 
would share the figures from King County.  She was asked to find out whether or 
not there is a provision for property owners who develop their property to a 
higher use after taking advantage of the tax break. 

 
26. Historic District Boundaries and Architecture.  Lita Dawn Stanton said that a 

presentation on the Millville Inventory is scheduled in October and Council will 
see the results of the study. This study affects the ability to quantify what is 
historic in the downtown area which will lend support to the Sub-Area Plan and 
updates to the Design Review Manual. She added that all of her projects were 
paid for by grant funds. 
 
27. Sidewalk/Trails Inventory & Connections: Incorporate into PROS Plan. Rob 

mentioned that a sidewalk, trails and connections inventory is going to be 
included in the Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan. 
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28. State and Federal Earmarks, and State Legislative Lobbying. Rob proposed 

continuing these efforts at the state and federal level at the same amount on the 
federal side at $75,000, but increasing the state lobbying contract to $35,000. He 
listed several upcoming projects such as the WWTP Expansion that the city is 
going to ask for funding, as well as the need to monitor the litigation on sales tax 
equalization, extending the CERB Grant, legislation on shoreline moratoria and 
regulating development when city utilities are being extended outside the UGA. 
He said that the increase is money well spent.  
 
29. Mainstreet Contribution.  Rob Karlinsey said that representatives from this 

organization are coming to meet with the Finance Committee to request a 
$35,000 contribution from the city in 2009. He suggested that $9,500 of that 
amount be in-kind support: $6,500 for the VCI facility and $3,000 for advertising 
for a total check of $25,500. This needs to be proposed to the LTAC Committee 
for approval.  

 
Councilmember Malich asked if this was going to be a perpetual contribution. 
Councilmember Kadzik responded that funding is necessary for the success of 
the program and in order to participate in the National Mainstreet Program 1/3 of 
the organization’s funding is recommended to come from public agency. 
 
Councilmember Payne voiced support for the contribution to the organization, 
say that that the information gathered on parking by the organization was 
valuable data that shows we don’t necessarily need to go out and lease property 
for a parking lot. Councilmember Young added that the business inventory is 
another project that they are performing that has great value and said that the 
group’s progress far exceeds what he expected. Councilmember Kadzik 
responded that the group has no problem coming back each year to request 
funding. 
 
30. Community Survey: Implement strategy to improve on what we learned. Rob 

Karlinsey said that he would compile the highlights of this survey and bring it to 
Council. He added that he is happy with some of the results and hopes to take a 
couple of months to develop a strategy on how to keep doing well and to improve 
in the areas that are needed. 
 
31. Nuisance Code. Tom Dolan said staff is working with the Planning / Building 

Committee to develop an ordinance. When completed the draft will be coming to 
Council for consideration.   

 
There was discussion on the progress with the junk vehicle complaint on 
Harborview Drive.  
 
32. City Attorney Request for Proposals.  Mayor Hunter recommended that the 

city send out a Request for Proposals for city attorney services. He reasoned that 
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Council has a duty to review the services periodically; this hasn’t been done for 
at least fifteen years.  He read a list of things he would like from a city attorney 
and suggested a multi-discipline firm that can provide the services required with 
costs commensurate with what is being provided. He mentioned the proposed 
contract coming to council at the next meeting saying that according to AWC it is 
among the highest rates being charged. Councilmember Young interjected that 
our rates aren’t even close.   
 
Councilmember Ekberg asked when the RFP would go out. Mayor Hunter said 
right away. Rob Karlinsey said that it would be up to council and if they would like 
to take some time, it is a budget objective for 2009.  
 
Councilmember Young said he is very happy with the current services and 
stressed that a contract with an outside attorney will cost far more. He said if you 
want to hire an in-house attorney they won’t be independent of staff; something 
Council has long desired. 
 
Rob Karlinsey disagreed with the statement on costs. He said that the City of 
Sammamish contracts for $150,000 a year with another $100,000 for litigation. 
They pay about $12,000 a month flat fee. 
 
Councilmember Conan said that we hear that what we have is a great deal but 
without going out to look we have nothing to compare it to. An RFP would allow 
us to know. 
 
Mayor Hunter referred to the statistics from other Washington Cities cited in the 
AWC Salary Survey.  He said that these cities are getting a blended rate 
because you don’t need a specialized attorney to write a contract.  
 
Councilmember Kadzik said that until we do an RFP this is all speculation. He 
said an RFP isn’t a bad idea and Councilmember Conan added that it is prudent 
to find out. 
 
Councilmember Young stressed that other cities aren’t spending near the time in 
planning, litigation or land use services. Councilmember Conan said that this is 
why you build that into the RFP so that you can compare apples to apples. 
 
Councilmember Ekberg agreed that it doesn’t hurt to put out an RFP adding that 
he is personally very satisfied with the legal service we have been getting.  He 
said that a Request for Proposals has to outline legal experience. From a budget 
standpoint, this is something that can happen in 2009.  
 
Carol Morris suggested that you need to look at how much these other cities 
have paid out in judgments and settlements, and then ask David Rodenbach how 
much this city has paid out in the last fifteen years, especially when you are 
comparing Sammamish. 
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Rob Karlinsey said that City Councils have different policies and preferences and 
some are willing to take different risks. He said that you can’t blame all losses or 
gains on the attorney.  
 
Ms. Morris suggested you take a look at the types of cases these attorneys had 
and the fact that in fifteen years she has lost only two cases. Gig Harbor has paid 
out only $6000 in settlements. Mayor Hunter cited two cases in the past two 
years; Madison Shores and North Creek.  
 
After discussing the difference between a Request for Qualifications and a 
Request for Proposals, it was agreed to move forward with a RFP. 
Councilmember Malich suggested also requesting their settlements to which 
Carol stressed that they aren’t going to tell you that.  
 
Councilmember Young said that AWC could give us all the times other cities 
called for help Carol was called in to save them. 
  
Rob Karlinsey said that he thinks it’s important to know that the Mayor and City 
Administrator are not satisfied with the current city attorney, and with the 
exception of Laureen, who doesn’t work very much with the attorney and doesn’t 
have a strong opinion either way, all of his department heads are dissatisfied. 
 
He then asked to move to 2010 Objectives and said he was going to briefly 
discuss each item that is going to be pushed out to 2010, and if Council has 
comments to let him know. 
 
2010 Objectives: 
 

1. Affordable Housing Study and Policy Recommendations: Complete 
inventory; delay strategy until 2010. 

2. Permitting in the UGA. 
3. City/County Impact Fee Sharing. 
4. Boys & Girls Club Agreement: First contribution in early 2010. 
5. Senior Center Study.  
 Councilmember Young suggested taking this off. He asked the point of 

doing a study if we don’t have the funds. This implies we are going to 
build one.  Councilmembers discussed this in detail and it was decided 
to keep it on the radar. 

6. Unsewered Areas Strategy: Postpone until 2010 or beyond.  
7. PenMet/City Tax Overlap: Postpone until 2010 or 2011. 
8. Waterfront Millville Office Use: Proponent has agreed to postpone until 

2010. 
9. Electric Utility Undergrounding LID.     
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There was discussion on undergrounding during upcoming improvement 
projects and what has been agreed to in the past.  Councilmember 
Kadzik said there should be some way to preserve “institutional 
knowledge” to track informal agreements and to alert staff when they 
should be implemented.  Clerk Towslee suggested that whenever an 
agreement is made, it should be formalized by resolution. 
 

10. Annexation Sequencing Strategy. 
 
   Tom Dolan gave an update on the Canterwood Annexation application. 
 
 
Rob then moved to the 2009 Capital Projects. He said he will prepare a point by 
point list of the difference in the list below and the presentation to Council three 
weeks ago. He asked Councilmembers to look it over and let him know if 
anything is missing or that you would like to do differently. 
 

2009 Street Capital Projects: 
 

1. Pt. Fosdick Sidewalk Gap and Misc. Sidewalk Gaps: $160,000. 
2. Road Rehabilitation: $100,000. 
3. BB16 Interim Improvements: $8.2 million. 
4. BB16 Long Term Solution: $250,000. 
5. 50th Street Extension (the remainder): $650,000 plus funds in Storm 

Capital for the culvert. 
6. Donkey Creek Daylighting: $950,000 (funded via federal earmark). 
7. Judson/Harborview: $1.25 million. 
8. 38th Street Design: $100,000. 

 
Councilmember Young said the original contract was for $348,000 which 
the city would have to use debt for the design. He asked if we could move 
ahead with the just the geotech studies and surveys to get a better idea of 
the total cost of the project.  Rob responded that this budgeted amount 
could be split $50,000 this year and $50,000 next year to do these things 
and to be able bring a concept to the public in 2009. Councilmembers 
discussed the importance of this project and the huge project cost.  
 
Mayor Hunter addressed the replacement of the subgrade, stressing that 
you have to weigh the life of a road verses the cost.  
 
Councilmember Ekberg mentioned that you have to take grant funding 
guidelines into consideration. David Stubchaer said that the guidelines 
would be considered in addition to several other considerations. 
 

9. Downtown Parking: $35,000. 
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2009 Parks Capital Improvements: 

 
1. Eddon Park Boat Building Restoration: $869,522 (fully funded with state 

grant). 
2. Eddon Park Dock and Marine Railway: $776,000 ($243k funded with state 

grant). 
3. Austin Estuary: $5,000. 
4. Maritime Pier lease and tenant Improvements: $50,000. 

 
2009 Sewer Capital Improvements: 

 
1. WWTP Phase I Expansion: $15 million. 
2. Marine Outfall Extension: $6.5 million 
3. Harborview Sewer Main Upgrades: $1.1 million 
4. Lift Station Upgrades: $250,000 
5. Phase II Expansion Design: $110,000 
 
2009 Water Capital Improvements: 

 
1. Crescent Creek Well: $200,000 
2. GHN Well: $110,000 (permitting & design)  
3. Water Rights Advocate: $40,000 
4. Reid & Hollycroft Intertie: $25,000 
5. Stinson Water Main Replacement: $201,000 
6. Harborview Water Main Replacement: $950,000 

 
2009 Stormwater Capital Improvements: 

 
1. 50th Street Culvert: $275,000 
2. Misc. Culvert Improvements: $20,000 

 
 
Rob asked Council to get back to him with any comments on the schedule of 
Capital Improvements.  He then moved on to the most current proposal for debt 
funding options. He said staff is proposing a 4.4 million Councilmanic bond with 
average annual debt service of $540,000 per year for ten years.  
 
David Rodenbach explained that the ordinance adopting the bond in will be 
before council in October. He said that due to several large projects already 
started; this bond would need to be adopted in order to balance the 2008 budget.  
 
Councilmember Young asked how much of the 4.4 million in debt is for 2008.   
David responded that approximately 2.25 million is for 2008. Rob clarified that in 
the Capital Improvements Plans, the 2008 / 2009 debt issuance amount is shown 
together but they do have the amounts broken out.  He further explained that the 
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total debt amount hasn’t changed much and the actual annual debt service is 
lower than projected. He said that they wanted REET to pay all the debt service 
but it is coming in lower than anticipated and so a supplement is needed to pay 
the debt service. 
 
Laureen Lund gave a brief update on the city’s new webpage. She said a hard 
copy would be forwarded in a couple of weeks. She said a photographer will be 
coming to the Civic Center to take new photos for Council and Department 
Heads.   
 
Mayor Hunter addressed the information that came from former Mayor Gretchen 
Wilbert for consideration of funding a Senior Center. There were no comments. 
 
Rob Karlinsey thanked everyone Councilmembers for taking their time to come. 
He said things are going well with staff saying that we have a great management 
team that is always in continuous improvement mode. He said that in general he 
is pleased with his co-workers and then voiced his appreciation for a City Council 
that is supportive and reasonable to work with.  
 
Councilmember Kadzik pointed out to the reporter in the room that even though 
the revenues are down, the city is not “broke.”  Staff offered to meet with the 
reporter to further discuss the differences in the budget. 
 
Councilmember Malich asked for better Council computers. Councilmember 
Conan said he would support this request is Councilmembers actually used 
them. He said he was going to turn his back in and suggested that before new 
laptops are purchased that the IT Manager poll the Councilmembers to see who 
utilizes the city-owned equipment. 
 
 
The meeting adjourned at 11:50 a.m. 
 
        Respectfully Submitted: 
 
 
             
        Molly Towslee, City Clerk 
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 GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF SEPTEMBER 22, 2008 
 
PRESENT:  Councilmembers Ekberg, Young, Franich, Conan, Malich, Kadzik, 
Payne and Mayor Hunter.  
 
CALL TO ORDER:  6:02 p.m. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  
 
CONSENT AGENDA: 

1. Approval of the Minutes of City Council Meeting of September 8, 2008. 
2. Council Committee Reports: Receive and File: a) Minutes of Harborview Judson 

Improvement Project Update Sept. 8, 2008; b) Minutes of BB16 Level II Update 
Workstudy Session Sept. 8, 2008; c) GHPD Monthly Report. d) Prepayment of 
Utility Services Memo. 

3. Liquor License Renewals: Fred Meyers; Gig Harbor 76; Harvester; QFC 864; 
QFC 886; Galaxy Uptown. 

4. Harborview Drive Water Main Replacement Project – Construction Contract 
Award and Materials Testing Contract Authorization.  

5. Appointment of Salary Commission. 
6. Onshore Outfall Project – Change Order No. 2.  
7. Wagner Way/Wollochet Drive Traffic Signal – Consultant Services Contract 

Amendment. 
8. Canterwood Annexation Consultant Services Contract.  
9. Phase I Environmental Assessment - 50th Street Court NW Property- Consultant 

Service Contract. 
10. Harborview / Judson Street Improvement Project – Phase I Design and Scope of 

Work. 
11. WWTP Expansion Project Consultant Services Contracts and Amendment to 

Contracts. 
12. Sanitary Sewer and Stormwater Facilities Easement and Maintenance 

Agreements for Harborstone Credit Union/Northwood Buildings A & B. 
13. Prosecuting Attorney - Contract Renewal. 
14. Approval of Payment of Bills for Sep. 22, 2008: Checks #58833 through #58999 

in the amount of $1,480,479.98. 
 
Councilmember Payne asked that item number 5 be moved to new business, 
Councilmember Franich asked that item number 6 be moved to new business and 
Councilmember Ekberg asked that items number 10 and 13 be moved to new business. 
 
 MOTION: Move to adopt the Consent Agenda as amended. 
  Malich / Conan – unanimously approved. 
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PRESENTATIONS:   
 
1. Boys and Girls Club.  
 
Rick Guild, 10703 Seaview Drive, Anderson Island. Mr. Guild, President and CEO Boys 
and Girls Club of the South Puget Sound, discussed their dedication to developing 
honest and trustworthy partnerships with local organizations and agencies through 
providing quality facilities and services for children, teens, families and seniors in the 
community.  He asked the City Council to reconsider the financial investment of 
$750,000 for the operation and maintenance for the Jim and Carol Milgard Family Hope 
Center, adding that they are willing to discuss any long-term structure of this 
investment. He introduced speakers, Brad Cheney from the One Campaign, Jim 
Milgard, Co-chair of the Gig Harbor Campaign Committee, Marty Paul, Gig Harbor 
Campaign Committee, and Pierce County Councilmember Terry Lee. 
 
Brad Cheney – 4210 Horsehead Bay Drive.  Mr. Cheney explained that he was 
recruited to lead the campaign to raise $60 million dollars to bring new community 
centers to multiple sites in Pierce County. He said he has been a resident of Gig Harbor 
for 23 years and was pleased that one would be built here. He explained that this is the 
largest fundraising effort for non-profits in Pierce County; $12 million was earmarked for 
the facility in Gig Harbor and today, $10.6 million has been raised. He said the idea of 
combining youth and family services has taken off and $53 million has been raised for 
these centers already. He said that the promise of partnerships has helped to raise 
those dollars and the city’s decision to reduce its commitment has hurt them financially 
as well as clouded the campaign effort, adding that the city is the only one who has 
changed their commitment to the campaign. He talked about his personal and family 
pledge to the Gig Harbor campaign saying it would be unthinkable for him to change 
that pledge in spite of hard times. He asked the city to reconsider their original pledge of 
$750,000. 
 
James Allen Milgard – 9801 Allen Point Road.  Mr. Milgard described his long-time 
standing in the community, explaining that Gig Harbor is his back yard and in his heart. 
He said that the Hope Center under construction is a vital addition to the community, 
and when he heard that the City of Gig Harbor was willing to put up $750,000 his wife 
and he made a commitment of $3 million to make it work. He talked about the other 
contributions they have made in the community and said that the reduction in the city’s 
commitment has shed a light, and he said he’s not so sure of what he wants to do in the 
future here. He said that this hurts. He asked how many Councilmembers have visited 
the Hope Center in Lakewood and stressed that this is not just a Boys & Girls Club; it is 
a center that encompasses senior citizens. He offered to take the other 
Councilmembers to visit during the morning so they can see the impact this facility has 
on the community; and hopefully the council will reconsider their commitment. 
 
Marty Paul – 3226 Horsehead Bay Drive.  Mr. Paul described his background in the 
community and asked the city to reconsider withdrawing the previously pledged 
$750,000. He explained that as leaders of the city, you have to consider how to 
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maximize investments as well as future returns, saying he feels this is a budget issue 
and not a lack of desire to support the future. He read a section from the city’s Parks, 
Recreation and Open Space Plan which encourages the development of multiple use 
indoor community centers and also states that “the city should cooperate with public 
and private agencies to avoid duplication, improve the quality and availability of facilities 
to reduce costs and represent resident areas interests through joint efforts.”  He said 
that the backlash from the withdrawal of support is immeasurable and like the others 
who spoke; his family has made its largest donation to the Boys & Girls Club because it 
serves such a diverse group. He said the Council has a choice as leaders to fulfill its 
commitment even if it requires renegotiating. He continued to say that he read in the 
Gateway that part of the reconsideration for the funding level is that this facility couldn’t 
meet the needs of the seniors or that a better facility could be built in a different location. 
He encouraged Councilmembers to visit the Lakewood facility to see its capabilities, 
adding that you couldn’t replicate the services for $500,000. He said he respects and 
cherishes Gig Harbor’s past, he is motivated to improve the present, but is concerned 
that we are inadequately planning for the future. 
 
County Councilmember Terry Lee.  Councilmember Lee explained that when he was 
first elected, there was a theme of partnership in Pierce County. He listed several 
projects that have been accomplished that benefit not only those who live in the city but 
those who live in the unincorporated area but use city services.   

• Domestic Violence Kiosk and Virtual Law Library 
• Synthetic Athletic Field Overlays and Lighting at both High Schools  
• Scofield Property Acquisition 
• YMCA  
• Contribution of Land for Boys & Girls Club and Budgeting for a Senior Center 

Component 
• Cushman Trail Phase II 
• Townaround Bus Discussions 
• Narrows Airport 

 
Councilmember Lee stressed that we have done great things together and there is more 
to do. He asked the city to reconsider their support to the Boys & Girls Club. 
 
Donna Streb – 3702 Hunt Street Space 63.  Ms. Streb said several people have 
donated for a Senior Center space at the Boys & Girls Club but they haven’t heard 
anything more and she wonders if the money is drawing interest.  She then talked about 
how Seniors suffer from depression and loneliness which could be addressed with a 
Senior Center. She said she was disturbed about this and so she read a poem that she 
had written about loneliness. 
 
Councilmember Payne said he is aware of the issues that seniors face. He shared that 
that the issue the council faces isn’t a question of supporting a Boys & Girls Club, which 
is illustrated by the quarter million contribution the city is making. He explained that he 
struggles to understand the meaning of the commitment made by a previous council 
and said that he is more than willing to meet with the leaders of the Boys & Girls Club to 
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discuss options. He talked about the tremendous budget pressures the city is facing 
with relatively few taxpayers. He again voiced concern for this city and its monetary 
obligations. 
 
Councilmember Young encouraged other Councilmembers to take Mr. Milgard’s offer 
and visit the Lakewood Hope Center to see that it is much more than a Boys & Girls 
Club. He agreed with Councilmember Lee on partnering and thanked him for his 
support over the past six years. 
 
Councilmember Franich asked for clarification for what benefits the Seniors would get 
and if there were any assurances. 
 
Mr. Guild responded that there will be 1500 square feet of dedicated space for the 
Senior Center which includes a game room area, office space, private office for health 
care, and a bistro/kitchen area. These are located adjacent to two meeting rooms which 
the Seniors can use. As primary tenants they would have first rights to use the tech 
center, the performing arts room, the cultural arts area, the 8500 square foot 
gymnasium and another game room. The program hasn’t been totally established but 
once they get to a certain point in construction a variety of programs and services will 
be considered.  He assumed that whoever becomes the provider will be organizing 
outings and field trips, adding that Subaru is donating a van to be used for 
transportation to transport not only Seniors, but kids from Key Peninsula.  Mr. Guild then 
said they are committed to keep the Senior Center in the footprint and to operate a 
program for the life of the facility.  The issue of who will be providing the services isn’t 
finalized; they are considering pitching it to the Board of Directors that the Boys & Girls 
Club becomes the provider. They should know the first quarter of 2009. 
 
Councilmember Conan asked for clarification of when the Seniors would have access to 
the rest of the facility. Mr. Guild said they have the ability to use the amenities up to 2:30 
– 3:00.  Out of school time, the Boys & Girls Club has priority.  He thanked Council for 
their consideration. 
 

2. Skansie Brothers Park Ad-Hoc Committee Recommendations.  
 
John Moist – 3323 Harborview Drive.  Mr. Moist explained that the eight-member 
committee looked at many of the same issues that the 2003 Ad Hoc Committee 
considered to be of vital importance to the best overall interest of the park. He described 
their mission to preserve the historic nature of the site while encouraging community 
use and to re-establish the park as a portal between the water and the land. Mr. Moist 
said the Ad Hoc Committee was visionary as opposed to feasibility driven; they didn’t 
have time to explore costs and permitting requirements. He talked about the public 
participation that assisted in the development of the recommendations. Using a 
PowerPoint Presentation, he described each recommendation for consideration: 

1. Landscaping and Vegetation – strongly recommended removing the hedge along 
the sidewalk. The clutter of dumpsters and newspaper boxes at the north end of 
the park should be addressed by the Harborview Beautification Consultants. 
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2. Restroom, Shower and Laundry Facility – expand restrooms to include shower 
and laundry facility to keep with other city docks. 

3. Life Jacket Program – forward to staff for further consideration and potential 
funding. 

4. Maritime Memorial Walk – relocate the Fisherman’s Memorial Statute to the brick 
flagpole courtyard and install pavers engraved with fishing family names. The 
anchor and plaques to be relocated by and at the request of the fishermen. 

5. Netshed – preserve by: a) adding to the Historic Registration; b) immediate 
stabilization; and c) rehabilitate structure and contents for educational purposes. 

6. Skansie Brothers House – register as historic site and use for a Visitor’s Center 
with historic interpretive displays. Maintain interior integrity. 

7. Maritime Pier – construct south of the netshed to: a) encourage expansion of 
human powered watercraft sports; b) facilitate water taxis, tour boats, guide 
boats and fishing boats; c) improve the park’s ability to host maritime events; d)  
provide for educational programs; e) enhance opportunities for increased 
economic sustainability; and f) encourage retention of commercial fishing 
heritage. 

8. Seasonal Floats – investigate adding 640 linear feet of temporary floats to 
Jerisich Dock on a four-month, seasonal basis to facilitate smaller crafts leaving 
the main dock for larger yachts and contribute to economic sustainability for the 
waterfront businesses. 

9. Jerisich Dock Extension – investigate adding 70 feet to the end of the dock by 
updating the cost estimate and permitting requirements for design done by 
Layton Sell Engineering in 1997. If the city funds the extension it will not be 
subject to the current commercial use restrictions and could facilitate commercial 
tour boats, dive excursion boats, and a water taxi.  

 
Mr. Moist explained that the Ad Hoc Committee also recommends that Council appoint 
a five-person feasibility committee to investigate funding resources, acquisition and 
permitting for recommendations 7, 8, and 9. They have provided the names of five 
persons willing to serve and estimate that a full report could be delivered within nine 
months of approval.  In addition, the Ad Hoc Committee is asking for use of the $20,000 
in the 2008 Budget to conduct the feasibility studies and to proceed with an RFP as 
soon as possible. They asked that a staff member appointed to assist the committee. 
He then thanked Council on behalf of the Committee and the residents of Gig Harbor. 
 
Mayor Hunter thanked Mr. Moist and the Ad Hoc Committee for their time. He said he 
would like to make sure that the recommendations to City Council aren’t allowed to stall 
this time.  He asked that Council to appoint a committee of five with a staff member and 
a Councilmember to do a feasibility study to determine:  

• Project costs 
• Construction start date 
• Permitting 
• Funding sources 
• Uses  
• Historical impacts  
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• Possible moorage fees  
 
Mayor Hunter recommended taking the following steps as soon as possible: 

1. Have an arborist evaluate and suggest ways to clean up some of the overgrown 
vegetation now and later do the design work for the landscape at the entrance of 
the park.  

2. Move the dumpster behind the restrooms and looking into the feasibility of 
showers and a laundry facility.  

3. Find funding for the life-jacket program.  
4. Ask the fishermen to come up with a concept for The Maritime Walk. 
5. Add the netshed to the Historic Register and stabilize the netshed now. 
6. Add the house to the Historic Register and do a structural analysis to verify the 

estimated cost to do improvements. 
7. Maritime Pier, Temporary Floats and Dock Extension, do the feasibility study and 

determine how they all work together. 
 
Councilmember Kadzik asked for further clarification on the intent and if the scope of 
work for the Harborview / Judson project would be expanded to include this.  Mayor 
Hunter said his intent was to use the $20,000 to assist a five-member committee, a staff 
person and a Councilmember in the process to accomplish the above objectives. He 
further explained that the Harborview / Judson Improvement Project isn’t something that 
is going to done right away and so in the meantime, he wants to move forward to at 
least get the place trimmed up and looking better. He said that the current scope of 
work is more hardscape than landscape, adding that the current consultants have their 
hands full. 
 
Councilmember Kadzik said he would like to see more than just moving dumpsters and 
trimming hedges. We have people hired for designing that part of town that should be 
utilized. Mayor Hunter said he has no problem with that. 
 
Councilmember Franich stressed the importance of having someone with a historic 
preservation point of view for input on any changes there whether it’s landscaping or 
improvements on the water. 
 
Councilmember Young said he liked what the committee recommendations and would 
love to see the hedge removed to open up the site on the south side. He voiced concern 
with doing a feasibility study on a maritime pier without knowing if there would be 
support from the Port of Tacoma and/or the State.  Councilmember Payne responded 
that this is part of the study and if we don’t have the funds to match, we can’t move 
forward.  
 
Councilmember Ekberg thanked the committee, commenting that the meetings he 
checked in with were well-attended by the citizens with good input. He said whether or 
not he likes the recommendations, he doesn’t have enough information to make a 
decision. He agreed with the Mayor’s approach; the feasibility study would encompass 
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all the aspects of the recommendations. He encouraged Council to move forward with 
the Mayor’s recommendation. 
 
Councilmember Malich concurred. He read the list of recommended committee 
members: John McMillan, Guy Hoppen, Paul Ancich, John Moist, and Greg Lovrovich. 
He asked if five is enough. Mayor Hunter responded that a smaller group may be able 
to accomplish the task faster.  
 
John Moist agreed that it would be a great idea to include a Councilmember. 
Councilmembers further discussed the composition of the committee and 
Councilmember Kadzik suggested that Mayor Hunter could come up with his 
recommendations to be discussed at the next Council meeting.  
 
Councilmember Payne complimented Mr. Moist on his presentation. He asked if the 
temporary floats are an interim measure if a Maritime Pier is constructed. Mr. Moist said 
that they hope it would continue.  
 
Councilmember Young asked how you cost something out without a design. Mayor 
Hunter responded that there is a completed design for the extension of the dock and an 
engineering study and enough design work done for the Maritime Pier to cost it out. 
Councilmember Young then asked why staff couldn’t do the feasibility study.  Mayor 
Hunter said he feels that the committee ought to be involved all the way through and 
staff may not have the expertise to do this. Councilmember Franich agreed. 
 
John Moist added that the committee members fully understand that this may lead to 
nothing but they would like to find out. Councilmember Franich asked to clarify that 
moving forward with the feasibility study doesn’t mean a commitment to construct the 
pier without a great deal more consideration. Everyone concurred.  
 
Councilmember Conan said this is why he agrees with the Mayor’s recommendation to 
move forward on the feasibility of all the recommendations; not just the pier. He said 
that this doesn’t obligate the city to anything but it allows the gathering of information. 
 
Mr. Moist said that the committee can look at the house, restrooms, etc. He said they 
anticipate using the Public Works Department for information and to help defray costs. 
 
Mayor Hunter said he would bring a recommendation for Council review at the October 
13th meeting. 
 
Sue Braaten – 8802 Randall Drive.  Ms. Braaten, representing the Lodging Tax 
Advisory Committee, voiced 100% support of using the Skansie Brothers House as the 
Visitors Center. 
 
Michael Perrow – PO Box 1266. Mr. Perrow, Chair of the Parks Commission, gave the 
history of their recommendation to Council to form the Ad Hoc Committee. He said that 
the Planning Commission voted to recommend all but two of the Ad Hoc Committee’s 
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recommendations, explaining that they have concerns with using the Skansie Brother’s 
House as the Visitor Center because here are too many unknowns. The group voted 5-
0 against a Maritime Pier located at the Skansie Brother Park because they believe that 
it would best be located elsewhere; it would be too intrusive and the commercial nature 
would radically change the park.  Mr. Perrow said that the Parks Commission supports 
the other recommendations, adding that the Ad Hoc Committee did great work. 
 
Kit Kuhn – 3104 Harborview Drive.  Mr. Kuhn said that the hedge along the sidewalk 
should be cut as soon as possible to open up the area. He said that the newspaper 
racks are disgusting and suggested moving the dumpsters, adding showers and laundry 
facilities.  He stressed that these are things that can be done right away. He also said 
that there are great people in Gig Harbor that could do a design for the park, suggesting 
small improvements. Mr. Kuhn said that adding a Maritime Pier has both pros and cons, 
but you have to deal with the parking issue. 
 
Vern Scott – 8717 Randall Drive.  Mr. Scott said he is against the installation of showers 
and laundry facilities. He said to take a look at Eagle Harbor at Winslow where the 
addition of these amenities led to live-a-boards and floating homes; things that clog the 
harbor and become an eyesore. 
 
John Skansie – 3211 Eastbay Drive.  Mr. Skansie reiterated that the gist of the Ad Hoc 
Committee’s Mission Statement is historic preservation but the proposed projects 
contradict the statement. He said that he loves the idea of a multi-use Fisherman’s Pier.  
He said preserving Skansie Brother’s Park would be progressive and visionary, and 
consistent with the mission statement. Future generations will thank Council and Staff 
for having this vision. 
 
OLD BUSINESS:      

1. Public Hearing and Second Reading of Ordinance –Private Cemeteries 
Limitation Amendment.  Tom Dolan gave a brief overview of this ordinance to allow 
existing cemeteries to be legal uses within city limits. He noted slight modifications to 
the ordinance from the last reading to clarify that Haven of Rest would be a legal use 
after annexation. He then said a companion ordinance will be forthcoming to allow 
expansion of the cemetery.  
 
Councilmember Franich asked for clarification on allowing the cemetery to expand. Mr. 
Dolan said that the companion ordinance was to address Haven of Rest’s concerns and 
would make the cemetery a lawful, non-conforming use.  They would still need a 
Conditional Use Permit in order to expand. 
 
Councilmember Payne recommended language changes in 2.36.010 to further clarify 
the ordinance. 
 
Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 7:30 p.m. 
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George Nelson – 8503 Highway 16 West.  Mr. Nelson, a 23-year employee of Haven of 
Rest, thanked Council for considering this ordinance. He explained that as members of 
the community for 60 years, they are pleased to be annexed into the city. He said they 
understand that this is a two-step process before any changes are made. 
 
Kathryn Jerkovich – 2106 Pacific Ave. Ste. 500. Ms. Jerkovich, on behalf of the Haven 
of Rest, explained that the amendment came about because city code doesn’t allow 
cemeteries; it could result in fines and so it didn’t seem right to be annexed into the city 
with these provisions still in effect.  She said that the second ordinance will allow the 
cemetery to expand. She said that they have reviewed the ordinance before Council 
tonight and recommend adoption. 
 
There were no more comments and the public hearing closed at 7:34 p.m. 
 
 MOTION: Move to adopt Ordinance No. 1139 with the language change to 

Section 2.36.010 to read “as an exception it shall be lawful…” 
  Payne / Conan – unanimously approved. 
 
NEW BUSINESS:    

1. Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance – Prentice Avenue and 
Sutherland Street Vacation / Gary Stainbrook.  David Stubchaer, Public Works Director, 
presented the background information on this request to vacate a portion of Prentice 
Avenue and Sutherland Street per the non-user statute. He said that the property has 
not been used for public use. Carol Morris explained that non-users statute to 
Councilmember Malich.  
 
Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 7:45 p.m.   
 
Dick Ammerman – 9114 Prentice Avenue.  Mr. Ammerman asked who owns the land if 
the city gives up its rights.  Ms. Morris described the process, explaining that the state 
assessor decides; usually 50% goes to each abutting ordinance. She reiterated that the 
city doesn’t have anything to give up as we have no choice. 
 
There were no further comments and the public hearing closed at 7:47 p.m. 

 
2. Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance – Prentice Avenue and 

Sutherland Street Vacation / Paul Crow. David Stubchaer, Public Works Director, 
explained that the same conditions pertain to this request to vacate a portion of Prentice 
Avenue and Sutherland Street per the non-user statute.  

 
Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 7:48 p.m.  There were no comments and so 
the public hearing closed. 
 

3. Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance – Woodworth Avenue Street 
Vacation / Mark & Lynn Stonestreet. David Stubchaer explained that this falls under the 
same conditions. 
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Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 7:49 p.m.   
 
Dick Ammerman – 9114 Prentice Avenue.  Mr. Ammerman explained that his house is 
south of the Stonestreet's and asked about vacating the remainder of the street.  
 
Carol Morris responded that the City Council is currently discussing vacating all the 
streets that fall under the non-users statute at one time. She said that currently, the 
abutting homeowners own the property but they are not paying taxes. 
 
There were no further comments and the public hearing closed at 7:52 p.m.   

 
4. Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance – Harborview Drive Street 

Vacation / City of Gig Harbor.  David Stubchaer explained that this vacates a portion of 
Harborview Drive by the Wastewater Treatment Plant to meet the setback 
requirements. 
 
Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 7:53 p.m.  There were no comments and so 
the public hearing closed.  All four ordinances will be back for a second reading at the 
next meeting. 
 

5. Appointment of Salary Commission.  Councilmember Payne explained that he 
has no issues with appointments, but he wanted to make sure the public had 
opportunity to comment. No one came forward to speak.   
 
Mayor Hunter recognized one of the appointed members, Keith Hamilton, who shared 
that he is honored to serve on the committee to consider Mayor and Council salaries. 
 
Councilmember Franich said he is not in favor of the Salary Commission and 
emphasized that Council should make the decision.  It has been shown over time that 
Councilmembers are not here for the money and by handing this over we have no input 
if the recommendation is too high.  Mr. Hamilton responded that the commission is a 
very independent way to approach this, and they can do comparisons with other 
communities. 
 
Councilmember Ekberg said he feels that being a Councilmember is a community 
service. He said that if Council wants to adjust their salary then they should do a modest 
annual amount; better than not having done anything over the past ten years. He said 
he is pleased with the quality of the people who asked to participate but said that he 
isn’t in favor of the commission 
 
Councilmember Payne commented on the importance of having the citizens involved in 
these types of decisions and spoke in favor of the commission.  
 
 MOTION: Move to confirm the appointment of Richard Jasper, Tony 

Michaelson and Gregory Roberts to serve four year terms and the 
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appointment of Harris Atkins and Keith Hamilton to serve two year 
terms on the Salary Commission. 

  Payne / Malich – five voted in favor. Councilmembers Ekberg and 
Franich voted no. 

 
6. Onshore Outfall Project – Change Order No. 2.  Councilmember Franich asked 

for clarification on this $47,000 cost increase.  Steve Misiurak, City Engineer, explained 
that the realignment of the pipes had to be redesigned due to unforeseen complications. 
The redesign was done in-house but it resulted in a week delay for the contractor, 
unknown utilities in the intersection and unsuitable trench materials. He further 
explained that he was able to negotiate the amount of the change order down from the 
original request. 
 
 MOTION: Move to approve Change Order No. 2 for the Onshore Outfall 

Project in an amount not to exceed forty-seven thousand six 
hundred thirty-eight dollars and nine cents ($47,638.09). 

  Payne / Kadzik – unanimously approved. 
 

7.  Harborview / Judson Street Improvement Project – Phase I Design and Scope of 
Work.  Councilmember Ekberg said he wanted to discuss the Scope of Work in light of 
the current budget issues and the recommendation to only do a portion of Judson. He 
said that the most important areas in need of improvement are Uddenberg Lane and 
Stanich Street and suggested postponing the improvements on Judson and Harborview 
during this first phase.   
 
Councilmember Conan said that agreed that it can be pared down but said he would 
like to see sidewalk improvements and the crosswalks on Judson and Pioneer. 
 
Councilmember Payne asked for clarification on increased parking at Key Bank. David 
Stubchaer responded that there isn’t a gain of public parking, but of a public sidewalk. 
Councilmember Kadzik added that the improvements on Judson across from Key Bank 
are safety driven, adding that the improvements on Pioneer past Uddenberg up to the 
condos increases parking.  
 
Councilmember Malich said that due to the recent accident, he would like to hold up on 
construction on Harborview and Pioneer to discuss a redesign, and to focus 
construction on Judson/Uddenberg and Stanich. 
 
Councilmember Payne said that the safety features discussed at the workstudy session 
two days before the accident couldn’t come soon enough. He suggested an adjustment 
to the road coming down Pioneer or a physical barrier that will slow or stop a car before 
they get to the bottom to avoid this happening in the future.  
 
Councilmember Young clarified that this contract is for design work and not construction 
and so a re-design could be directed. 
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Councilmember Franich said Exhibit A-1 doesn’t depict the safety features that he 
believes Councilmember Malich refers to; which are very important to do. He said that it 
would require heavy steel poles, leaving the brick planter, and incorporating something 
very deep and heavy that will stop vehicles. He said a stop sign half-way down the 
street would not have stopped an accident.   
 
Councilmember Payne responded that he isn’t suggesting a stop sign. He 
recommended listening to the recording of the worksession in which they discussed the 
very safety measures that are being suggested. He suggested a delay to this particular 
contract for that portion of the design.  Councilmember Ekberg clarified that is why is 
asked for more discussion on this design contract, and to pull Harborview and Judson 
because of cost issues; then move forward with the rest of the project. 
 
Mayor Hunter said that you are never going to stop an event such as happened last 
week. No matter what you build there will be the possibility of an out-of-control vehicle 
that could flip or do any number of things.  Councilmember Franich agreed that you 
couldn’t stop a dump truck doing 100 miles per hour, but if there’s a chance to deter 
90% of horrific possibilities is better than doing nothing.  
 
Councilmember Conan explained that these are the things talked about at the 
workstudy session. There were two choices: either a planter further into the street or 
bollards and another 2nd phase stopping feature. 
 
Councilmember Young said that the drawings tonight don’t reflect what was discussed.  
This is only the engineer’s recommend for road-width and it doesn’t mean that there 
won’t be bollards or a planter box at that location.  At the workstudy session the 
consultants proposed improving the safety of the planter box because it would have to 
be moved to accommodate an increase the sidewalk width. He explained that this 
contract isn’t asking for final design approval but direction to move ahead with design by 
incorporating the materials and other features that were discussed. He then agreed that 
we could put off the Judson Street portion of the design as it doesn’t make sense to 
design sidewalks and streets separately. 
 
Councilmember Conan pointed out the safety issue because there is no pedestrian 
access on Judson at Pioneer.  He said that a sidewalk is easier to design than a whole 
street. Councilmember Kadzik asked what kind of savings could be realized by 
eliminating portions of the design during this phase. 
 
David Stubchaer recommended not cutting the design but to reduce construction. The 
whole design has to be done so anyone component fits in with the long-term plan.  He 
clarified that when the basic design is approved they will move forward with right-of-way 
acquisition. That is another reason to have the entire design so you only approach the 
property owners once.  
 
Councilmember Kadzik says he doesn’t like the piece-meal approach that the city has 
taken in the past and thinks we should go forward with the entire design.  
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Councilmember Ekberg responded that because part of Judson has been eliminated 
from this design he wondered why look at it at all.  
 
Councilmember Payne asked if this contract includes the Master Planning for Judson 
and Harborview.  David Stubchaer said yes, it does include the Master Plan. He added 
that the Key Bank property is unique because it includes construction on all three sides 
and so he would like the entire design detail in order to describe the necessary right-of-
way. 
 
Councilmember Payne clarified that the Master Plan had already been approved and 
that is what the engineers are working on now. The generic design is underway, and 
this current contract is to do the specific design, the specs, and to prepare the bid 
documents for construction at these three locations. 
 
Councilmember Young stated that the exhibits in the packet do not indicate any work 
past the old city hall, half-way down Judson and so he asked the cost of including the 
rest of the street.  David Stubchaer said detail design is generally 10% of the 
construction amount, so approximately $120,000.  
 
Councilmember Payne asked for clarification that tonight’s contract isn’t an approval of 
funds, but an approval of going forward to design a project with what was discussed at 
the past two workstudy sessions. Mr. Stubchaer said yes, and to give move forward and 
obtain the necessary right-of-way. 
 
Councilmember Young asked why this was in the form of a contract amendment if we 
are only approving a conceptual design with no monetary request.  Mayor Hunter 
clarified that this is part of the original scope of work and the intent was to get Council’s 
concurrence of the basic design so we can talk to the property owners. 
 
Councilmember Franich said the minutes reflect considerable discussion on parking at 
the Key Bank site and the engineers were asked to bring back a design for back-in 
angle parking. The drawing show bank-in angle parking in front of the old West Marine 
and the Italian Restaurant as well.  He asked if this was discussed as well.  
 
Councilmembers Conan and Young responded that yes, it was when it was determined 
that this is the safest option and it would get the most spaces. Councilmember Franich 
said that currently it is head-in parking accessible from either direction; angle-in parking 
limits it to one-way access.  Councilmember Conan pointed out that they are private and 
not public spaces and a partnership with property owners was discussed.  He said Key 
Bank representatives were in favor of the back-in angle parking, but they have to ask for 
corporate approval.  David Stubchaer said he is waiting for Council direction before 
approaching other property owners. 
 
Mayor Hunter read from the agenda bill and asked if Council wants to move forward 
with the proposal as presented. Councilmember Franich asked what would happen if 
the property owners don’t like the design. Councilmember Payne explained that the 
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engineers would come back with other options. Without any direction they don’t know 
what to present to the property owners.  
 
Councilmember Ekberg said it was confusing because this appeared to be an 
expenditure item and there would be more spent by moving forward on this.   
 
Councilmember Young said that this doesn’t preclude other types of parking on the rest 
of the street and any preference could be voiced to the engineers. Councilmember 
Malich pointed out that representatives of Key Bank were at the workstudy session and 
voiced a preference for this safer solution for parking. 
 
Councilmember Payne said given last week’s accident, there may be a need for a re-
design; we need to be open to a potential change order.  
 
Councilmember Ekberg agreed and said he didn’t want to approve what was presented 
tonight not understanding that this isn’t the final design. He said he would like to know 
where we are in the budget on this project.  Councilmember Franich said that this 
information should have been included in the packet. 
 
Councilmember Malich suggested postponing action. Councilmember Young said that 
there is a timing issue and recommended that any questions on the budget can be 
directed to staff and any concerns brought back.  Councilmember Payne agreed that a 
budgetary accounting is necessary but this doesn’t seem to be a cost issue and due to 
the need to move forward he suggested proceeding. 
 
Mayor Hunter said it would be helpful to get started on the right-of-way and asked for 
direction. Councilmember Young recommended moving forward, adding that the safety 
concerns have been contemplated and any questions of right-of-way or partnerships 
can be addressed along the way. 
 
Councilmember Payne added that in light of the accident we may need to rethink one of 
the intersections up from Harborview and Pioneer. Mayor Hunter said that would be an 
addition to the scope and agreed that it definitely needs to be considered. 
 
David Stubchaer explained that today he received the consultant’s concept for a double 
barrier in front of the building as a permanent option. He addressed interim solutions 
explaining that staff is obtaining a price to remove the existing brick planter to install 
steel bollards with a guard rail in between and rebuilding the planter around it. He 
continued to say that they are also looking at solutions at the steepest part of the hill 
and discussed some of the options that had been considered. He described the concept 
of an island in the middle of Pioneer adjacent to Key Bank which would force vehicles to 
slow and maneuver to the side so there wouldn’t be a straight shot. The island would 
contain a crash barrier that would give a runaway vehicle some place to hit and slow 
down. The double barrier at the Harborview intersection would stop them. He said that 
this isn’t a part of the scope of work for this project, but stressed that various 
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comprehensive solutions are being considered because staff and the consultants are 
very aware of the safety concerns. 
 
Tish Mactoff – owner of 123 Fit.  Ms. Mactoff complimented the suggestion to not pass 
this design tonight. She said she wanted to be on a committee to offer suggestions and 
asked if speed bumps had been recommended for the downhill grade. David Stubchaer 
and Councilmember Payne responded that these have been considered in other 
locations to inhibit speed, but typically they are not as effective as other features.  
 
Carl Moraldi – 8223 Goodman Drive and Owner of the Harbor Inn.  Mr. Moraldi said 
when he bought the building from the Drohan’s he thought the planter installed by the 
city in 1989-90 was totally secured with steel adding that was what he was told. He said 
now we find out it’s not true. He said it’s city property and it should come to the top of 
the safety list along with what we can do with the steepness of Pioneer and the speed 
that cars and trucks can go down the hill. He said he’s aware of the temporary 
measures but there is definitely going to have to be a fix to stop at least 85-90% of the 
cars. He said that this was a rare accident with the speed the car came through, and it 
almost destroyed an historical landmark building. He said it’s hard for him to get 
insurance now because of this third accident so the city better start thinking of safety 
and the reconfiguration of Harborview and Pioneer. 
 
Councilmember Young asked for clarification if Mr. Moraldi said that the city installed 
the flower box.  Mr. Moraldi responded that the city either contracted with Wade Perrow 
or some sub-contractor, but whoever did it, it’s the city’s property and whoever designed 
it did a poor job. He said it should have been totally secured; not for aesthetics, but for 
the safety aspect adding that there was a ¼”, twelve- foot-long piece of steel on each 
side with dirt filling which stopped nothing. 
 
Herb Harmes.  Mr. Harmes said he hasn’t heard a recommendation  one-way streets 
and asked why not divert the traffic at Judson to go in a counterclockwise direction so 
that everyone going down the hill has to get off on Judson and go around on 
Soundview. Then you can make Pioneer Way up to Judson one-way. On the one-way 
streets, put in diagonal parking to increase spaces and slow down the traffic. No one 
would be going toward the building because you build a barrier. This wouldn’t take a lot 
of design work and you could use Jersey barriers to see if it works.  Then people in 
town will say the City Council is taking action to solve a real serious safety problem. 
 
Councilmembers and the Mayor responded that this has been suggested in the past but 
it was a very unpopular idea. Mr. Moraldi said it would be more unpopular if 25 people 
had been killed in that building. Everyone agreed and Councilmember Franich said that 
is why we need to put a safety structure in at the foot of the hill to address this issue. 
 
Russ Humbert – Key Peninsula.  Mr. Humbert, said he is a frequent visitor to downtown 
Gig Harbor, is a member of 123 Fit and has served on the Key Peninsula Planning 
Process.  He said he hasn’t heard a suggestion to turn the section from Judson to 
Harborview Drive into a plaza. You defer traffic off at Judson and no you have a block-
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long plaza use for street fairs, art shows and other events. Along with that, there would 
be a barrier at Judson and the one in front of Harbor Inn for an even bigger safety 
factor. He said you will never stop an incident like happened last week; you couldn’t 
design something within the city’s budget, it would be something along the line of 
protecting a federal building. He said that a barrier at the end of the square and one at 
the end would prevent 90% of runaway vehicles. He then talked about how lucky we 
were that it was 6:00 a.m. and not a Saturday afternoon or evening with pedestrians on 
the street. He said the other advantage would be to eliminate three stop signs that are 
abused by citizens, law enforcement, and the fire department who do rolling stops 
through there. There are many things you could do beyond just adding a couple 
sidewalks or building a barrier to make this area more usable. 
 
Steve Mactoff – Co-owner of 123 Fit.  Mr. Mactoff explained that he is a former police 
officer and ever since the accident he has heard how fortunate there have only been 
two fatalities. He stressed that he had five employees in the building that day that will 
never be the same. He said the accident has affected many lives and said before 
anything is done this should be on the top of the agenda. He discussed a similar 
situation in Oregon where they acted quickly to save lives. He said that safety has got to 
be first and you can’t build something in front of the building to slow a car down or to 
stop it; the building is a target and so you have to correct the problem to prevent it from 
occurring. He said if you do something from Judson to Harborview like has been 
suggested you can construct something to stop a vehicle, but you can’t stop one from 
coming from Kimball to Harborview.  He asked the city to act fast. 
 
Patty Tone – Fox Island.  Ms. Tone said she is one of the fortunate people that got out 
of the building alive. She said she has listened to that talk about parking and sidewalks 
and she understands that her priority tonight isn’t part of the city’s big picture. She 
implored Council to move this to the top of the agenda. She said her children are 
fortunate she is still here with them today and she can’t begin to say how frightening it 
was and how very fortunate she feels to be able to ask the Council to do something 
about this now. She asked not to table it, not to put it aside, and not trade it for a 
sidewalk on Judson. She asked Council to please do something now. 
 
Mayor Hunter responded that this is the intent. 
 
Kit Kuhn – 3104 Harborview Drive.  Mr. Kuhn said he thinks barriers are not the answer 
because both times the vehicles came down the hill they a chance to veer off but didn’t. 
He said he likes the idea of one-way up Pioneer as a solution. He explained that the 
reason one-ways were not popular before is because they wanted to make Harborview 
one-way. He said another reason to make this section one-way is parking. He said if 
you make that corner beautiful and there are no businesses, it won’t do any good. He 
said he is going to do a six-month survey to show you that parking is a big problem, 
adding that one-third of his customers are over 70 years old and if they can’t park within 
a block they don’t come. He then said he likes the design on Judson that creates more 
parking and what has been designed for the Post Office drop boxes. He then said that 
the consultants didn’t come into his or most people’s store to talk about design adding 
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that he would like to see more retailers involved. He discussed the abuse of the parking 
said he would like to approach Del Stutz see if there is a way to lease parking; he asked 
Council to consider this.  He finalized by asked for more parking, saying if they can’t get 
here what does it matter how pretty it is. 
 
Councilmember Payne responded that their objective is to gain parking. The Master 
Plan adds over 145 spaces throughout the downtown and through the corridor down to 
the History Museum. He said that there was one spot lost close to Mr. Kuhn’s business 
that was addressed in Monday’s meeting. He emphasized that there have been multiple 
public hearings on parking and design to gain public input from business owners, 
property owners and citizens.  He said that on Monday night before the accident, 
concern was expressed and discussion on what is the best safety options in front of 
Harbor Inn, and so he doesn’t want anyone to think Council is operating in a vacuum.  
He stressed the need for input as we go along and encouraged participation. 
 
Mr. Kuhn said he showed Rob Karlinsey how the design eliminated 3-4 parking spaces 
on the corner of which the consultants weren’t aware; and Rob was able to get those 
back. 
 
Jean Gazabat – property owner on Judson. Mr. Gazabat voiced a formal complaint 
about the people hired for the design. He explained that he met twice with them and in 
his case there is a net loss of seven parking spaces. He said that he too suggested 
places for additional parking and they scoffed at him. He said he told them it isn’t about 
pretty, but about parking and asked them to acknowledge Judson as the overflow 
parking for the downtown core. Mr. Gazabat said that parking is a battle between all 
tenants and all owners to the point that towing of other customer’s cars is being 
considered as business owners are monitoring who is parking in their lots. He said that 
he gave the consultants good suggestions on how to fix parking on Judson but none 
have been implemented. He suggested to Councilmembers that the plans are very 
poor, the consultant’s have no concept of what Gig Harbor is, or that the major issue is 
parking.  He said he would really like the city to hire someone local and with a vested 
interest to do Judson one time, right.  He said he knows how to do that, and asked twice 
to be included, but was never called.  Mr. Gazabat said he spent eight years on the 
PAC, has done real estate for 30 years, and knows how to fix Judson and even would 
have drive to Bellevue to participate in the design process. He said that the gentlemen 
were not responsive and laughed at the owners, adding that he feels he has been 
treated poorly. He said he would like it to be corrected and wants to be included. 
 
Councilmember Young asked where the spots were lost on Judson. Mr. Gazabat 
mentioned in front of the marine store, at Key Bank, the mail drop off and if you 
eliminated the bus stop you could use diagonal parking. He stressed that he only cares 
about parking and when he mentioned a gain of 7-8 spots behind the Stutz Memorial, 
the consultants laughed at him; not appropriate behavior. 
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Bill Fogerty – Water’s Edge Gallery. Mr. Fogerty talked about the loss of two spots in 
front of his business and stressed that due to the nature of his framing business he 
needs the parking spots. He said he can’t get the consultants to come in and talk to him. 
 
Councilmember Payne responded that it was his impression that these spaces were not 
being sacrificed.  Mr. Stubchaer offered to take a look at the design but he didn’t think 
so either. 
 
Tish Mactoff – owner of 123 Fit.  Ms. Mactoff said she has heard about the financial 
concerns, but said we need to look at the value of human life before sidewalks.  She 
asked that in planning this project to keep this in mind. She read off the names of the 
people in the building that could have lost their lives:  Ryan T. Ryan; Warren 
Zimmerman, Patty Tone, and Jan Campbell. She said she wasn’t there but either her 
daughter or Patty usually sits at the desk where the vehicle hit. She shared photos of 
the destruction, explaining that Patty had gotten up from the desk 30 seconds before 
the car came through. She then said a barrier at the target isn’t the answer and that 
sidewalks can be put on hold, but lives cannot. She said people aren’t going to want to 
join her fitness business unless something is done. 
 
Mayor Hunter said that we understand the message and know there is work to do.  He 
asked for direction from Council. 
 
 MOTION: Move to proceed and ask staff to bring back an expanded contract 

with safety improvements on Pioneer. 
  Young / Payne – unanimously approved. 

 
8. Prosecuting Attorney - Contract Renewal.  Councilmember Ekberg said that he 

would like to compare the existing contract with the new proposal. 
 
 MOTION: Move to bring this back at the next meeting with a copy of the 

existing contract. 
   Ekberg / Franich – unanimously approved 
 
STAFF REPORT:  None. 
  
MAYOR’S REPORT / COUNCIL COMMENTS:  
 
Mayor Hunter reported that a draft Request for Proposals for City Attorney had been 
forwarded to Council and asked for comments back as soon as possible. 
 
Councilmember Payne encouraged the audience to participate by coming to public 
meetings. He asked the business owners to get with the Main Street Group who has 
been working on a parking study and participate. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT:  None. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS: 
1. Cushman Trail Groundbreaking Ceremony – Friday, Sept. 26th at 4:00 p.m. 
2. City Council / Planning Commission Joint Workstudy Session: Mon. Sept. 29th at 

6:00 p.m. Community Rooms A&B. 
3. Wastewater Treatment Plant Groundbreaking Ceremony – Wednesday Oct. 1st, 

at 11:00 a.m. 
4. Open House – Six Year and 20 Year Transportation Improvement Plan – Thurs. 

Oct. 2nd at 5:00 p.m. 
5. Planning / Building Committee: Mon. Oct. 6th at 5:00 p.m. 
6. GH North Traffic Options Committee – Wednesday, Oct. 8th, at 9:00 a.m. in 

Community Rooms A & B. 
7. Intergovernmental Affairs Committee: Mon. Oct. 13th CANCELLED. 
8. Reception for Bob Mortimer – Monday, Oct. 13th at 5:00 p.m. 
9. BB16 Interchange Options Open House – Monday, Oct. 27th at 5:00 p.m. 
10. Budget Worksession: Court, Admin, Finance, Planning, Building/Fire Safety, 

Police, Tourism – Monday, November 3rd at 6:00 p.m. 
11. Budget Worksession: Public Works – Tuesday, November 4th at 6:00 p.m. 

 
ADJOURN: 
 
 MOTION:  Move to adjourn at 9:16 p.m. 
  Franich / Kadzik – unanimously approved. 
    
        CD recorder utilized: 
        Disk #1 Tracks 1- 16 
        Disk #2 Tracks 17-34 
        Disk #3 Tracks 34-43 (44-48 defective) 
        Disk #4 Track 49 
        
               
 
 
               
_________________________ _  ____________________________  
Charles Hunter, Mayor    Molly Towslee, City Clerk 
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COUNCIL WORK STUDY SESSION  
HARBORVIEW JUDSON IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  

Monday, September 16, 2008 
Community Rooms A & B 

 
Present: Mayor Hunter, Councilmembers Young, Conan, Malich, Kadzik and Payne.  
Not present: Councilmembers Ekberg and Franich. Staff: Rob Karlinsey, David 
Stubchaer, Lita Dawn Stanton, and Molly Towslee. 
 
Presenters: Eric Schmidt and Barry Knight, Cascade Design Collaborative. 
 
Call to Order: 6:08 p.m. 
 
Rob Karlinsey, City Administrator, opened the meeting and explained that due to 
budget restraints, the scope of work had been reduced to Uddenberg/Stanich, one-
half of Judson Street, and the intersection of Harborview and Pioneer. He said that 
there are specific questions that we need direction from Council tonight. 

1. Parking Configuration on Judson. 
2. Extent of Sidewalks on Pioneer. 
3. Harborview / Pioneer Intersection. 
4. Master Plan from Donkey Creek to Soundview. 
5. Incorporation of Art into the projects. 

 
Rob said that that the consultants met with the Gig Harbor Arts Commission and 
proposed three things for them to consider. 

1. Directional Medallion in the sidewalk. 
2. Decorative Tree Grates. 
3. Art piece at the Bogue Building, perhaps incorporating an old mast and 

propeller. 
 
Rob shared that the Arts Commission said they didn’t want to be involved with the 
medallion or the tree grates, and they didn’t seem to like the suggestion for a piece 
at the Bogue Building. Rob then turned the presentation over to Eric Schmidt. 
 
Mr. Schmidt suggested jumping to discussion on the intersection of Harborview and 
Pioneer to allow representatives from Key Bank to be present for the discussion on 
parking along Judson.  
 
Mr. Schmidt explained that at last week’s meeting they were requested to work on a 
couple of major components at this site.  

1. To reduced the number of bollards. 
2. The open spaces should be closer to the street and not up next to the 

buildings. 
3. Re-introduce planter in front of the Harbor Inn because of its historic 

nature, but move it further out from the building. 
 
He said that the civil engineer suggested we think of the planter as a barrier to slow 
a vehicle down with the real barrier constructed behind it that would stop the vehicle. 
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There was discussion on the property lines at this intersection and how the proposed 
design relates to the building and pedestrian movement.  
 
Mr. Schmidt then answered questions on parking. It was explained that there is a net 
gain of one parking space at this intersection.  
 
Mayor Hunter asked if they could eliminate all the bollards in front of the Harbor Inn. 
Mr. Schmidt said that bollards open up the area to be more pedestrian friendly and it 
gives a sense of being by a wharf. You could use granite or other materials. He then 
talked about it being a safety element. 
 
Councilmember Payne asked about the ADA features in front of Spiro’s.  Mr. 
Schmidt described the sloped, ramp design with railing and steps to street level. 
 
Councilmembers asked if he had input from the property and business owners in this 
vicinity.  Rob Karlinsey responded that the restaurant owner liked the outdoor 
seating feature and Kit Kuhn didn’t want to lose parking. He said that they have met 
with property owners Maraldi, Gilich and Tarabochia who have seen the general 
configuration, but hadn’t voiced any opinions. 
 
The consultants were directed to contact the property owners to discuss the design 
options. Councilmember Young stressed that they should discuss options for 
public/private partnership if they prefer the higher cost improvements. 
 
Mr. Schmidt responded to questions about the placement of trees, saying that they 
plan for low maintenance trees with small leaves with mature height of 25 feet. 
 
There was discussion on mixing features from Options A & B. Mr. Schmidt 
responded that many of the options are interchangeable. Councilmember Payne 
said that his preference is Option B, but if the property and store owners are 
interested in the elevated outdoor area, as long as they are willing to participate, he 
would be okay with that option. The difference in cost in the two options is 
approximately 10%. 
 
Mr. Schmidt responded to Councilmember Malich, who asked about parking at the 
business north of the Harbor Inn, saying that there would still be parking there. He 
further addressed questions about an access ramp in front of the Harbor Inn. 
 
After further discussion, it was decided that the preference was to pursue Option B 
unless the property owners want Option A and are willing to contribute to the 
difference in cost.  Councilmember Malich voiced his preference for Option A. 
 
Councilmember Payne asked for introductions of the people in the audience. Staff 
and Councilmembers introduced themselves first. Others present: 
 Representatives from Key Bank 
 Tracy von Trotha, Gig Harbor Arts Commission 
 Pat Rosenthal, Gig Harbor Arts Commission 
 Connie Worthen, Business Owner on Uddenberg 
 Bruce Winfrey, Owner of Whole Foods 
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 Carolla Stark, Historic Waterfront Association and GH Arts Commission 
 Steve Lynn, Owner of Water to Wine / President - Historic Waterfront Assoc. 
  
Barry Knight, CTS Engineers, then presented information on parking options starting 
with the area in front of Key Bank. He gave an overview of three options: 1) back-in 
angle; 2) straight in; and 3) parallel parking. 
 
The group discussed the pros and cons of back-in angle parking. Emily Appleton, 
Senior Engineer said that the data supports the fact that this is the safer option. 
 
After discussion on how many parking spaces would be gained or lost with each 
option, Councilmember Malich stressed that safety trumps parking stalls. The 
representatives from Key Bank said although harder to perform back-in angle 
parking, it is hard to argue against safety. 
 
The consultants were directed to pursue back-in angle parking and to maintain both 
lanes heading westbound on the north side, eliminating the parallel parking on that 
side. 
 
Councilmember Payne asked about the placement of a stop sign at Pioneer at the 
corner of Judson. Emily said that would require a traffic study, which could be done 
at a later date. The group then discussed crosswalks across Pioneer at this 
intersection and it was suggested that at least one is needed.  This option could be 
added as an alternate on the proposal. The group discussed safety issues 
associated with the placement of pedestrian crosswalks. 
 
The consultants addressed questions on the flow of traffic in and out of the area 
where the mailbox drop boxes will be located. 
 
Rob Karlinsey suggested moving on to the next topic: Extending Sidewalks on 
Pioneer. A suggestion was made to extend sidewalks to the end office building up 
the hill from Westbay Auto. After further discussion three alternates were suggested 
to be added to the project: 

1. Extend sidewalks up to Westbay Auto 
2. Extend sidewalks to the end of the office building 
3. Add parking along that stretch of Pioneer 

 
The consultants then presented an overview of the Master Plan from Donkey Creek 
to Harborview Drive. They showed four options for the intersection of Stinson and 
Harborview Drive which the group discussed at length. A point was made that if you 
divert more traffic onto Stinson you will need to make improvements to the 
intersections at Grandview and Rosedale. 
 
The consultants described the design for sidewalks and pedestrian crossings along 
Harborview Drive. He explained the historic nature of the upside of the street would 
be retained.  Mayor Hunter asked if the sidewalk improvements could be done 
without the roadway improvements. Mr. Schmidt responded that it couldn’t be done 
without destroying one side or the other due to the utility work. He then added that a 
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lightweight concrete option could be constructed with the idea that it will be knocked 
out later. 
 
The consultants move on to the area at the Skansie Brothers Park describing the 
proposed improvements.  
 
Councilmember Payne asked the representatives from the Arts Commission if they 
had an opportunity to review the plan and discuss placement of art. Ms. Von Trotha 
responded that they had some. 
 
Mr. Schmidt explained that he met with Bob Sullivan today to discuss projects that 
can develop as part of the master plan adding that they will continue to meet.  
 
Rob Karlinsey mentioned the historic nature of the concrete panel highway and 
asked if we could continue to use these in light of the high price of asphalt.  Mr. 
Knight explained the ground is bad and there is no flexibility; if concrete pavement is 
used, it too would fail in time. He said that asphalt is more forgiving.  Councilmember 
Malich explained that the original street was constructed in 1925, and then when 
Soundview was torn up for utilities it was ruined and had to be replaced in the early 
1990s.  
 
Mayor Hunter asked about the next step. Mr. Schmidt said that they will do the 
engineering drawings for bid documents for this first phase and incorporate the rest 
into a Master Plan document with open options for intersections to incorporate the 
results of traffic studies.   
 
Mayor Hunter urged them to look at doing the wider sidewalks along Harborview 
soon to give folks an opportunity to walk around the harbor.   A comment was made 
that it would be foolish to do the improvements knowing they would be torn out.  He 
responded that we don’t know when this plan will be implemented due to budget 
constraints.   
 
Councilmember Payne asked when Phase I is planned to be constructed and the 
response was 2009.  Rob Karlinsey added that until we can get a better idea of the 
revenue stream we can’t project when Phase 2 and 3 will be constructed.  He asked 
the remaining Councilmembers for direction to move forward with the Master Plan. 
 
Councilmember Payne responded that Council has seen two presentations on the 
plan, and there hasn’t been much of anything new presented. He said he isn’t in a 
hurry, but he also didn’t want it to drag on. Mr. Schmidt offered to do a briefing 
booklet for the entire Council, give them a couple of weeks to review and comment 
and then finalize the plan and bring it back for approval. He said he would be happy 
to do it in phases. 
 
Incorporation of Art:   Tracy von Trotha, member of the Arts Commission, said that 
the GHAC would like to have input on the Master Plan. The group has received 
feedback on the Art in Public Places Survey and would like to put the information to 
good use.  She explained that the intersection of Harborview / Pioneer is one place 
identified for public art, suggesting that perhaps the planter in front of the Harbor Inn 
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could be wired for a future piece. The other place identified is on Judson at the 
Visitor’s Center. 
 
Rob Karlinsey asked whether the remaining Councilmembers wanted to go over the 
results of the Citizen Survey or meet at later date. It was decided to bring this back 
at a time when the full council could be present. 
 
Mayor Hunter and Councilmembers thanked Mr. Schmidt and Knight for their 
presentation.  
 
Adjourned: 7:38 p.m.     Scribe:  Molly Towslee 
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FINANCE COMMITTEE 
 

September 16, 2008 4:00 p.m.  
Executive Conference Room 

 
Present: Councilmembers Young and Conan.  
 
Staff Present: Rob Karlinsey, Molly Towslee, Laureen Lund and Dave Rodenbach. 
 
Call to Order: 4:03 
 
Old Business 
 

1. Drug and Alcohol Testing for CDLs 
 

Rob Karlinsey began meeting by informing the committee that the City 
is required by federal law to adopt a Drug and Alcohol Testing Policy 
for CDLs. He stated that there are several different options when it 
comes to this type of policy. One is pre-employment testing (which the 
City already performs), random testing, reasonable suspicion, post 
accident and return to duty testing. 
 
He further informed the committee that random testing, which the City 
is looking to implement, has be held up in court as legal because of 
the public safety aspect. The committee discussed briefly the 
ramifications of the policy.  
 
Mr. Karlinsey asked for direction on a policy detail dealing with 
whether or not the City wanted to have a zero tolerance for drugs and 
alcohol or if the City wanted to have some discretion at the 
management level on a case by case basis and as the situation 
requires. The committee voiced support for the management 
discretion approach on a case by case basis. Mr. Karlinsey stated that 
he would make the necessary changes and bring this before Council 
for approval. It was further decided that it should be on the Council’s 
regular agenda rather than on the consent agenda.  

 
2. Newsletter Policy 
 

Mr. Karlinsey then moved the committee’s attention to the Newsletter 
Policy. He mentioned that he wished that he had been able to devote 
some extra time into writing in some additional language in order to 
address the issues mentioned in previous meetings on this topic. He 
then read the new language under the Council/Mayor section.  
 
The Committee discussed whether or not there should even be a 
section for the Council to comment in the Newsletter. The Committee 
mentioned that the articles allowed by the policy could just as easily be 
written by staff. The Committee agreed to move the Newsletter Policy 
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forward with the Council/Mayor section criteria in order to allow the 
Council as a whole to consider the topic. 
 

New Business 
 

1. Long-Term Disability Insurance / Survivor Insurance 
 
Mr. Karlinsey moved on to discuss employee long-term disability 
insurance. He stated that the City could save $12,000 on its plan and 
that he hoped that the City could take the savings and purchase 
survivor insurance for employees. This survivor insurance would cost 
twice what the savings would be from the long-term disability 
insurance. Mr. Karlinsey went on to say that because of the tighter 
budget this year, he would not be proposing the survivor insurance 
addition for the coming budget year but that it may return in a 
subsequent year. The committee agreed that this was something 
positive to look into. Rob Karlinsey finished by saying that he would 
make sure to collect some numbers for the Committee to look at next 
time this topic comes up for discussion with respect to the amount of 
savings from the disability insurance, the amount extra that it would 
cost to add the survivor insurance and the number/names of City’s that 
provide survivor insurance to their employees.  
 

2. GHHWA 2009 Budget Request 
 
Rob Karlinsey asked Laureen Lund to step in to address this issue. He 
mentioned that in the document Ms. Lund caught something that she 
wanted to have clarified. Ms. Lund stated that she wants it clarified to 
MainStreet, that they can’t continuously be come back to her 
department or the City asking for more and more money. She stated 
that she has $3,000 to work in partnership with them, but wants 
additional clarification on what the City is agree to fund and work with 
them on. She also wants it clarified that they shouldn’t be coming to 
the City for more and more money down the road.   
 
The Committee discussed what needed to be clarified to MainStreet 
and directed Mr. Karlinsey to inform MainStreet. In summary, the 
Committee wanted it made clear that any funding for advertising or 
promotion needed to be hashed out during the budgeting process and 
that any additional funding would need to wait until the next budget 
cycle. 

 
There was further discussion on various other topics that had come to 
light in recent months that needed to be clarified before the meeting 
was brought to a close. 

 
Adjourned: 10:13 
 
   
Scribe:  Ian Ward 
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PROCLAMATION OF THE MAYOR 

OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR 
 
 

WHEREAS, the care and protection of victims of domestic violence 
has traditionally been the responsibility of law enforcement agencies; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, dedicated professionals and concerned community 
members have recognized the need to become involved, ensuring 
protection for those who may have violence imposed on them by 
another; and 
 
WHEREAS, these victims live in fear day-to-day for their lives and the 
lives of their children; and 
 
WHEREAS, the trauma of domestic violence includes facing 
emotional, financial and legal obstacles, often alone and without 
support; and 
  
WHEREAS, the number of victims being served by our partners at the 
Crystal Judson Family Justice Center and the city’s Domestic 
Violence Kiosk is increasing each month and continues to act as 
important tools in combating domestic violence; and 
 
WHEREAS, the significant impact of domestic violence on our 
community and our efforts to combat this criminal activity using 
various methods alongside our valued partners deserves to be 
recognized;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, Charles Hunter, Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor, 
do proclaim the month of October, as  
 

Domestic Violence Awareness Month 
 
And invite all citizens of Gig Harbor to join me in this special 
observance. In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and 
caused the Seal of the City of Gig Harbor to be affixed this 13th day of 
October, 2008. 
 
                       
    Mayor, City of Gig Harbor      Date 
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PROCLAMATION OF THE MAYOR 

OF THE CITY OF GIG HARBOR 
 

WHEREAS, the Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) was the most popular of the New Deal programs created by President Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt to provide relief and speed recovery from the Great Depression; and 
 
WHEREAS, from 1933 to 1942, the CCC put some two million young men to work on a massive building program in Americas' 
parks and forests.  Roads and trails, campsites and social halls, amphitheaters and visitor centers numbered among the many 
features constructed by the CCC that provided the public with unprecedented access to the nation’s natural and historic 
treasures; and  
 
WHEREAS, the CCC was more than just a make work program.  It offered the enrollees a renewed sense of dignity and hope for 
the future.  They were not only earning a living, they were doing something important for their country, and they knew it; and 
 
WHEREAS, records from 1935 list three Works Progress Administration (WPA) projects in the local area: the sidewalks from 
Crescent Valley School were built in 1915 by the WPA at 50 cents per linear foot; construction of the open-air park facility and the 
restroom structure in 1937 was done at $55 a month, 5 days a week, 6 hours a day; and  
 
WHEREAS, this year the City of Gig Harbor received $15,500 in preservation funds to re-roof 2 historic Works Progress 
Administration Buildings located in City Park at Crescent Creek. The work will replace 30-inch hand-split shakes like those used 
for the original construction in 1937; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is fitting and proper to accord official recognition to this magnificent effort and its memorable anniversary, and to 
the patriotic celebrations which will commemorate this grand occasion; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, Charles L. Hunter, Mayor of the City of Gig Harbor, hereby declare the week of October 13 through October 
19 as 
 

Works Progress Administration Week 
  
and ask our citizens to join in celebration of the 75th Anniversary of the creation of FDR’s visionary New Deal.  
 
In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the Seal of the City of Gig Harbor to be affixed this 13th day of 
October, 2008. 

 
                   
                         Charles L. Hunter, Mayor         Date 
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Council Report 
Proposed Canterwood Annexation 

Summary 
The ~an&nvood Homeowners' Association has submitted a Notice of Intent to Annex to the 
City of Gia Harbor. Under Washinaton State law, the City has to hold a meeting to review the 

&exation within 60 da$ and decide &ether &ey wish to proceed. &uncil's decision 
at this meeting will not decide whether the annexation will occur, but only whether staff should 
proceed with the process in anticipation of an eventual annexation. 

The reasons Canterwood is interested in annexing are as follows: 
They anticipate better police services. 

e They are concerned about city code regarding connections to the city sewer system that 
may inhibit them from further development unless they annex. 
They feel they are already part of the greater Gig Harbor community and would like to 
have a voice in its government and civic affairs. 
They anticipate lower property tax rates (though this is balanced by additional utility 
taxes). 

Since Canterwood will maintain its own utilities (sewer, water, storm drainage, tramportation) 
and has a high assessed value, the city can anticipate a net revenue of $67,024, after accounting 
for the costs of additional service contraots and 6.5 additional staff. The annexation should not 
s e c t  the fire, library or park districts. 

Council should decide: 
a Whether the City Council will accept, reject, or geographically modify the proposed 

annexation; 
Whether the City Council will require the simultaneous adoption of zoning for the 
proposed area that is in substantial compliance with the city's comprehensive plan; 
Whether the City Council will require the assumption of all or any portion of 
indebtedness by the area to be annexed; and, 
Whether the City Council may require additional annexation conditions. 

Staff recommends that if the council wishes to proceed with the annexation, it should not move 
forward until zoning issues are resolved and a pre-annexation agreement can be negotiated. 

Area description 
The Canterwood development comprises 714 acres located generally between Canterwood 
Boulevard (54'" Avenue NW) and Peacock Hill Avenue NW, south of 140'~ Street NE and North 
of City Limits. See the map on page 3 for detail. 

The area is approximately 97% platted or developed into single family residences, open space, 
business park, golf course, ecluestrian trails and other recreational amenities. Some of the 
property is c ~ n t l y  being developed though approved preliminary plats. The area numbers 
about 1,650 residents and will house about 2,000 residents when fully built. 
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Report on the Proposed Cantenvood Annexation 

The Canterwood Homeowners Association has an active Board of Directors that controls and 
maintains through Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions (CC&Rs) the property owned by the 
Association, including open spaces, common recreation areas, all private roads, storm drainage, 
equestrian center and other facilities. The 162 acres of golf facilities are separately owned and 
maintained by the members of the Cantenvood Golf and Country Club. The homeowners dues 
fund the maintenance, repair, replacement and operation of all the Association properties. The 
Association states that there are currently adequate reserve funds to pay for anticipated repair and 
replacement of facilities, and it anticipates that it will continue to own and maintain all these 
facilities. 

The Cantenvood community includes a business park with about 24,000 square feet of office 
space and another 100,000 square feet of space that is currently being developed. All of the space 
is intended for offices; no retail activity is expected there. 

The Association claims that most of the critical areas including wetlands, streams and drainage 
courses have been mapped, delineated and classified under ordinances effective at the time of 
development. Buffers and regulations have been implemented by Pierce County as a part of the 
development. 

The Canterwood Water Company, a state approved public water company, is the potable water 
purveyor for the development. The Association anticipates no changes to the water service area 
and intends to maintain the company's operation. 

About 3 8% of the residences within the development are connected to the Gig Harbor sewer 
system through an internal STEP sewer system association. The sewer association is responsible 
for maintenance and repairs of the system. Other residences are on septic systems and do not 
have access to the sewer facilities. Future development is intended to be connected to the city 
sewer system through extension of the sewer facilities. The Association anticipates that the city 
would not be assuming any debt or responsibility for the operation of the STEP association 
system. 

Pierce County has designated most of the Cantelwood area under a Master Planned Community 
zoning. The current city comprehensive plan has designated the area as R-1 (4 units per acre). 
The Association anticipates further discussion regarding how the city's comprehensive plan 
designations would be applied to Canterwood. 
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Report on the PEaposed Canterwood m a t i o n  

. . _ "  
Consideration* 
Canterwood Pro~ertv Owners 
The average household will most likely see a property tax decrease that is offset by city utility 
taxes and storm water fees, with a net cost of $200 per year (see appendix E). Note that this can 
vary significantly depending on the particulars of each household; generally, as the utility usage 
decreases or as the home value increases, the more financially beneficial the annexation becomes 
to a household. Canterwood residents with home-based businesses will need to obtain a city 
business license at a cost of $20. In return for the additional cost, residents are able to vote in city 
elections and receive urban-level services such as better police response times and local permit 
processing. 

Information on the Canterwood Golf and Country Club budget is very limited, but initial 
estimates indicate the annexation would result in a net cost to them of about $450 per month. 

$ewer Svstem 
Most Canterwood residents are on septic systems and about 250 are on septic tanks connected to 
the city sewer through a STEP (septic tank effluent pump) system. This system is by nature 
harmful to the city's pipes and pump stations. On-going treating the effluent to solve the 
problems associated with this system is costly. Staffs recommendation is to begin a program to 
decommission the STEP system and replace it with an individual private grinder pump and 
mainline system. This issue should be addressed in a pre-annexation agreement. 
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Report on the Proposed Cantenvood Annexation 

With an annexation the city would require all new development to connect to the sewer system, 
but would not normally require residents on septic systems to connect unless their system fails. 
Any future connections and infrastructure would be paid by Canterwood or the developers, and 
staff believes the city will have adequate sewer capacity once phase I1 of the sewage plant 
upgrade is complete. The annexation should therefore have no significant service or fiscal impact 
in this area. 

The city recently passed an ordinance that requires properties to be within the city before sewer 
connections can be made. Canterwood representatives are concerned that this change to city 
sewer regulations creates an effective moratorium on development since remaining developable 
land is inadequate for septic systems. While the city's first responsibility is to serve its current 
residents, no discussions have occurred with staff to evaluate whether this problem may be 
overcome outside of an annexation. 

Water System 
Canterwood residents are served by the Cantelwood Water Company, which is maintained by 
Peninsula Light. The golf course is on an independent well for irrigation. There are currently 71 9 
connections or commitments (including irrigation connections for open spaces) and the capacity 
per the 2006 water system plan is 925 connections. There should be enough capacity to meet 
fkture demands within the community. 

There is concern that the water system flow and pressure is adequate to City standards. The 
required flow should be about 1,000 gallons per minute for homes up to 3,600 square feet, and 
1,500 gallons per minute for larger homes. Since the most recent tests showed flows ranging 
from 712 to 1,334 gallons per minute, the system would be considered non-conforming. Future 
building permits may be contingent on plans for sprinkling the buildings, unless system 
improvements are made. Any improvements would be paid by the developer or the water 
company. As part of the proposed pre-annexation agreement, staff recommends requiring a 
comprehensive water flow test of the fire system. 

There is also concern that the spacing of fire hydrants is not compliant with city standards. 
According to fire department maps, spacing varies from 500 to 800 feet, whereas city code 
requires a maximum spacing of 500 feet on through streets or 400 feet on dead end streets. Staff 
recommends requiring the additional of hydrants to meet city requirements. 

Water rights are an ongoing issue in the Puget Sound area, especially with city. A potential 
benefit to the city is the possibility of requiring the use of "gray" or "reuse" water on the 
Canterwood golf course and landscaping in order to obtain credit to help offset water rights 
negotiations. Further, it staff recornmends looking into the possibility of Cantenvood 
surrendering excess water rights to the city. 

Since Canterwood would be required to pay for all water system upgrades, the annexation should 
have no significant service or fiscal impact in this area. 
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Report on the Proposed Cantenvood Annexation 

Storm Water System 
Staff is unaware of any storm-water deficiencies in the annexation area. Design and construction 
costs for fbture development would be borne by the developers. Each property owner will be 
required to pay the city's storm water fee to pay for their share of maintenance and operation of 
the system. The annexation should have no significant service or fiscal impact in this area. 

Transportation 
Cantenvood intends to remain a gated community and to maintain all of its road infrastructure 
privately. The system appears to be in good shape, leaving no concern for the city regarding 
serviceability. However, the roads do not meet city standards for private roadways in that they do 
not have curbs, gutters and sidewalks. Should the city ever be asked to take over these streets, 
they would need to be brought up to standards. 

There is concern that additional vehicle trips generated by further development in Cantenvood 
would cause the level of service to drop below acceptable levels at the SR-16IBurham 
DrivelBorgen Boulevard~Cantenvood Boulevard intersection. In order to obtain new building 
permits in this area, developers may be required to constiuct transportation mitigations or pay 
pro-rata shares of transportation impact fees. 

The City would become responsible for about 54 mile of Cantenvood Boulevard, but does not see 
this as a significant burden on road maintenance resources. The annexation should have only 
minimal service or fiscal impacts in this area. 

Library and Fire Districts 
Annexations do not generally affect junior taxing districts unless the city takes over service 
provision for the annexed area and thus changes the district's boundaries. With this in mind, no 
impact is expected on the Library or Fire districts. 

Parks 
Since the Peninsula Metro Park District (PenMet) was created by a vote of residents in the 
unincorporated areas of the peninsula, annexation by the city does not change the park district 
boundaries. Canterwood residents would continue to pay the PenMet property tax levy (about 
$0.33 per thousand assessed value) even though property owners already located in the city do 
not. Residents will also continue paying the 1110% "zoo tax," but unlike the property tax, a per- 
capita proportion of zoo tax (about $13,500) will begin accruing to the city upon annexation. 

It should also be noted that the PenMet Board voted to place a $20 million park bond measure 
before the citizens of the District in this year's November 4, 2008 general election. Canterwood 
residents will be able to vote on the measure, and if it passes they will be responsible for their 
pro-rata share of the levy (about $0.18 per thousand assessed value). 

Since new parks have recently been added to the area, and given the extensive parks and 
recreation infrastructure in Cantenvood, staff anticipates the need for no additional parks with 
this annexation. 
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Report on the Proposed Canterwood Annexation 

BudgetIFinancial 
Usually annexations of residential areas with little or no commercial activity are financially 
burdensome for cities in Washington State. However, this annexation is anticipated to be 
financially beneficial to the city for a number of reasons: 

e Canterwood will maintain its utilities privately; 
o Canterwood has an unusually large assessed valuation; and 

Gig Harbor has the ability to absorb some of the additional burdens with existing staff. 

Despite the city's ability to absorb the additional burdens with existing staff, any increase in 
workload without a commensurate increase in efficiency will result in a decrease in service. The 
fiscal analysis was therefore based on the assumption of maintaining current service levels and 
assumes the addition of staff. 

The following initial expense estimates have been made (see appendixes B and C): 

Staffing Supplies Start-up 
Function C o s t s  FTEs & Services  Total Costs  

General Administrative n/a n/a $45,085 $45,085 n/a 
Public Works $98,701 1.0 $1,341 $100,042 nla 
Building & Fire Safety $101,470 1.5 $5,103 $106,573 $25,000 
Planning $86,767 1 .O $2,833 $89,600 nla 
Police $291,642 3.0 $76,927 $368,569 $182,985 
IT n/a n/a $15,300 $15,300 $17,200 

Total $578.581 6.5 $146.589 $725.169 $225,185 

Note that there are no anticipated additional costs for Court, Finance, Road Maintenance, Sewer 
Maintenance, Marketing and Legal because the annexation will have little or no impact in these 
areas. For example, because Cantelwood is so close to town, residents are already routinely cited 
into Gig Harbor Court for infractions and criminal misdemeanors that occur within the city 
limits. Additional misdemeanors occurring within the development are expected to be minimal, 
so Court staff anticipate a negligible impact to their workload. 

City hall is currently at capacity in terms of office space for staff. Since Police officers spend 
most of their time in the field, additional police should not create a problem. Should the city 
decide to hire additional office staff, however, it will incur additional expenses to house this 
staff. Such expenses are not included in the above estimates. 

The expense estimates compare favorably to the following revenue estimates (see appendix D): 
Start-Up 

Costs Operating Capital Total 
nla General Fund $735,519 Property Tax (Eddon Boat) $70,891 
nla Property Tax $450,633 Real Estate 

$25,000 Utility Tax $203,940 Excise Tax (REET) $238,022 

nla Other $80,946 
$1 82,985 Street Fund $41,368 

$17,200 Utilities $15,306 
$225,185 Total $792,193 

Page 6 of 16 



Report on the Proposed Canterwood Annexation 

The Cantenvood annexation would therefore result in a net revenue to the city in a stable year 
(after start-up expenses) of approximately $67,024. Since there is a systemic imbalance of 
expenditure growth over revenue growth this position can be anticipated to slowly erode over the 
next twenty years (assuming full build-out of the development and no changes to the city's tax 
and fee structure). 

It is important to note that these positive financial impacts will not occur immediately. 
Depending on the date of annexation, property tax revenues may not transfer to the city for up to 
18 months (this is somewhat alleviated by a transfer of county road fund tax in the first yeas) and 
revenue distributed by the state generally does not occur until the quarter after the Department of 
Revenue is notified of the annexation. 

Outstanding Debt 
Most cities require the assumption of indebtedness as a condition of annexation unless in a 
particular circumstance it would be inequitable. Gig Harbor is no different and has required the 
assumption of indebtedness in its past annexations. The imposition of debt on the annexed area 
does not result in a tax increase; rather, if the city were to default on its debt obligations, the 
area's land owners would be responsible for their proportionate share of the debt. 

Gig Harbor debt totals $1 1,710,000, which includes voted debt of $3,149,000 for Eddon 
Boatyard bonds. Council must decide whether the Eddon Boatyard debt should be imposed upon 
this annexation. 

Some of the issues the city should examine in reaching a decision on this question are: 
Question: Was the outstanding indebtedness incurred to finance an improvement or facility 

that will benefit the newly annexed area? 
Answer: The Eddon Boatyard clean-up is a benefit to the entire region since it is the first 

step in creating a public recreation area. 

Question: Will assumption of a proportionate share of the city's outstanding indebtedness 
place an excessive financial burden on annexed property in light of other 
indebtedness previously placed on the property through the county or special 
districts, which will remain on the property after annexation? 

Answer: Staff is unaware of any other indebtedness or obligations, aside from Cantenvood 
Homeowners Association dues and the Peninsula Metro Parks property tax. 

Question: Will the property to be annexed be forming an expensive LID for special 
improvements, such that requiring assumption of the outstanding indebtedness 
would not be equitable? 

Answer: No. 

Question: To what extent does the annexing city desire to encowage (or subsidize) the 
annexation? 

Answer: Given that the Canterwood Homeowners Association submitted this annexation 
request, staff sees no need to provide fixther incentives. 
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Report on the Proposed Canterwood Annexation 

Staff recommends requiring the assumption of a proportionate share of all of the city's 
indebtedness. 

Size/Geogra~hic Area of Annexation 
The City Council has the option of modifying the geographic area of the proposed annexation. 

It is difficult to conceive of valid reasons to reduce the size of the annexation since: 
Q Reducing it would divide a cohesive community; 

A smaller area would not significantly improve the financial estimates; 
Q Police would have to work with more arbitrary boundaries; and 
Q Canterwood would have to work with two jurisdictions (county and city) rather than one. 

The arguments around expanding the size of the annexation are more complex. There are two 
regions that present themselves as potential areas to add to the annexation: the are to the East and 
the area to the West. 

Area West of Canterwood 
Bounded by Highway 16, Cantelwood Boulevard and the northern urban growth boundary at 
1 36th street. 

Pro 
More orderly boundary expansion. 
Revenue from Cantenvood could help 
alleviate additional costs of service 
provision (new total net revenue of about 
$7,000). 

Q Easier to annex along with Cantenvood. 

Assures that future development would 
adhere to city standards. . Existing "Trillium" development is similar 
in character to Canterwood. 

Q Provides a "gateway" to annexing 
properties across highway 16. 

Con 
o May require extending sewer lines. 

Potential annexation of area has not been 
properly analyzed. 

Q Property owners have been poled to 
explore their interest in being annexed. 

Q Quality of water service is questionable and 
may need to be upgraded. 

The area West of Canterwood is roughly 56 acres in size, has about 39 homes on 58 lots, and 
includes the Trillium gated community. Council may wish to consider expanding the boundaries 
of the proposed annexation to include the area to its West as described above. 
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Report on the Proposed Canterwood Annexation 

Area to the East of Canterwood 
Bounded by the Cantenvood Development, the Urban Growth Boundary along Peacock Hill 
Road, and north of either Borgen Boulevard or north of the Harbor Crossing and Ridge 
developments. 

Pro 
0 More orderly boundary expansion. 
0 Easier to annex along with Cantenvood. 

Assures that future development would 
adhere to city standards. 

0 Revenue from Cantenvood could help 
alleviate additional costs of service 
provision. 

Con 
May require extending sewer lines. 
Potential annexation of area has not been 
properly analyzed. 

0 More expensive to serve. 
Quality of water service is questionable and 
may need to be upgraded. 

e Property owners have been poled to 
explore their interest in being annexed. 

While Council may wish to consider expanding the boundaries of the proposed annexation to 
include the area to its East as described above, there are fewer advantages to doing so than there 
are for the area to the West (described above). 

Density / Zoning 
The over-a11 density for the Canterwood development is about 1 household per acre (the average 
home site is % acre, but the golf course and public areas decrease this density). There was 
originally concern that the addition of a low-density area to the city could require other areas to 
become more dense in order to meet Growth Management Act standards. However, county staff 
have indicated that this decreased density will not cause any difficulties so long as the city's 
comprehensive plan is not amended to decrease densities. 

The City of Gig Harbor has provided by ordinance (17.88.010, below) that all newly annexed 
territory that is not otherwise zoned shall be automatically zoned into the city's least dense 
residential zone, R-I. This approach avoids having property being annexed into a city with no 
zoning designation and allows zoning issues to be dealt with after the annexation takes place. 
That said, staff's preference would be to work out the zoning issues ahead of annexation in order 
to meet the 60-day timeline to amend the zoning ordinance (see below). 

Any lands annexed to the ci ty... shall be deemed to be included in the zoning map as 
being in the R-1 residential district . . . . Within 60 days following annexation, the 
planning commission shall hold a public hearing to determine the best application of this 
title to the annexed tenitory. Following the hearing, the commission shall make its 
recommendation to the city council for the zoning of the area; provided, however, any 
land which has been or is included in a comprehensive land use plan provided for in the 
following provision and adopted pursuant to RCW 35.13.177 and RCW 35.13.178 shall 
be annexed with the zoning district classification as provided for in such comprehensive 
land use plan. 
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Report on the Proposed Canterwood Annexation 

Since the planning commission is already booked about one year out, staff estimates they will be 
able to look into Canterwood zoning in the 4fi quarter of 2009. If the area were annexed in the 
mean time, existing uses would be considered non-conforming. 

Canterwood Concerns 
Canterwood's main concern regarding this annexation is its effect on the Country Club. They 
need to maintain the golf course in the open space classification for tax purposes since paying 
property tax on the lands full assessed value could be prohibitively expensive. Staff would 
resolve this issue through a pre-annexation agreement to maintain the open space classification. 

The Country Club is also concerned whether it would come is as non-conforming use or as an 
illegal use if the zoning code is not updated before annexation. Being classified as an illegal use 
would inhibit them from any expansion. Staff feels the club house facilities would be considered 
non-confirming, but in any case wishes to address the zoning code issues before an annexation 
takes effect. 

Next Steps 
The Council should determine the following: 

Whether the City Council will accept, reject, or geographically modiQ the proposing of 
this area for annexation; 

e Whether the City Council will require the simultaneous adoption of zoning for the 
proposed area that is in substantial compliance with the city's comprehensive plan; 

0 Whether the City Council will require the assumption of all or any portion of 
indebtedness by the area to be annexed; and, 
Whether the City Council may require additional annexation conditions. 

If authorized by the City Council the process can move forward, but will not necessarily result in 
the annexation. Staff will continue a detailed impact analysis, including: 

Q Preliminary city budget adjustments; 
0 Review Housing Association finances to ensure solvency; 
e Review critical areas and buffers (set in the 1970s); and 
0 Address other issues that may come to light. 

Staff will simultaneously draft and negotiate a pre-annexation agreement to specify the terins and 
conditions of the annexation, including: 

0 Use status of club house and golf course; 
e Responsibility for utility infrastructure (water, sewer, transportation), especially 

regarding responsibility for future expansion; 
Decommissioning and replacing the STEP system; 

0 Water system testing and upgrades; 
e Surrender of excess water rights; 
0 Use of "gray" or "reuse" water on for golf course and landscaping; 

Zoning; 
Park maintenance; 
Police services; and 

B Other issues that may arise. 
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Report on the Proposed Cantenvood Annexation 

Additionally, staff will begin the process of updating its zoning codes in anticipation of the 
annexation, as well as begin a community outreach effort to ensure current and proposed 
residents are completely inforrned of the implications of the proposed annexation. 

If a pre-annexation agreement is reached, a formal petition will be circulated which will indicate 
the boundaries and conditions required for annexation. Before filing with the City, the petition 
must be signed by property owners of at least sixty percent (60%) of the assessed value of the 
proposed area in order to be certified by Pierce County and then scheduled for a public hearing 
in front of the City Council. After a public hearing, followed by the appeal period through the 
BRB, the City Council can adopt an ordinance to enact this annexation. 

If the Council decides to expand the geographic area of the annexation, staff will need to notifjr 
the additional property owners and discuss the implications with them. This would most likely be 
conducted as part of a larger outreach effort to Canterwood and existing city residents. 

Should Council decide to proceed with this annexation, the increased staff worldoad described 
above would be significant and the city would likely need to hire consultants to assist with this 
effort. Council may wish to consider requiring Cantenvood to pay for some or all of these 
additional costs. 

A proposed timeline is attached (appendix A), 

Respectfully Submitted on October 13"', 2008 by 
John Spencer, 
Spencer's Consulting 
2103 SE 303'~ Avenue 
Washougal, WA 98671 
360.903.3763 
spencersconsulting@gmail.com 
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Appendix A 
Timeline 

1" Quarter, 2009 - Continuing Public Outreach 
Press release(s) 
Information Fair(s) 
Web page 
Annexation calculator 
F AQ 
Door-to-door signature collection 

4th Quarter, 2009 
Zoning regulations addressed by the Planning Commission. 

I" Quarter, 20 10 - 60% Public Hearing 
Petition signatuses must be certified by County Assessor 
Public Notice for hearing 
1 St reading 
znd reading 
Public hearing 
Passage of Motion of Intent to Annex 
Notice to Boundary Review Board (BRB), Library and Fire Districts 

lSt Quarter, 20 10 - BlU3 submission 
BRB has 14 days to deem application complete, plus 45 days for review (59 total) 

2nd Quarter, 2010 - Final Public Hearing / Decision 
Public Notice for hearing 
1 " reading 
2nd reading 
Public hearing 
Adoption of Annexation 

31d Quarter, 20 10 - Notification of Annexation 
State Office of Financial Management (OFM), census - within 30 days of effective date 
(information collection can start earlier) 
County - 30 days before effective date 
State Department of Revenue - 75 days before effective date 
City Staff 
General Public 

1" Quarter. 201 1 - Effective Date of Annexation 
January or April 1" may be good dates since using the first day of a quaiter maximizes sales tax 
revenue. 

Note: Due to public hearing laws and BRB timelines, and in order to ensure timely revenue 
flow, the minimum time required to conlplete the annexation is about 6 months. 
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Report on the Proposed Canterwood Annexation 
Appendix B 

Expense Estimates 
First Year 

Stable Year Growth FTEs Start-up Costs Total 
City General Contracts 

Animal Control & Humane Society Contracts $789 $8 
Emergency Management $1,304 $13 
Jail, Corrections Contracts $28,033 $282 
Air Pollution Control Authority $495 $5 
Regional Transportation Council $76 1 $8 
Association of Washington Cities $1,102 $11 
Alcohol Support program $148 $1 
Prosecutor $5,000 $50 
Insurance $7,453 $58 

Total Contracts $45,085 $379 $0 $0 $0 

Public Works 
Engineering 
Engineers $98,701 1 .oo 
Technician $0 0.00 
Supplies $1,100 

Total Engineering $99,801 $0 1 .OO $0 $99,801 

Operations 
Street sweeping $ 10 
Street maintenance $ 100 
Signs & striping $ 130 

Total Operations $ 24 1 $241 
Total Public Works $ 100,042 $ - 1 .OO $0 $100,042 

Building & Fire Safety 
Inspectors $74,022 $534 1 .oo 
Vehicles: purchase, gas, maintenance $1,389 $25,000 
Receptionists $27,448 $264 0.5 
Supplies $1,614 $13 
Fire Inspection Contract cost per business $2,100 

Total Building & Fire Safety $106,573 $81 1 1.50 $25,000 $131,573 

Planning 
Planners 
Supplies per FTE 
Services per FTE 
Total Planning 

Police 
Service Specialists 
Officers 
Sergeants 
Supplies 
Initial Officer Outfitting 
Travel & Training 
Vehicles 
LESA and County Special Services 
Overtime pay 

Human Resources 
Recruitments Costs 

If 
New ComputerslPhones 

Grand Total 

$9,750 
Total Police $374,908 $3,192 3.00 $182,985 $557,893 
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Report on the Proposed Canterwood Annexation 
Appendix C 

Workload 1 Opportunity Cost Estimates 
First Year 

Stable Year Growth FTEs Start-up Costs Total 
City General Contracts 

Animal Control & Humane Society Contracts $789 $8 
Emergency Management $1,304 $13 
Jail, Corrections Contracts $5,000 $50 
Air Pollution Control Authority $495 $5 
Regional Transportation Council $761 $8 
Association of Washington Cities $1,102 $11 
Alcohol Support program $148 $1 
Prosecutor $29,255 $295 
Insurance $8,250 $59 

Total Contracts $47,104 $391 $0 $0 $0 

Public Works 
Engineering 
Engineers $70,715 0.72 

Technician $24,348 0.36 

Supplies $1,182 
Total Engineering $96,246 $0 1.07 $0 $96,246 

Operations 
Street sweeping $ 10 
Street maintenance $ 100 
Signs & striping $ 130 

Total Operations $ 24 1 $0 0 0 $24 1 
Total Public Works $ 96,487 $ - 1.07 $0 $96,487 

Building & Fire Safety 
Inspectors $53,034 $534 0.72 
Vehicles: purchase, gas, maintenance $972 $25,000 
Receptionists $26,217 $264 0.5 

Supplies $1,285 $13 
Fire Inspection Contract cost per business $2,100 

Total Building & Fire Safety $83,607 $811 1 . I9  $25,000 $1 08,607 

Planning 
Planners 
Supplies per FTE 
Services per FTE 
Total Planning 

Police 
Service Specialists 
Officers 
Sergeants 
Supplies 
Initial Officer Outfitting 
Travel & Training 
Vehicles 
LESA and County Special Services 
Overtime pay 

Total Police 

Human Resources 
Recruitments Costs 

IT 
New ComputerslPhones $15,300 $17,200 $32,500 

Grand Total $809,792 $5,689 7.44 $276,328 $1,077,870 
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Report on the Proposed Canterwood Annexation 
Appendix D 

Revenue Estimates 

ITEM 
General Fund 
Property Tax 
Retail Sales Tax 
Sales Tax on Home Construction 
Zoo Tax 
Utilities (Natural Gas, Cable, Phone, Electric) 
Business Licenses 
State Shared Revenue (Liquor Tax) 
Building and Development Permlts 
OF Operating Revanues 

Street Fund 
State Shared Revenue (Gas Tax) 
Sales Tax-Criminal Justice 
Street Operating Revenues 

Utility Funds 
Loss of non-city sewer customers 
New Storm Water Fees 
New Sewer Customers 
Total Utility Funda 

One-Tlme I Capital Revenues 
Property Tax -- Eddon Boat Bond 
Storm Connection Fee 
Sewer Connection Fee 
Parks Impact Fee 
Transportation Impact Fee 
Real Estate Excise Taxes 
Transfer of County Road Tax 
Total One-Time Revenue 

REVENUE GROWTH 
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Report on the Proposed Canterwood Annexation 
Appendix E 

Homeowner Impact Estimates 

Pro~ertv Owner lmuacts 
1) i r e  Jou mluatlngihe sneu on a o~s~nawa? NO 

a If 80, what It tne twl footpflm of your bulldhg & prklng lot? 
bl If 60. are vou s~luaUna anapament bulldlng? No 
cj if so; h&m@ny unlll i iar the bulldlng h w ?  
d) If so, am yw exempt from buslmss llcantlng? 
a1 If not. how manv emo,ovsss does your bushew ham? 

2) ' oo youown your home o; burlness property? 
a) n to, how blg Is your property? 

31 Do vou run a bualnesa out of your home? 
5; .&you uslng Me STEP Systifn? 

8) What 18 theAaaew~d Value of your propsrty? 
I I) What Is your average monthly blll for: 

a) Water & EklCfio 
b) Telephone (Inoludlng m11 phones) 
c) Natural a s  
e) Sewer 

12) What Is yourawrage monthly Cable bill? 

- .., - - - - 

Eddon Boat Bond 
Plerca County Road Fund 
PWw CouMv Qenerel Fund 
flm ~ l s t i l c t ~  
Fire Dlstrlct XS - EMS 
State Sohoob 
Plam County Rural Ubraly 
port of Tawma 
ConaeMltlon FU~UWS' 
Penlnsulb School Ma0 
Penlntula Sdlwl Bond 
Metro Park ~lstrlot" 
Subtotal Propany Taxom 

Utlllty Tax06 and Fees (2008 Eetlmatoa) 

Water and Elaculc Blll 
Telephone Blll 
NatURl GBS Blll 
Cable 8111 
sww En1 
storm Water 1 Clean Water Faen 
Qarbage 0111' 
Budnsls Llarnse 
Subtotal UtillQ TIXOB & FOeS 

Yes 
112 acre 
NO 
NO 

FlnancY Comparlron 
Home ownsn 

7 

Total Annual &vlnge 1 (Coat) 
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October 9,2008 

Grant and Gina Lyons 
7 199 Grandview Place 
Gig Harbor, WA. 98355 

Tom Dolan, Planning Director 

Dear Mr. Dolan, 

We are in receipt of your letter regarding the planning commission's recommendation to 
rezone our property from R-2 to R-1. This is unacceptable to us. 

One of the reasons we purchased this property is because it is zoned R-2. By allowing the 
recommend change, you are devaluing our property and limiting our use for this parcel. 

We are unavailable to attend your scheduled public meeting on October 13& 2008 due to 
prior business travel plans. 

Sincerely, 

Grant and Gina Lyons 



COMP 08-0084 Land Use AREA 2 
Rasidnnliial LQ\N [RL) 80 Residential Medium (RM) zoned R-2 



COMP 08-0004 Land Use AREA 2 
Residential Low (RL) to Residential Medium (RM) zoned R-2 



.? - / '<A 

Cf, :.* - ~ '*> ,"- 
t - 4  a&-;/, e 4@$ +' 

Dear Gig Harbor Planning Cornmissiond-. \.- -/ , - ,; + 

- *q9., + 
"4) 

I completely agree with your recommendatioG 
that the southerly six parcels of property be 
rezoned to R-1 . I do not understand when that 
was changed because up to a few years ago that 
was R-1 . I never received notice that it was 
going to be changed to R-2. I would like to find 
out how that happened. I have been in this 
house for 49 years and have already lost view 
because of the condos north of these six 
properties. If this remains R-2 and are built on 
in that way I will loose a large chunk more of 
view and so will many of the neighbors. Thank 
you for proposing to return this to R-1 

Sincerely, 
Beverley McPherson 



Buelnees of the City Councll 
Clty of Gig Harbor, WA 

Subject: Public Hearing and First Reading 
of Ordinance-RLD Minimum Density 
Requirement 

Proposed Council Action: Hold a public 
hearing, review proposed amendment and 
develop findings for the second reading of 
ordinance 

Dept Origin: Plannlng Department 

Prepared by: Tom Dolan 
Planning Director 

For Agenda of: October 27,2008 

Exhibits: Draft Ordinance 

Inltlal& Date I 
Concurred by Mayor: 
Approved by Clty Administrator: 
Approved as to form by Clty Atty: SLL &c.ch+d w-L 
Approved by Finance Director: NIA 
Approved by Department Head: -i% l a / q / ~ ~  

txpendlture Amount Approprlation 
Required 0 Budgeted 0 Required 0 I 
INFORMATION I BACKGROUND 
The proposal would amend the allowed density in the Planned Community Development Low 
Densitv Residential (RLD) District from a maximum of four dweliinrr units to the aross acre to a 
minimim and maximum of four dwelling units to the gross acre. &rrently, the ~ L D  District 
(Gig Harbor Municipal Code 17.17.040) has no minimum density requirement, while the 
Comarehensive Plan (Policv 2.1.5) ~romotes an average net residential density of four to four 
and be-half dwelling units io the acre. The proposedimendment would bring the zoning 
code requirement into consistency with the Plan. The City Council should consider the 
proposed amendment after conducting the public hearing. 

The SEPA Resuonsible Official issued a Determination of Non-Sianificance (DNS) for the 
proposed amendments on October 15,2008 per WAC 197-1 1-34i(2). The appeal period for 
the DNS expires on November 5,2008. 

FISCAL CONSIDERATION 
None 



BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
At its September 18, 2008 meeting, the Planning Commission voted unanimously to send the 
proposed amendment to the City Council for its direct consideration. 

RECOMMENDATION 1 MOTION 
Hold a public hearing, review amendments and develop findings for the second reading of 
ordinance. 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Carol Morris [carol~a~morris@msn.com] 
Monday, October 06,2008 11:59 AM 
Katich, Peter 
RE: Draft Ordinance - 080608.doc 

Carol A. Morris 
Morris & Taraday, P.C. 
P.O. Box 948 
Seabeck, WA 98380-0948 
(360) 830-0328 
F: (360) 850-1099 

____.-- ----- -- ---- -- ----- -.%------A- i----------A---- 

Subject: Draft Ordinance - 080608.doc 
Date: Mon, 6 Oct 2008 11:54:22 -0700 
From: KatichP@cityofqiqharbor.net 
To: morrisc@cityofqiaharbor.net 
CC: DolanT@cityofqiqharbor.net 

Carol: I've revised the draft ordinance per your comments. Please review and let me know if you have any additional 
comments. Thanks. Pete 



ORDINANCE NO. 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE ClTY COUNCIL OF THE ClTY OF 
GIG HARBOR, WASHINGTON, RELATING TO LAND USE 
AND ZONING, AMENDING THE ALLOWED DENSITY IN THE 
PLANNED COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT LOW DENSITY 
RESIDENTIAL (RLD) ZONING DISTRICT FROM A MAXIMUM 
OF FOUR DWELLING UNITS PER GROSS ACRE TO A 
MINIMUM AND MAXIMUM OF FOUR DWELLING UNITS PER 
GROSS ACRE; AMENDING GHMC SECTION 17.17.040 OF 
THE GIG HARBOR MUNICIPAL CODE. 

WHEREAS, the City desires to establish a minimum density of four (4) 
dwelling units per gross acre in the RLD zoning district to meet urban densities 
required by Comprehensive Plan Policy 2.1.5 which promotes an average net 
residential density of four to four and one-half dwelling units per acre; and 

WHEREAS, the City desires to meet Countywide Planning Policy 6.1 for 
Urban Growth Areas which requires each jurisdiction to have policies which 
ensure that urban designated areas will achieve an average net density of four 
dwelling units per acre; and 

WHEREAS, the City has projected a built density of 4 dwelling units per 
gross acre for the RLD zoning as part of the buildable lands analysis process to 
meet 20-year population projections allocated to the City through Pierce County; 
and 

WHEREAS, the City desires to ensure that 20-year population allocations 
can be met; and 

WHEREAS, the City's SEPA Responsible Official issued a threshold 
Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) for this Ordinance on October 8, 2008; 
and 

WHEREAS, on August 5, 2008, a copy of this Ordinance was sent to the 
Washington Department of Community, Trade and Economic Development, 
pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106; and 

WHEREAS, the Gig Harbor City Council held a public hearing and 
considered this Ordinance at first reading on October 27, 2008; and 

WHEREAS, on November 10, 2008, the City Council adopted this 
Ordinance at second reading during a regular City Council meeting; Now, 
therefore; 



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

Section 1. Subsection 17.17.040(A) of the Gig Harbor Municipal Code is 
hereby amended, to read as follows: 

17.17.040 Performance standards. 
A. Density. #Aaxkwm The minimum and maximum density is four 

dwelling units per gross acre. Additional density may be allowed using 
either of the following options: 

1. Bonus Density Option. A bonus density of up to 30 percent over 
the base may be permitted, based upon the following allocations: 

a. Thirty percent of the development site is common open 
space, which must be contiguous or larger than one acre in area (plus five 
percent). 

b. A pedestrian trail system is provided within the common open 
space area, consistent with the adopted trails plan per the land use map 
(plus 10 percent). 

c. A minimum 35 percent of the required common open space is 
improved as an active recreational area (plus 10 percent). Active 
recreational areas shall include, but not be limited to: 

i. Clearly defined athletic fields and/or activity courts. 
ii. Recreation center or community facility. 

d. Additional common open space is provided between the 
development and adjacent residential zones, uses or developments (plus 
five percent bonus maximum at a ratio of one percent density bonus per 
five percent open space increase). 

2. Density Credit Transfers. A transfer of density credits may be 
applied from one residential district within the PCD district to the RLD 
district up to a maximum of seven dwelling units per acre. Density credit 
transfers shall be as provided for in the density credit transfer section in 
Chapter 17.59 GHMC. Density credit transfers may be used in conjunction 
with bonus density options to achieve the maximum allowable density of 
seven dwelling units per acre. 

Section 2. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this 
Ordinance should be held to be 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 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 , 2008. 

CITY OF GIG HARBOR 

Mayor Charles L. Hunter 

ATTESTIAUTHENTICATED: 

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 C I N  COUNCIL: 
PUBLISHED: 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 
ORDINANCE NO: 
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New Business Item 5 
 

Harborview / Pioneer Update 
 
 

Power Point Presentation at Meeting 

New Business - 5
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