
 

 

 
Gig Harbor 

City Council Meeting 
 
 

July 25, 2011 
 5:30 p.m. 



AMENDED AGENDA FOR 
GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

Monday, July 25, 2011 – 5:30 p.m.  
 
 

CALL TO ORDER: 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 
 
CONSENT AGENDA: 

1. Approval of the Minutes of City Council Meeting of July 11, 2011. 
2. Liquor License Action: a) Renewals: Morso; JW Restaurant; Gig Harbor Yacht 

Club; Mizu Japanese Steakhouse; The Wine Studio; Bartell Drug; and Galaxy 
Uptown; b) Tanglewood – Added Privilege; and c) Liquor Store Manager 
Recruitment Letter. 

3. Receive and File: a) 2011 2nd Quarter Financial Statements; b) Park & Street 
Donation Program; and c) Finance / Safety Committee Minutes July 20, 2011. 

4. McCormick Creek Project Quit Claim Deed – Harbor Hill LLC. 
5. Resolution – Surplus Equipment. 
6. Assigned Counsel Contract Amendment. 
7. Approval of Payment of Bills for July 25, 2011: Checks #67422 through #67526 

in the amount of $379,167.08. 
 
PRESENTATIONS:          Update from Senator Kilmer. 
 
OLD BUSINESS: 

1. Second Reading of Ordinance – 2011 Comprehensive Plan Amendments. 
2. Second Reading of Ordinance – Electric Vehicle Infrastructure Zoning 

Regulations. 
3. Second Reading of Ordinance – Amendments to Special Events Permit. 
4. Donkey Creek Project: Austin / N. Harborview Drive Road Alignment. 

 
NEW BUSINESS:    

1. Donkey Creek Restoration / Transportation Project-Design, Permitting, Bid 
Documents and Construction Management Services/Consultant Services 
Contract. 

2. Public Hearing and Resolution - Development Agreement for Chapel Hill 
Church’s Westside Expansion. 

3. Public Hearing and Adoption of Ordinance - Medical Cannabis Collective 
Gardens Interim Regulations.  

4. Eddon Boat Park Design – Consultant Services Contract/Anchor QEA, LLC. 
5. Resolution in Opposition of Reducing the Number of County Councilmembers. 

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

1. Intergovernmental Affairs Committee Special Meeting: Tue. Jul 26th at 3:30 p.m.  
2. Planning and Building Committee Special Meeting: Mon. Aug 1st at 5:15 p.m. 
3. Lodging Tax Advisory Committee: Wed. Aug. 3rd at 8:30 a.m. 
4. No City Council Meetings on August 8th or 22nd. 
5. Operations Committee: Thu. Aug. 18th CANCELLED. 
6. Special Council Meeting: Mon. Aug. 29th at 5:30 p.m. – Bid Awards. 

 
ADJOURN: 
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MINUTES OF GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL MEETING – July 11, 2011 
 

PRESENT:   Councilmembers Ekberg, Young, Franich, Conan, Malich, Payne, Kadzik 
and Mayor Hunter. 
 
CALL TO ORDER: 5:31 p.m. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 
 
CONSENT AGENDA: 

1. Approval of the Minutes of City Council Meeting of June 27, 2011. 
2. Liquor License Action: a) New Application: Red Rooster Restaurant; b) Added 

privilege: Tides Tavern. 
3. Summer Sounds - Amendment to Contract. 
4. Expenditure Approval Related to Storm Structure Void Detection.  
5. 2011 Pavement Maintenance and Repair Project – Escrow Agreement for Retainage -

Looker & Associates. 
6. Crescent Creek Property Hazmat Assessment – Consultant Services 

Contract/Parametrix.  
7. City-wide Travel Demand Model Update, Annual Capacity Availability Report and On-

Call Services for Concurrency Testing – Amendment No. 1 to Consultant Services. 
8. Resolution No. 863 – Surplus Property. 
9. Sewage Lift Station 4 Replacement – Design, Permitting, and Construction 

Management Services - Consultant Services Contracts. 
10. WWTP Improvement Project – Final Deductive Change Order.  
11. Austin Estuary Development Contract. 
12. Approval of Payment of Bills for July 11, 2011: Checks #67313 through #67421 in the 

amount of $1,454,106.94. 
13. Approval of Payroll for the month of June: Checks #6261 through #6272, check #6281 

through #6289 and direct deposits in the amount of $313,914.01. 
 

MOTION: Move to adopt the Consent Agenda as presented. 
   Ekberg / Payne – unanimously approved. 
 

PRESENTATIONS: 
Pierce Transit Update on System Redesign.  Lind Simonsen, Community Outreach 
Coordinator, reported on the reduction in bus service going into effect in October of this 
year. 
 
OLD BUSINESS: 

1. Second Reading of Ordinance – Adopting a New Commute Trip Reduction Plan. 
City Clerk Molly Towslee introduced and recommended approval of this ordinance adopting 
a Commute Trip Reduction Plan as required by state law. 

 
 
MOTION: Move to adopt Ordinance No. 1215 as presented. 

Consent Agenda - 1
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   Kadzik / Payne – unanimously approved. 
 

2. Second Reading of Ordinance - Downtown Limited Parking. City Administrator Rob 
Karlinsey presented updated information on the number and location of the proposed 
limited parking stalls. 
 

MOTION: Move to adopt Ordinance No. 1216 as presented. 
   Kadzik / Payne –  

 
Bill Fogerty – 3614 Butler Drive.  Mr. Fogerty commended the city for efforts to address the 
parking issues downtown. He spoke in favor of the flexibility to change the configuration if 
these don’t work as well as anticipated. 
 
Mr. Karlinsey explained that there will be a trial period to evaluate unforeseen problems; 
flexibility will allow staff to adjust the plan accordingly. He said that he presented the plan 
during a city-wide update to local realtors; a handful voiced opposition. 
 
Councilmember Franich said this was too broad for him to support.  Councilmember Young 
suggested postponing adoption of the ordinance to a third reading to allow further public 
comment. Councilmember Payne commented that there had been plenty of time to 
consider this ordinance. 
 

MOTION: Move to table this to the next meeting. 
   Young / Malich – two voted in favor. Councilmembers Ekberg,  
   Franich, Conan, Payne and Kadzik voted no. The motion failed. 

 
ORIGINAL MOTION: Move to adopt Ordinance No. 1216 as presented. 

   Kadzik / Payne – six voted in favor. Councilmember Franich voted no. 
 

3. Second Reading of Ordinance – Accepting Monetary Donations and Resolution 
Adopting a Monetary Donation Policy.  Rob Karlinsey presented the second reading of an 
ordinance to provide a mechanism to receive and track monetary donations and 
recommended adoption of both the ordinance and resolution. 
 

MOTION: Move to adopt Ordinance No. 1217 as presented. 
   Malich / Conan – unanimously approved. 
 
MOTION: Move to adopt Resolution No. 864 as presented. 
   Conan / Malich – unanimously approved. 

 
NEW BUSINESS:    

1. Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance – 2011 Comprehensive Plan 
Amendments. Senior Planner Jennifer Kester presented information on two proposed 
comprehensive plan amendments: Electric Vehicle Infrastructure Policies and Gig Harbor 
Bay UGA Expansion. 
 

Consent Agenda - 1
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Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 6:12 p.m.  No one came forward to speak and 
the public hearing closed.  This will return for a second reading at the next meeting. 

 
2. Public Hearing and First Reading of Ordinance – Electric Vehicle Infrastructure 

Zoning Regulations. Ms. Kester explained that this ordinance to allow electric vehicle 
infrastructure including battery charging and battery exchange stations is to ensure 
consistency  throughout the region and provide for some local control. 
 
Mayor Hunter opened the public hearing at 6:16 p.m.  No one came forward to speak and 
the public hearing closed.  This will return for a second reading at the next meeting. 

 
3. First Reading of Ordinance – Amendments to Special Events Permit.  Marketing 

Director Laureen Lund gave an overview of this ordinance that would allow for certain 
commercially organized special events. This will return for a second reading at the next 
meeting. 
 
STAFF REPORT:  
Donkey Creek Update.  City Administrator Rob Karlinsey explained that after the 
presentation tonight he would ask for Council direction on what options to present at 
community at the meeting on July 14th.  On July 25th, Council would be asked to decide 
whether or not to close N. Harborview Drive. 
 
Jim Dugan, Senior Consultant at Parametrix, explained that he had been tasked with 
preparing graphic tools to determine roadway alignment and park tree impact to help 
Council make their decision. He presented 3-D views illustrating the roadway design option 
that would remove trees and two options that shift the roadway and retain the park trees. 
The presentation included the estimated cost and level of service for five alignment options. 
 
After discussion, Council agreed with staff’s recommendation to present the one-way option 
keeping N. Harborview open and the two two-way options that retain the trees. Staff was 
asked to include parking net gain/loss, other city roundabout configurations, and Finholm 
signage options at the community meeting. 
 
Councilmember Payne asked that information be passed to the Public Works Department 
regarding thinning of the maples at Donkey Creek Park. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT:  None. 
 
MAYOR’S REPORT / COUNCIL COMMENTS:      
 
Mayor Hunter reported that at the Chamber meeting last week he was presented with an 
American Flag that had flown over Iraq on July 4th in recognition of Gig Harbor’s support of 
the military. The flag and accompanying letter of explanation will be placed in a display 
case at the Civic Center until a permanent place can be found. 
 

Consent Agenda - 1
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Councilmember Ekberg voiced appreciation to Councilmember Kadzik for watering the 
downtown flower baskets saying they add a lot to the town. 
 
Councilmember Payne mentioned the value of the Public Affairs Forum on Thursdays 
mornings at 7:00 a.m. and encouraged other Councilmembers to attend.  
 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF OTHER MEETINGS:  

1. Wastewater Treatment Plant Ribbon Cutting: Tue. July 12th at 11:30 a.m. 
2. Donkey Creek Project Community Meeting: Thu. July 14th at 6:30 p.m. at Harbor 

Ridge Middle School. 
3. Operations Committee: Thu. July 21st at 3:00 p.m.  
4. No City Council Meetings on August 8th or 22nd. 
5. Special Council Meeting: Mon. Aug. 29th at 5:30 p.m. – Maritime Pier Construction Bid 

Award.  
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION: For the purpose of discussing potential litigation per RCW 
42.30.110(1)(i). 
 

MOTION: Move to adjourn to Executive Session at 7: 16 p.m. for approximately 
ten minutes to discuss potential litigation per RCW 42.30.110(1)(i). 

   Payne / Franich – unanimously approved. 
 

MOTION: Move to return to regular session at 7:30 p.m. 
   Payne / Malich – unanimously approved. 

 
MOTION: Move to adopt Ordinance No. 1218 (The title was read into the 

record by City Attorney: An ordinance of the City of Gig Harbor 
relating to land use zoning; adopting interim zoning code 
amendments relating to medical cannabis collective gardens; 
amending Section 17.14.020 GHMC; setting a public hearing for 
July 25th, 2011 in order to take public testimony regarding the 
interim zoning code amendments; adopting a Planning Commission 
work plan; providing for severability; declaring an emergency and 
establishing an immediate effective date.)    

 Malich / Payne –  

 
AMENDMENT: Motion to add the following language to the ordinance: Section 4 – 

Interim Zoning; add ED as the designated zone; Section B – 
Separation Requirements, insert “500 feet”; Section D – 
Applications, insert “500 feet” in subsection viii, and “750 feet in 
subsection vix. 

 Ekberg / Malich – unanimously approved. 

Consent Agenda - 1
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Councilmember Franich said the ordinance eliminates an effective way for those who 
use medical marijuana to obtain it. Legal Counsel Angela Belbeck responded that this 
ordinance is about collective gardens, and people are still allowed to grow medical 
cannabis. 
 
Councilmember Young said that he will vote in favor of the ordinance, but it needs more 
work. He added that most people don’t have the knowledge to grow their own and thus 
the need for community gardens. 
 
ADJOURN: 
 
 MOTION:  Move to adjourn at 7:35p.m. 

  Kadzik / Payne – unanimously approved.                

      CD recorder utilized:  Tracks 1002 – 1020 

 
                                                                                 
                                                                                                                          
Charles L. Hunter, Mayor    Molly Towslee, City Clerk 
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CITY OF GIG HARBOR 
COMMITTEE OUTLINE MINUTES 

 
City of Gig Harbor Finance and Safety Committee 

(Council Committee Ekberg, Malich, and Payne) 
 

Date: June 20, 2011                    Time:  4:00 p.m.                 Location: Executive Conf Rm.                   Scribe: Jaci Auclair 
 
Commission Members and Staff Present:  Steve Ekberg, Ken Malich, Tim Payne, Chief Mike Davis, and Molly Towslee.   
 
Others Present:   
 
Absent:  
 

Topic / Agenda Item Main Points Discussed Recommendation/Action 
Follow-up (if needed) 

NEW BUSINESS   
 
1.  AWC / RMSA Yearly Report.  
 
 

 
Councilmember Ekberg acknowledged 
receipt of the AWC/RMSA Yearly Report. 

 
Receive and file. 

 
2.  Accident Prevention Policy / Safety 
Committee. 
 

 
Molly Towslee introduced the Accident 
Prevention Policy developed at the 
recommendation of AWC/RMSA. 
 

 
Add requirement to “not be impaired” and 
bring to council for final approval. 

 
3.  Air Guns Regulations. 

 
At citizen’s request, Chief Davis reviewed 
current ordinance on whether shooting 
varmint is permissible.  RCW 9.20.020 
does not prohibit this type of action, but 
citizens should be aware of species on the 
endangered list. 
 

 
The committee directed Chief Davis to 
advise citizen of findings. 

 
4.  Volunteer Policy. 

 
Molly Towslee introduced the Volunteer 
Policy developed at the recommendation 
of AWC/RMSA. 

 
Bring to council for final approval. 

Consent Agenda - 3c
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July 21,201 1 

Mayor & City Council 
City of Gig Harbor 
3 5 10 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 

Dear Mayor Hunter and Members of the City Council: 

As residents of The Heights neighborhood, we respectfully request that you deny Chapel Hill's 
request for a seven-year development agreement pertaining to their proposed (but not yet 
approved) land use applications. We ask that you deny the development agreement for the 
following reasons: 

Isolated Parkina Lot Abutting Residential. Chapel Hill's proposal to construct an isolated, 
stand-alone parking lot with 20-foot light poles violates the intent of the City's Design 
Manual. See attached June 1,201 1 letter to the Hearing Examiner. This parking lot will 
not have a building associated with it as the Design Manual requires; and it will be an 
attractive public nuisance, especially givens its close proximity to two high schools. 

e 12 Years. Not 7 Years. While the proposed development agreement is for seven years, 
you should view it more in terms of 12 years. Chapel Hill submitted their land use 
application five years ago, just one month before the 2006 Critical Areas Ordinance was 
adopted. Therefore, through the proposed development agreement, Chapel Hill is actually 
asking for 12 years of vesting (the five years the application has languished since 2006 
plus the seven additional years requested in the development agreement). 

We believe it is both unfair and irresponsible to allow Chapel Hill to vest under pre-2006 
Critical Areas rules for twelve years. The Critical Areas Ordinance is a significant City 
policy that was adopted for the benefit of the environment and the community. Chapel 
Hill knows that they cannot build their proposed parking lot if they had to follow today's 
rules that have been in place for the past five years, 

We are also questioning whether Chapel Hill's land use applications are still valid- 
changes to the application have occurred over the last five years and may warrant a new 
application under today's rules and regulations. 

Little o r ' ~ o  Consideration for the Citv. We have not seen the proposed development 
agreement, but we respectfully ask what is being offered to the City by Chapel Hill in 
return for 12 years of vesting under obsolete rules? (We have suggestions later in this 
letter) 

"Need More Time for Fund Raising" Is Not A Good Reason. We're hearing that Chapel 
Hill needs a total of 12 years of vesting because of the economy and the resulting 
additional time needed to raise the funds necessary to construct the proposed site 
improvements. Since when has a developer's lack of financing been a reason for the City 







Brian and Stephanie Ward 
7887 Beardsley Avenue Northwest 
Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 

June 1,2011 

Kristin Moerler, Associate Planner 
City of Gig Harbor 
3510 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 

Dear Kristin, 

Thank you for meeting today with my wife and explaining Chapel Hill Church's conditional use 
permit request and site plan review process. My prior letter, dated September 17,2008, cited 
our request that the permit be denied. Our position has not changed. The isolated and 
dislocated proposed parking lot in the northwest corner of the church's property remains 
objectionable for a number of reasons. 

First, there is no necessity for the 122 space lot planned within a mere 30 feet of the property 
line. Adequate parking spaces both on the church grounds and in immediately surrounding 
businesses (Centurylink and the public schools on Rosedale Street) provide a myriad of options 
both on Sunday and throughout the weekday evenings. In the Traffic Impact Analysis Final 
Report dated July 2003, item 5 in the conclusions section stated "no additional parking facilities 
will be neededJ'. At that time, we made no objections to the church's eastside expansion 
because the city planners assured us our neighborhood would not be impacted. Nothing has 
changed. The church was allowed to expand based on the supposition that no additional 
parking spaces would be needed. 

Second, there are environmental considerations which make the northwest corner parking lot 
ill-advised. The topography slopes downward from our neighborhood's backyard fences and 
toward a substantial wetland area immediately to the south. Several trees have come down 
due to the unstable ground within and just outside our property's southeast corner. The runoff 
from the proposed parking lot would only add to the problem and further destabilize the area. 
Additionally, the wetland appears to have markedly grown in area since the last wetland study. 
We recommend an updated study of the wetland issues. Since there has been no development 
of the area by the church since 2006, the city should hold the church's site plan to the current 
regulations regarding buffers and setbacks. A 100-foot wetland buffer (the current 
requirement) should be enforced. 

Third, an unmonitored and totally isolated parking lot (whether gated or not) would invite 
unauthorized use. In the past few years we have had teenagers walking the fence line and 
smoking tobacco and other substances during school hours. A parking lot would facilitate 
similar trespasses with the added prospect of vehicle prowls, graffiti and burglaries to adjacent 
residences since there would be easy access to backyard fences. 

A final objection concerns quality of life issues for our neighborhood. When the parking lot is  in 
use, the related sounds of over one hundred vehicles starting and stopping, doors slamming and 



occupants conversing to and from church would negatively impact the quality of life of the 
residential property owners. Air pollution from the exhaust of idling vehicles would be a health 
concern and nuisance. Additionally, the planned retention pond would hold water and increase 
the propagation of mosquitoes in the current wetland area. This would limit our opportunities 
to enjoy our backyard activities. Currently, the wetland recedes during the relatively drier 
summer months. The church does not adequately maintain or repair the retention pond on the 
south end of the property. Stagnant water routinely flows over the city-maintained sidewalk 
and onto North Creek Lane. 

The proposed 122 space parking lot and associated retention pond are clearly in violation of 
GHMC 17.64.040 (B) in that they would "be detrimental to the public health, safety, comfort, 
convenience, and general welfare" and would "adversely affect the established character of 
the surrounding neighborhood" (our neighborhood). We advocate against the approval of the 
conditional use permit relative to the 122 space parking lot and retention pond. 

Best regards, 

Brian Ward Stephanie Ward 



June 1,201 1 

Attn: Gig Harbor Hearing Examiner 
3 5 10 Grandview Street 
Gig Harbor, WA 9833 5 

Greetings: 

As explained in this letter, I respecthlly request that you deny approval of Chapel Hill's land use 
applications PL-SPR-06-00 13, PL-CUP-06-0009, PL-DEV- 10-0003, and PL-SEPA-06-0025. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Chapel Hill land use applications. Chapel Hill 
is an asset to the community, and we appreciate all of the good this organization accomplishes. 
However, as next-door neighbors to Chapel Hill's proposed site development, we believe Chapel 
Hill's land use applications should be denied for the following reasons: 

First, we understand that Chapel Hill's land use applications were submitted just one month 
before the City's changes to its critical areas ordinance went into effect back in 2006. 
Presumably, Chapel Hill timed its application submittal so that it could vest under less restrictive 
wetland buffer requirements-50 feet under the old code vs. 100 feet under current code. We 
respecthlly ask you to consider whether Chapel Hill's land use applications can indeed vest 
under outdated regulations. The following points support this conclusion: 

1. The land use applications are five years old, as is the critical areas ordinance which 
Chapel Hill is trying to evade. It is our understanding that fault for this extraordinarily 
long languishing period rests primarily with the property owner. Is it really the City's 
intent for neglected land use applications to vest under outdated rules indefinitely? An 
approved site plan expires after only three years-it is neither fair nor logical that an 
unapproved, languishing application vests indefinitely while an approved application 
expires relatively quickly. 

2. Wetlands change over time. The last wetland delineation and categorization for the 
proposed site plan was completed in 2006-almost five years ago, and we believe basing 
your decision on an out-of-date wetland study would be inappropriate. Because of the 
length of time that has elapsed, we recommend that Chapel Hill conduct a new wetland 
delineation and categorization study and then submit new land use applications under 
current rules and regulations. The changes resulting from a current study may likely be 
substantial enough to require an entirely new land use application (and therefore require 
compliance with existing regulations). 

Wetlands are dynamic ecosystems that can fluctuate and change in size and type 
relatively quickly. We actually have reason to believe that at least one of Chapel Hill's 
wetland ponds have expanded recently-evidence of this growth can be seen as water 
from one of the ponds routinely spills over onto the North Creek Lane sidewalk and street. 



Second, we do not believe that an isolated parking lot with no associated use in the proximate 
vicinity meets the intent of the City's standards. From reading the City's Design Manual, asphalt 
parking areas should not be the dominant or primary feature of any site. Section 17.99.330 of the 
Design Manual states that, "Parking lots and parking structures should not visually dominate Gig 
Harbor's urban setting." The proposed isolated parking lot's frontage and access is on Rosedale 
Street, a main thoroughfare. 

Furthermore, paragraph E of that same section reads as follows: 

E. Minimize parking in front of buildings (IBE). 
No more than 50 percent of required parking may be located 
forward of the front facade of a building. In this context, the 
front facade of the building shall be any side facing or abutting 
the street providing primary access to the site. I fa  site has 
frontage on more than one street providing primary access, it 
shall be the longest of its street frontages. 

From reading this paragraph, we believe that parking areas are intended to be associated with and 
screened by buildings, not isolated and distant from buildings-especially parking lots that front 
a main arterial such as Rosedale Street. With no associated building in the vicinity and with the 
lot's primary access and frontage on Rosedale Street, 100% of the parking should be considered 
"forward of the front," and therefore in violation of the 50% maximum in paragraph E above. 
The proposed plan does show some vegetation screening along Rosedale. However, no amount 
of frontage screening should exempt the parking lot from the 50% rule. 

We are also concerned with the increased security risks that placing an un-supervised, isolated 
parking lot far from the church grounds and close to the neighboring high school will invite. 
Though we understand that the church is proposing a gate to keep out automobile trafEc, we 
hardly think such a gate would deter any pedestrians. We have witnessed juveniles, presumably 
from the high school, using the property as a hangout and thoroughfare and are worried that 
removing the existing vegetation will make for even easier access to loitering, smoking, graffiti, 
and other criminal activity. We are concerned, furthermore, that those activities will spill over 
into the residential area more easily. Therefore, we believe that creating such an attractive 
nuisance is not in keeping with the City's statutory intent to protect residential neighborhoods 
from negative externalities of non-residential uses. 

For all of the reasons listed above, we respectfully request that you deny approval of Chapel 
Hill's site plan application and conditional use permit application. 

Requested Conditions if Approved 

Should the plans for the parking lot section be approved, we request changes to the application to 
mitigate its detrimental effects on our neighborhood. We first want to point out our gratitude for 
Chapel Hill's flexibility and willingness to preserve the large, old Maple tree on the northwest 
corner of the site. Preservation of this magnificent tree will help with screening and will also 



assist in maintaining the character of the neighborhood; we request that maintaining this tree, 
including sufficient clearance around the tree, remain a requirement should the application be 
approved. 

Parking, Lot Lighting 

In addition, we request that Chapel Hill change its parking lot lighting proposal. Currently, 
Chapel Hill is proposing 20-foot-tall parking lot lights, the maximum height allowed for parking 
lot lighting. The Outdoor Lighting Section 17.99.350 of the Design Manual states that 
"protection of neighborhoods" is an important goal of the City's outdoor lighting design 
standards. Please refer to paragraph A, "Keep light sources hidden from public view," and 
paragraph D, "Avoid Excessive Light Throw." In keeping with these standards, 20-foot-tall light 
poles are not appropriate next to a residential neighborhood. We request that the height of the 
light poles for the proposed parking lot be limited to 12 feet tall. 

In addition, we request that the permit, if approved, require "noiseless" light bulbs in the parking 
lot lights. Sodium vapor and other bulbs produce a loud buzzing sound that is very unpleasant. 

Buffer 

We understand that the proposed site plan includes a 30-foot vegetated buffer between the 
parking lot and the residential neighborhood, and we request that this buffer remain a condition if 
the permit is approved. In addition, we request that a dense row of non-deciduous fir trees be 
planted along the residential property line and that the parking lot not be permitted to be 
constructed until the trees are at least 15 feet tall or the last year of the permit life, whichever is 
sooner. 

Thank you for reviewing and considering our concerns. Attached to this letter is my September 3, 
2008 letter to Planning Director Tom Dolan. With the exception of the Maple tree (which is now 
proposed to remain), this letter is still relevant and needs to be included in your consideration 
and part of the official record. 

We also understand that in conjunction with its site plan and CUP application, Chapel Hill has 
requested a development agreement with the City. I have been told that tkis DA will be 
considered separately from the Hearing Examiner process, and I therefore reserve my right to 
make additional requests and comments on project phasing and other issues pertaining to the DA 
at a later date. 

Sincerely, 

Michelle Karlinsey 
7969 Beardsley Avenue 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335 
253-853-2846 
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                                      Business of the City Council 
City of Gig Harbor, WA 

 
 

 
Subject:   Resolution Opposing the  
Reduction of the Pierce County Council 
From Seven to Five Members. 
 
Proposed Council Action:   
 
Adopt the attached Resolution. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Expenditure     Amount   Appropriation 
Required $0    Budgeted   $0            Required           $0

 
INFORMATION / BACKGROUND 
 
Proposal Number 2011-53 to amend the County Charter to reduce the number of County 
Council seats from seven to five is before Pierce County Council Rules Committee on July 
25th and full Council on August 9th, 2011. If approved, the proposal will be presented to the 
voters of Pierce County at the general election on November 8, 2011. 
 
If the County Charter is amended to reduce the number of County Council seats, 
approximately 45,000 new residents would be added to each Council District.  This action 
would further dilute representation from the west side of the Tacoma Narrows Bridge which 
already struggles to have their voice heard by the County Council. 
 
Approval would require the recent redistricting process to be performed again and precludes 
new elections for District 7 until 2014.  
 
FISCAL CONSIDERATION 
 
N/A 
 
BOARD OR COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 
N/A 
 
RECOMMENDATION / MOTION 
 
Move to: Adopt the attached Resolution. 

Dept. Origin: City Council 
 
Prepared by:    Councilmember Derek Young 
 
For Agenda of: July 25, 2011 
 
Exhibits:             Resolution  
                                                            Initial & Date 
 
Concurred by Mayor:         __________ 
Approved by City Administrator:   __________ 
Approved as to form by City Atty:   by e-mail 
Approved by Finance Director:         __________ 
Approved by Department Head:   __________ 
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RESOLUTION NO.  
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GIG 
HARBOR, WASHINGTON, OPPOSING PIERCE COUNTY 
COUNCIL PROPOSAL NUMBER 2011-53, ENTITLED “AN 
ORDINANCE OF THE PIERCE COUNTY COUNCIL PROPOSING 
AMENDMENTS TO THE PIERCE COUNTY CHARTER 
REDUCING IN SIZE THE PIERCE COUNTY COUNCIL FROM 
SEVEN TO FIVE MEMBERS; PHASING IN THE REDUCTION OF 
COUNCILMEMBERS WITH ELECTIONS AND TERMS OF 
OFFICE; AMENDING SECTIONS 2.15 AND 10.55 OF THE 
PIERCE COUNTY CHARTER; ADDING A NEW SECTION 10.80 
TO THE PIERCE COUNTY CHARTER; ESTABLISHING 
EFFECTIVE DATES; REQUESTING THE AUDITOR TO SUBMIT 
THESE AMENDMENTS TO THE VOTERS AT THE NOVEMBER 
2011 GENERAL ELECTION; AND REQUESTING THE 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY TO DRAFT AN APPROPRIATE 
BALLOT TITLE.” 
 

 
 WHEREAS, Proposal Number 2011-53, after hearing on July 25th, 2011 

before the Pierce County Council Rules Committee and full Council on August 

9th, 2011, will be presented to the voters of Pierce County at the general election 

on November 8, 2011; and 

 WHEREAS, Proposal Number 2011-53 would submit a question to the 

voters to amend the County Charter to reduce the number of County Council 

seats from seven to five; and 

 WHEREAS, Proposal Number 2011-53 would add approximately 45,000 

new residents to each Council District, further diluting representation from the 

west side of the Tacoma Narrows Bridge; and  

 WHEREAS, the peninsulas and more specifically, the City of Gig Harbor 

already struggle to have their voice heard by the County Council; and  
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 WHEREAS, only the smallest of cities in Washington have five member 

councils; and  

WHEREAS, 2011-53 would require the recently completed redistricting 

process to be performed again; and 

WHEREAS, 2011-53 precludes new elections for the district representing 

the peninsulas until 2014; and 

 WHEREAS, 2011-53 did not come from the freeholder process of 

amending the County Charter which requires extensive public outreach and 

comment; and 

 WHEREAS, the cost savings achieved by reducing Council salaries would 

likely be reduced by the additional staff necessary to represent such large 

constituencies; and  

 WHEREAS, on July 25, 2011, the Gig Harbor City Council considered this 

Resolution during its regular City Council meeting, in the spirit of RCW 

42.17.130(1), which permits a City Council to adopt a resolution in support, or in 

opposition to a ballot proposition as long as there is notice of the meeting and the 

public is afforded the opportunity to express opposing views; Now, Therefore,  

 BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE GIG HARBOR CITY COUNCIL AS 

FOLLOWS: 

 The City Council of the City of Gig Harbor opposes adoption of Pierce 

County Council Proposal Number 2011-53 due to the detrimental impacts 

outlined above. 

 PASSED THIS 25th day of July,  2011. 
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      _______________________________ 
      MAYOR CHARLES HUNTER 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________ 
Molly Towslee, City Clerk 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_________________________  
Angela Belbeck, City Attorney 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  07/21/11 
Adopted:  07/25/11 
Resolution No.: 
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