
City Council meetings are wheelchair accessible. American Sign Language (ASL) interpretation  
is available upon request. Please phone (425) 295-0500 at least 48 hours in advance.  

Assisted Listening Devices are also available upon request. 
 

 

 
 

AGENDA 
Revised 

 
 6:30 pm – 10:00 pm             
October 4, 2016          
 
Call to Order 
 
Roll Call 
 
Pledge of Allegiance 
 
Approval of Agenda 
 
Student Liaison Reports 
 
Presentations/Proclamations 
 
 Introduction of New Police Chief 

 
 Resolution: (Supporting/Opposing) Sound Transit (A Regional Transit Authority):  

 
Proposition No. 1 concerning Light-Rail, Commuter-Rail, and Bus Service 
Expansion 
 
The Sound Transit Board passed Resolution No. R2016-17 concerning 
expansion of mass transit in King, Pierce, and Snohomish counties. This 
measure would expand light-rail, commuter-rail, and bus rapid transit 
service to connect population and growth centers, and authorize Sound 
Transit to levy or impose: an additional 0.5% sales and use tax; a property 
tax of $0.25 or less per $1,000 of assessed valuation; and additional 0.8% 
motor-vehicle excise tax; and use existing taxes to fund the local share of 
the $53.8 billion estimated cost (including inflation), with continuing 
independent audits, as described in the Mass Transit Guide and Resolution 
No. R2016-17. Should this measure be: 
Approved [   ]  
Rejected   [    ] 

City Council, Regular Meeting 



City Council meetings are wheelchair accessible. American Sign Language (ASL) interpretation  
is available upon request. Please phone (425) 295-0500 at least 48 hours in advance.  

Assisted Listening Devices are also available upon request. 
 

 
Public Comment 
Note: This is an opportunity for the public to address the Council. Three-minutes limit per person or 
five-minutes if representing the official position of a recognized community organization. If you would 
like to show a video or PowerPoint, it must be submitted or emailed by 5 pm, the end of the business 
day, to the City Clerk, Melonie Anderson at manderson@sammamish.us. Please be aware that 
Council meetings are videotaped and available to the public.  
 
Consent Calendar 
 

• Payroll for period ending September 15, 2016 for pay date September 20, 2016 
in the amount of $ 347,772.16 

1. Approval: Claims For Period Ending October 4, 2016 In The Amount Of $427,287.73 
For Check No. 45494 Through 45579 

2. Resolution: Accepting The “2015 Pavement Repair” Project As Complete. 
3. Interlocal Agreements: School Resource Officers/Lake Washington School District & 

Issaquah School District 
4. Approval: Minutes from the September 20, 2016 Special meeting.  

 
Public Hearings - None 
 
Unfinished Business 
 

5. Update: SE 4th Street Improvement Project 
 

6. Discussion: Policy for Private Property Storm and Surface Water Management 
Responsibilities 

 
New Business 
 

7. Ordinance: First Reading Granting Puget Sound Energy, Inc., A Franchise To 
Construct, Extend, Maintain, And Operate Facilities In The Public Rights-Of-Way 
In The Franchise Area To Transmit, Distribute, And Sell Gas And Energy For 
Power, Heat And Light, And Any Other Purposes For Which Gas And Energy May 
Be Used; Providing For Severability; And Establishing An Effective Date 
 

 
Council Reports/ Council Committee Reports 
 
City Manager Report 
 
 Update: Dangerous Tree Removal at Pine Lake Park 

 
Executive Session – If necessary 
 
Adjournment 

mailto:manderson@sammamish.us
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AGENDA CALENDAR 
 
Meeting 
Date 

Packet 
Material Due Time Meeting Type Topics 

Oct 2016     
Tues 10/11 10/05 5:30 pm Special Joint w/ 

SPWSD Meeting 
Presentations & Discussion: 2017-18 Biennial Budget 
Council Commission Appointment Process 

Tues 10/18 10/12 6:30 pm Regular Meeting Public Hearing/Ordinance: First Reading Public Works 
Standards 

 
Consent Agenda: 
Approval: 2017-2018 Human Service Grants 
Resolution: Accepting the EHS Turf Replacement Project as 
Complete/Coast to Coast 

Resolution: Final Plat Approval of the Penny Lane North 
Subdivision – FSUB 2016-00215 

Facility Rental Fee Policy Revisions 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Nov 2016     
Tues 11/1 10/26 6:30 pm Regular Meeting Public Hearing/First Reading: Ordinance 2017 Property Tax Levy 

Public Hearing/First Reading: Ordinance 2017-18 Biennial 
Budget 

Public Hearing : Ordinance First Reading Adopting Storm and 
Surface Water Management Comp Plan 

Second Reading Adopting Public Works Standards 
Presentation PC Handoff: Surface Water Design Manual 
Presentation PC Handoff: Low Impact Design Code Update 
 
Consent Agenda: 
Resolution: 2017 Salary Schedule 
Resolution: 2017 Master Fee Schedule 
 

Tues 11/8 11/02 6:30 pm Study Session Discussion: Comp Plan Amendments – Housing Element 
Discussion: 2017-18 Comprehensive Plan Amendment Docket 
Discussion: Surface Water Design Manual 
Discussion: Low Impact Design Code Update 
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Tues 11/15 11/09 6:30 pm Regular Meeting Public Hearing/Ordinance: First Reading Comp Plan 
Amendments – Housing Elements 

Public Hearing/Resolution: Comprehensive Plan Amendments – 
2017 Docket 

Public Hearing/Ordinance: First Reading of School Impact Fee 
Updates 

Public Hearing: Ordinance First Reading Surface Water Design 
Manual 

Public Hearing: Ordinance First Reading Low Impact Design 
Code Update 

Second Reading Ordinance 2017 Property Tax Levy 
Second Reading: Ordinance 2017-18 Biennial Budget 
Ordinance: Second Reading Adopting Storm and Surface Water 
Management Comp Plan 

 
Consent Agenda: 
Contract: 2017 Water Quality Monitoring Ebright Creek/TBD 
Contract: Non-Motorized Plan Consultant/TBD 
 

Dec 2016     
Mon 12/5  5:30 -

8:00 pm 
Volunteer 

Recognition 
Dinner 

 

Tues 12/6 11/30 6:30 pm Regular Meeting Ordinance: Second Reading Comp Plan Amendments – Housing 
Elements 

Second Reading Adopting Surface Water Design Manual 
Second Reading Adopting Low Impact Design Code Update 
Second Reading: Ordinance 2017-18 Biennial Budget (if 
needed) 
 
Consent Agenda: 
Resolution: Final Acceptance 2016 Asphalt Overlay Program 
Resolution: Final Acceptance Intelligent Transportation System  
Phase 1 Project 

Ordinance: Second Reading of School Impact Fee Updates 
 

Tues 12/13 12/7 5:00 pm Joint Meeting/w 
Planning 

Commission 

Discussion: Urban Forestry Management Plan Scope of Work 
Discussion: Parks, Recreation and Open Space (PRO) Plan 

Update Scope of Work 
Discussion: YMCA Property 
Parks, Public Works & Facilities Maintenance Contracts 
Parks & Public Works Engineering Support Services Contracts 
Appointment/Contract: Hearing Examiner Services 
Contract: Code and Comp Plan Updates/Code Publishing 

Tues 12/20 12/14 6:30 pm Regular Meeting  
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 To Be Scheduled Parked Items Parked Items 
 • Economic Development Plan 

• Traffic Impact Fee Update 
• Department Reports 
• Discussion: Concurrency 

Ordinance 
• Comprehensive Plan 

Transportation Element 
(2017) 

• Contract: SE 24th St Sidewalk 
Design/TBD 

• Lake Sammamish Water 
Level 

• Connectivity Model Process 
• Bid Award: 212th Way Repair 

(Snake Hill)/TBD 
• Contract: 212th Way Repair 

Construction Support/TBD 
• Final Acceptance: Inglewood 

Trunkline Porject 
• Bid Award: Beaver Lake Drive 

NTMP Project/TBD 
• Resolution: Private Property 

Surface Water Management 
Policy 

 

• Review of regulations regarding the 
overlay areas, low impact 
development and special protection 
areas for lakes 

• Discussion: Inner City Bus Service 
• Good Samaritan Law 
• Contract: Major Stormwater Facility 

Repair/TBD 
 

• Mountains to Sound 
Greenway 

• Sustainability/Climate 
Change 
 

 





If you are looking for facility rentals, please click here.

September October 2016 November

Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday
1
8:30 a.m.
Trail Work at Evans Creek
Preserve
10 a.m.
Sammamish Walks

2
3
10 a.m.
Transportation Committee
Special Meeting

4
8:30 a.m.
Trail Work at Beaver Lake
Preserve
5 p.m.
City Council Office Hour
6:30 p.m.
City Council Meeting

5
6:30 p.m.
Parks and Recreation
Commission Meeting
10:30 p.m.
Health/Human Services
Committee Meeting

6
9 a.m.
Finance Committee
Meeting
6:30 p.m.
Planning Commission
Meeting

7
9:30 a.m.
Transportation Committee
Meeting

8
10 a.m.
Mayor's Month of Concern
Food Drive
10 a.m.
10th Annual Sammamish
Arts Fair

9
10 a.m.
10th Annual Sammamish
Arts Fair

10

11
5:30 p.m.
Joint Meeting w/
Sammamish Plateau Water
& Sewer

12
13
10 a.m.
Communications
Committee Meeting

14
8:30 a.m.
Art Exhibit

15
9 a.m.
Sammamish Fall Recycling
Collection Event
9 a.m.
Sammamish Disaster
Preparedness Fair

16
8:30 a.m.
Trail Work at Beaver Lake
Preserve

17
18
6:30 p.m.
City Council Meeting

19
9:30 a.m.
Transportation Committee
Meeting

20
1 p.m.
Joint Meeting with Central
WA University Board
6:30 p.m.
Planning Commission
Meeting

21
22
1 p.m.
Theater of Possibility

23
24
6:30 p.m.
Arts Commission Meeting

25 26
27
6:30 p.m.
Planning Commission
Special Meeting

28
29
9 a.m.
Volunteer at Ebright Creek

30
8:30 a.m.
Trail Work at Beaver Lake
Preserve

31
3 p.m.
Halloween Happening
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October November 2016 December

Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday
1
12 p.m.
Cheryll Leo­Gwin Exhibit
5 p.m.
City Council Office Hour
6:30 p.m.
City Council Meeting

2
6:30 p.m.
Parks and Recreation
Commission Meeting

3
9 a.m.
Finance Committee
Meeting
6:30 p.m.
Planning Commission
Meeting

4
9:30 a.m.
Transportation Committee
Meeting

5

6 7
8
6:30 p.m.
City Council Study Session

9
10
6 p.m.
Artist's Opening Reception

11 12

13 14
15
6:30 p.m.
City Council Meeting

16
9:30 a.m.
Transportation Committee
Meeting

17
10 a.m.
Blood Drive
6:30 p.m.
Planning Commission
Meeting

18
19
11:45 a.m.
Gen­Fusion Workshop

20 21 22 23 24 25 26

27
28
6:30 p.m.
Arts Commission Meeting

29 30
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Presentation:  

 

Introduction and welcoming of the new 
Sammamish Police Chief Michelle Bennett 
 

 

Presentation # 1



Presentation # 1



 
  

Meeting Date: October 4, 2016 Date Submitted: 9/23/2016 
 

Originating Department: City Manager 
 
Clearances: 
 Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Public Safety 

☐ Admin Services  Finance & IT ☐ Public Works 

 City Manager ☐ Parks & Recreation   

 
Subject:    Resolution (supporting/opposing) Sound Transit (A Regional Transit Authority) 

Proposition No. 1: Light-Rail, Commuter-Rail and Bus Service Expansion (ST3) 
 

Action Required:    Take Public Testimony, affording both proponents and opponents approximately 
equal speaking time. After public testimony, consider either supporting or opposing 
the proposition or take no action.  

 
Exhibits:    1. Resolution in Support of ST3 

2. Resolution Opposing ST3 
3. ST3 Resolution R2016-17 
4. Voter’s Pamphlet Extract 

 
Budget:    Not Applicable 

 

 
Summary Statement: RCW 42.17A.555 – Use of public office or agency facilities in campaigns – 
Prohibition – Exceptions: 

(1) Action taken at an open public meeting by members of an elected legislative body or by an elected 
board, council or commission…to express a collective decision, or to actually vote upon a motion, 
proposal, resolution, order, or ordinance, or to support or oppose a ballot proposition so long as, 
(a) any required notice of the meeting includes the title and number of the ballot proposition, and 
(b) members of the legislative body, members of the board, council, or commission of the special 
purpose district, or members of the public are afforded an approximately equal opportunity for 
the expression of an opposing view. 
 

Background: Council has directed staff to add two resolutions (one expressing support and one 
expressing opposition) to Sound Transit Proposition No.1. In order to meet the requirements of RCW 
42.17A.555, representatives of the pro and con campaigns have been invited to each make a 10-minute 
presentation. Presentations will be followed by additional time for public comment. Once pro and con 
presentations and public comment are complete, Council may take action on one of the attached 
resolutions. 
 
Financial Impact: N/A 

City Council Agenda Bill 

Presentation # 2



 
Recommended Motion:  Council has the option of taking the following action: 
 

1. Approve Resolution supporting Sound Transit (A Regional Transit Authority) Proposition No. 1: 
Light-Rail, Commuter-Rail and Bus Service Expansion 
 

2. Approve Resolution opposing Sound Transit (A Regional Transit Authority) Proposition No. 1: 
Light-Rail, Commuter-Rail and Bus Service Expansion 
 

3. Do not adopt either Resolution 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

RESOLUTION NO. R2016-______ 
__________________________________________________________________________ 
 

A RESOLUTION Supporting Sound Transit (A Regional 
Transit Authority) Proposition No. 1 concerning Light-
Rail, Commuter-Rail, and Bus Service Expansion. 

 
WHEREAS, Sound Transit (A Regional Transit Authority) Proposition No. 1 has 

been certified for the November 8, 2016 election ballot with the following official Ballot 
Title: 

The Sound Transit Board passed Resolution No. R2016-17 concerning expansion of 
mass transit in King, Pierce, and Snohomish counties. This measure would expand 
light-rail, commuter-rail, and bus rapid transit service to connect population and 
growth centers, and authorize Sound Transit to levy or impose: an additional 0.5% 
sales and use tax; a property tax of $0.25 or less per $1,000 of assessed valuation; 
and additional 0.8% motor-vehicle excise tax; and use existing taxes to fund the 
local share of the $53.8 billion estimated cost (including inflation), with continuing 
independent audits, as described in the Mass Transit Guide and Resolution No. 
R2016-17. Should this measure be: 
Approved [   ]  
Rejected   [    ] 

 
WHEREAS, our region adds 230 people every day, and transportation solutions are 

needed to address this rapid growth; and 
 

WHEREAS, one light rail line can carry 16,000 people per hour, while a 
general-purpose freeway lane moves just 2,000 cars per hour; and 

 
WHEREAS, Sound Transit Proposition 1 helps working families, students, seniors, 

and people with disabilities get to jobs, school and healthcare; and 
 

WHEREAS, Sound Transit Proposition 1 proposes to expand public transit 
throughout the region in the following manners: 

 
• Adding 37 new light rail stations connecting employment, growth, and population 

centers, with trains serving Everett via the industrial center near Paine Field, 
Ballard, South Lake Union, Seattle Center, West Seattle, South Kirkland, Bellevue, 
Issaquah, Federal Way, Fife, Tacoma, and Tacoma Community College. 

Exhibit 1



• Adding longer trains to commuter rail service; new Tillicum (Joint Base Lewis- 
McChord) and DuPont stations; and more bus, pedestrian, bicycle, and parking 
facilities at stations. 

 
• Bus rapid transit runs every 15 minutes all day (every 10 minutes during peak 

commute hours), with new freeway stations along I-405/SR 518 (Lynwood— 
Bellevue—Burien) and SR 522/NE 145th (UW-Bothell—Kenmore—Lake Forest 
Park—Shoreline light-rail station). 

 
• Early investments improve bus service (1) on certain Rapid-Ride routes in 

Seattle; (2) along Pacific Avenue/SR 7 to the Tacoma Dome; (3) on routes 
serving Sumner and Lakewood stations; and (4) by operating on freeway 
shoulders where permitted. 

 
WHEREAS, having complied with the requirements of RCW 42.17A.555 regarding 

notice and an equal opportunity for testimony in support of and in opposition to Sound 
Transit Proposition 1; 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 

WASHINGTON, DO RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Section 1. The City Council of the City of Sammamish declares its support of Sound 
Transit Proposition 1 and urges voters to vote “yes” on Sound Transit Proposition 1. 
 

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF 
ON THE _____ DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2016. 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 

        ________________________ 
        Mayor Donald J. Gerend 

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
_________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
_________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  September 19, 2016 
Passed by the City Council:  
Resolution No.:  R2016-____ 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

RESOLUTION NO. R2016-______ 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

A RESOLUTION Opposing Sound Transit (A Regional 
Transit Authority) Proposition No. 1 concerning Light-Rail, 
Commuter-Rail, and Bus Service Expansion. 

 
WHEREAS, Sound Transit (A Regional Transit Authority) Proposition No. 1 has 

been certified for the November 8, 2016 election ballot with the following official Ballot 
Title: 

 
The Sound Transit Board passed Resolution No. R2016-17 concerning expansion of 
mass transit in King, Pierce, and Snohomish counties. This measure would expand 
light-rail, commuter-rail, and bus rapid transit service to connect population and 
growth centers, and authorize Sound Transit to levy or impose: an additional 0.5% 
sales and use tax; a property tax of $0.25 or less per $1,000 of assessed valuation; and 
additional 0.8% motor-vehicle excise tax; and use existing taxes to fund the local 
share of the $53.8 billion estimated cost (including inflation), with continuing 
independent audits, as described in the Mass Transit Guide and Resolution No. 
R2016-17. Should this measure be: 

 
Approved [   ]  
Rejected   [    ] 
 

WHEREAS, Sound Transit Proposition 1 proposes to expend approximately 
$54 billion to expand public transit throughout the region; and 

 
WHEREAS, despite the expenditure of approximately $54 billion, Sound Transit 

Proposition 1 increases transit share only 1% and does not reduce traffic congestion; and 
 

WHEREAS, funding for Sound Transit Proposition 1 comes from several sources, 
including existing taxes, fares, and grants; a 0.5% sales/use tax increase; a property tax of 
$0.25 or less per $1,000 of assessed valuation; and a 0.8% motor-vehicle excise tax increase; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, under Sound Transit Proposition 1, property taxes will be diverted 

away from schools to fund Sound Transit, rather than other needs like education, 
homelessness, public safety, and parks; and 
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WHEREAS, having complied with the requirements of RCW 42.17A.555 regarding 
notice and an equal opportunity for testimony in support of and in opposition to Sound Transit 
Proposition 1; now, therefore; 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 

WASHINGTON, DO RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1. The City Council of the City of Sammamish declares its opposition to 
Sound Transit Proposition 1 and urges voters to vote “no” on Sound Transit Proposition 1. 

 
 

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF 
ON THE _____ DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2016. 
 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
 

        ________________________ 
        Mayor Donald J. Gerend 

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
_________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
_________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 

 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  September 19, 2016 
Passed by the City Council:  
Resolution No.:  R2016-____ 
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RESOLUTION NO. R2016-17  
EXHIBIT A-1 
 

NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION 
REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY BOUNDARY 

 
 
The following description provides a listing of the features that were used as the boundary for the 
Regional Transit Authority as approved by Resolution No. 37 on September 23, 1994, as amended 
by resolution No. 53 adopted January 13, 1995, as amended by resolution No. 75 adopted August 
23, 1996, as amended by resolution No. 10 adopted June 13, 2002 and as amended by resolution 
No. R2013-10, adopted May 23, 2013. Additionally, the boundary of the Regional Transit Authority 
has been amended by annexations pursuant to Substitute Senate Bill 6271. The names for the 
physical features are those contained in the 2001 Thomas Guide.  All references to City Limit 
boundaries and Corporation boundaries are those that were in force as of August 1996, unless 
otherwise stated. All references to roads and highways refer to the Right of Way of that road or 
highway which is farthest from the center of the Regional Transit Authority district as described in 
this text, unless otherwise stated in the text.  All references to railroad Right of Ways refer to the 
Right of Way which is farthest from the center of the Regional Transit Authority district as 
described in this text, unless otherwise stated in the text.  All references to rivers, creeks and other 
waterways refer to the center or the centerline of the water body, unless otherwise described. 
 
Snohomish County 
Beginning at the intersection of the shore of Possession Sound and the Snohomish River 
proceeding easterly following the Snohomish River to the western boundary of the area 
annexed to Everett by Everett City Ordinance 942-83, 
Continuing northerly, following the western boundary of the area annexed to Everett by 
Everett City Ordinance 942-83 to the north shore of Smith Island on Possession Sound, 
Easterly through Possession Sound to Steamboat Slough,  
Easterly along Steamboat Slough to Interstate 5,  
Southerly on Interstate 5 to 12th Street NE,  
East on 12th Street NE to 51st Avenue NE and the east boundary of Section 16, Township 
29N, Range 5E,  
South along the east boundary of Section 16, Township 29N, Range 5E to Union Slough,  
Southwesterly following Union Slough to the intersection with the Snohomish River, 
Generally southerly, following the Snohomish River to the east line of Section 5, Township 
28N, Range 5E, 
South along the west boundary of Section 4, Township 28N, Range 5E to the E-W centerline of 
Section 4, Township 28N, Range 5E,  
East along the E-W centerline of Section 4, Township 28N, Range 5E to the N-S centerline of 
said Section and the western boundary of the Marshland Annexation to Everett, as approved 
by Everett City Ordinance 3227-11, 
North, thence southeasterly, thence west, thence southeasterly, thence southwesterly, thence 
southerly, thence west along the Marshland Annexation to Everett boundary to west line of 
the SE Quarter of  Section 4, Township 28N, R5E, 
South along the N-S centerline of Sections 4 and 9, Township 28N, Range 5E to the north 
boundary of Section 16, Township 28N, Range 5E, 
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Resolution No. R2016-17  Page 2 of 15 
Exhibit A-1 

West along the north boundary of Section 16, Township 28N, Range 5E to Lowell-Larimer 
Road, 
Southeasterly on Lowell-Larimer Road to the northern boundary of Section 21, Township 
28N, Range 5E,  
West along the northern boundary of Section 21, Township 28N, Range 5E to the NW corner 
of the NW Quarter of the NE Quarter of Section 21, Township 28N, Range 5E,  
South along the west boundary of the NW Quarter of the NE Quarter of Section 21, Township 
28N, Range 5E, to the south boundary of the NW Quarter of the NE Quarter of Section 21, 
Township 28N, Range 5E  
East along the south boundary of the NW Quarter of the NE Quarter of Section 21, Township 
28N, Range 5E to Lowell-Larimer Road,  
Southeasterly on Lowell-Larimer Road to west boundary of the SE quarter of the NE quarter 
of Section 21, Township 28N, Range 5E, 
South along the west boundary of the SE quarter of the NE quarter of Section 21, Township 
28N, Range 5E, and the west boundary of the NE of the SE quarter of Section 21, Township 
28N, Range 5E to the north boundary of the south half of the SE quarter of Section 21, 
Township 28N, Range 5E, 
East along the southern boundary of the north half of the SE Quarter, Section 21, Township 
28N, Range 5E to 47th Ave SE 
Northeasterly along 47th Avenue SE to 112th Street SE, 
Easterly along 112th Street SE to 111th Place SE, 
Easterly along 111th Place SE to the north boundary of the Waldenwood 5 plat,  
Easterly along the north boundary of the Waldenwood 5 plat to Lowell-Larimer Road,  
Southeasterly on Lowell-Larimer Road to Marsh Road, 
South on Marsh Road to Seattle Hill Road, 
Southwesterly on Seattle Hill Road to the northern margin of 132nd Street SE, 
East along the northern margin of 132nd Street SE to the centerline of 55th Ave SE, 
South along the centerline of 55th Ave SE to the north boundary of Section 34, Township 28N, 
Range 5E, 
East along the north boundary of Section 34, Township 28N, Range 5E to the northwest 
corner of Section 35, Township 28N, Range 5E,  
East along the north boundary of Section 35, Township 28N, Range 5E to the NE corner of the 
NW Quarter of the NW Quarter of section 35, 
South along the east boundary of the NW and SW Quarters of the NW Quarter of Section 35, 
Township 28N, Range 5E, and the east boundary of the NW Quarter of the SW Quarter of the 
Section 35, Township 28N, Range 5E to the SE corner of the NW Quarter of the SW Quarter 
of Section 35, Township 28N, Range 5E,  
West to the SW corner of the NW Quarter of the SW Quarter of Section 35, Township 28N, 
Range 5E,  
South along the eastern boundary of the SW Quarter of Section 35, Township 28N, Range 5E 
and the NW Quarter of Section 2, Township 27N, Range 5E to the northern boundary of the 
south 1/2 of NW Quarter of the NW Quarter of Section 2, Township 27N, Range 5E, 
East along the northern boundary of the south 1/2 of NW Quarter of the NW Quarter of 
Section 2, Township 27N, Range 5E to the eastern boundary of the west 1/2 of the NW 
Quarter of Section 2, Township 27N, Range 5E, 
South along the eastern boundary of the west 1/2 of the NW and the SW Quarters of Section 
2, Township 27N, Range 5E to the northern boundary of the southern 1/2 of the NW Quarter 
of the SW Quarter of Section 2, Township 27N, Range 5E, 
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West along the northern boundary of the southern 1/2 of the NW Quarter of the SW Quarter 
of Section 2, Township 27N, Range 5E to the eastern boundary of the west 1/2 of the NW 
Quarter of the SW Quarter of Section 2, Township 27N, Range 5E, 
South along the eastern boundary of the west 1/2 of the NW Quarter of the SW Quarter of 
Section 2, Township 27N, Range 5E to south boundary of the NW Quarter of the SW Quarter 
of Section 2, Township 27N, Range 5E, 
West along the south boundary of the NW Quarter of the SW Quarter of Section 2, Township 
27N, Range 5E, and the south boundary of the north half of the SE Quarter, Section 3, 
Township 27N , Range 5E, to the east line of the SE Quarter, Section 3, Township 27N, Range 
5E, 
North along the western boundary of the eastern 1/2 of Section 3, Township 27N, Range 5E to 
the southern boundary of the north half of the south half of the NW Quarter of Section 3, 
Township 27N, Range 5E, 
West along the southern boundary of the north half of the south half of the NW Quarter of 
Section 3, Township 27N, Range 5E to eastern boundary of Section 4, Township 27N, Range 
5E, 
South along the eastern boundary of Section 4, Township 27N, Range 5E to 156th Street SE, 
West on 156th Street SE to the southwest corner of SE Quarter of the NE Quarter of Section 
4, Township 27N, Range 5 E, 
North along the eastern boundary of the west half of the NE Quarter of Section 4, Township 
27N, Range 5E to the northern boundary of said Quarter Section, 
North along the eastern boundary of the west half of the SE Quarter of Section 33, Township 
28N, Range 5E to the north line of the south half of the south half of the SE Quarter, Section 
33, Township 28N, Range 5E, 
West along the north line of the south half of the south half of the SE Quarter, Section 33, 
Township 28N, Range 5E to the western boundary of the Olympic Pipeline right of way, 
Northerly along the western boundary of the Olympic Pipeline right of way to 144th Street 
SE, 
West on 144th Street SE to Seattle Hill Road, 
Southwesterly on Seattle Hill Road to 35th Avenue SE, 
Southerly on 35th Avenue SE to York Road, 
Southeasterly on York Road to Jewell Road, 
South on Jewell Road to Maltby Road, 
Southeasterly on Maltby Road to the eastern boundary of Section 21, Township 27N, Range 
5E, 
South along the eastern boundary of Section 21, Township 27N, Range 5E, to the southeast 
corner of said section, 
West along the southern boundary of Section 21, Township 27N, Range 5E, to 45th Avenue 
SE extended, 
South on 45th Avenue SE extended and 45th Avenue SE to 240th Street SE, 
East on 240th Street SE to 47th Avenue SE, 
South on 47th Avenue SE to the Snohomish-King County Boundary, 
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King County 
East along the Snohomish-King County Boundary to 170th Avenue NE, 
Southerly on 170th Avenue NE to NE 195th Street, 
West on NE 195th Street to 170th Avenue NE, 
Southerly on 170th Avenue NE and extension extended to NE 190th Street, 
East on NE 190th Street to 171st Place NE, 
South on 171st Place NE to NE Woodinville-Duvall Road (NE 185th Street), 
West on NE Woodinville-Duvall Road to 167th Avenue NE, 
South on 167th Avenue NE to NE 180th Place, 
Southwesterly on NE 180th Place to NE 180th Street, 
West on NE 180th Street to 164th Avenue NE, 
South on 164th Avenue NE to NE 175th Street, 
Westerly on NE 175th Street to 155th Place NE, 
Southerly on 155th Place NE to NE 173rd Street, 
Westerly on NE 173rd Street to 146th Place NE, 
Southerly on 146th Place NE to NE 171st Street, 
Westerly on NE 171st Street to the western margin of 140th Court NE, 
South following the western margin of 140th Court NE and 140th Court NE extended to the 
south boundary of the Kyes Annexation to Woodinville, approved by Woodinville City 
Ordinance No. 132, 
Westerly, following the south boundary of the Kyes Annexation to Woodinville to 140th 
Avenue NE, 
Northerly on 140th Avenue NE to NE 171st Street, 
Westerly on NE 171st Street to the 1992 Woodinville Corporation Boundary, established by 
King County Ordinance No. 10306, 
South along the 1992 Woodinville Corporation Boundary, established by King County 
Ordinance No. 10306 to the Sammamish River, 
Southeasterly following the Sammamish River to NE 145th Street, 
East on NE 145th Street to the 1992 Woodinville Corporation Boundary, established by King 
County Ordinance No. 10306, 
North, thence east, thence north, thence east, thence south, thence east, thence south along 
the 1992 Woodinville Corporation Boundary to south line of the SW Quarter, Section 14, 
Township 26N, Range 5E, 
South, thence southwesterly, thence southeasterly, thence southwest to Woodinville Redmond 
Road, 
Southeast on Woodinville Redmond Road to NE 143rd Street, 
Southwest on NE 143rd Street to the Sammamish River, 
Northwest following the Sammamish River to NE 145th Street, 
West on NE 145th Street to the east margin of the Burlington Northern Railroad Right of 
Way and the 1992 Woodinville Corporation Boundary, 
Southerly following the east margin of the Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way to  the 
E-W center line of Section 22, Township 26N, Range 5E, 
East along the E-W centerline of Sections 22 and 23, Township 26N, Range 5E to Woodinville 
Redmond Road (156th Avenue NE), 
Southeasterly on Woodinville Redmond Road to NE 132nd Street extended, 
East on NE 132nd Street and NE 132nd Street extended to 172nd Avenue NE, 
North, thence northeast on 172nd Avenue NE to NE 141st Street, 
Southeast on NE 141st Street to 178th Ave NE, 
Southerly on 178th Ave NE toNE 139th Street, 
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East on NE 139th Street to 180th Avenue NE, 
Southeasterly on 180th Avenue NE to the west line of the SW quarter, Section 19, Township 
26N, Range 6E, 
North along the west line of Section 19, Township 26N, Range 6E to the southwest corner of 
Section 18, Township 26N, Range 6E, 
East along the south line of Section 18, Township 26N, Range 6E to Avondale Road NE, 
Southwesterly on Avondale Road NE to NE 100th Court extended, 
East along the extended centerline of NE 100th Court to Bear Creek, 
Southeasterly following Bear Creek to NE Novelty Hill Road, 
Southwesterly along NE Novelty Hill Road to the western boundary of the Elm Court plat, as 
recorded by the King County Auditor under recording number 20050222001562, 
South along the western boundary of the Elm Court plat to the northwestern corner of Lot 7 
of said plat, as recorded by the King County Auditor under recording number 
20050222001562, 
Easterly along the northern boundary said Lot 7 and the northern boundary of Elm Court plat 
Tract B, as recorded by the King County Auditor under recording number 20050222001562 to 
the northeast corner of said Tract B, 
South along the east line of Tract B and extension to the northern margin of NE 95th Street, 
East to west line of the NE quarter, Section 6, Township 25N, Range 6E, 
East along the northern margin of NE 95th Street for a distance of 630 feet, 
South to the southern margin of NE 95th Street, 
East along the southern margin of NE 95th Street to the east line of the west half of the of the 
west half of the NE quarter, Section 6, Range 25N, Range 6E, 
South along east line of the west half of the west half of the NE quarter, Section 6, Range 
25N, Range 6E to the south line of the NE quarter, Section 6, Township 25N, Range 6E, 
East along the south line of the NE quarter, Section 6, Township 25N, Range 6E to the east 
line of the west half of the SE quarter, Section 6, Township 25N, Range 6E, 
South along east line of the west half of the SE quarter, Section 6, Township 25N, Range 6E 
to the north line of the south half of the SE quarter, Section 6, Township 25N, Range 6E, 
East along the north line of the south half of the SE quarter, Section 6, Township 25N, Range 
6E to the east line of the west half of the east half of the SE quarter, Section 6, Township 
25N, Range 6E, 
South along the east line of the west half of the east half of the SE quarter, Section 6, 
Township 25N, Range 6E to NE Union Hill Road, 
East on NE Union Hill Road to 196th Avenue NE, 
South, thence west, thence southerly, thence east, thence  southeasterly following the eastern 
boundary of the Arthur Johnson Park annexation to Redmond, as approved by Redmond City 
Ordinance 822, to the boundary of the SE Redmond Neighborhood Annexation to Redmond, as 
approved by Redmond City Ordinance 1846, 
Southeasterly along the eastern boundary of the SE Redmond Neighborhood Annexation to 
Redmond Fall City Road (State Route 202), 
Easterly on Redmond-Fall City Road to 192nd Drive NE, 
South on 192nd Drive NE to 192nd Place NE, 
Southeasterly on 192nd Place NE to NE 50th Street, 
Easterly on NE 50th Street to Sahalee Way NE, 
Southeasterly on Sahalee Way NE to the south boundary of Section 22, Township 25N, Range 
6E, 
East along the south boundary of Section 22, Township 25N, Range 6E to the N-S centerline 
of the west one-half of Section 22, Township 25N, Range 6E, 
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North along the N-S centerline of the west one-half of Section 22, Township 25N, Range 6E to 
NE 25th Way, 
Easterly on NE 25th Way to 236th Avenue NE, 
South on 236th Avenue NE to NE 20th Street, 
East on NE 20th Street to 244th Avenue NE, 
Northerly on 244th Avenue NE to Redmond Fall City Road, 
Southeasterly on Redmond Fall City Road to the west boundary of Range 7E, 
South along the west boundary of Range 7E to the NW corner of the SW Quarter of Section 
06, Township 24N, Range 7E, 
East, thence southeasterly, thence southwesterly, thence westerly, thence southerly along the 
eastern boundary of the Aldarra/Montaine Annexation to the City of Sammamish, as 
approved by Sammamish City Ordinance O2010-280 to the north boundary of the SW Quarter 
of Section 7, Township 24 N, Range 7E, 
West along the E-W centerline of Section 7, Township 24N, Range 7E to western boundary of 
said section, 
West along the south line of the north half of Sections 12 and 11, Township 24N, Range 6E to 
SE Issaquah-Beaver Lake Road,  
Southeasterly on SE Issaquah-Beaver Lake Road to the intersection with SE Duthie Hill 
Road (264th Place SE), 
Southeasterly from the intersection of SE Issaquah-Beaver Lake Road and SE Duthie Hill 
Road (264th Place SE) to the eastern edge of the SE Duthie Hill right of way, 
Southwesterly along the eastern edge of the SE Duthie Hill right of way to the boundary of 
the Klahanie Annexation to Sammamish, approved by City of Sammamish Ordinance R2014-
602, 
Southwesterly on SE Duthie Hill Road to SE Issaquah Fall City Road to the intersection with 
the west line of Section 23, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
Thence south along said west line to the south line of the Klahanie Annexation to 
Sammamish, 
Thence following the boundary of the Klahanie Annexation to Sammamish to the boundary of 
the North Issaquah Annexation to Issaquah, approved by City of Issaquah Ordinance No. 
2255, 
Thence following the easterly boundary of the North Issaquah Annexation to the east line of 
the SE quarter of Section 22, Township 24N, Range 6E and the boundary of the Grand Ridge 
Annexation to Issaquah, approved by City of Issaquah Ordinance No. 2112, 
Northerly, thence easterly, thence southerly, thence easterly, thence westerly along the 
boundary of the Grand Ridge Annexation to Issaquah, to the boundary of the Issaquah Pointe 
Annexation to Issaquah, approved by City of Issaquah Ordinance No. 2606, located on the 
south line of the SE quarter, Section 23, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
Southerly, thence westerly along the boundary of the Issaquah Pointe Annexation to Issaquah 
to the boundary of the Grand Ridge Annexation to Issaquah, 
Southerly, thence westerly along the boundary of the Grand Ridge Annexation to Issaquah to 
the boundary of the SPAR Annexation to Issaquah, approved by Issaquah City Ordinance No. 
2227, 
Southerly along the boundary of the SPAR Annexation to Issaquah to Interstate 90, 
Easterly on Interstate 90 to the east line of the SW quarter of the SW quarter  of Section 25, 
Township 24N, Range 6E, 
South along the east line of the SW quarter of the SW quarter of Section 25, Township 24N, 
Range 6E to the south line of Section 25, Township 24N, Range 6E,  
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West along the south line of Section 25, Township 24N, Range 6E to the NE corner of Section 
35, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
South along the east line of the Section 35, Township 24N, Range 6E to the SE corner of the 
NE quarter of Section 35, Township 24 N, Range 6E, 
West along the south line of the NE quarter of Section 35, Township 24N, Range 6E to the SW 
corner of the NE quarter of Section 35, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
North along the west line of the NE quarter of Section 35, Township 24N, Range 6E, to the 
south line of the north half of the NW quarter of Section 35, Township 24 N, Range 6E, 
West along the south line of the north half of the NW quarter of Section 35, Township 24 N, 
Range 6E, to the NE corner of the SW quarter of the NW quarter of Section 35, Township 
24N, Range 6E, 
South along east line of  the west half of the west half of Section 35, Township 24 N, Range 6 
E to the south line of the north half of the NW quarter of the SW quarter of  Section 35, 
Township 24 N, Range 6E, 
West along south line of the north half of the NW quarter of the SW quarter of  Section 35, 
Township 24N, Range 6E to the east boundary of Section 34, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
North along the east boundary of Section 34, Township 24N, Range 6E to the northeast corner 
of Section 34, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
West along the north boundary of Section 34, Township 24N, Range 6E to the Burlington 
Northern Railroad Right of Way, 
Southwesterly following the Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way to the south line of 
the north half of the NW quarter, Section 34, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
East along the south line of the north half of the NW quarter, Section 34, Township 24N, 
Range 6E to the east line of the NW quarter, Section 34, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
South along the east line of the NW quarter, Section 34, Township 24N, Range 6E, to the 
boundary of the ParkPointe Annexation to Issaquah, approved by Issaquah City Ordinance 
No. 2113, 
East, thence northeasterly along the boundary of the ParkPointe Annexation to Issaquah  to 
the east line of the west half of the east half of Section 34, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
South along the east line of the west half of the east half of Section 34, Township 24N, Range 
6E to south line of the north half of the SE quarter, Section 34, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
West along the south line of the north half of the SE quarter, Section 34, Township 24N, 
Range 6E to the east line of west half of the east half of the west half of the SE quarter, 
Section 34, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
South along the east line of west half of the east half of the west half of the SE quarter, 
Section 34, Township 24N, Range 6E to SE 96th Street, 
West on SE 96th Street to Issaquah Hobart Road, 
Southeasterly, thence south on Issaquah Hobart Road to the south line of NE quarter, Section 
3, Township 23N, Range 6E, 
West along south line of the NE quarter and the NW quarter of Section 03, Township 23N, 
Range 6E to the west line of the east half of the NW quarter, Section 03, Township 23N, 
Range 06E, 
North along the west line of the east half of the NW quarter, Section 03, Township 23N, 
Range 6E to the south line of the north half of the NW quarter, Section 03, Township 23N, 
Range 6E, 
West along the south line of the north half of the NW quarter, Section 03, Township 23N, 
Range 6E. to the west line of Section 03, Township 23N, Range 6E, 
North along the west line of Section 03, Township 23N, Range 6E to the south line of Section 
33, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
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West along the south line of Section 33, Township 24N, Range 6E to the SW corner of said 
section, 
North along the west boundary of Section 33, Township 24N, Range 6E to the  southeast 
corner of the McCarry Woods annexation to Issaquah, as approved by City ordinance 2694, 
West, thence north, thence east along the boundary of the McCarry Woods annexation to the 
east boundary of Section 32, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
North along the east boundary of Section 32, Township 24N, Range 6E to the northeast corner 
of said section, 
North along the east boundary of Section 29, Township 24N, Range 6E to the SE corner of the 
NE quarter of the SE quarter of said section, Northerly along the east boundary of Section 29, 
Township 24N, Range 6E for a distance of 1.371.00 feet, 
Westerly, parallel with the south line of the NE quarter of the SE quarter of Section 29, 
Township 24N, Range 6E, to 17th Ave NW, 
Southwesterly on 17th Ave NW to Renton Issaquah Road (State Route 900), 
Southwesterly on Renton Issaquah Road to the east boundary of Section 6, Township 23N, 
Range 6E, 
North along the east boundary of Section 6, Township 23N, Range 6E and Sections 31 and 30, 
Township 24N, Range 6E to the south boundary of Section 19, Township 24N, Range 6E, 
West along the south line of Section 19, Township 24N, Range 6E to the southwest corner of 
said section, 
Continuing west along the south line of Section 19, Township 24N, Range 6E and the 
southern boundary of the Cougar Glen Annexation to Bellevue approved by Bellevue City 
Ordinance 4150, 
Thence following the course of the Cougar Glen Annexation northerly, westerly, and southerly 
to its intersection with the south line of Section 24, Township 24N, Range 6 E, 
West along the south line of Section 24, Township 24N, Range 6 E and the Cougar Glen 
Annexation boundary to a point 1266.66 feet more or less from the southeast corner of said 
section, 
Thence northerly along the boundary of the Cougar Glen Annexation to the south margin of 
SE Cougar Mountain Dr., 
Thence north to the north margin of SE Cougar Mountain Dr., 
Thence easterly along the north margin of SE Cougar Mountain Dr. to its intersection with 
the boundary of the Cougar Glen Annexation, 
North then following the boundary of the Cougar Glen Annexation in a westerly and southerly 
direction to its intersection with the north line of SE Cougar Mountain Dr, 
Easterly along the north margin of SE Cougar Mountain Dr to a point on a line at right angles 
to the south line of Section 24, Township 24N, Range 6 E and being 158 feet east of the west 
line of the SW quarter of the SW quarter of the SE quarter of said Section 24, Township 24N, 
Range 6 E,  
Thence south along said line to the south line of Section 24, Township 24N, Range 6 E, 
West along said south line and following the south line of the Cougar Glen Annexation to the  
Intersection with the south line of the Calhill Annexation to Bellevue, approved by Bellevue 
City Ordinance 4307, 
Westerly along the southern boundary of the Calhill Annexation to the eastern boundary of 
the Mortensen Annexation to Bellevue, as approved by Ordinance 4339, 
Southerly along the eastern boundary of the Mortensen Annexation to the northern boundary 
of the Mortensen II Annexation to Bellevue, as approved by Bellevue City Ordinance 4756, 
East, thence south along the eastern boundary of the Mortensen II Annexation to the 
boundary of the Mortensen Annexation to Bellevue, 
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South, thence east, thence south, thence west, thence north, thence west along the southern 
boundary of the Mortensen Annexation to the eastern boundary of the Cougar Ridge 
Annexation to Bellevue, as approved by Bellevue City Ordinance 4425, 
South along the eastern boundary of the Cougar Ridge Annexation as approved by Bellevue 
City Ordinance 4425 to the northern boundary of the Cougar Ridge II Annexation, as 
approved by Bellevue City Ordinance 4733,  
South, west and southwesterly along the boundary of the Cougar Ridge II Annexation to the 
east boundary of the Lakemont Blvd. SE Right of Way Annexation, as approved by Bellevue 
City Ordinance 6069, 
Northerly and following the east boundary of the Lakemont Blvd. SE Right of Way 
Annexation to its intersection with the west boundary of the Cougar Ridge II Annexation, 
North, thence easterly, thence north along the boundary of the Cougar Ridge II Annexation to 
the southerly boundary of the Cougar Ridge Annexation, as approved by Bellevue City 
Ordinance 4425, 
Westerly along the southern boundary of the Cougar Ridge Annexation, as approved by 
Bellevue City Ordinance 4425 to the Forest Ridge Estates Annexation to Bellevue, as 
approved by Bellevue City Ordinance 3493, 
South then generally westerly, thence north along the southern boundary of the Forest Ridge 
Estates Annexation to Bellevue to the southern boundary of Section 22, Township 24N, Range 
5E, 
West along the southern boundary of Section 22, Township 24N, Range 5E to the N-S 
centerline of Section 27, Township 24N, Range 5E, 
South along the N-S centerline of Section 27, Township 24N, Range 5E to the north line of the 
south half of the NE quarter, Section 27, Township 24N, Range 5E, 
East along the north line of the south half of the NE quarter, Section 27, Township 24N, 
Range 5E to the east line of said quarter section, 
South along the east line of the NE quarter, Section 27, Township 24N, Range 5E to 
Newcastle Golf Club Road, 
East along Newcastle Golf Club Road to the east line of the SW quarter, Section 26, Township 
24N, Range 5E, 
South along the east line of the SW quarter, Section 26, Township 24N, Range 5E, and the 
east line of the NW quarter, Section 35, Township 24N, Range 5E to the north line of the 
south half of the NW quarter, Section 35, Township 24N, Range 5E, 
West along the north line of the south half of the NW quarter, Section 35, Township 24N, 
Range 5E to the east line of the NE quarter, Section 34, Township 24N, Range 5E, 
South along the east line of the NE quarter, Section 34, Township 24N, Range 5E, to the SE 
corner of the NE quarter, Section 34, Township 24N, Range 5E, 
East along the north line of the SW quarter, Section 35, Township 24N, Range 5E to the east 
line of the west half of said quarter section, 
South along the east line of the west half of the SW quarter, Section 35, Township 24N, Range 
5E to south line of said quarter section, 
West along the south line of the SW quarter, Section 35, Township 24N, Range 5E to SE May 
Valley Road, 
Northwest along SE May Valley Road to east line of SE quarter, Section 34, Township 24N, 
Range 5E, 
South along the east line of the SE quarter, Section 34, Township 24N, Range 5E to the south 
line of said Quarter Section, 
West along the south line of SE Quarter, Section 34, Township 24N, Range 5E to the eastern 
boundary of the Stonegate Annexation to Renton, approved by Renton City Ordinance 4510, 
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Generally southerly along the eastern boundary of the Stonegate Annexation to Renton, to the 
south line of the NE quarter, Section 3, Township 23N, Range 5E, 
West along the south line of the NE quarter, Section 3, Township 23N, Range 5E to the SW 
corner of the Stonegate Annexation to Renton, said point also being on the N-S centerline of 
the east half of Section 3, Township 23N, Range 5E, 
Thence southon the N-S centerline of the E 1/2 Section 3, Township 23N, Range 5E of the NW 
corner of the Maertins Annexation to Renton, as approved by Renton City Ordinance 5713, 
Thence east, thence south, thence west, thence northwest, thence north, thence west  along 
the boundary of the Maertins Annexation to the N-S centerline of the E 1/2 of Section 3, 
Township 23N, Range 5E, 
South on the N-S centerline of the E 1/2 of Section 3, Township 23N, Range 5E to SE Renton 
Issaquah Road, 
Easterly on SE Renton Issaquah Road to boundary of the Windstone V annexation to Renton, 
as approved by Renton City Ordinance no. 5665, 
Northerly, thence easterly, thence southerly along the boundary of the Windstone V 
annexation to Renton to SE Renton Issaquah Road, 
Easterly on SE Renton Issaquah Road to 148th Avenue SE, 
South on 148th Avenue SE and Nile Ave NE to NE 4th Street, 
East on NE 4th Street and SE 128th Street to 162nd Avenue SE, 
South on 162nd Avenue SE to northerly margin of SE 132nd Street, 
East along the northerly margin of SE 132nd Street to the easterly margin of 164th Avenue 
SE, 
Thence southerly on said easterly margin of 164th Avenue SE to the north line of the south 
half of the Northwest quarter of Section 13, Township 23N, Range 5E, 
Thence easterly on the north line of said south half of the Northwest quarter of Section 13, 
Township 23N, Range 5E to 175th Avenue SE, 
Southerly on 175th Avenue SE to SE 136th Street and SE 136th Street extended, 
East on SE 136th Street and SE 136th Street extended to 182nd Avenue SE, 
Southerly on 182nd Avenue SE to 183rd Avenue SE, 
South on 183rd Avenue SE to SE 147th Street, 
Westerly on SE 147th Street and northerly along 180th Avenue SE to the southeast corner of  
Lot 30, Renton Suburban Tracts Div. No. 6 plat, 
Westerly along the southern boundary of Lots 30 and 29, Renton Suburban Tracts Div. No. 6 
plat to the SW corner of lot 29, and the southern boundary of the Renton Suburban Tracts 
Div. No. 6 plat, 
Continuing Westerly along the south boundary of the Renton Suburban Tracts Div. No. 6 plat 
to west line of the east half of the NE quarter, Section 24, Township 23N, Range 5E, 
South along the west line of the east half of the NE quarter, Section 24, Township 23N, Range 
5E to the boundary of the Renton Suburban Tracts Div. No. 7 plat, 
Westerly along the southern boundary of the Renton Suburban Tracts Div. No. 7 plat to the 
eastern boundary of the Briarwood South No. 6 plat, 
North along the boundary of the Briarwood South No. 6 plat to SE 149th Street and the 
corner of Tract A of the Briarwood South No. 6 plat, 
Westerly along the northern boundary of Tract A of the Briarwood South No. 6 plat to the 
eastern boundary of the Skyfire Ridge Div. No. 1 plat, 
North along the eastern boundary of the Skyfire Ridge Div. No. 1 plat to corner of Tract C, 
Skyfire Ridge Div. No. 1, 
Westerly along the northern boundary of Tract C, Skyfire Ridge Div. No. 1 to the western 
boundary of said plat, 
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Northerly along the western boundary of the Skyfire Ridge Div. No. 1 plat to the NE corner of 
Lot C and the SE corner of Lot B, King County Boundary Line Adjustment No. L97L0112, as 
recorded by King County Auditor under recording number 199712031593, 
West along the south boundary of Lot B, King County Boundary Line Adjustment No. 
L97L0112 to the SW corner of said Lot B, 
North following the west boundary of the Lot B, King County Boundary Line Adjustment No. 
L97L0112, continuing north along the west boundary of Lot A of said King County Boundary 
Line Adjustment to the north line of the south half of the NE quarter, Section 23, Township 
23N, Range 5E, 
Thence west on said north line of the south half of the NE quarter, Section 23, Township 23N, 
Range 5E  to the boundary of the Briarwood West plat, 
Westerly along the southern boundary of the Briarwood West plat to the eastern boundary of 
Tract A, Briarwood West plat, 
Northerly along the eastern boundary of Tract A, Briarwood West Plat to the northern 
boundary of said plat, 
West along the northern boundary of said plat to 154th Place SE, 
Southerly on 154th Place SE to Jones Road, 
Northwesterly on Jones Road and Jones Place to the Cedar River, 
Northwesterly along the Cedar River to the Maplewood Golf Course Expansion Annexation to 
Renton, as approved by Renton City Ordinance 4156, 
Southwesterly along the eastern boundary of the Maplewood Golf Course Expansion 
Annexation to Renton to SE Renton Maple Valley Highway (State Route 169), 
Southeasterly on SE Renton Maple Valley Highway (State Route 169) to 161st Avenue SE, 
Southerly on 161st Avenue SE to the north boundary of the Valley Faire II plat, 
Easterly along the north boundary of the Valley Faire II plat to the west line of Section 24, 
Township 23N, Range 5E, 
South along the east line of Sections 23, 26 and 35, Township 23N, Range 5E to SE 
Petrovitsky Road, 
Westerly on SE Petrovitsky Road to the east line of Section 34, Township 23N, Range 5E, 
South along the east line of Section 34, Township 23N, Range 5E, continuing south along the 
east line of Section 3 Township 22N, Range 5E to SE 208th Street, 
West on SE 208th Street to the eastern boundary of the Panther Lake Annexation to Kent, as 
approved by Kent City Ordinance 3936, 
Southerly and southeasterly following the boundary of Panther Lake Annexation to Kent to 
the north boundary of the Meridian Valley Annexation to Kent, as approved by Kent City 
Ordinance 3344, 
Southeasterly, thence south along the boundary of the Meridian Valley Annexation to the 
Meridian Annexation to Kent, as approved by Kent City Ordinance 3241, 
Generally southerly, following the east boundary of the Meridian Annexation to Kent to State 
Highway 18, 
Southwesterly on State Highway 18 to the Green River, 
Northwesterly along the Green River to E Main Street extended, 
West on E Main Street extended and E Main Street to "R" Street SE, 
South on "R" Street SE to the southern boundary of the Steelhead South District Annexation 
to Auburn, as approved by Auburn City Ordinance 5732, 
Easterly, thence south along the southern boundary of the Steelhead South Annexation to 2nd 
St SE, 
West along 2nd Street SE to T Street SE, 
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South along T Street SE to the southern boundary of the Rippey Annexation to Auburn as 
approved by Auburn City Ordinance 5350, 
East along to the southern boundary of the Rippey Annexation to the northwest corner of the 
Ward Annexation to Auburn, as approved by Auburn City Ordinance 4605, 
Thence east along the north line of said Ward Annexation to the east boundary of said 
annexation, 
Thence southeasterly along the east boundary of the Ward Annexation to northern boundary 
of the Fenster Annexation to Auburn, as approved by Auburn City Ordinance 4998, 
West, thence south, thence southeasterly along the boundary of the Fenster Annexation to the 
eastern line of the SW Quarter, Section 17, Township 21N, Range 5E, 
South along the eastern line of the SW Quarter, Section 17, Township 21N, Range 5E to 
Auburn Black Diamond Road, 
Easterly on Auburn Black Diamond Road to the N-S centerline of the west one-half of Section 
21, Township 21N, Range 5E, 
South along the N-S centerline of the west one-half of Section 21, Township 21N, Range 5E to 
the boundary of the Nevitt-Danielson Annexation to Auburn, as approved by Auburn City 
Ordinance No. 4716, 
Generally southeasterly along the boundary of the Nevitt-Danielson Annexation to Auburn, to 
the north line of the south half of the south half of Section 21, Township 21N, Range 5E, 
East along the north line of the south half of the south half of Section 21, Township 21N, 
Range 5E to SE Green Valley Road, 
Southeasterly along SE Green Valley Road to the west line of the east half of the SE quarter, 
Section 21, Township 21N, Range 5E, 
South along the west line of the east half of the SE quarter, Section 21, Township 21N, Range 
5E to the south line Section 21, Township 21N, Range 5E, 
East along the south line Section 21, Township 21N, Range 5E and Section 22, Township 21N, 
Range 5E to the Green River, 
Southeasterly along the Green River to the east line of Section 27, Township 21 N, Range 5E, 
South along the east line of Section 27, Township 21 N, Range 5E to the southeast corner of 
Section 27, Township 21N, Range 5E, 
West along the south boundary of Section 27, Township 21N, Range 5E to the White River, 
Southeasterly along the White River to the King/Pierce County Boundary, 
 
EXCEPT the area: 
 
From the intersection of SE 136th Street and 162nd Ave SE, east on SE 136th Street 
extended to 164th Avenue SE, 
North on 164th Avenue SE and 164th Avenue SE extended to south boundary of the Tess 
Annexation to Renton, 
West and south along the boundary of the Tess Annexation to Renton to162nd Avenue SE, 
South along162nd Ave SE to the intersection with SE 136th Street. 
 
Pierce County 
Westerly along the King/Pierce County Boundary to 182nd Avenue E, 
South on 182nd Avenue East and 182nd Avenue E extended to Lake Tapps, 
Southeasterly along the eastern shoreline of  Lake Tapps to Island Parkway (E), 
Southeasterly on Island Parkway (E) to 214th Avenue E, 
Southerly on 214th Avenue E to 40th Street E , 
East on 40th Street E to 230th Avenue E, 
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South on 230th Avenue E to Buckley Tapps Highway, 
Southeasterly on Buckley Tapps Highway to the NW corner of the Pierce County short plat 
84-07-09-0170, as recorded by the Pierce County Auditor, 
Northeasterly along the northern boundary of the short plat 84-07-09-0170 to the SW corner 
of Lot 1, in Pierce County short plat 85-10-15-0187, as recorded by the Pierce County Auditor, 
Northerly along the western boundary of Lot 1, in Pierce County short plat 85-10-15-0187 to 
the NW corner of Lot 1, in Pierce County short plat 81-06-24-0190 as recorded by the Pierce 
County Auditor, 
Easterly along the northern boundary of Lot 1, in Pierce County short plat 81-06-24-0190 to 
the NW corner of Lot 1, in Pierce County short plat 81-07-13-0237 as recorded by the Pierce 
County Auditor, 
Easterly along the northern boundary of Lot 1, in Pierce County short plat 81-07-13-0237 to 
the NW corner of Lot 1, in Pierce County short plat 81-06-24-0192, as recorded by the Pierce 
County Auditor, 
Easterly along the northern boundary of Lot 1, in Pierce County short plat 81-06-24-0192 to 
the NE corner of said Lot 1 and the east boundary of Range 5E, 
South along the east boundary of Range 5E to Old Sumner Buckley Highway, 
West on Sumner Buckley Highway to 234th Avenue E, 
South on 234th Avenue E to 96th Street E (Carlson Roberts Co. Road), 
West on 96th Street E (Carlson Roberts Co. Road) to 233rd Avenue E, 
South on 233rd Avenue E to State Route 410 E, 
Easterly on State Route 410 E to the east line of the west half of the NW quarter, Section 1, 
Township 19N, Range 5E, 
Southerly along the east line of the west half of the NW quarter, Section 1, Township 19N, 
Range 5E to 234th Avenue E, 
Southerly along 234th Avenue E and 234th Avenue E extended to the south boundary of 
Section 12, Township 19N, Range 5E, 
West along the south boundary of Section 12, Township 19N, Range 5E to the SW corner of 
said quarter section, 
Southwesterly on 129th Street East extended and 129th Street East to Cedarview Drive (E), 
Southwesterly on Cedarview Drive (E) to 133rd Street E, 
Southwesterly on 133rd Street E to Prairie Ridge Drive (E), 
Southwest on Prairie Ridge Drive (E) to Cedar Circle (E), 
Southwesterly on Cedar Circle (E) to Prairie Ridge Drive (E), 
Northeasterly on Prairie Ridge Drive (E) to Ridgewood Drive, 
Northwesterly on Ridgewood Drive to 215th Avenue E, 
Southerly on 215th Avenue E and 216th Avenue E to Prairie Ridge Drive (E), 
Southerly on Prairie Ridge Drive E to 143rd Street E, 
Southwesterly on 143rd Street E to 215th Avenue, 
Southerly on 215th Avenue to 148th Street E, 
Easterly on 148th Street E to 147th Street E, 
East on 147th Street E and 147th Street E, as it would be extended to the southeast  to State 
Route 162 (Pioneer Way), 
Southwesterly on State Route 162 to the south line of the NW quarter, Section 34, Township 
19 N, Range 5E, 
West along the south line of the NW quarter, Section 34, Township 19 N, Range 5E and the 
south line of the NE quarter, Section 33, Township 19N, Range 5E to the centerline of the 
utility easement recorded by the Pierce County Auditor under number 95-12-06-0508, 
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South along  the centerline of the utility easement recorded by the Pierce County Auditor 
under number 95-12-06-0508 to the southern boundary of the northern 1/2 of the abandoned 
Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way, 
Westerly following the southern boundary of the northern 1/2 of the abandoned Burlington 
Northern Railroad Right of Way to the first intersection with a southbound branch of the 
Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way, 
South following the southbound branch of the abandoned Burlington Northern Railroad Right 
of Way to State Route 162, 
Southeast on State Route 162 to Orville Road E, 
Southerly on Orville Road E to the south line of Section 17, Township 18N, Range 5E, 
West along the south line of Section 17, Township 18N, Range 5E and the south line of 
Section 18, Township 18N, Range 5E  to Country Drive E, 
Northerly on Country Drive E to 224th Street E, 
West on 224th Street E to the northeast corner of the NW Quarter Section 13, Township 18N, 
Range 3E, 
South along the east line of the NW Quarter Section 13, Township 18N, Range 3E to the 
south line of the north half of Section 13, Township 18N, Range 3E, 
West along the south line of the north half of Section 13, Township 18N, Range 3E to the 
closest Transmission Line Right of Way, 
South following the Transmission Line Right of Way to 260th Street E, 
West on 260th Street E to the southern boundary of the Fort Lewis Military Reservation 
boundary, 
Westerly along the southern boundary of the Fort Lewis Military Reservation boundary to 8th 
Avenue E, 
South on 8th Avenue E to 288th Street, 
West on 288th Street S extended and 288th Street S to 56th Avenue S, 
North on 56th Avenue S to 280th Street S, 
West on 280th Street S to the Fort Lewis Military Reservation boundary,  
Westerly, thence southwesterly following the Fort Lewis Military Reservation boundary to the 
Pierce/Thurston County boundary and the Nisqually River, 
Northwesterly along the Pierce/Thurston County Boundary to the Fort Lewis Military 
Reservation northwest boundary, 
Northwesterly along the west boundary of the Fort Lewis Military Reservation to the 
Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way, 
Northerly following the Burlington Northern Right of Way to the Fort Lewis Military 
Reservation west boundary, 
North along the west boundary of the Fort Lewis Military Reservation to Mounts Road, 
West on Mounts Road to west boundary of the area annexed to the City of DuPont by DuPont 
City Ordinance 189, 
Northerly along said western boundary to the southern line of the NE Quarter, Section 33, 
Township 19N, Range 1E, 
West along the southern line of the NE Quarter, Section 33, Township 19N, Range 1E to the 
N-S centerline of Section 33, Township 19N, Range 1E, 
North along the N-S centerline of Section 33, Township 19N, Range 1E to the shore of Puget 
Sound, 
Northerly through Puget Sound passing east of Anderson Island, Ketron Island, McNeil 
Island, and Fox Island, and west of Day Island to The Narrows, 
Northerly through The Narrows to Dalco Passage, 
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Easterly through Dalco Passage and East Passage passing south of Vashon Island and Maury 
Island to Puget Sound, 
Northerly through Puget Sound passing east of Maury Island, Vashon Island, and Blake 
Island to the west boundary of King County, 
Northerly following the west boundary of King County and passing east of Bainbridge Island 
to the Snohomish County boundary, 
Northerly following the west boundary of Snohomish County and passing east of Whidbey 
Island to Possession Sound, 
Northerly through Possession Sound passing east of Hat Island (Gedney Island) and Jetty 
Island to the point of beginning. 
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Explanatory statement

Statement in favor Statement in opposition

Rebuttal of statement against Rebuttal of statement in favor

Submitted by: Tim Eyman, Toby 
Nixon
www.NoST3.org

Submitted by: Dow Constantine, 
Christine Gregoire, Rick Steves
www.MassTransitNow.com

For questions about this measure,  
contact: 
Sound Transit
206-903-7000
soundtransit3@soundtransit.org

The complete text of this measure is available beginning on page 45.

Sound Transit is desperate to sell their scheme. They falsely claim light 
rail carries twice as many people as an 8-lane freeway.  That’s absurd!

ST3 doesn’t address traffi  c congestion.  $54 billion to serve 1% of trips?  
Are you going to get traffi  c relief? Finish ST2 fi rst, then take another look.

The Seattle Times calls ST3 “a blank check” and opposes diversion of tax 
revenue away from schools. http://tinyurl.com/st3brakes.  

We have higher priorities. Just vote No. 

Tim Eyman is misrepresenting the facts again. This measure will only cost 
the average adult $14/month and Sound Transit is one of the most well 
run transit agencies in the country (22 consecutive clean federal audits). 
We simply cannot wait any longer to solve our region’s transportation 
problems, get people out of traffi  c, and address the #1 carbon pollution 
source with clean, reliable transit. Endorsed by Sierra Club, OneAmerica, 
and Washington Conservation Voters.

The Legislature authorized Sound 
Transit to raise taxes $15 billion for 
ST3. Somehow it’s exploded into an eye-popping $54 billion!
Why spend so much for something that will be obsolete before it’s 
built (www.tinyurl.com/Z73FQRJ)?  Why reject more cost-eff ective 
alternatives?
Nothing requires ST3 to deliver what they’re promising – the projects, 
costs, and timelines are not binding. Previous phases have been late and 
over-budget. 
All we’re really voting on are huge permanent tax increases – they never 
have to ask voters to renew them.
The regressive sales tax increases to 10%. Car tab taxes triple. And, for 
the fi rst time, property taxes get diverted away from schools to Sound 
Transit. Middle-class families will pay over $25,000 in taxes – $1,000 per 
year for 25 years – to Sound Transit before ST3 is built and ready to use. 
ST3 leaves little for other needs like education, homelessness, public 
safety, and parks.
For all that, ST3 increases transit share only 1%, and doesn’t reduce traffi  c 
congestion at all. It just moves people who already ride buses onto 
trains.
Don’t be seduced by the expensive Yes campaign, funded by contractors 
and consultants who will rake in millions and billions of your money.
It’s not aff ordable. Just vote No.

Yes on Proposition 1: Rail Connecting 
Our Region 
Growth is a fact: Our region adds 230 people every day. Proposition 1 
gives you the choice to get out of daily gridlock. One light rail line can 
carry 16,000 people per hour; a general-purpose freeway lane moves 
just 2,000 cars. Fast, frequent rail gets you where you need to be, on 
time, every time.
Proposition 1 helps working families, students, seniors, and people with 
disabilities get to jobs, school and healthcare. After UW and Capitol Hill 
stations opened this spring, light rail ridership jumped 83%. Light rail 
works, and people love it.
More Light Rail Stations; More Bus Rapid Transit
West Seattle and Ballard; South Lake Union, Boeing Access Road, and NE 
130th; Redmond, Issaquah, and Federal Way – completing a system of 
116 miles and 83 stations. Plus, new Bus Rapid Transit on I-405 and SR-
522, increased Regional Express buses and Sounder commuter rail.
Proposition 1 lets you escape congestion, reduces climate pollution, and 
improves access and aff ordability for all.  The Washington Environmental 
Council, Microsoft, Amazon, Seattle Chamber, Washington State Labor 
Council, Democratic Party organizations, Seattle Mayor Murray, and 
Eastside and South County mayors all urge your support.
www.MassTransitNow.com

Proposition 1 expands public 
transit.
Light rail adds 37 new stations 
connecting employment, growth, 
and population centers, with 
trains serving Everett via the industrial center near Paine Field, Ballard, 
South Lake Union, Seattle Center, West Seattle, South Kirkland, Bellevue, 
Issaquah, Federal Way, Fife, Tacoma, and Tacoma Community College.
Commuter rail adds longer trains; new Tillicum (Joint Base Lewis-
McChord) and DuPont stations; and more bus, pedestrian, bicycle, and 
parking facilities at stations.
Bus rapid transit runs every 15 minutes all day (every 10 minutes during 
peak commute hours), with new freeway stations along I-405/SR 518 
(Lynwood—Bellevue—Burien) and SR 522/NE 145th (UW-Bothell—
Kenmore—Lake Forest Park—Shoreline light-rail station). 
Early investments improve bus service (1) on certain Rapid-Ride routes in 
Seattle; (2) along Pacifi c Avenue/SR 7 to the Tacoma Dome; (3) on routes 
serving Sumner and Lakewood stations; and (4) by operating on freeway 
shoulders where permitted.
These improvements increase ridership, decrease travel times, improve 
commute reliability, and reduce carbon emissions.
Includes funding for transit-oriented development, aff ordable housing, 
and an education account.
In addition to existing taxes, fares, and grants, funding comes from a 
0.5% sales/use tax increase; a property tax of $0.25 or less per $1,000 of 
assessed valuation; and a 0.8% motor-vehicle excise tax increase.

Proposition No. 1
Light-Rail, Commuter-Rail, and Bus Service 
Expansion

The Sound Transit Board passed Resolution No. R2016-
17 concerning expansion of mass transit in King, Pierce, 
and Snohomish counties. This measure would expand 
light-rail, commuter-rail, and bus rapid transit service to 
connect population and growth centers, and authorize 
Sound Transit to levy or impose:  an additional 0.5% 
sales and use tax; a property tax of $0.25 or less per 
$1,000 of assessed valuation; and additional 0.8% 
motor-vehicle excise tax; and use existing taxes to 
fund the local share of the $53.8 billion estimated cost 
(including infl ation), with continuing independent audits, 
as described in the Mass Transit Guide and Resolution 
No. R2016-17. Should this measure be:

Approved

Rejected
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Meeting Date: September 20, 2016 Date Submitted: 9/12/2016 
 

Originating Department: Public Works 
 
Clearances: 

☐ Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Public Safety 

☐ Admin Services ☐ Finance & IT  Public Works 

 City Manager ☐ Parks & Recreation   

 
Subject:    Final Project Acceptance 

2015 Pavement Repair Project 
Contract C2015-163 

 
Action Required:    Adopt the resolution accepting the 2015 Pavement Repair Project as complete. 

 
Exhibits:    1. Resolution of Project Acceptance 

2. Final Contract Voucher Certificate 
 

Budget:    Street Maintenance Fund (101-000-542-30-48-51) 
2015 Approved Budget:  $3,000,000 

 

 
Summary Statement: 
All work for the above referenced contract has been completed in accordance with the project plans, 
specifications and contract.  The recommended action approves the final contract amount and 
constitutes the City’s final acceptance of the work.  There were no contractor claims filed against the 
City and no liquidated damages were assessed against the contractor for this project. 
 
Background: 
On October 6, 2015 Council authorized the City Manager to award and execute a contract with the 
lowest responsive and responsible bidder, NPM Construction Co., for construction of the 2015 
Pavement Repair Project in an amount not to exceed $203,348.00 and to administer a construction 
contingency in the amount of $20,300.00.  The design and construction management for this project 
were completed in house by City staff. 
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Financial Impact:  
The completed improvements were constructed within the authorized project budget.  A summary of 
the actual project expenditures is listed below. 
 

Program Budget (101-000-542-30-48-51) $ 3,000,000.00 
 

Contract Budget (101-000-542-30-48-51) $203,348.00 
Final Completed Work Under Contract $192,337.82 (incl. retainage) 
Net Change $11,010.18 

 
 
Recommended Motion: 
Approve the final contract amount with NPM Construction Co. in the amount of $192,337.82 (incl. 
retainage) and adopt the Resolution 2016-_____ accepting the 2015 Pavement Repair Project as 
complete. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Bill #2



 1 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

RESOLUTION NO. R2015-____ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, ACCEPTING THE “2015 PAVEMENT REPAIR” 

PROJECT AS COMPLETE. 
 

WHEREAS, at the Council meeting of October 6, 2015 the City Council authorized the 
City Manager to enter into a contract with the lowest responsible and responsive bidder for the 
2015 Pavement Repair Project; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Manager entered into Contract C2015-183 with NPM Construction 
Co. on October 7, 2015; and 
 

WHEREAS, the project was physically completed by the contractor on June 6, 2016;  
 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS: 
 

Section 1.  Project Acceptance. The City of Sammamish hereby accepts the “2015 
Pavement Repair” Project as complete. 
 

Section 2.  Authorization of Contract Closeout Process.  The City of Sammamish 
Director of Public Works and City Clerk are hereby authorized to complete the contract closure 
process upon receiving appropriate clearances from the Department of Revenue, and the 
Department of Employment Security. 
 

Section 3.  Effective Date.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon signing. 
 

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 
THE _____ OF OCTOBER, 2016. 
 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
 

       ________________________ 
      Mayor Donald J. Gerend 
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ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
 
 
Filed with the City Clerk:  September 12, 2016 
Passed by the City Council:    
Resolution No.:  R2016-  
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Digitally signed by Derya Itir Dilmen 
DN: cn=Derya Itir Dilmen, o=City of Sammamish, 
ou=Public Works, email=ddilmen@sammamish.us, c=US 
Date: 2016.06.13 15:55:41 -07'00'
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Meeting Date: October 4, 2016 Date Submitted: September 29, 2016 
 

Originating Department: City Manager 
 
  Clearances: 
 Attorney ☐ Community Development  Public Safety 

☐ Admin Services ☐ Finance & IT ☐ Public Works 

 City Manager ☐ Parks & Recreation   
 

Subject:    Interlocal Agreements with the Issaquah and Lake Washington School Districts for 
School Resources Officers, for a 5-year period from August 1, 2016 (approved 
retroactively) to July 31, 2021. 

 
Action Required:    Approval of 5-year Interlocal Agreements with the Issaquah and Lake Washington 

School Districts for School Resources Officers 
 

Exhibits:    1. Interlocal Agreement with the Issaquah School District for a School Resource 
Officer (SRO) 
 

2. Interlocal Agreement with the Lake Washington School District for a School 
Resources Officer (SRO) 

 
Budget:    The City contracts with the King County Sheriff’s Office for Police Services, and the 

2016 budgeted cost of two School Resource Officers is $371,096. 
 

Summary Statement: 

The previous 5-year Interlocal Agreements (“Agreements”) with the Issaquah and Lake Washington 
School Districts (“Districts”) for School Resource Officers expired on July 31, 2016. It is recommended 
that the City Council approve/renew the 5-year Agreements with the Districts, which include the same 
terms and conditions as the prior Agreements. 
 
Background: 

Since 2000, the City has employed two School Resource Officers – one assigned to Eastlake High School 
and one assigned to Skyline High School. Both Districts contribute toward the cost of the School 
Resource Officers. 
 
In 2006, the City and the Districts signed 5-year Agreements, which identified the duties of a School 
Resource Officer and outlined a cost sharing formula. The Agreements were renewed in 2011.  
 
The City and the District desire to renew these Agreements for another 5-year term, retroactive to 
August 1, 2016. The terms of the Agreements remain the same. 
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Financial Impact: 

Since the City’s Contract with the King County Sheriff’s Office for law enforcement services runs January 
to December, and the School Resource Officer Agreements run August to July, the rate for the first half 
of the school year is the rate charged for the entire school year. The 2016 rate for a School Resource 
Officer is $185,548 per officer.  
 
Under the cost sharing formula, the Districts pay a 50% share for 10-months of the year, reflecting the 
time that school is in session.  
 

2016 Cost Sharing Overview per officer: 
School District’s Contribution = $77,312 ($185,548 x 0.5 x 10 months/12 months) 
City’s Contribution = $108,236 

 
During out of school times, the School Resource Officers are performing police work for the City of 
Sammamish. 

Recommended Motion:  

Motion to approve the Interlocal Agreements with the Issaquah and Lake Washington School Districts 
for School Resources Officers. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Bill # 3



 1 

INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT 
SCHOOL RESOURCE OFFICER 

 
 Pursuant to Chapter 39.34 RCW, this Interlocal Agreement (“Agreement”) is 
made and entered into this _____ day of ________________, 2016 by the Issaquah 
School District (referred to herein as “District”), and the City of Sammamish (referred to 
herein as “City”), for the purpose of establishing a School Resource Officer (referred to 
herein as “SRO”) program in the public school system in the City of Sammamish. In 
consideration of the terms and conditions set forth herein, the parties agree as follows: 
 

ARTICLE I 
 
PURPOSE.  The purpose of this Agreement is for the City to provide contract services in 
the form of SRO’s to the District. The services provided include law enforcement and 
related services as described in this Agreement. 
 

ARTICLE II 
 
OBLIGATION OF THE CITY.  The City shall provide an SRO police officer as follows: 
 
(A) Provision of an SRO. The City shall assign one (1) regularly employed officer to 

the following areas of coverage: Skyline High School. 
 
Although generally assigned to Skyline High School, the SRO may provide coverage to 
other schools and areas near Skyline High School and within the City. The services 
provided by the SRO are in addition to normal police services already provided by the 
City. 
 
(B) Selection of an SRO. The Chief of Police, with input from the District, shall 

choose the SRO to be assigned on the basis of the following minimum criteria: 
 

(1) The SRO must have the ability to deal effectively with a diverse student 
population. 

 
(2) The SRO must have the ability to present a positive image and symbol of 

the entire police agency. A goal of the SRO program is to foster a positive 
image of police officers among young people. Therefore, the personality, 
grooming and communication skills of the SRO should be of such nature 
that a positive image of the police agency is reflected. The SRO should 
sincerely want to work with staff and students at the school to which they 
are assigned. 

 
(3) The SRO must have the ability to provide good quality educational 

services in the area of law enforcement. The education background, 
background experience, interest level and communication skills of the 
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SRO must be of a high caliber, such that the SRO can effectively and 
accurately provide resource teaching services. 

 
(4) The SRO must have the desire and ability to work cooperatively with the 

School Principal and other building administrative staff and employees. 
 

(5) The SRO must be a state certified law enforcement officer. 
 
(C) Regular School Duty. The SRO must be available for regular school duty on a 

full-time basis of eight (8) hours on those days and during those hours that school 
is in session. This assignment does not prohibit the SRO from participating in 
emergency response or fulfilling training requirements as determined to exist by 
the Chief of Police or designee. 

 
(D) Duties of SRO. While on duty, the SRO shall perform the following duties: 
 

(1) Speak to classes on the law, including search and seizure, criminal law, 
motor vehicle law, and other topics mutually agreed to by the Chief of 
Police or designee and School Principal or designee. 

 
(2) Serve as a resource person in the area of law enforcement education. 

 
(3) Conduct criminal investigations of violations of the law on District 

property or property immediately surrounding District property as 
assigned by the Sammamish Police Department. 

 
(4) Provide law enforcement input into school based security, including 

teaching District security personnel. Review fencing and security systems 
on District property. 

 
(5) Maintain the peace on District property. 

 
(6) Make arrests and referrals of criminal law violators. 

 
(7) Provide police counseling to students when requested by the School 

Principal or designee and student and mutually agreed to by all parties. 
 

(8) Secure, handle and preserve evidence. 
 

(9) Recover District property through working with other police agencies. 
 

(10) Make referrals to social agencies as appropriate. 
 

(11) Wear an official police uniform, which shall be provided at the expense of 
the City, however, civilian attire may be worn on such occasions as may 
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be mutually agreed upon by the School Principal and the Chief of Police 
or designee. 

 
(12) Perform such other duties as mutually agreed upon by the School Principal 

and Chief of Police or designee, so long as the performance of such duties 
are legitimately and reasonably related to the SRO program as described 
in this Agreement, and so long as such duties are consistent with state and 
federal law and the policies and procedures of the Sammamish Police 
Department and the District. 

 
(13) Follow and conform to all District policies and procedures that do not 

conflict with policies and procedures of the Sammamish Police 
Department. 

 
(14) Follow all state and federal laws. 

 
(15) Maintain a “quarterly activities report” or such other report regarding SRO 

activities as may be required by the District and the City. 
 

(16) Coordinate with other Sammamish Police Department Youth Service 
Providers (Police Partners, Community Resources, etc.) to ensure 
consistency and continuity of all services. 

 
(17) Attend all Sammamish Police Department mandated training as required 

to maintain law enforcement qualifications and certifications. 
 
(E) Support Services to be Provided by Sammamish Police Department. The Police 

Department and the SRO will supply the following services: 
 

(1) Provide information on all offense reports taken by the SRO to the School 
Principal or designee, upon request, as the law may allow. 

 
(2) Receive and dispatch via telephone, walk-in, radio, District radio 

frequency and/or pager. 
 

(3) Maintain and file uniform crime reporting (UCR) records according to 
law. 

 
(4) Process all police reports. 

 
(5) Provide coordination, development, implementation and evaluation of 

security programs in the school assigned. 
 

 
 

Exhibit 1



 4 

(6) Provide each SRO with a patrol automobile as required and all other 
necessary or appropriate police equipment. The cost of purchasing, 
maintaining, and repairing police equipment provided under this 
Agreement shall be borne by the City. 

 
(7) Maintain copies of reports generated by officers in compliance with state 

and federal law. 
 

(8) Coordinate with school administrators, staff, law enforcement agencies, 
and the courts to promote order on the school campuses. 

 
(9) Make presentations to civic groups. 

 
(10) Maintain criminal justice standards as required by law. 

 
(11) Coordinate and participate with the School Safety Committee. 

 
(12) Coordinate crime prevention activities at the assigned school locations. 

 
(13) Provide security training for selected District Personnel. 

 
ARTICLE III 

 
The parties agree the responsibility for an administration of student discipline shall be the 
duty of the District. 
 

ARTICLE IV 
 
The SRO shall be an employee of the City and not an employee of the District. The City 
shall be responsible for the hiring, training, discipline and dismissal of its personnel. 
 

ARTICLE V 
 
In consideration of the services provided herein, the District’s contribution shall be based 
on the following equation: 
 

(1) 50% of the annual King County Rate for a School Resource Officer times ten (10) 
divided by twelve (12) to reflect the number of months school is in session. 

 
(2) Since the City’s Contract with King County for Law Enforcement Services runs 

January-December and the School Resource Officer Contract runs August-July, 
the King County rate for the first half of the School Year will be used to compute 
the School District’s share of each School Year’s cost. 
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ARTICLE VI 
 
The parties, their agents, and employees will cooperate in good faith in fulfilling the 
terms of this Agreement. Unforeseen difficulties in questions will be resolved by 
negotiations between the Superintendent/designee of the District and the City Manager or 
designee. The designated representatives will meet at least annually, or as needed, to 
resolve potential conflicts. 
 

ARTICLE VII 
 
Changes in the terms of this Agreement may be accomplished only by formal amendment 
in writing approved by the City and the District. 
 

ARTICLE VIII 
 
To dismiss an SRO from the duties described in this Agreement, the Superintendent or 
designee shall communicate in writing to the City a request to change the SRO. The 
District will outline reasons for the requested change. Absent agreement by the parties to 
resolve a change in the SRO, the SRO shall be changed within ten (10) days of the 
request. 
 

ARTICLE IX 
 
The term of this Agreement shall be for five (5) years commencing August 1, 2016, and 
ending July 31, 2021. The District shall receive the SRO services described in Article II 
for the full term of this Agreement. 
 

ARTICLE X 
 
Notwithstanding this Agreement, the District shall receive all normal police services and 
all neighborhood resource officer services in addition to the services described in this 
Agreement. 
 

ARTICLE XI 
 
The District shall provide the SRO, in each school to which the SRO is assigned, the 
following materials and facilities necessary to perform the duties by the SRO, 
enumerated herein: 
 

(1) Access to a private office which is properly lighted, with a dedicated 
telephone to be used for general business purposes. 

 
(2) Location for files and records which can be properly locked and secured. 

 
(3) A desk with drawers, a chair, working table, filing cabinet and necessary 

office supplies. 
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ARTICLE XII 
 
The City and District will collaborate on identifying and accessing funding sources for 
the SRO program that include, but are not limited to, state and federal grants. 
 

ARTICLE XIII 
 
INDEMNIFICATION.  The City shall indemnify and hold harmless the District and its 
officers, agents and employees, or any of them from any and all claims, actions, suits, 
liability, loss, costs, expenses and damages of any nature whatsoever, by reason of or 
arising out of any act or omission of the City, its officers, agents and employees, or any 
of them, in the performance of this Agreement. In the event that any such suit based upon 
such a claim, action, loss or damage is brought against the District, the City shall defend 
the same at its sole cost and expense; provided, that the District reserves the right to 
participate in such suit if any principle of government or public laws are at issue. If final 
judgment is rendered against the District and its officers, agents and employees, or any of 
them, or jointly against the District and the City and their respective officers, agents and 
employees, or any of them, the City shall satisfy the same. 
 
In executing this Agreement, the City does not assume liability or responsibility for or in 
any way release the District from any liability or responsibility which arises in whole or 
in part from the existence or effect of District policies, procedures, rules or regulations.  
If any cause, claim, suit, action or administrative proceeding is commenced in which the 
enforceability and/or validity of any District policy, procedure, rule or regulation is 
principally at issue, the District shall defend the same at its sole expense and if judgment 
is entered or damages are awarded against the District, the City or both, the District shall 
satisfy the same, including all chargeable costs and attorney’s fees. 
 
Should a court of competent jurisdiction determine that this Agreement is subject to 
RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to 
persons or damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of 
the District and the City, its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers, the City’s 
liability hereunder—including the duty and cost to defend—shall be only to the extent of 
the City’s negligence.  It is further specifically and expressly understood that the 
indemnification provided herein constitutes the City’s waiver of immunity under 
Industrial Insurance, Title 51 RCW, solely for the purposes of this indemnification.  This 
waiver has been mutually negotiated by the parties.  The provisions of this section shall 
survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement. 
 
The District shall indemnify and hold harmless the City and its officers, agents and 
employees, or any of them, from any and all claims, actions, suits, liability, loss, costs, 
expenses and damages of any nature whatsoever, by reason of or arising out of any act or 
omission of the District, its officers, agents and employees, any of them, in the 
performance of this Agreement. In the event that any suit based on such a claim, action, 
loss or damage is brought against the City, the District shall defend the same at the sole 
costs and expense; provided that the City retains the right to participate in said suit if any 
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principle of government law is at issue; and if final judgment is rendered against the City 
and the District and their perspective officers, agents and employees, or any of them, the 
District shall satisfy the same.  

Should a court of competent jurisdiction determine that this Agreement is subject to 
RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to 
persons or damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of 
the District and the City, its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers, District’s 
liability hereunder—including the duty and cost to defend—shall be only to the extent of 
the District’s negligence.  It is further specifically and expressly understood that the 
indemnification provided herein constitutes the District’s waiver of immunity under 
Industrial Insurance, Title 51 RCW, solely for the purposes of this indemnification.  This 
waiver has been mutually negotiated by the parties.  The provisions of this section shall 
survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement. 

ARTICLE XIV 

TERMINATION.  This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon thirty (30) 
days written notice that the other party failed to substantially perform in accordance with 
the terms and conditions of this Agreement through no fault of the party initiating 
termination. This Agreement may also be terminated without cause by either party upon 
ninety (90) days written notice. In the event this Agreement is terminated, compensation 
will be made to the City for all services performed to the date of termination. The District 
will be entitled to a prorated refund in accordance with the formula contained in Article 
IX for each day that the SRO services are not provided because of termination of this 
Agreement. 

ARTICLE XV 

This document comprises the entire agreement between the parties and supersedes any 
provisions not contained herein. 

____________________________ ______________________________ 
Ron Thiele, Superintendent  Lyman Howard, City Manager 
Issaquah School District City of Sammamish 

Approved as to Form 

_____________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
City of Sammamish 
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INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT 
SCHOOL RESOURCE OFFICER 

 
 Pursuant to Chapter 39.34 RCW, this Interlocal Agreement (“Agreement”) is 
made and entered into this _____ day of ________________, 2016 by Lake Washington 
School District (referred to herein as “District”), and the City of Sammamish (referred to 
herein as “City”), for the purpose of establishing a School Resource Officer (referred to 
herein as “SRO”) program in the public school system in the City of Sammamish. In 
consideration of the terms and conditions set forth herein, the parties agree as follows: 
 

ARTICLE I 
 
PURPOSE.  The purpose of this Agreement is for the City to provide contract services in 
the form of SRO’s to the District. The services provided include law enforcement and 
related services as described in this Agreement. 
 

ARTICLE II 
 
OBLIGATION OF THE CITY.  The City shall provide an SRO police officer as follows: 
 
(A) Provision of an SRO. The City shall assign one (1) regularly employed officer to 

the following areas of coverage: Eastlake High School. 
 
Although generally assigned to Eastlake High School, the SRO may provide coverage to 
other schools and areas near Eastlake High School and within the City. The services 
provided by the SRO are in addition to normal police services already provided by the 
City. 
 
(B) Selection of an SRO. The Chief of Police, with input from the District, shall 

choose the SRO to be assigned on the basis of the following minimum criteria: 
 

(1) The SRO must have the ability to deal effectively with a diverse student 
population. 

 
(2) The SRO must have the ability to present a positive image and symbol of 

the entire police agency. A goal of the SRO program is to foster a positive 
image of police officers among young people. Therefore, the personality, 
grooming and communication skills of the SRO should be of such nature 
that a positive image of the police agency is reflected. The SRO should 
sincerely want to work with staff and students at the school to which they 
are assigned. 

 
(3) The SRO must have the ability to provide good quality educational 

services in the area of law enforcement. The education background, 
background experience, interest level and communication skills of the 
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SRO must be of a high caliber, such that the SRO can effectively and 
accurately provide resource teaching services. 

 
(4) The SRO must have the desire and ability to work cooperatively with the 

School Principal and other building administrative staff and employees. 
 

(5) The SRO must be a state certified law enforcement officer. 
 
(C) Regular School Duty. The SRO must be available for regular school duty on a 

full-time basis of eight (8) hours on those days and during those hours that school 
is in session. This assignment does not prohibit the SRO from participating in 
emergency response or fulfilling training requirements as determined to exist by 
the Chief of Police or designee. 

 
(D) Duties of SRO. While on duty, the SRO shall perform the following duties: 
 

(1) Speak to classes on the law, including search and seizure, criminal law, 
motor vehicle law, and other topics mutually agreed to by the Chief of 
Police or designee and School Principal or designee. 

 
(2) Serve as a resource person in the area of law enforcement education. 

 
(3) Conduct criminal investigations of violations of the law on District 

property or property immediately surrounding District property as 
assigned by the Sammamish Police Department. 

 
(4) Provide law enforcement input into school based security, including 

teaching District security personnel. Review fencing and security systems 
on District property. 

 
(5) Maintain the peace on District property. 

 
(6) Make arrests and referrals of criminal law violators. 

 
(7) Provide police counseling to students when requested by the School 

Principal or designee and student and mutually agreed to by all parties. 
 

(8) Secure, handle and preserve evidence. 
 

(9) Recover District property through working with other police agencies. 
 

(10) Make referrals to social agencies as appropriate. 
 

(11) Wear an official police uniform, which shall be provided at the expense of 
the City, however, civilian attire may be worn on such occasions as may 
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be mutually agreed upon by the School Principal and the Chief of Police 
or designee. 

 
(12) Perform such other duties as mutually agreed upon by the School Principal 

and Chief of Police or designee, so long as the performance of such duties 
are legitimately and reasonably related to the SRO program as described 
in this Agreement, and so long as such duties are consistent with state and 
federal law and the policies and procedures of the Sammamish Police 
Department and the District. 

 
(13) Follow and conform to all District policies and procedures that do not 

conflict with policies and procedures of the Sammamish Police 
Department. 

 
(14) Follow all state and federal laws. 

 
(15) Maintain a “quarterly activities report” or such other report regarding SRO 

activities as may be required by the District and the City. 
 

(16) Coordinate with other Sammamish Police Department Youth Service 
Providers (Police Partners, Community Resources, etc.) to ensure 
consistency and continuity of all services. 

 
(17) Attend all Sammamish Police Department mandated training as required 

to maintain law enforcement qualifications and certifications. 
 
(E) Support Services to be Provided by Sammamish Police Department. The Police 

Department and the SRO will supply the following services: 
 

(1) Provide information on all offense reports taken by the SRO to the School 
Principal or designee, upon request, as the law may allow. 

 
(2) Receive and dispatch via telephone, walk-in, radio, District radio 

frequency and/or pager. 
 

(3) Maintain and file uniform crime reporting (UCR) records according to 
law. 

 
(4) Process all police reports. 

 
(5) Provide coordination, development, implementation and evaluation of 

security programs in the school assigned. 
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(6) Provide each SRO with a patrol automobile as required and all other 
necessary or appropriate police equipment. The cost of purchasing, 
maintaining, and repairing police equipment provided under this 
Agreement shall be borne by the City. 

 
(7) Maintain copies of reports generated by officers in compliance with state 

and federal law. 
 

(8) Coordinate with school administrators, staff, law enforcement agencies, 
and the courts to promote order on the school campuses. 

 
(9) Make presentations to civic groups. 

 
(10) Maintain criminal justice standards as required by law. 

 
(11) Coordinate and participate with the School Safety Committee. 

 
(12) Coordinate crime prevention activities at the assigned school locations. 

 
(13) Provide security training for selected District Personnel. 

 
ARTICLE III 

 
The parties agree the responsibility for an administration of student discipline shall be the 
duty of the District. 
 

ARTICLE IV 
 
The SRO shall be an employee of the City and not an employee of the District. The City 
shall be responsible for the hiring, training, discipline and dismissal of its personnel. 
 

ARTICLE V 
 
In consideration of the services provided herein, the District’s contribution shall be based 
on the following equation: 
 

(1) 50% of the annual King County Rate for a School Resource Officer times ten (10) 
divided by twelve (12) to reflect the number of months school is in session. 

 
(2) Since the City’s Contract with King County for Law Enforcement Services runs 

January-December and the School Resource Officer Contract runs August-July, 
the King County rate for the first half of the School Year will be used to compute 
the School District’s share of each School Year’s cost. 
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ARTICLE VI 

 
The parties, their agents, and employees will cooperate in good faith in fulfilling the 
terms of this Agreement. Unforeseen difficulties in questions will be resolved by 
negotiations between the Superintendent/designee of the District and the City Manager or 
designee. The designated representatives will meet at least annually, or as needed, to 
resolve potential conflicts. 
 

ARTICLE VII 
 
Changes in the terms of this Agreement may be accomplished only by formal amendment 
in writing approved by the City and the District. 
 

ARTICLE VIII 
 
To dismiss an SRO from the duties described in this Agreement, the Superintendent or 
designee shall communicate in writing to the City a request to change the SRO. The 
District will outline reasons for the requested change. Absent agreement by the parties to 
resolve a change in the SRO, the SRO shall be changed within ten (10) days of the 
request. 
 

ARTICLE IX 
 
The term of this Agreement shall be for five (5) years commencing August 1, 2016, and 
ending July 31, 2021. The District shall receive the SRO services described in Article II 
for the full term of this Agreement. 
 

ARTICLE X 
 
Notwithstanding this Agreement, the District shall receive all normal police services and 
all neighborhood resource officer services in addition to the services described in this 
Agreement. 
 

ARTICLE XI 
 
The District shall provide the SRO, in each school to which the SRO is assigned, the 
following materials and facilities necessary to perform the duties by the SRO, 
enumerated herein: 
 

(1) Access to a private office which is properly lighted, with a dedicated 
telephone to be used for general business purposes. 

 
(2) Location for files and records which can be properly locked and secured. 
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(3) A desk with drawers, a chair, working table, filing cabinet and necessary 
office supplies. 

ARTICLE XII 
 
The City and District will collaborate on identifying and accessing funding sources for 
the SRO program that include, but are not limited to, state and federal grants. 
 

ARTICLE XIII 
 
INDEMNIFICATION.  The City shall indemnify and hold harmless the District and its 
officers, agents and employees, or any of them from any and all claims, actions, suits, 
liability, loss, costs, expenses and damages of any nature whatsoever, by reason of or 
arising out of any act or omission of the City, its officers, agents and employees, or any 
of them, in the performance of this Agreement. In the event that any such suit based upon 
such a claim, action, loss or damage is brought against the District, the City shall defend 
the same at its sole cost and expense; provided, that the District reserves the right to 
participate in such suit if any principle of government or public laws are at issue. If final 
judgment is rendered against the District and its officers, agents and employees, or any of 
them, or jointly against the District and the City and their respective officers, agents and 
employees, or any of them, the City shall satisfy the same. 
 
In executing this Agreement, the City does not assume liability or responsibility for or in 
any way release the District from any liability or responsibility which arises in whole or 
in part from the existence or effect of District policies, procedures, rules or regulations.  
If any cause, claim, suit, action or administrative proceeding is commenced in which the 
enforceability and/or validity of any such District policy, procedure, rule or regulation is 
principally at issue, the District shall defend the same at its sole expense and if judgment 
is entered or damages are awarded against the District, the City or both, the District shall 
satisfy the same, including all chargeable costs and attorney’s fees. 
 
Should a court of competent jurisdiction determine that this Agreement is subject to 
RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to 
persons or damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of 
the District and the City, its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers, the City’s 
liability hereunder—including the duty and cost to defend—shall be only to the extent of 
the City’s negligence.  It is further specifically and expressly understood that the 
indemnification provided herein constitutes the City’s waiver of immunity under 
Industrial Insurance, Title 51 RCW, solely for the purposes of this indemnification.  This 
waiver has been mutually negotiated by the parties.  The provisions of this section shall 
survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement. 
 
The District shall indemnify and hold harmless the City and its officers, agents and 
employees, or any of them, from any and all claims, actions, suits, liability, loss, costs, 
expenses and damages of any nature whatsoever, by reason of or arising out of any act or 
omission of the District, its officers, agents and employees, any of them, in the 
performance of this Agreement. In the event that any suit based on such a claim, action, 
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loss or damage is brought against the City, the District shall defend the same at the sole 
costs and expense; provided that the City retains the right to participate in said suit if any 
principle of government law is at issue; and if final judgment is rendered against the City 
and the District and their perspective officers, agents and employees, or any of them, the 
District shall satisfy the same.  

Should a court of competent jurisdiction determine that this Agreement is subject to 
RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to 
persons or damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent negligence of 
the District and the City, its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers, District’s 
liability hereunder—including the duty and cost to defend—shall be only to the extent of 
the District’s negligence.  It is further specifically and expressly understood that the 
indemnification provided herein constitutes the District’s waiver of immunity under 
Industrial Insurance, Title 51 RCW, solely for the purposes of this indemnification.  This 
waiver has been mutually negotiated by the parties. The provisions of this section shall 
survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement. 

ARTICLE XIV 

TERMINATION.  This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon thirty (30) 
days written notice that the other party failed to substantially perform in accordance with 
the terms and conditions of this Agreement through no fault of the party initiating 
termination. This Agreement may also be terminated without cause by either party upon 
ninety (90) days written notice. In the event this Agreement is terminated, compensation 
will be made to the City for all services performed to the date of termination. The District 
will be entitled to a prorated refund in accordance with the formula contained in Article 
IX for each day that the SRO services are not provided because of termination of this 
Agreement. 

ARTICLE XV 

This document comprises the entire agreement between the parties and supersedes any 
provisions not contained herein. 

____________________________  ______________________________ 
Barbara Posthumus, Assistant Superintendent Lyman Howard, City Manager 
Lake Washington School District  City of Sammamish 

Approved as to Form 

_____________________________ 
Michael R. Kenyon, City Attorney 
City of Sammamish 
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COUNCIL MINUTES 
Special Meeting 
September 20, 2016 

 
Mayor Don Gerend called the special meeting of the Sammamish City Council to order at 5:30 pm. 
 
Councilmembers present:  
Mayor Don Gerend 
Deputy Mayor Ramiro Valderrama 
Councilmember Tom Hornish 
Councilmember Kathy Huckabay 
Councilmember Bob Keller 
Councilmember Christie Malchow 
Councilmember Tom Odell (via tele-conference) 
 
Staff present:   
Lyman Howard, City Manager 
Jessi Bon, Deputy City Manager 
Beth Goldberg, Director of Administrative Services 
Jeff Thomas, Community Development Director 
Aaron Antin, Finance/IT Director 
Angie Feser, Parks & Recreation Director 
Steve Leniszewski, Public Works Director 
Kim Adams Pratt, Assistant City Attorney  
Lita Hachey, Deputy City Clerk  
 
Roll Call 
 
Councilmember Odell was attending via a tele-conference call. 
 
Mike Kenyon, City Attorney gave an explanation of the meaning and purpose of an Executive Session 
and what can and cannot be addressed during these sessions. No final votes or final decisions can be 
made during a session.  
 
Executive Session – Potential Litigation pursuant to RCW 42.30.110(1)(i) and Potential Land Acquisition 
pursuant to RCW 42.30.110 (1)(b) 
 
Council left for executive session at 5:35 pm and returned at 6:35 pm. No action was taken. 
 
Resume Open Session          6:35 pm 
 
Pledge of Allegiance 
 
Scout Troop 695 led the pledge. 

Bill # 4
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Approval of Agenda 
 
MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to approve the agenda. Councilmember Malchow 
seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
Student Liaison Report - none 
 
Presentations/Proclamations 
 
Recognition: Chief Nate Elledge 
 
City Manager, Lyman Howard presented Chief Elledge with a gift of appreciation and thanked him for his 
years of service with the City of Sammamish Police Department. Also in attendance were his wife Joanne 
Elledge and son, Shane. Nate will become the Chief of the King County Airport, Fire Fighter and Police 
Unit at Boeing Field.  
 
Public Comment 
 
Clifford Hopps, 300 225th Place SE, spoke about the possible Town Center Moratorium and the effect of 
the development around his home. He feels we should have a moratorium on everything but the Town 
Center. He stated we need to develop our infrastructure and support our community.  
 
Liz Lindquist, 22622 SE 20th St, spoke about a moratorium and the future development of their property 
in Sammamish. They would like to sell their property to support their retirement. A moratorium would 
devastate their plans.  
 
Charles Scott, 3638 248th Pl SE, spoke about recreational vehicle (RV) parking on residential streets. He 
would like to see a change in the regulations. He suggested a permit for parking overnight for oversized 
vehicles. Mr. Scott submitted a petition from local residents.  
 
Tim Farrelly, 3630 248th Pl SE, spoke about an enforcement of regulations on RV parking in residential 
areas and streets. He feels that we should not allow our streets to provide storage of RV’s, Jet-skis, 
motor boats, trailers etc.  
 
Jason Dahners, 101 224th Pl SE, stated he is not in favor of a Town Center moratorium. Both of his 
properties in the Town Center are under contract with developers and he does not want to see a delay. 
He is also concerned that the City will lose the grant funding for the SE 4th Street improvements if 
construction does not begin by Spring 2017.  
 
Ed Zercher, 22244 SE 4th St, spoke about the Town Center moratorium. He is not in favor because of how 
far Sammamish has come with moving forward to the future. The Town Center will provide what 
Sammamish needs and has been more than a decade in the making. So much thoughtful planning and 
deliberation has gone into it already. The Town Center will provide goods, services, jobs, and restaurants 
that our community needs.  
 
Todd Levitt, 14410 Bel-Red Rd, Bellevue, WA, represents Murray-Franklin, spoke about the moratorium 
and how his business is a part of the community. Housing demand is outweighing the supply and we 
need to provide new homes so we can meet that demand.  
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Deb Sogge, 704 228th Ave NE, Sammamish Chamber of Commerce, gave an update on the Farmers 
Market. Tomorrow is the last day and she invited everyone to attend. There will be family games, trick 
or treat preview and fresh farm produce. Ms. Sogge thanked the Council for the years of thoughtful 
growth and development in Sammamish. She would like to encourage the college coming to the Mars 
Hill Church for students, adults and local businesses.  
 
Velma Johnson, 111 228th Ave NE, spoke about the possibility of a moratorium and is very shocked and 
disappointed with this news. She is asking Council to reconsider this decision.  
 
Kim Stevenson, 23924 NE 31st Way, spoke about the possible moratorium. She is against the idea of a 
moratorium and wonders why Council has even suggested the idea.  
 
Jennifer Kim, 4001 239th Pl SE, Save Sammamish Organization, spoke about Sammamish and the Growth 
Management Act and showed a presentation (available upon request of the City Clerk, 
manderson@sammamish.us). 
 
John Galvin, 432 228th Ave SE, spoke about the Town Center and questioned if a moratorium is the 
answer to the problem. He wonders what having a moratorium will it solve at this point, as everything is 
planned out.  
 
Clark Hartley, 24617 SE 14th St, spoke about the idea of a moratorium and the freedoms of his family and 
community. He asked where the City feels it has failed, in that now, it is requiring a moratorium? He 
feels that we already have the regulations we need to make development work in Sammamish.  
 
Chuck and Linda Dulken, 23117 E Main St, spoke regarding the moratorium. They feel that the Council is 
trying to do the right thing within the boundaries of the regulations. They have been involved over the 
years in the planning of the Town Center and would like to see this continue. They don’t want 
unnecessary delays as it is too drastic.  
 
Layna Crofts, 22912 SE 37th St, concerned about the YMCA property and wetlands near her home and 
the surveying that is currently being done. She does not want the recreation center to move forward 
before there is more residential involvement in the decision making. She would prefer that this land be 
kept as a natural preserve and protect the wild life. 
 
Council directed staff to follow-up on the surveying and activity with the YMCA site.  
 
Edie Herb, 2026 201st Aveue SE, spoke on behalf of Eastside Baby Corner and National Diaper Needs 
Awareness Week. She thanked Council for the recognition of this event.  
 
Bill Hammond, 24017 NE 14th St, spoke against a moratorium in Sammamish. He would like to see a land 
process that will work for all our residents.   
 
Upinder Dhinsa, 215 E Lk Sammamish Pkwy SE, he spoke about the development in Sammamish. He 
would like to see balanced development and is against a moratorium.  
 
Douglas Bean, 2028 E Lk Sammamish Pkwy, spoke regarding individual rights and collective good. He is 
not in favor of a moratorium and feels it is too late for that. He feels that Council will be interfering with 
individual rights at this point.  
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Sam Rodabough, 11820 Northrup Way, Suite E200, Bellevue, Land Use and Real Estate Attorney, spoke 
regarding growth in Sammamish and the moratorium proposal. He feels that at moratorium is not the 
solution. He would like to see more education for our citizens to understand what is happening in the 
City. He stated that we are already held to a high standard here in Sammamish.  
 
Mary Wictor, 408 208th Ave NE, spoke about Landslide Hazard Area and the drainage areas associated 
with this and showed a presentation (available upon request of the City Clerk, manderson@sammamish.us) 
 
Eva Otto, 4031 Evanston Ave, Seattle, Land Broker, spoke with regard to a possible moratorium in 
Sammamish. She is in favor of the Town Center and feels it is a thoughtful process. She is against a 
moratorium and would like to see the topic dismissed.  
 
Dave Augenstein, 723 212th Ave SE, spoke against the moratorium and would like to be able to sell his 
land and retire in the future. He feels that there is no need for a moratorium at this time.  
 
Holly Moffatt, 416 228th Ave SE, she would like to see the City move forward with the Town Center 
project and is against any moratorium.  
 
Stacie Peters, 4240 40th Pl SE, she feels the Town Center is a good idea and that we should focus our 
growth in that area. She doesn’t feel that we need high density developments like Highcroft and a 
moratorium for these type of projects would be a better idea 
 
Denise Darnell, 2121 200th Ave SE, spoke about the large, high density developments like Highcroft. She 
is concerned about our growth management and the over-flow of in our local schools. 
 
David Hoffman, Master Builders Assoc., 335 116th Ave SE, Bellevue, WA, spoke regarding a possible 
moratorium in Sammamish and the difficulty that builders are already having in finding available land 
and keeping up with the current demand for homes.  
 
Kerek Edwards, 2809 204th Ave SE, spoke about the Town Center and he is against the possible 
moratorium. He feels that the Town Center should proceed as planned. So much time has already been 
spent on preparing and planning this project.  
 
Consent Agenda 
 
Payroll for period ending August 31, 2016 for pay date September 2, 2016 in the amount of $372,948.76 
Approval: Claims For Period Ending September 20, 2016 In The Amount Of  
$ 3,396,325.50 For Check No. 45352 Through 45493 
Resolution: A Resolution Of The City Of Sammamish, Washington, Granting Final Plat Approval To The 
Plat Of Laurel Park (R2016-694) 
Resolution: A Resolution Of The City Of Sammamish, Washington, Amending Resolution R2015-
655 And The City’s Master Fee Schedule (R2016-695) 
Contract: City Buildings Fire Protection Services/Fire Protection, Inc. 
Contract: Sammamish Landing Completion Phase Design/HDR Engineering 
Amendment: Storm and Surface water Management Comprehensive Plan Update/Windward 
Environmental 
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Proclamation: National Diaper Awareness  

Whereas, Diaper Need, the condition of not having a sufficient supply of clean diapers to ensure that 
infants and toddlers are clean, healthy and dry, can adversely affect the health and welfare of infants, 
toddlers and their families; and  
Whereas, national surveys report that one in three mothers experiencing diaper need at some time 
while their children are less than three years of age and forty-eight percent of families delay changing a 
diaper to extend their supply; and  
Whereas, the average infant or toddler requires an average of 50 diaper changes per week over three 
years; and  
Whereas, diapers cannot be bought with food stamps or WIC vouchers, therefore obtaining a sufficient 
supply of diapers can cause economic hardship to families; and 
Whereas, a supply of diapers is generally an eligibility requirement for infant and toddlers to participate 
in childcare programs and quality early education programs; and  
Whereas, the people of Sammamish recognize that addressing Diaper Need can lead to economic 
opportunity for the state’s low-income families and can lead to improved health for families and their 
communities; and  
Whereas, Sammamish is proud to be support community organizations that recognize the importance of 
diapers in helping provide economic stability for families and distribute diapers to poor families through 
various channels; now 
Therefore, I, Donald Gerend, Mayor of the City of Sammamish do hereby proclaim the week of:  
September 26 through October 2, 2016 as  Diaper Need Awareness Week 
in the City of Sammamish and encourage the citizens of Sammamish to donate generously to diaper 
banks, diaper drives, and those organizations that distribute diapers to families in need to help alleviate 
diaper need in Sammamish and environs. 

Proclamation: Welcome America 
Approval: Minutes for September 6, 2016 Regular Meeting 
Approval: Notes for September 13, 2016 Study Session 

MOTION: Deputy Mayor Valderrama moved to approve the Consent Agenda. Councilmember Keller seconded. 
Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
Council recessed at 8:26 pm till 8:39 pm.  
 
Public Hearing 
 
Resolution: Resolution Of The City Of Sammamish, Washington, Approving And Confirming The Special 
Assessment Roll For Beaver Lake Management District #1 
 
Director of Community Development, Jeff Thomas and David Goodman, Management Analyst, showed a 
presentation on the Beaver Lake Management District Assessment Roll. (available on the City website at 
www.sammamish.us )  
 
Public hearing opened at 8:45 pm and closed at 8:46 pm with no comments.  
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MOTION: Councilmember Malchow moved to approve the resolution approving and confirming the Special 
Assessment Roll for Beaver Lake Management District #1 as amended, to approve only those properties in the 
City of Sammamish which are wholly or partially within the Beaver Lake Basin Boundary.  Councilmember 
Hornish seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0 (R2016-696). 
 
Unfinished Business - None 
 
New Business 
 
Discussion: 2017/2018 Biennial Budget 
 
City Manager, Lyman Howard gave an introduction of the process of the budget and Director of Finance 
Aaron Antin gave a staff update on the operating principles and the preliminary budget and showed a 
presentation of the budget process. Deputy City Manager Jessi Bon discussed the Major Work Plan 
Items and continued with the presentation. (presentation available on the City’s website at 
www.sammamish.us). 
 
Any Council questions should be submitted to staff by October 3, 2016. 
 
Deputy Mayor Valderrama would like to know how many employees were hired in 2016 and how many 
employees are there now? Mr. Antin stated that Sammamish currently employs 90 people and Lyman 
Howard will follow-up with Council on the increase in staffing.  
Mr. Howard explained that the need for more staff is due to the fact that staff is extremely busy. The 
community and Council have expressed that we are not quite hitting the mark and feel staff is not as 
responsive as they used to be. We would like to provide a better level of service and will need more staff 
to do that.  
Councilmember Keller suggested that the Finance Committee give guidance to Council on what are the 
key areas of the Budget to focus on. Councilmember Huckabay stated that surface water and the 
Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) dollars are priority items. 
Councilmember Odell stated that Transportation and Community Development are other areas of 
importance.  
 
Council moved to extend the meeting until 11:00 pm.  
 
Council recessed from 10:00 pm till 10:05 pm. 
 
Policy: Private Property Storm and Surface Water Management Responsibilities 
 
Director of Public Works Steve Leniszewski and Cheryl Paston, Deputy Director of Public Works gave a 
brief overview of the hand-off of a draft policy relating to private property storm and surface water 
management responsibilities.  
 
Councilmember Huckabay, Finance Committee Chair, gave an update on the work done on the policy to 
date and the hand off to Council for their review. Questions should be submitted by October 3, 2016 to 
Mr. Leniszewski or Ms. Paston, to be addressed more fully at the next meeting on October 4, 2016.  
Deputy Mayor Valderrama would like to know what the policy issue is? Councilmember Huckabay 
explained that there are many more areas that need to be looked at, not just the Tamarack 
neighborhood.  
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Councilmember Hornish asked when this policy would be adopted? Mr. Leniszewski stated it would be 
at the Council’s discretion.  
 
Contract: Interim Maintenance Director and Maintenance Strategic Plan/Demarche Consulting 
 
Ms. Bon and Glenn Akramoff, Demarche Consulting gave a brief staff report and showed a presentation 
(presentation available on the City’s website at www.sammamish.us). 
 
MOTION: Councilmember Hornish moved to authorize the City Manager to approve the 
contract for the Interim Maintenance Director and Maintenance Strategic Plan in an amount not 
to exceed $200,000.00. Councilmember Malchow seconded. Motion carried unanimously 7-0. 
 
Councilmember Keller asked about the current maintenance facility’s size and needs. Do we 
need more space? Jessi Bon indicated that we need a facility and yard in the south end of the 
City. There is a lot of inefficiency with having one facility in the north end of the City. The current 
footprint of the Beaver Lake shop cannot be expanded due to wetland constraints. 
 
Discussion: Development Moratorium 
 
City Manager Lyman Howard, Mr. Thomas and Mr. Leniszewski gave a staff update and showed a 
presentation. (Presentation is available on the City website at www.sammamish.us ) 
 
Mr. Howard stated the following: 
“Last week, on September 13th Deputy Mayor Valderrama asked his fellow City Councilmembers to join him in 
directing the City Manager to begin a 60-day process to do a study and encourage public input for the 
establishment of a moratorium across the Town Center (TC) so we can appropriately start to plan what we are 
doing in the City…in the areas of infrastructure, of the water, the sewage, the traffic. 
You will recall we held a round table discussion on growth the previous week and we were in the process of 
compiling comments on the options for managing growth from the participants.  
The concept of a moratorium was mentioned as one of the options, but not necessarily the leading option. Other 
items suggested included:  

• Purchase land to preserve it. 
• Implement Design Standards. 
• Increased preservation of Trees and reforestation. 
• Build infrastructure (roadway and surface water) prior to/concurrent with development. 
• Reduce zoning densities – down zone. 
• Require buffers between neighborhoods and roadways. 

Designating the Town Center for moratorium consideration isn’t consistent with what is happening there.  
• We have a Town Center plan supporting smart growth. 
• We have a developer aggregating much of the property. 
• The TC plan densities were designed to preserve the neighborhoods by taking half the growth 
• Design standards are in place. 
• Surface Water infrastructure with be in place and regionalized per initial plans from developer. 
• Roadway infrastructure with be in place prior to people. 

The Town Center Plan has taken a decade and a half to come to life, it is showing great promise that matches the 
vision of the community…The Town Center Plan is at a crossroads, it is moving forward within the potential 
envisioned. If we derail this effort, I fear that we will not recover the momentum that has started to build. Given the 
cyclical nature of economics, a delay could become a 20-30 year failed promise.  
I’ll remind Council that you ‘ve been busy with improvements to our code and control of development in 
Sammamish including: 
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Updated Comprehensive plan, stringent Tree Retention Standards, Public Works Standards and Surface Water 
Comprehensive plan and related development codes, including enhancements beyond what is required.  
I have reached out to Ron Thiele of the Issaquah School District. He said they would be neutral to the idea of a 
moratorium. They have sufficient plans in place to address the current and continued growth. They have a Bond 
issue that just passed that will allow them to add sufficient capacity, including remodeling of schools and building 
new ones. This includes elementary schools, middle school and a new high school. He made it clear that there is no 
need to enact a moratorium on their behalf. 
Traci Pierce from the Lake Washington School District had the same perspective. They have a Long Term plan to 
manage the growth and should not be a reason to enact a moratorium.  
I reached out to Jay Krauss with the Sammamish Plateau Water District. They have no sewer capacity issues or 
constraints for growth. They have capacity up to 2026-2032 and are working with Metro for a capacity project in 
the timeframe of 2014 to 2028. He made it clear that Sammamish Plateau Water shouldn’t be the reason for 
moratorium.  
From my perspective, I recommend we continue to work on our planning efforts, including finding better ways to 
manage growth outside of a moratorium. 
Investigate and work with the community on the solutions suggested in the round table discussions. 
If Council desires a moratorium area for consideration, I’d suggest options other than the Town Center.  
Additionally, a 60-day discussion on having a moratorium will cause a rush to vest, overwhelming staff and cause a 
flight from quality submissions.  
If I or staff can inform your discussions, please feel free to call upon us. We also have Jay Regenstrief here from the 
Sammamish Plateau Water District. I’d like to aske Jeff Thomas, our Community Development Director to remind 
Council of the Town Center implementation strategy you approve on May 24th.” 
 
Jeff Thomas presented a slide on the Town Center Implementation Strategies: Table A (from a Memo 
presented at a Study Session on May 10, 2016) 
 
Councilmember Huckabay spoke about citizens who would like to downsize into a smaller home, 
possibly in the Town Center. 
Councilmember Keller spoke about the process for developing the Town Center and the consequences 
of a moratorium.   
Councilmember Malchow does not feel a moratorium in the Town Center addresses the needs of our 
citizens. Communicating out to the citizens is key to help them understand what is happening. We have 
heard from citizens and their main concerns are tree retention and traffic. 
Deputy Mayor Valderrama stated that it is important to remember that the Town Center plan was 
developed 12 years ago and our infrastructure is unable to handle the growth with traffic, stormwater 
and tree retention. He feels that we need to address the setbacks and buffers in the Town Center and 
for 228th Ave. He feels we need to direct the staff of open a sixty-day study, have public input and 
develop recommendations and come back to Council. The study should include growth managing, 
necessary code changes and capital infrastructure plans that need to be accelerated. 
Councilmember Hornish feels that the majority of those citizens speaking tonight were focused on the 
money and not the environment. He does not feel that we need a moratorium or a study at this time. He 
questioned what will happen after the Town Center is complete.  Can we enforce a moratorium at that 
time? 
Mayor Gerend referred to the “Table A” presented and made some suggestions. He feels that during the 
Council retreat in January this information can be discussed.  
Councilmember Odell feels a moratorium on the Town Center is the wrong place to do it. He feels that 
the Town Center still has items that need to be reconsidered and brought back to Council before the 
January retreat. We have not yet seen the impact of some of the code changes we have made.  More 
code changes are needed, like buffers along major arterials for trees. Mr. Odell stated that a 
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moratorium would be better served on everything but the Town Center area but he is not ready at this 
point to do that.  
Mayor Gerend stated that looking at the table presented and the short, medium and long term timing, 
one thing that Council could do is to continue making adjustments to it. The three projects underway 
have put in the vaults and that has eliminated the open retention ponds. He agrees to continue the 
studies looking at stormwater and traffic and have staff come back in January with further discussion.  
Deputy Mayor Valderrama stated that, at the Retreat, staff to bring and identify accelerations to the 
infrastructure, potential code changes that might be considered and also solutions for stormwater and 
regional stormwater retention. 
Councilmember Keller feels that more people are now aware of the Town Center plan and how much 
planning/community input has already been put into it.  
Councilmember Odell would like to bring back the tree ordinance and code issues before the retreat. 
City Manager Howard agreed that there are many issues and citizen input to be discussed and staff will 
bring this back to Council before the retreat.  
 
Council moved to extend the meeting until 11:30 pm 
 
Council Reports/Committee Reports 
 
Councilmember Kathy Huckabay will be attending a METRO meeting tomorrow, Wed. Sept. 21. 
They will be reviewing METRO’s long range plan. She suggested a retreat item could be: Can 
Metro/ bus service provide what we need for the City? How should we move forward with this? 
  
Councilmember Bob Keller attended the Sound Cities Association, Public Issues Committee 
meeting on low income housing tax credits.  He will provide more information on this to Council. 
Sammamish Drug-Free Coalition met this week and unfortunately did not qualify for the grant to 
partner up with the To Influence the Choice Group. They plan to strategize and apply again next 
year.  
  
Councilmember Christie Malchow attended the Friends of Issaquah Salmon Hatchery event last 
Friday. She attended the Transportation Committee meeting. Tomorrow is the Surface and 
Stormwater Management Open House here at City Hall at 5:00 pm. Next week she is attending a 
course on local planning, put on by the Washington Cities Insurance Authority. This is open to 
anyone who would like to attend.  
 
Deputy Mayor Ramiro Valderrama attended the Housing Summit this past weekend with Mayor Gerend.  
 
Councilmember Tom Hornish attended the Human Services meeting last week, which included a 
presentation by ARCH (A Regional Coalition for Housing) related to funding.  
 
Councilmember Tom Odell spoke about the salmon situation and attended the WRIA 8 meeting last 
week. There are larger returns to the hatcheries, but are continuing to lose fry. Light pollution in Lake 
Sammamish was also an issue. He attended the Transportation Committee Meeting and stated that the 
Inglewood Hill project is on schedule, the ITS (Intelligent Traffic System) will be completed all the way to 
Redmond. The ITS will be updated, with the schools re-opening and daylight becoming shorter. Traffic 
models will be rerun for SE 4th street in the Town Center. There was a staff update on Sahalee Way and 
an Open House will be scheduled around the first of the year.  
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Mayor Gerend spoke with Brian McCartan, CFO from Sound Transit this week regarding the ST3 
plan. He would like to get representatives for the Pro and a Con statement to attend the Council 
meeting October 4th when they will be discussing the ST3 plan. Council will decide what stance 
they will take at that time.  
 
City Manager Report  
 
Update: Mars Hill Church 
Lyman Howard had the following statement about the Mars Hill Church property: 
  
“Progress has been made in bringing higher education to Sammamish. Higher Education was the intent expressed 
when purchasing the Mars Hill Facility. There have been several starts and stops when the three institutions, 
Bellevue College, Lake Washington Technical College, and Cascadia found themselves unable to follow through on 
their original letter of interest...all for a variety of reasons. We considered looking at other partners that showed 
interest…Digipen, and a Vedic University as well as several leasing opportunities both shorter and longer term. 
Central Washington University (CWU) showed interest and Council directed the Council Team and the City Manager 
to continue the discussions and potential of a relationship with them. 
CWU performed a survey of citizens, interviewed community leaders, talked to the schools and discussed the 
potential with staff and council. 
Based on that, CWU brought 24 staff from the Ellensburg campus, including the Assistant Provost, department 
heads and deans to visit the facility and meet with the Sammamish team. 
Based on that visit and the encouraging potential, CWU staff determined that they wanted to meet with several of 
our legislators to gauge the educational environment in terms of legislative support, given the upcoming McCleary 
legislative budget year. Provost Katherine Frank and Government Affairs Director Ann Anderson visited and 
discussed the potential of the site with the Team. The President, Jim Gaudino, his wife and the Provost, Katherine 
Frank visited the prior Monday to see for themselves and meet with the team. At this point CWU is in the process of 
working with us to create a proposal. 
There is no guarantee of the proposal/agreement being accepted by both parties, as we don’t know the terms.  I’ve 
been told that they have a strong commitment to the partnership. 
The President and Board of Trustees are planning to visit the site and would like to meet with the full Council on 
October 20th as the first part of their monthly trustee meeting.  I will be working on providing you with more details 
as they are worked out. 
Items unknown at this time include; timing of the building being utilized, the definition of risk sharing, the business 
plan phasing model, the number of students and associated classes or curriculum and the Sammamish Running 
Start component of that mix. 
I’ve been in contact with the President, the Provost, the Government Relations Director and their CFO and all have 
expressed their strong interest in this partnership. 
In addition, I am to discuss the process with Ann Anderson and Linda Schactler, Chief of Staff later this week. 
I understand Council’s desire to have a backup plan.  I propose that I report back to you by the 11/15/ 2016 Council 
meeting with an assessment of where we are with CWU. 
I’ve asked Public Works to review traffic studies relating to its use as a facility of higher education, including trip 
dispersion and timing impacts.  Part of this needs to be done in conjunction with CWU’s proposal and business plan. 
To preserve options, I’ve directed Community Development to propose a docket request for the 2017 Comp Plan 
Update, for Council consideration, of changing the zoning to allow a wider set of uses for the property.  It is 
currently zoned residential and is the only property on the east side of 228th not either part of the Sammamish 
Highlands or the Town Center.  This preserves Council options, as there is a deadline of September 30th.” 

 
MOTION: Councilmember Malchow moved to direct the City Manager to continue to engage Central 
Washington University (CWU) in discussions about securing a lease, the next CWU board meeting, the 
next CWU visit and update Council on November 15thand at that point it should come back for 
discussion with the full Council for potential alternative considerations for the property if they have not 

Bill # 4



 
 

\\chfs001\home\manderson\City Council Minutes\2016\0920sm.doc 11 

formally committed to use the Mars Hill property. Further, a traffic impacted analysis of impacts of 
Central Washington University’s initial intended use of the property through their full intended use of 
the campus including full four-year university would be required to formally proceed. Councilmember 
Valderrama seconded. Motion carried 7-0. 
 
Deputy Mayor Valderrama is concerned that if we don’t have a formal commitment by November that 
we will lose another year. We need to start now to look at other alternatives or liquidation of that 
property.  
Councilmember Hornish confirmed that a transportation impact analysis needs to be done before we 
accept any form of agreement.  
Councilmember Keller stated that he is encouraged that CWU will give us a proposal in a very short time.  
 
Executive Session – none 
 
Meeting adjourned at 11:33 pm 
 
__________________________________ _______________________________ 
    Lita Hachey, Deputy City Clerk     Donald J. Gerend, Mayor 
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Meeting Date: October 4, 2016 Date Submitted: 9/28/2016 
 

Originating Department: Public Works 
 
Clearances: 

☐ Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Parks & Recreation 

☐ Admin Services ☐ Eastside Fire and Rescue ☐ Police 

  City Manager ☐ Finance & IT  Public Works 

 
Subject:    SE 4th Street Geometric Approval 

 
Action Required:    Provide staff with direction on the SE 4th Street project 

 
Exhibits:    None provided 

 
Budget:    SE 4th Street Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) Project Estimated Cost:

 $15,462,768 
(Cost matches draft 2017-2022 TIP)  
  

 

 
Summary Statement: 
Staff is requesting guidance from City Council to move forward with SE 4th Street design relative to the 
228th AVE SE & SE 4th streets intersection configuration.  In order to prevent further schedule delay and 
meet the Transportation Improvement Board (TIB) grant requirements, a roadway footprint (roadway 
sections and intersection types) must be determined. 
 
Background: 
The SE 4th St Improvement project is a concurrency project listed on the Capital Facilities Plan.  In 2015 
the City hired Perteet, Inc. to prepare engineering plans for the purpose of constructing SE 4th St to meet 
concurrency requirements and spur development within the Town Center.  During the preliminary 
design phase, traffic modeling studies showed that while the SE 4th proposed design would meet 
concurrency requirements, the intersection of 228th Ave SE and SE 4th St would fail concurrency 
requirements for future traffic volumes.  This finding was concerning because potential solutions to 
improve the 228th Ave and SE 4th St intersection have impacts that extend west onto the portion of SE 4th 
currently being designed. 
 
Staff and the design team have been working through impact scenarios and discussing options with the 
Transportation Committee. Staff desires to provide feedback to City Council based on preliminary Town 
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Center development applications that have recently been made and seek direction on how to proceed 
with project design.  
 
Financial Impact: 
 
The SE 4th Street improvement project is a concurrency project.  Cost to construct elements of the 
project that are consistent with requirements for an arterial collector road (current SE 4th Street 
classification) are reimbursable to the City through traffic impact fees paid by new development. 
 
The anticipated cost for this project, based on analysis for the Six Year Transportation Improvement 
Program, is $15,462,768 (this includes preliminary right-of-way costs, construction engineering, and 
construction costs).  In addition to impact fees, the City was awarded a TIB grant for $4,000,000 to 
construct SE 4th Street from 218th Avenue SE to 228th Avenue SE.   
 
Recommended Motion:  
 
Staff is seeking a motion by City Council to provide direction on the SE 4th Street project. 
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Meeting Date: October 4, 2016 Date Submitted: 9/28/2016 
 
Originating Department: Public Works 

 
Clearances: 

☐ Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Public Safety 

☐ Admin Services  Finance & IT  Public Works 

 City Manager ☐ Parks & Recreation   

 
Subject:    Discussion: Private Property Storm and Surface Water Management Responsibilities 

 
Action Required:    Discuss the private property storm and surface water management responsibilities 

policy and refer to the Utilities Subcommittee for review 
 

Exhibits:    1. Private Property Storm and Surface Water Management Responsibilities 
Policy - DRAFT 
 

Budget:    Storm Water Capital and Maintenance Funds (408, 438) 
 

 

 
Summary Statement: 
Staff have been working with the Finance Committee to draft a policy relating to and clarifying how the 
City addresses and participates in stormwater matters on private property. This includes guidance on 
when a public investment in a private stormwater system may be recommended for public benefit. 
Based on the Finance Committee’s direction, staff presented the draft policy to the City Council for 
discussion and review on September 20th.   
 
Background: 
There are a number of privately owned storm water systems in Sammamish and the City has been 
approached regarding a potential investment in the Tamarack neighborhood to upgrade their private 
road storm conveyance system. The City does not currently have a policy or code that guides public 
investment in private stormwater systems. The policy under consideration was developed to provide 
guidance as it relates to the Tamarack neighborhood project, and other similar requests that may be 
presented in the future and may affect the Storm Water capital and maintenance funds. 
 

• A request made at the September 20 meeting was to explain the following sentence, which is in 
the fourth paragraph in the Discussion section of the draft policy: 

 
 The City should consider implementing a program to share the capital costs with the benefitting 

private property owners if the aforementioned benefits do not significantly outweigh the associated 
costs. 

City Council Agenda Bill 

Bill #6



Page 2 of 5 
 

Explanation: The text just prior to the sentence describes costs and benefits the City should 
evaluate when considering taking over all ownership responsibilities for a private storm water 
system.  Such costs  could include capital, operations, maintenance and replacement costs.  
Some benefits to the City of taking such action might include increased environmental 
protection, greater ability to meet NPDES permit requirements, or reducing risks to public 
infrastructure.  The sentence in question is intended to enable the Council to partner with the 
benefitting property owners to jointly share in ownership responsibility if the costs of 
ownership, from the City’s perspective, does not justify taking on 100 percent responsibility.  
Please see the attached draft policy for a suggested revision to clarify the intent. 

 
• We also received a comment from a member of the public who referenced the attached SMC 

13.20.090: 
  
“Drainage facilities accepted by Sammamish for maintenance” [see attached code citation] in 
support of the City taking over all ownership responsibilities of the Tamarack stormwater system in 
its current condition. The code sets forth some requirements that must be met in order for the City 
to take over maintenance of privately owned facilities and the proposed draft policy is consistent 
with the text. SMC 13.20.100 “Drainage facilities not accepted by Sammamish for maintenance” 
sets forth conditions under which the City is not responsible for maintenance including those on 
private property, part of a private road system or under maintenance or defect guarantees.  

 
The draft policy is intended to give flexibility to the Council, on a case-by-case basis, to take on some or 
all ownership responsibilities for privately-owned stormwater systems if certain conditions are met. 
 
Financial Impact: 
Adoption of the policy does not in and of itself impact the budget. However, it may provide the 
opportunity for the City to invest in private stormwater improvement projects. Funding for any potential 
projects allowed under the new policy would be considered by separate action of the City Council. 
 
Recommended Motion: 
We have not received any other comments or questions, so based on discussions with the Council, it is 
recommended that the draft policy be referred to the Utilities Subcommittee for additional review 
before final adoption by the full Council. 
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SMC 13.20.090 Drainage facilities accepted by Sammamish for maintenance.  

(1) The City is responsible for the maintenance, including performance and operation, of drainage 

facilities which have formally been accepted for maintenance by the director.  

(2) The City may assume maintenance of privately maintained drainage facilities only if the following 

conditions have been met:  

(a) All necessary easements or dedications entitling the City to properly maintain the drainage 

facility have been conveyed to the City;  

(b) The director has determined that the facility is in the dedicated public road right-of-way or 

that maintenance of the facility will contribute to protecting or improving the health, safety and 

welfare of the community based upon review of the existence of or potential for:  

(i) Flooding,  

(ii) Downstream erosion,  

(iii) Property damage due to improper function of the facility,  

(iv) Safety hazard associated with the facility,  

(v) Degradation of water quality or in-stream resources, or  

(vi) Degradation to the general welfare of the community; and  

(c) The director has declared in writing acceptance of maintenance responsibility by the City. 

Copies of this document will be kept on file in the department of public works.  

(3) The director may terminate the department’s assumption of maintenance responsibilities in writing 

after determining that continued maintenance will not significantly contribute to protecting or 

improving the health, safety and welfare of the community based upon review of the existence of or 

potential for:  

(a) Flooding; 

(b) Downstream erosion; 

(c) Property damage due to improper function of the facility; 

(d) Safety hazard associated with the facility; 

(e) Degradation of water quality or in-stream resources; or  

(f) Degradation to the general welfare of the community.  

Copies of this document will be kept on file in the department of public works.  

(4) A drainage facility which does not meet the criteria of this section shall remain the responsibility of 

the applicant required to construct the facility and persons holding title to the property for which the 

facility was required. (Ord. O2011-304 § 1 (Att. A)) 

 

13.20.100 Drainage facilities not accepted by Sammamish for maintenance.  
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(1) The person or persons holding title to the property and the applicant required to construct a 

drainage facility shall remain responsible for the facility’s continual performance, operation and 

maintenance in accordance with the standards and requirements of the department and remain 

responsible for any liability as a result of these duties. This responsibility includes maintenance of a 

drainage facility which is:  

(a) Under a maintenance guarantee or defect guarantee;  

(b) A private road conveyance system;  

(c) Released from all required financial guarantees prior to July 7, 1980; 

(d) Located within and serving only one single-family residential lot;  

(e) Located within and serving a multifamily or commercial site unless the facility is part of 

an approved shared facility plan;  

(f) Located within or associated with a short subdivision or subdivision which handles 

runoff from an area of which less than two-thirds is designated for detached or 

townhouse dwelling units located on individual lots unless the facility is part of an 

approved shared facility plan;  

(g) Previously terminated for assumption of maintenance responsibilities by the 

department in accordance with this chapter; or  

(h) Not otherwise accepted by the City for maintenance.  

(2) Prior to the issuance of any of the permits for any multifamily or commercial project required to have 

a flow control or water quality treatment facility, the applicant shall record a declaration of covenant as 

specified in the Surface Water Design Manual. The restrictions set forth in such covenant shall include, 

but not be limited to, provisions for notice to the persons holding title to the property of a City 

determination that maintenance and/or repairs are necessary to the facility and a reasonable time limit 

in which such work is to be completed.  

(a) In the event that the titleholders do not effect such maintenance and/or repairs, the 

City may perform such work upon due notice. The titleholders are required to reimburse 

the City for any such work. The restrictions set forth in such covenant shall be included in 

any instrument of conveyance of the subject property and shall be recorded with the 

records and licensing services division of King County.  

(b) The City may enforce the restrictions set forth in the declaration of covenant provided 

in the Surface Water Design Manual.  

(3) Prior to the issuance of any of the permits and/or approvals for the project or the release of financial 

guarantees posted to guarantee satisfactory completion, the person or persons holding title to the 
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subject property for which a drainage facility was required shall pay a fee established by the director as 

set forth in the City resolution to reasonably compensate the City for costs relating to inspection of the 

facility to ensure that it has been constructed according to plan and applicable specifications and 

standards.  

(4) The duties specified in this section with regard to payment of inspection fees and reimbursement of 

maintenance costs shall be enforced against the person or persons holding title to the property for 

which the drainage facility was required.  

(5) Where not specifically defined in this section, the responsibility for performance, operation and 

maintenance of drainage facilities and conveyance systems, both natural and constructed, shall be 

determined on a case-by-case basis. (Ord. O2011-304 § 1 (Att. A)) 
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Private Property Storm and Surface Water Management Responsibilities 

Policy 
The City of Sammamish shall own and maintain all components of the storm and surface water system 
in city‐owned rights‐of‐way and in easements or tracts dedicated to, and accepted by, the City. The City 
should not acquire, construct or accept additional new or existing storm or surface water system 
components outside the City‐owned right‐of‐way (through easements, ownership, or other property 
rights) except when needed for City construction projects, or when all of the following conditions are 
met: 
 

1. There is a public benefit and the cost is justified by that benefit; 
2. Easement or property for construction, maintenance and operations of the facility is offered by 

the property owner(s) at no cost; 
3. The system meets current City standards or is brought up to current City standards by the 

owner(s). (The City may choose to provide resources to accomplish this condition per the 
discussion below); 

4. The City has adequate resources to maintain and operate the system; and  
5. If a detention system, the system serves a residential subdivision or short subdivisionplat or 

short plat (rather than a commercial or institutional property). 
 
Discussion 
Surface water, which includes surface, storm and ground water for purposes of this discussion, impacts 
properties regardless of land use or ownership.  Generally, the City is responsible for managing surface 
water in public rights-of-way, publically owned properties, fee titles and dedicated easements on private 
property that have been formally accepted by the City for the purpose of managing surface water.  
Generally, private property owners are responsible for managing surface water on their property.  
Private drainage conveyance and detention systems are assets for which the City does not have a 
property interest or responsibility to upgrade, replace, maintain or operate. 

All detention systems must be maintained to ensure they function as designed for flow control. 
Detention system maintenance also benefits water quality when trapped pollutants are removed from 
the system rather than being flushed downstream during a major storm. The City maintains its facilities 
through ownership and allocation of maintenance resources. The functionality of private detention 
facilities is sought through the City’s private drainage inspection program. Where practical, and when in 
the public interest, multi‐purpose and regional detention facilities should be encouraged. 

The City’s historical policy has been to acquire control of system components from newly completed 
developments or through an approved City capital project. An aggressive program to acquire additional 
components of the stormwater system (conveyance or detention) is not recommended because: 

• Owning and maintaining the stormwater system would not necessarily address the City's water 
quality and flood control responsibilities because pollutants and runoff originate throughout 
each drainage basin. Also, most of the primary conveyance systems are streams (riparian 
corridors), and streams are regulated through local and state laws. 

• Acquiring all conveyance systems and bringing them up to standard would be high in capital cost 
and would also result in increased operation and maintenance costs. 

• Assuming substandard systems could increase City liability. 
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• Continuing to work with property owners to ensure maintenance of privately owned detention 
systems is an objective of the City’s stormwater maintenance and inspection program. 

• Assuming ownership of private systems is not necessarily equitable to ratepayers. 

If the City decides to contemplate the acquisition, construction or acceptance of additional new or 
existing private storm or surface water system components, it should carefully weigh the environmental, 
capital, operations, maintenance and replacement/rehabilitation costs against the benefits such system 
would provide to the general public or in reducing the costs for the City to meet its NPDES permit 
conditions and other regulatory requirements, meet the goals in any City-adopted Plan, or to 
reduce/mitigate risks of damage to public roads or infrastructure.  The City should consider 
implementing a program to shareing the capital and ongoing maintenance and operational costs with 
the benefitting private property owners if the aforementioned benefits, from the City’s perspective, do 
not significantly outweigh the costs for the City to take on all responsibilitiesassociated costs. 

The City responds to private property drainage questions, complaints, and issues and attempts to 
provide a consistent response to private property owners. City staff reviews existing surface water 
information on and around the property including historical complaints, GIS information, and plat or 
construction documents. Staff will look to see if there are publically maintained facilities involved or 
easements present. Site visits may be conducted to meet with the property owner to assess adjacent 
ROW conditions to determine if public infrastructure or ROW is associated with the private property 
issue. If the ROW is associated with a private property surface water issue, staff will assess the situation 
on a case-by-case to determine a course of action. 

Sometimes a property owner will want staff to assist them with assessing their problem. Staff may 
provide general assessments (e.g., determining that groundwater seeps are impacting the property or 
educating the property owner about the local drainage in the neighborhood and how it is potentially 
affecting their issue). Staff may walk the site with the owner to inspect drainage structures, look for 
maintenance issues, or look at downspouts to see where they discharge.   

After assessing an issue, property owners will often ask staff to provide a solution to their problem or 
recommend a course of action. Staff will not direct or recommend any particular action and will always 
advise the owner to consult a private professional if they are not comfortable managing the issues 
themselves.  Staff may also direct property owners to publically available resources, such as the City’s 
adopted Surface Water Design Manual.  Property owners often ask staff to recommend a contractor to 
design or conduct work. The City does not provide recommendations to private property owners for any 
particular company or individual for surface water management services. In short, staff will provide 
general technical assistance to property owners, but it is up to the property owner to decide on a course 
of action, if needed, to address their private drainage issue.  

When a private property owner has an issue or dispute arising from a neighboring private property and 
they want the City to legally address the issue with the neighboring property or properties and none of 
which are publically owned, the City will generally advise the complainant to consult a legal and/or 
technical professional for assistance. The City may become involved and can use existing City codes to 
enforce surface water issues on private property when it involves water quality and critical area (e.g., 
streams) violations. Otherwise, surface water is considered a “common enemy” to all property owners 
and some situations may need to be addressed by a court on a case-by-case basis to decide a course of 
action.  
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Meeting Date: October 4, 2016 Date Submitted: 9/23/2016 
 
Originating Department: Public Works 

 
Clearances: 

 Attorney ☐ Community Development ☐ Public Safety 

☐ Admin Services ☐ Finance & IT  Public Works 

 City Manager ☐ Parks & Recreation   

 
Subject:    Gas and energy services non-exclusive franchise agreement between the City of 

Sammamish and Puget Sound Energy (PSE) 
 

Action Required:    First reading on an ordinance establishing a non-exclusive franchise agreement for gas 
and energy services with Puget Sound Energy (PSE) to install, construct, maintain, 
repair and operate a utility system within the public rights of way of the City of 
Sammamish. Additionally, review the Memorandum of Understanding for “franchise 
relocation procedures” between the City of Sammamish and PSE for future 
consideration. 

 
Exhibits:    1. Exhibit A: Ordinance granting Puget Sound Energy (PSE) Non-exclusive 

Franchise agreement 
2. Exhibit B: Memorandum of Understanding between PSE and the City of 

Sammamish for franchise relocation procedures. 
3. Exhibit C: Schedule 74 – Conversion to underground service (Reference only) 
4. Expired franchise (Reference only) 

 
Budget:    NA 

 

 
Summary Statement: 
This ordinance establishes a non-exclusive franchise agreement with PSE for gas and energy services. 
Franchise Agreements are powerful tools in managing the occupants within our public right of ways 
(ROW). These agreements outline the rules, rights and fees associated with using public property for 
private purpose. By definition, franchise agreements are applicable for those right of way occupants that 
provide services to the local community. Franchise agreements are important as they clearly define 
what a franchisee can and cannot do within the city’s ROW. 
 
This is the first reading of the ordinance, for discussion only. The second reading and approval are 
scheduled for the Council meeting on Tuesday, October 18. 
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In addition to the franchise agreement, City staff have also developed a Memorandum of Understanding 
(“MOU”) with PSE regarding procedures to govern relocation of PSE facilities when necessary. This MOU 
is intended to be a document providing mutually agreed upon expectations which are more detailed 
than normally provided for in a franchise agreement. The MOU will help us establish procedures for City 
projects that will clearly support our needs and provide detailed expectations of PSE and ourselves, 
creating manageable and successful projects. This MOU is proposed to be completed in concert with the 
adoption of the ordinance and is included for review and discussion only. At the Council meeting on 
Tuesday, October 18, staff will recommend the Council authorize the City Manager to sign this MOU. 
 
Background 
Staff has been working diligently with PSE on a new, non-exclusive franchise agreement for gas and 
energy services within the City limits of Sammamish.  PSE and City of Sammamish staff have met and 
drafted the agreement, making updates to the outdated version of the franchise agreement. The 
franchise and MOU have been reviewed and approved by the PSE management team and City of 
Sammamish legal counsel. 
 
A few items to review relative to franchise agreements: 
 

• A “Franchise Agreement” is adopted via an ordinance and grants a service provider general 
permission to enter, use, and occupy all or part of the public rights-of-way (streets, alleys, 
bridges, etc.) of the City for the purpose of constructing, installing, maintaining, and operating 
its facilities and equipment. 

 
• The franchise agreement that the City of Sammamish had with PSE expired on September 22, 

2006. 
 

• A special note for Franchise agreements per RCW 35A.47.030: No ordinance or resolution 
granting any franchise in a code city for any purpose shall be adopted or passed by the City's 
legislative body on the day of its introduction, nor for five days thereafter. Staff would expect 
that this item be placed on the October 18 Council consent agenda for approval. 

 
Financial Impact:  
NA  
 
Recommended Motion: 
Conduct first reading of the ordinance. 
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CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
WASHINGTON 

ORDINANCE NO.  O2016 - ___ 
________________________________________________________________ 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SAMMAMISH, 
WASHINGTON, GRANTING PUGET SOUND 
ENERGY, INC., A FRANCHISE TO CONSTRUCT, 
EXTEND, MAINTAIN, AND OPERATE FACILITIES 
IN THE PUBLIC RIGHTS-OF-WAY IN THE 
FRANCHISE AREA TO TRANSMIT, DISTRIBUTE, 
AND SELL GAS AND ENERGY FOR POWER, HEAT 
AND LIGHT, AND ANY OTHER PURPOSES FOR 
WHICH GAS AND ENERGY MAY BE USED; 
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND 
ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DA 

 
 WHEREAS, Puget Sound Energy, Inc., a Washington corporation (“Franchisee”), 
has made application to the City to have a franchise agreement to operate a gas and energy 
system within the public rights-of-way of the City; and 
 

WHEREAS, Franchisee represents that it has the legal, technical and financial 
qualifications to operate in the rights-of-way of the City as a gas and energy services 
company within the meaning of Title 80 RCW; and  
 
 WHEREAS, based on representations and information provided by Franchisee, and 
in response to its request for the grant of a franchise, the City Council has determined that 
the grant of a nonexclusive franchise, on the terms and conditions herein and subject to 
applicable law, are consistent with the public interest; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the City is authorized by applicable law to grant nonexclusive franchises 
within the boundaries of the City; 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
SAMMAMISH, WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
  
 Section 1. The gas and energy services franchise agreement between the City of 
Sammamish and PSE as shown on the attached Exhibit A, is hereby approved. 
 
 Section 2.  Severability.  Should any section, paragraph, sentence, clause or 
phrase of this Ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, be declared 
unconstitutional or otherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this Ordinance 
be pre-empted by state or federal law or regulation, such decision or pre-emption shall not 
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance or its application to other 
persons or circumstances. 
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 Section 3. Effective Date.  This Ordinance shall be published in the official 
newspaper of the City, and shall take effect and be in full force five (5) days after the date of 
publication. 
 
 ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING 
THEREOF ON THE ____ DAY OF _________ 2016. 
 
 
       CITY OF SAMMAMISH 
 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Donald J. Gerend, Mayor 
 
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Melonie Anderson, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Michael R Kenyon, City Attorney 
 
Filed with the City Clerk: September 28, 2016 
First Reading:   
Passed by the City Council:  
Date of Publication:    
Effective Date:  
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ELECTRIC AND GAS FRANCHISE AGREEMENT 

 

10-04-2016 

 

 

 

 

 

City of Sammamish 

and 

Puget Sound Energy, Inc. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

_____, 2016 – _____, 2041 

(See Section 18, 10 years __-__-2016 – __-__-2026, renew for three 
additional 5-year terms) 
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Section 1. Definitions. 

1.1 Where used in this Electric and Gas Franchise Agreement (this 
“Franchise”) the following terms mean: 

1.1.1 “PSE” means Puget Sound Energy, Inc., a Washington 
corporation, and its successors and assigns. 

1.1.2 “City” means the City of Sammamish, a code city of the State 
of Washington, and its successors and assigns. 

1.1.3 “Franchise Area” means the surface of, and the space above 
and below, any public road, street, avenue, boulevard, highway, freeway, bridge, 
path, alley, court, sidewalk, lane, circle, or other public right-of-way under control 
of the City, as such public rights-of-way are now laid out, platted, dedicated, 
acquired, or improved and/or as they may hereafter be laid out, platted, dedicated, 
acquired, or improved in the future, within the corporate, territorial limits of the City 
as they now exist or as they may later be extended (by annexation or otherwise). 

1.1.4 "Facilities" means, collectively, any and all (a) natural gas 
distribution systems, including but not limited to, gas pipes, pipelines, mains, 
laterals, conduits, feeders, regulators, valves, meters, meter-reading devices, 
fixtures, and communication systems; (b) electric transmission and distribution 
systems, including but not limited to, poles (with or without crossarms), wires, lines, 
conduits, cables, braces, guys, anchors and vaults, meter-reading devices, fixtures, 
and communication systems; and (c) any and all other equipment, appliances, 
attachments, appurtenances and other items necessary, convenient, or in any way 
appertaining to any and all of the foregoing, whether the same be located over or 
under ground. 

1.1.5 “Ordinance” means the City-adopted Ordinance No. O201__-
____ which sets forth the terms and conditions of this Franchise. 

1.1.6 “Public Improvement” means any capital improvement, repair 
or maintenance project within the Franchise Area that is undertaken by the City 
(either directly or through its contractors) and is funded by the City (either directly 
with its own funds or with other funds obtained by the City from any other public 
or private source).  For the avoidance of doubt, the term “Public Improvement” 
includes any such capital improvement, repair or maintenance project undertaken 
by or on behalf of the City which requires the relocation of PSE’s Facilities within 
the Franchise Area, even if the capital improvement, repair or maintenance entails, 
in part, related work performed for a third party county or municipality under a valid 
interlocal agreement between the City and such county or municipality (except to 
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the extent the relocation of PSE’s Facilities is caused by the work done for such 
third party), but does not include, without limitation, any other improvements or 
repairs undertaken for the benefit of third party private entities. 

1.1.7 “Traffic” means all forms of travel, both motorized and non-
motorized, within the Franchise Area (e.g., vehicle, pedestrian, bicycle, equestrian, 
etc.). 

Section 2. Facilities Within Franchise Area. 

2.1 The City does hereby grant to PSE the right, privilege, authority and 
franchise to set, erect, lay, construct, extend, support, attach, connect, maintain, 
repair, replace, enlarge, operate and use Facilities in, upon, over, under, along, 
across and through the Franchise Area to provide for the transmission, distribution 
and sale of gas and energy for power, heat, light and such other purposes for which 
gas and energy may be used. 

2.2 This Franchise does not convey any right to PSE to install its Facilities 
on or to otherwise use City-owned or City-leased properties outside the Franchise 
Area; but PSE retains the right to maintain, repair and operate Facilities installed 
pursuant to prior franchise agreements with the City regardless of whether said 
Facilities are outside the Franchise Area, but such right shall be subject to the 
provisions of Section 2.3.  Further, this Franchise does not govern or apply to 
Facilities located on PSE owned or leased properties or easements (whether inside 
or outside of the Franchise Area, whether granted by a private or public entity, and 
whether now existing or hereafter acquired) and such Facilities are not, and will not 
be deemed to be, located pursuant to rights derived from this Franchise or pursuant 
to rights otherwise granted by the City. 

2.3 PSE may continue to maintain, repair, and operate existing Facilities 
previously installed or maintained by PSE on public grounds and places within the 
City pursuant to prior franchise agreements (in cases where such Facilities are not 
within the Franchise Area as defined in this Franchise) at the location such Facilities 
exist as of the effective date of this Franchise for the term of this Franchise; but no 
such Facilities may be enlarged, improved or expanded without the prior review and 
approval of the City pursuant to applicable ordinances, codes, resolutions, standards 
and procedures. 

2.4 If, at the border of the Franchise Area, PSE’s Facilities within the 
Franchise Area cross over into rights-of-way of an adjacent municipality or other 
public agency and such Facilities are located on such rights-of-way pursuant to 
rights derived from a franchise or similar agreement between PSE and the other 
municipality or other government agency, PSE will be responsible for coordinating 
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work it performs on such Facilities with the other municipality or public agency in 
accordance with such franchise or similar agreement. 

Section 3. Noninterference and Maintenance of Facilities. 

3.1 PSE’s Facilities shall be constructed, installed, maintained and 
repaired within the Franchise Area so as not to unreasonably interfere with the free 
passage of Traffic and in accordance with the laws of the State of Washington.  PSE 
shall exercise its rights within the Franchise Area in accordance with applicable City 
codes and ordinances governing use and occupancy of the Franchise Area; however, 
in the event the terms of this Franchise conflict or are inconsistent with the codes 
and ordinances of the City, the terms of this Franchise govern and control.  Nothing 
herein is intended to waive, prejudice or otherwise limit any right of appeal afforded 
PSE by such City codes and ordinances. 

3.2 Any repair of PSE’s Facilities within the Franchise Area shall be made 
within the time and in a manner which conforms with generally accepted customs, 
practices and standards in the industry.  In the event of any emergency in which 
PSE’s Facilities located in or under the Franchise Area break or are damaged, or if 
PSE’s Facilities within the Franchise Area are otherwise in a condition as to 
immediately endanger the property, life, health or safety of any individual or entity, 
PSE shall, upon receipt of notification from the City of the existence of such 
condition, take all reasonable actions to correct the dangerous condition.  If PSE 
causes a discharge or release of a hazardous substance from or related to PSE’s 
Facilities, equipment, or vehicles within the Franchise Area in violation of 
applicable law, PSE shall take all remedial steps required by applicable law in 
response to such release and immediately inform the City. 

3.3 Whenever PSE permanently discontinues its use of any above ground 
or at-grade Facilities within the Franchise Area, such as poles (with or without 
crossarms), braces, guys, anchors and vaults, due to modifications or upgrades to 
PSE’s Facilities within the Franchise Area, the discontinued Facilities shall be 
removed promptly (which, subject to Section 22.14 or other unusual circumstances, 
will not exceed thirty (30) days) after all utility attachments have been disconnected 
and removed from such Facilities and in a manner consistent with any contractual 
obligations to third party users of such Facilities. 

Section 4. Permits; Restoration. 

4.1 Whenever PSE desires to engage in any work within the Franchise 
Area, PSE shall apply for all permits required under City code to do such work.  
PSE shall also comply with all requirements and conditions of such permits that are 
not inconsistent or in conflict with the terms and conditions of this Franchise, 
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including but not limited to any such restrictions relating to location, traffic control, 
and restoration, repair, or other work to restore the surface of the Franchise Area to 
its condition immediately prior to the work, or as otherwise specified in the permit 
issued by the City in connection with the work.  Such restoration responsibility shall 
continue for a period of time to correspond to the remaining life of the existing 
structure, pavement and/or surface in which the work was accomplished, but shall 
not apply to any subsequent repair or restoration made necessary by the acts or 
omissions of the City or any third party.  It is further provided that in the event that 
PSE has any work in the Franchise Area completed by any of its authorized agents 
or subcontractors, PSE shall remain fully responsible for the permit, permitted work 
and any other permit requirements, notwithstanding any provisions of this Franchise 
to the contrary. 

4.2 In the event of an emergency situation in which PSE’s Facilities 
within the Franchise Area are in such a condition so as to immediately endanger the 
property, life, health or safety of any individual, PSE may take immediate action to 
correct the dangerous condition without first obtaining any required permit, in 
which case PSE shall notify the City telephonically (425-295-0500 during business 
hours, 425-295-0700 after hours), electronically at 
http://www.sammamish.us/services/CitizenRequest.aspx or in person within 
twenty-four (24) hours of the event, and shall apply for any permit(s) required by 
the City for such work as soon as reasonably practicable thereafter.  For the purposes 
hereof, “as soon as reasonably practicable” means that PSE must submit the permit 
application to the City not later than ten (10) business days after the date of the 
commencement of the action that requires such permit. 

4.3 Nothing in this Franchise is intended, nor shall it be construed, as a 
hindrance to PSE’s ability to take such actions as it deems necessary to discharge 
its public service obligations in accordance with the laws of the State of 
Washington. 

Section 5. Maps and Drawings. 

5.1 PSE shall provide the City, upon the City’s reasonable request, copies 
of available drawings and GIS data in use by PSE showing the location of its 
Facilities within the Franchise Area, provided the request is limited to Facilities at 
specific locations in the Franchise Area and is made in connection with the City’s 
planning of capital improvement, maintenance, or repair projects.  Further, PSE 
shall, upon the City’s reasonable request, discuss and explore ways in which PSE 
and the City may cooperate and coordinate activities with respect to the 
development of drawing file layers compatible with the City’s Geographic 
Information System (“GIS”) which show PSE’s Facilities at specific locations in the 
Franchise Area. 
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5.2 As to any drawings and GIS data provided under this Section 5, PSE 
does not warrant the accuracy thereof and, to the extent the location of Facilities is 
shown, such Facilities are shown in their approximate location.  With respect to any 
excavations within the Franchise Area undertaken by or on behalf of PSE or the 
City, nothing herein is intended (nor shall be construed) to relieve either party of 
their respective obligations arising under applicable law with respect to determining 
the location of utility facilities. 

5.3 Upon the City’s reasonable request in connection with the City’s 
design of new streets and intersections, renovations of existing streets and 
intersections, and any other Public Improvement, PSE shall further provide to the 
City (a) the location and grade of PSE’s underground Facilities at those specific 
locations within the Franchise Area affected by the project by field markings and 
by locating the Facilities in the City’s design drawings, and (b) other reasonable 
cooperation and assistance.  Nothing in this Section 5.3 or any other provision of 
this Franchise is intended to (or shall) relieve any person or entity of its obligations 
under applicable law with respect to determining the location of underground 
facilities. 

Section 6. Right to Complete Work. 

In the event that PSE fails to perform any work to restore the surface of the 
Franchise Area to enable the free passage of Traffic by the traveling public as 
required by this Franchise or (to the extent not inconsistent with this Franchise) any 
permit issued by the City relating to such work, and such failure continues for a 
period of ten (10) days after PSE receives written notice from the City regarding 
such failure (or, in the event of an emergency situation, such shorter period of time 
after receipt of notice from the City as is reasonably required in the circumstances), 
the City may, but in no event is obligated to, perform or contract for such work and, 
thereafter, PSE shall, upon the City’s written request, reimburse the City for the 
costs incurred by the City in having such work performed to meet the conditions in 
this Franchise or such permit. 

Section 7. Relocation of Facilities. 

7.1 Whenever a Public Improvement is undertaken by the City (either 
directly or through its contractors) within the Franchise Area, and such Public 
Improvement requires the relocation of PSE's then existing Facilities within the 
Franchise Area (for purposes other than those described in Section 7.3 below), the 
City shall provide PSE, within a reasonable time prior to the commencement of such 
Public Improvement: (a) written notice requesting such relocation and 
(b) reasonable plans and specifications for such Public Improvement.  For the 
avoidance of doubt, the foregoing may include a temporary relocation of PSE’s 
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Facilities if and to the extent the City and PSE mutually agree that such action is 
needed to complete the Public Improvement. 

7.2 After receipt of such notice and such plans and specifications under 
Section 7.1, PSE shall relocate such Facilities within the Franchise Area at no 
charge to the City.  If the City requires the subsequent relocation of any Facilities 
within five (5) years from the date on which the same Facilities were relocated 
pursuant to this Section 7.2, the City shall bear the entire cost of the subsequent 
relocation.  This five-year period commences on the date when PSE received notice 
from the City to proceed with the prior relocation of the Facilities. 

7.3 Whenever (a) any public or private development within the Franchise 
Area, other than a Public Improvement, requires the relocation of PSE’s Facilities 
within the Franchise Area to accommodate such development; or (b) the City 
requires the relocation of PSE’s Facilities within the Franchise Area for the benefit 
of any person or entity other than the City (including, without limitation, any 
condition or requirement imposed by the City upon any person or entity, other than 
PSE, that requires the relocation of PSE’s Facilities, such as, for example, a 
condition or requirement imposed pursuant to any contract or in conjunction with 
approvals or permits for zoning, land use, construction or development), PSE may, 
as a condition of the relocation, require such developer, person or entity to make 
payment to PSE, at a time and upon terms acceptable to PSE, for any and all costs 
and expenses incurred by PSE in the relocation of PSE’s Facilities. 

7.4 Nothing in this Section 7 "Relocation of Facilities" shall require PSE 
to bear any cost or expense in connection with the location or relocation of any 
Facilities then existing pursuant to easement or other rights not derived from this 
Franchise, regardless of whether such easement or other rights are on public or 
private property and regardless of whether this Franchise co-exists with such 
easement or other rights. 

Section 8. Undergrounding of Facilities. 

PSE acknowledges the City desires to encourage the undergrounding of 
overhead electrical Facilities within the Franchise Area.  The City acknowledges 
that PSE utilizes such overhead Facilities to provide electrical service on a non-
preferential basis subject to and in accordance with tariffs on file with the 
Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission.  Subject to and in accordance 
with such tariffs, PSE will cooperate with the City in the formulation of policy and 
regulations concerning the undergrounding of PSE’s overhead electrical Facilities 
within the Franchise Area.  If, during the term of this Franchise, the City directs 
PSE to underground overhead electrical Facilities within the Franchise Area, such 
undergrounding shall be arranged and accomplished subject to and in accordance 
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with tariffs on file with the Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission, 
including, but not necessarily limited to, Schedule 73 and Schedule 74 of PSE’s 
Electric Tariff G (as amended or replaced from time to time), and (to the extent not 
in consistent or in conflict with any such tariff) the terms and conditions of this 
Franchise. 

Section 9. Indemnification. 

9.1 PSE shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless the City, its elected 
and appointed officials, officers, employees, agents, representatives, engineers, and 
consultants from any and all claims, costs, judgments, awards, or liability to any 
person arising from injury or death of any person or damage to property to the extent 
the same is caused by the negligent acts or omissions of PSE, its agents, servants, 
officers, or employees in performing under this Franchise.  This covenant of 
indemnification shall include, but not be limited by this reference, to claims against 
the City arising as a result of the negligent acts or omissions of PSE, its agents, 
servants, officers, or employees in barricading, instituting trench safety systems or 
providing other warnings of any excavation, construction, or work in the Franchise 
Area or in any other public place in performance of work or services permitted under 
this Franchise. 

9.2 Inspection or acceptance by the City of any work performed by PSE 
at the time of completion of construction is not grounds for avoidance of any 
covenants of indemnification in this Franchise.  PSE’s indemnification obligations 
extend to claims which are not reduced to a suit and any claims which may be 
compromised by PSE or by the City with the prior approval of PSE prior to the 
culmination of any litigation or the institution of any litigation. 

9.3 In the event any claim or demand for which indemnification is 
provided under Section 9.1 is presented to, or suit or action is commenced against, 
the City based upon any such claim or demand, the City shall promptly notify PSE 
thereof, and PSE may elect, at its sole cost and expense, to settle and compromise 
such suit or action, or defend the same with attorneys of its choice.  In the event that 
PSE refuses the tender of defense in any suit or any claim for which indemnification 
is provided under Section 9.1, said tender having been made pursuant to this 
indemnification clause, and said refusal is subsequently determined by a court 
having jurisdiction (or such other tribunal that the parties shall agree to decide the 
matter) to have been a wrongful refusal on the part of PSE, then PSE shall pay all 
of the City’s costs for defense of the action, including all reasonable expert witness 
fees and reasonable attorneys’ fees and the reasonable costs of the City, including 
reasonable attorneys’ fees of recovering under this indemnification clause. 
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9.4 In the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily injury to 
persons or damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent 
negligence of PSE and the City, its officers, employees and agents, PSE’s liability 
hereunder shall be only to the extent of PSE’s negligence.  It is further specifically 
and expressly understood that, solely to the extent required to enforce the 
indemnification provided herein, PSE waives its immunity under RCW Title 51; 
however, the foregoing waiver does not in any way preclude PSE from raising such 
immunity as a defense against any claim brought against PSE by any of its 
employees.  This waiver has been mutually negotiated by the parties. 

9.5 In the event it is determined that RCW 4.24.115 applies to this 
Franchise, PSE’s indemnification obligations under Section 9.1 will apply to the 
maximum extent permitted thereunder, to the full extent of PSE’s negligence.  
Further, in any such action, the City shall have the right to participate, at its sole 
cost and expense, through its own attorney in any suit or action which arises 
pursuant to this Franchise when the City determines that such participation is in the 
City’s best interest. 

9.6 The provisions in this Section 9 survive the expiration or termination 
of this Franchise with respect to any claim, demand, suit or action for which 
indemnification is provided under Section 9.1 and which is based on an act, 
omission, injury, or damages that occurred during the term of this Franchise. 

Section 10. Reservation of Rights. 

10.1 In the event the City vacates any portion of the Franchise Area during 
the term of this Franchise, the City shall, in its vacation procedure, reserve and grant 
an easement to PSE for PSE’s existing Facilities unless the City reasonably 
determines that to do so would be impracticable in light of the nature of the vacation.  
In cases where the City determines that reserving and granting an easement to PSE 
is impracticable, the City will notify PSE thirty (30) business days prior to any final 
vacation action. 

10.2 The existence of this Franchise does not preclude the City from 
acquiring by condemnation, in accordance with applicable law, all or any portions 
of PSE’s Facilities within the Franchise Area. 

Section 11. Moving Buildings within the Franchise Area. 

If any person or entity obtains permission from the City to use the Franchise 
Area for the movement or removal of any building or other object, the City shall, 
prior to granting such permission, require such person or entity to arrange with PSE 
for the temporary adjustment of PSE’s overhead wires necessary to accommodate 
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the movement or removal of such building or other object, where the movement or 
removal of such building or other object will pass under PSE’s overhead wires or 
where the movement or removal of such building or other object will otherwise 
require the temporary adjustment of PSE’s overhead wires.  The City shall require 
such person or entity to complete such arrangements, upon terms and conditions 
acceptable to PSE, not less than thirty (30) calendar days prior to the movement or 
removal of such building or other object.  In such event, PSE shall, at the sole cost 
and expense of the person or entity desiring to move or remove such building or 
other object, adjust any of its overhead wires which may obstruct the movement or 
removal of such building or object. 

Section 12. Use of Facilities by City. 

During the term of this Franchise, the City may, subject to PSE’s prior 
written consent, which shall not be unreasonably withheld, install and maintain 
City-owned overhead wires for traffic signalization and police and fire 
communications upon PSE’s poles which are Facilities located within the Franchise 
Area.  The foregoing rights of the City to install and maintain such wires are further 
subject to the following: 

(a) The City shall perform such installation and maintenance at its 
sole risk and expense in accordance with all applicable laws and in 
accordance with such reasonable terms and conditions as PSE may specify 
from time to time (including, without limitation, requirements 
accommodating Facilities or the facilities of other parties having the right to 
use the Facilities); and 

(b) PSE shall have no obligation under Section 9 in connection 
with any City-owned wires installed or maintained on PSE’s poles, and any 
indemnification rights or obligations between the parties will be as set forth 
in the terms and conditions established under subsection (a), above. 

Section 13. Vegetation Management. 

PSE may not apply any pesticide or herbicide within the Franchise Area 
without prior approval of the City, which approval shall not be unreasonably 
withheld.  If PSE first obtains such approval from the City to apply a specific 
product in accordance with the defined procedure on an ongoing basis throughout 
the Franchise Area, PSE will not thereafter be required to obtain the City’s approval 
on each occasion such product is so applied unless changes occur in State or federal 
law or regulation that would require or necessitate subsequent approval.  Trees that 
may interfere with ungrounded supply conductors should be trimmed as a first 
option or removed only if trimming is not feasible.  All such tree trimming and/or 
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removal shall comply with all applicable city codes and regulations in affect at that 
time that are not inconsistent or in conflict with the terms of this Franchise.  PSE 
shall coordinate its routine vegetation management activities with the City and shall 
trim vegetation in proximity to its Facilities within the Franchise Area in compliance 
with all City ordinances, regulations, resolutions and rules.  PSE shall provide a 
minimum two (2) week advance notice to the City and to the owners of property 
adjacent to conductors where major vegetation removal is planned.  However, PSE’s 
obligation to coordinate and comply does not limit PSE’s right under this Franchise 
to cut, trim or otherwise remove vegetation at any time within the Franchise Area 
that, due to proximity to PSE’s Facilities, poses an imminent threat to property, 
public safety or continuity of electrical service. 

Section 14. Street Lighting. 

PSE shall install, operate and maintain street lighting as requested by the City 
in accordance with applicable schedules and tariffs on file with the Washington 
Utilities and Transportation Commission (or other regulatory agency having 
jurisdiction).  Subject to the terms and conditions of the aforementioned schedules 
or tariffs, PSE shall apply its best efforts to replace individual street lamps (which 
PSE is otherwise required to replace in accordance with its schedules and tariffs) 
promptly after receipt of notice from the City. 

Section 15. Recovery of Costs; Permit Fees. 

15.1 As specifically provided by RCW 35.21.860, the City may not impose 
a franchise fee or any other fee or charge of whatever nature or description upon 
PSE as a result of this Franchise.  However, as provided in RCW 35.21.860, the 
City may recover from PSE the actual administrative expenses incurred by the City 
that are directly related to: (a) receiving and approving a permit, license or this 
Franchise, (b) inspecting plans and construction, or (c) preparing a detailed 
statement pursuant to Chapter 43.21C RCW.  With respect to payment by PSE of 
such administrative expenses, the City shall submit to PSE statements/billings 
which specify the amounts due.  PSE shall make payment to the City in 
reimbursement of such expenses within thirty (30) days of the receipt of such 
statements/billings.  Failure by PSE to pay such amount within such thirty (30) day 
time period constitutes a failure to comply with the Franchise for the purposes of 
Section 16, Default, hereof.  Additionally, the failure by PSE to timely pay said 
amounts is grounds for the City to preclude the processing of any applications and/or 
issuing permits until payment has been fully made.  Furthermore, any late payment 
will accrue interest computed at the rate of twelve percent (12%) per annum from 
the thirtieth day. 
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15.2 With respect to the payment of permit fees, PSE shall comply with all 
applicable payment terms set forth in applicable codes, ordinances or permits of the 
City, including, without limitation, any such terms relating to the schedule for 
payment and the City’s right to withhold permits or charge interest in connection 
with any payment default by PSE; provided, however, the City shall accept payment 
of such permit fees directly from contractors of PSE that perform work in the 
Franchise Area on behalf of PSE so long as PSE has notified the City in writing that 
the contractor is authorized to do so on PSE’s behalf and PSE remains responsible 
for compliance with the terms of the permit. 

Section 16. Default. 

If PSE fails to comply with the provisions of this Franchise, the City may 
serve upon PSE a written order to so comply within thirty (30) days from the date 
the order is received by PSE.  If PSE is not in compliance with this Franchise after 
the expiration of said thirty (30) day period, the City may, by ordinance, declare an 
immediate forfeiture of this Franchise.  The parties expressly acknowledge and 
agree, however, that the forgoing rights and obligations of the parties are subject in 
all respects to excused performance based on a Force Majeure Event (as defined in 
Section 22.14). 

Section 17. Nonexclusive Franchise. 

This Franchise does not, and will not be deemed to be, an exclusive 
Franchise.  This Franchise shall not in any manner prohibit the City from granting 
other and further franchises over, upon, and along the Franchise Area that do not 
interfere with PSE’s rights under this Franchise.  This Franchise does not prohibit 
or prevent the City from using the Franchise Area or affect the jurisdiction of the 
City over the same or any part thereof. 

Section 18. Franchise Term. 

This Franchise is effective as of the Effective Date (as defined below) and 
will remain in full force and effect through December 31, 2026 (10 years), but only 
if, within sixty (60) days after the Effective Date, PSE files with the City its written 
acceptance of the Franchise.  This Franchise will automatically renew for three 
additional five-year terms (resulting in a total term of 25 years) unless either party 
requests in writing to renegotiate any terms or conditions of this Franchise at least 
one (1) year prior to the expiration date of the then-current term.  In the event such 
request to renegotiate is made by a party, this Franchise will not automatically renew 
and the parties agree to negotiate in good faith to revise the relevant terms or 
conditions within one (1) year of the request, or such other period as the parties may 
mutually agree.  If the parties are unable to reach agreement on the requested 
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revisions, then this Franchise will terminate at the end of the then current term unless 
otherwise agreed to in writing by the parties. 

Section 19. Insurance. 

19.1 PSE shall maintain the following liability insurance coverages, 
insuring PSE and including the City, and its elected and appointed officers, officials, 
agents, employees, representatives, engineers, consultants, and volunteers as 
additional insureds against claims for injuries to persons or damages to property for 
which PSE is liable as a result of the exercise of the right granted to PSE under this 
Franchise, and subject to policy terms and conditions: 

19.1.1 General liability insurance with limits not less than: 

(a) Five million dollars ($5,000,000) for bodily 
injury or death to each person; and 

(b) Five million dollars ($5,000,000) for property 
damage resulting from any one occurrence. 

Coverage shall not exclude premises-operations, explosion, 
collapse and underground hazards (XCU) and products-
completed operations. 

19.1.2 Automobile liability for owned, non-owned and hired 
vehicles with a limit of $3,000,000 for each person and $3,000,000 for each 
accident. 

19.1.3 Worker’s compensation with statutory limits and employer’s 
liability insurance with limits of not less than $1,000,000. 

19.2 PSE shall maintain the liability insurance described herein throughout 
the term of this Franchise, and such other period of time during which PSE is 
operating its Facilities within the Franchise Area without a franchise, or is engaged 
in the removal of its Facilities from the Franchise Area.  Payment of deductibles and 
self-insured retentions is the sole responsibility of PSE.  Minimum limits may be 
achieved through an excess or umbrella policy.  Coverage under this policy shall 
apply separately to each insured against whom claim is made or suit is brought, 
except with respect to the limits of the insurer’s liability.  The City shall be included 
as an additional insured under PSE’s Commercial General Liability insurance 
policy.  PSE shall be the primary insured as respects the City, its officers, officials, 
employees, agents, consultants, and volunteers.  Any insurance maintained by the 
City, its officers, officials, employees, consultants, agents, and volunteers will be 
treated as excess of PSE’s insurance and not contribute with it. 
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19.3 The liability insurance described herein, and any subsequent 
replacement policies, shall provide that insurance may not be cancelled or materially 
changed so as to be out of compliance with these requirements without first 
providing thirty (30) days written notice to the City.  If the insurance is cancelled or 
materially altered so as to be out of compliance with the requirements of this 
subsection within the term of this Franchise, PSE shall provide a replacement 
policy.  PSE agrees to maintain continuous uninterrupted insurance coverage, in at 
least the amounts required for the duration of this Franchise and, in the case of the 
Commercial General Liability, for at least three (3) years after expiration of the term 
of this Franchise.  Any lapse in the required insurance coverage is cause for 
termination of this Franchise. 

19.4 In the event this Franchise continues beyond the initial ten (10) year 
term under Section 18, the parties may, by mutual written agreement, adjust the 
minimum coverage limits specified in Section 19.1 to reflect changes in potential 
liability exposure.  Such adjustments will be made in accordance with the 
renegotiation process outlined in Section 18. 

19.5 In lieu of the insurance requirements set forth in this Section 19, PSE 
may self-insure against such risks in such amounts as are consistent with good utility 
practice.  Upon the City’s request, PSE shall provide the City with reasonable 
written evidence that PSE is maintaining such self-insurance. 

Section 20. Memorandum of Understanding. 

20.1 The parties agree to use good-faith efforts to develop and maintain in 
effect for the term of this Franchise a memorandum of understanding addressing 
more specifically the procedures to be followed in planning and completing work 
needed to relocate PSE’s Facilities within the Franchise Area to accommodate 
Public Improvements pursuant to Section 7.2 of this Franchise. 

20.2 In the event either party fails to perform or meet its obligations under 
the memorandum of understanding, if any, contemplated by this Section 20, such 
failure will not constitute a failure to perform any material obligation under this 
Franchise for the purposes of Section 23 of this Franchise. 

Section 21. Assignment. 

PSE may not assign or transfer its rights, benefits or privileges in and under 
this Franchise without the prior written consent of the City, which consent shall not 
be unreasonably withheld or delayed.  Prior to any assignment, the intended 
assignee shall, within thirty (30) days of the proposed date of any assignment, file 
written notice of the intended assignment with the City together with its written 
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acceptance of all terms and conditions of this Franchise.  Notwithstanding the 
foregoing, PSE may, without such notice or such written consent, mortgage its 
rights, benefits and privileges in and under this Franchise for the benefit of 
bondholders. 

Section 22. Miscellaneous. 

22.1 If any term, provision, condition or portion of this Franchise is held to 
be invalid, or is held to be inapplicable to any person or circumstance, the remaining 
portions of this Franchise shall continue in full force and effect, and its application 
to other persons and circumstances shall not be affected.  The headings of sections 
and paragraphs of this Franchise are for convenience of reference only and are not 
intended to restrict, affect or be of any weight in the interpretation or construction 
of the provisions of such sections or paragraphs. 

22.2 This Franchise may be amended only by written instrument that is 
signed by both parties, which specifically states that it is an amendment to this 
Franchise and is approved and executed in accordance with the laws of the State of 
Washington.  Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, this Franchise 
(including, without limitation, Section 9 above) governs and supersedes and may 
not be changed, modified, deleted, added to, supplemented or otherwise amended 
by any permit, approval, license, agreement or other document required by or 
obtained from the City in conjunction with the exercise (or failure to exercise) by 
PSE of any and all rights, benefits, privileges, obligations or duties in and under this 
Franchise, unless such permit, approval, license, agreement or other document 
specifically: 

(a) references this Franchise; and 

(b) states that it supersedes this Franchise to the extent it contains 
terms and conditions that change, modify, delete, add to, supplement or 
otherwise amend the terms and conditions of this Franchise. 

In the event of any conflict or inconsistency between the provisions of this Franchise 
and the provisions of any such permit, approval, license, agreement or other 
document, the provisions of this Franchise control. 

22.3 This Franchise is subject to the provisions of any applicable tariff on 
file with the Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission or its successor.  
In the event of any conflict or inconsistency between the provisions of this Franchise 
and such tariff, the provisions of such tariff control. 

22.4 In connection with its performance of work under this Franchise, PSE 
shall, during the term of this Franchise, fully comply with all applicable equal 
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employment or non-discrimination provisions and requirements of federal, state and 
local laws. 

22.5 During the term of this Franchise, each party shall notify and keep the 
other party apprised of its local address for the service of notices by mail.  All 
notices and other communications given or required to be given under this Franchise 
shall be sent postage prepaid to such respective address and such notices shall be 
effective upon receipt.  The City and PSE may change their respective addresses by 
written notice to the other party at any time.   

22.6 During the term of this Franchise, PSE shall also provide the City (and 
maintain current) a written list showing the names and telephone numbers of the 
specific departments and (if applicable) individuals within PSE that may be 
contacted by the City to identify and address problems and issues that arise under 
this Franchise.  PSE shall ensure that the list includes contact information for 
addressing emergency support and technical support issues (with emergency 
support being available 24 hours per day), and shall ensure that the names and 
telephone numbers appearing on the list in those areas have the expertise and 
authority (or access to the same) needed to address the problem or issue promptly 
and effectively.  PSE shall use all reasonable efforts to respond to requests from the 
City promptly, to work diligently with the City in resolving any problems or issues 
identified by the City, and to actively communicate with the City regarding each 
problem or issue from the time it is first identified by the City until the time it is 
resolved.  PSE shall update the list to ensure that it remains current and shall give 
written notice of the change to the City. 

22.7 PSE and the City shall, as reasonably requested by the other party 
from time to time, discuss and coordinate their activities with respect to construction 
which may affect the public ways in any manner in an effort to minimize public 
inconvenience, disruption or damages. 

22.8 This Franchise binds the parties hereto and their permitted successors 
and assigns. 

22.9 Nothing herein creates a joint venture or principal-agent relationship 
between the parties, and neither party is authorized to, nor may either party, act 
toward third persons or the public in any manner that would indicate any such 
relationship with the other. 

22.10 The failure of either party at any time to require performance by the 
other party of any provision hereof in no way affects the right of such party 
thereafter to enforce the same.  Nor shall the waiver by a party of any breach of any 
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provision hereof by the other party be taken or held to be a waiver of any succeeding 
breach of such provision, or as a waiver of the provision itself or any other provision. 

22.11 This Franchise shall be governed by and construed in accordance with 
the laws of the State of Washington.  Venue and jurisdiction over any dispute related 
to this Franchise lies exclusively with the King County Superior Court. 

22.12 If either party shall be required to bring any action to enforce any 
provision of this Franchise, or shall be required to defend any action brought by the 
other party with respect to this Franchise, and in the further event that one party 
shall prevail in such action, the other party shall, in addition to all other payments 
required therein, pay all of the prevailing party’s reasonable costs in connection with 
such action, including such sums as the court or courts may adjudge reasonable as 
attorney’s fees in the trial court and in any appellate courts. 

22.13 This Franchise represents the entire understanding and agreement 
between the parties hereto with respect to the subject matter hereof and supersedes 
all prior oral negotiations between the parties. 

22.14 In the event that either party is prevented or delayed in the 
performance of any of its obligations under this Franchise by any event or 
circumstance beyond its reasonable control (a “Force Majeure Event”), then that 
party’s performance shall be excused during the Force Majeure Event.  Force 
Majeure Events shall include, without limitation, war; civil disturbance; flood, 
earthquake or other Act of God; storm or other condition which necessitates the 
mobilization of the personnel of a party or its contractors to restore utility service; 
laws, regulations, rules or orders of any governmental agency; sabotage; strikes or 
similar labor disputes involving personnel of a party, its contractors or a third party; 
or any failure or delay in the performance by the other party, or a third party who is 
not an employee, agent or contractor of the party claiming a Force Majeure Event, 
in connection with this Franchise.  Upon removal or termination of the Force 
Majeure Event, the party claiming a Force Majeure Event shall promptly perform 
the affected obligations in an orderly and expedited manner under this Franchise or 
procure a substitute for such obligation.  The parties shall use all commercially 
reasonable efforts to eliminate or minimize any delay caused by a Force Majeure 
Event. 

Section 23. Dispute Resolution. 

23.1 The parties recognize that cooperation and communication are 
essential to resolving issues quickly and efficiently.  If any dispute arises in regard 
to the terms or conditions of this Franchise, then the parties shall meet and engage 
in good faith discussions with the objective of settling the dispute within ten (10) 
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days after either party requests such a meeting.  If the parties do not resolve the 
dispute within such ten (10) day period, the parties will, upon the written request of 
either party, seek to resolve the dispute in accordance with the following dispute 
resolution process: 

Level One – A representative from PSE and a representative of the City, as 
appointed by the City Manager, shall meet to discuss and attempt to resolve the 
dispute in a timely manner.  If these representatives do not resolve the dispute within 
fourteen (14) calendar days after referral of the dispute to Level One, either party 
may by written notice to the other party refer the dispute to Level Two. 

Level Two – In the event either party properly refers the dispute to Level 
Two, a new PSE representative and the City Manager shall meet to discuss and 
attempt to resolve the dispute in a timely manner.  If these representatives do not 
resolve the dispute within fourteen (14) calendar days after referral of the dispute to 
Level Two, either party may by written notice to the other party refer the dispute to 
Level Three. 

Level Three – In the event either party properly refers the dispute to Level 
Three, the parties shall mediate the dispute using a mediator mutually agreeable to 
the parties.  If these representatives do not resolve the dispute at mediation within 
ninety (90) days of the referral to Level Three (or such additional time as may be 
required to schedule the mediation with the agreed-upon mediator), either party may 
by written notice to the other party refer the dispute to Level Four. 

Level Four – In the event either party properly refers the dispute to Level 
Four, either party may seek resolution of the dispute through litigation or other 
judicial proceedings in the court specified in Section 22.11 (or, if both parties agree, 
the parties may submit the dispute to binding arbitration before a single arbitrator 
using the Commercial Arbitration Rules of the American Arbitration Association, 
in lieu of judicial proceedings). 

23.2 Notwithstanding Section 22.1 or any other provision of this Franchise 
to the contrary, with respect to any dispute arising under this Franchise, either party 
may commence litigation or other judicial proceedings within thirty (30) days prior 
to the date after which the commencement of litigation could be barred by any 
applicable statute of limitations or other law, rule, regulation, or order of similar 
import, or in order to request preliminary injunctive or other equitable relief 
necessary to prevent irreparable harm.  In such event, the parties will (except as may 
be prohibited by judicial order) nevertheless continue to follow the procedures set 
forth in this Section 23. 
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Section 24. Severability. 

If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this Franchise is ever held to be 
invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or 
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other 
section, sentence, clause, or phrase of this Franchise. 

Section 25. Ratification. 

Any act of the City consistent with the authority granted by the City prior to 
the effective date of this Franchise is hereby ratified and affirmed by the City. 

Section 26. Effective Date. 

This Franchise takes effect five days after the City Council adopts an 
ordinance approving this Franchise (“Effective Date”). 

AGREED TO AND ACCEPTED BY: 

FRANCHISEE:   PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC. 

 

     By: ________________________ 

     Its: ________________________ 

     Date: ______________________ 

 

CITY OF SAMMAMISH:  By: _______________________ 

     Its: City Manager 

     Date: _____________________ 

 

     Approved as to form by: 

 

     __________________________ 

     City Attorney 
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10-2016 
 

Memorandum of Understanding 
Facilities Relocation Procedure 

This Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) is entered into between the City of 

Sammamish (the “City”) and Puget Sound Energy, Inc. (“PSE”), also referred to herein 

individually as a “Party” and together as the “Parties”. 

WHEREAS the City and PSE have entered into a Franchise Agreement, Ordinance 

No. O201__-____ (the “Franchise”), and  

WHEREAS the City and PSE recognize the value of defining and developing their 

working relationship through cooperation, planning, communication and coordination, and 

WHEREAS the City and PSE desire to establish more specific and mutually agreed 

procedures for relocation of PSE’s Facilities that are subject to the Franchise, 

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby understood and agreed between the Parties as follows: 

This MOU is intended by the Parties to be supplemental to the Franchise to the extent it 

contains procedures for the relocation of PSE’s Facilities which are subject to the Franchise.  The 

procedures provided herein (the “Facilities Relocation Procedures”) have been agreed to by the 

Parties for the purpose of implementing the respective obligations of the Parties contained in 

Section 7 of the Franchise with respect to Public Improvements. 

Unless specifically defined otherwise in this MOU, all defined terms herein will have the 

same meaning as when used in the Franchise. 

This MOU may be amended by mutual agreement of the Parties.  Any amendment must be 

set forth in writing, signed by the Parties, and specifically state that it is an amendment to this 

MOU. 
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Except when circumstances beyond their control preclude it, the Parties agree to perform 

required relocations of PSE's Facilities in accordance with these Facilities Relocation Procedures 

provided in this MOU.  The Parties acknowledge that these Facilities Relocation Procedures, 

including specifically the time requirements thereof, may, from time to time, require amendment, 

or as mutually agreed by the Parties, deviation therefrom, to reasonably accommodate 

circumstances beyond the control of either Party. 

This MOU, as from time to time amended, will remain in full force and effect for the term 

of the Franchise, unless sooner terminated by mutual agreement of the Parties. 

Facilities Relocation Procedure 

1. Reasonably well in advance of, but in no case less than 180 calendar days before 

(unless otherwise mutually agreed by the Parties or otherwise necessitated by circumstances 

beyond the control of the Parties) the City desires PSE to commence construction of a required 

relocation of PSE's Facilities which are subject to the Franchise, the City will provide PSE and all 

other utilities collocated on/with PSE’s Facilities (hereafter “Other Utilities”) with a written scope 

of work for the related Public Improvement which includes, among other things, (a) a reasonably 

detailed description of the scope of the work required for the Public Improvement, (b) a list of the 

key milestone dates for the Public Improvement including the projected dates by which 

construction of the required relocation should be commenced and completed by PSE and Other 

Utilities, and (c) two (2) copies of reasonably detailed drawings showing the planned 

improvements for the Public Improvement (collectively the “Scope of Work”).  The City will also 

provide PSE and Other Utilities with a copy of the relevant electronic file(s) for the Scope of Work 

in a mutually agreed electronic format. 

2. After receipt by PSE of the Scope of Work, in the event PSE believes it will be 

unable to comply with the time frames provided for in these Facilities Relocation Procedures, PSE 

will, within fifteen (15) calendar days, so notify the City.  In such event and as soon thereafter as 

practicable, the Parties shall meet to discuss the circumstances precluding performance consistent 

with these Facilities Relocation Procedures and to mutually agree to alternative time frames for 

performance that address both PSE’s stated concerns and the City’s desired project timeline and 

are otherwise consistent with these Facilities Relocation Procedures.  The Parties anticipate and 
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intend that relocation of certain PSE Facilities, including but not limited to, high pressure gas 

mains (operating above sixty (60) psi) and associated equipment, district regulating stations, gas 

mains attached to bridges, overpasses or crossing under water features and some electric 

transmission lines and support structures, will require alternative (longer) time frames to produce 

and agree to the Relocation Plan (as defined in Section 4, below) and/or to acquire materials and/or 

permits necessary to construct the required relocation. 

3. Within a reasonable time, but in no case later than one hundred and twenty (120) 

calendar days (unless otherwise mutually agreed by the Parties) after receipt by PSE of the City’s 

Scope of Work, PSE will prepare and provide to the City: (a) a proposed design for the relocation 

of PSE’s Facilities that accommodates the planned improvements for the Public Improvement, and 

(b) a proposed schedule for completion of the relocation which, to the extent reasonably 

practicable, reflects the applicable key milestone dates specified in the Scope of Work and provides 

for completion of the required relocation by PSE and Other Utilities by the projected relocation 

completion date provided by the City in the Scope of Work.  The proposed relocation design and 

proposed relocation schedule will be based upon the then current Scope of Work provided to PSE 

and Other Utilities by the City. 

4. Within fifteen (15) calendar days after the City’s receipt of the proposed relocation 

design and the proposed relocation schedule from PSE and Other Utilities, the City, PSE and Other 

Utilities will begin meeting, as necessary, in order to (a) review the Scope of Work, (b) review the 

proposed relocation design, (c) review the proposed relocation schedule, and (d) make any changes 

thereto necessary to create a final Scope of Work, final relocation design, and final relocation 

schedule (collectively the “Relocation Plan”) reasonably acceptable to the City, PSE and Other 

Utilities. 

5. The Relocation Plan will be accepted in writing by authorized representatives of 

both Parties not less than (30) calendar days prior to the date PSE is to commence relocation 

construction contained therein.  Once accepted by the Parties, the Relocation Plan may thereafter 

be changed or amended only in accordance with the change procedures set forth below. 
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6. The City will promptly notify PSE and Other Utilities of any revision(s) and/or 

addition(s) to the planned improvements for the Public Improvement which may impact the design 

of or location for PSE’s Facilities contained in the Relocation Plan. 

7. The City will, not less than fifteen (15) days prior to the date specified in the 

Relocation Plan for PSE to commence relocation construction under the Relocation Plan, provide 

a written notice to PSE and Other Utilities to proceed with construction of the required relocation 

as provided in the Relocation Plan. 

8. After receipt of the City's notice to proceed, PSE will relocate such Facilities within 

the Franchise Area at no cost to the City as provided in the Relocation Plan. 

9. The City will be responsible for coordinating the PSE relocation work with all other 

work to be performed in connection with the Public Improvement.  It is recognized that PSE’s 

relocation work may have an impact to other utilities’ facilities located within the area of the Public 

Improvement and therefore PSE will be an active participant in the coordination of its work with 

the work of all other participants in the Public Improvements; provided that the foregoing will not 

alter or amend PSE’s rights or obligations under the applicable Relocation Plan and, 

notwithstanding any provision of these Facilities Relocation Procedures or the Franchise to the 

contrary, PSE will not be responsible or liable for any delay in its performance that is caused by 

the City or any such other participant.  The Parties will work together in an effort to mitigate the 

costs of the relocation, including, without limitation, identifying ways to accommodate PSE's 

Facilities within the Franchise Area. 

10. Upon request of the City, and in any event as specified in the Relocation Plan, PSE 

will provide periodic progress reports to the City. 

11. Any actual reasonable costs incurred by the City or by any contractor working for 

the City, caused by delays reasonably attributable to a failure by PSE to adhere to the Relocation 

Plan, including the date contained therein by which PSE is to complete the required relocation, 

will be the sole responsibility of PSE unless such failure is excused as provided for in 

Section 22.14, Force Majeure, of the Franchise. 
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12. Unless mutually agreed by the Parties, in the event the City terminates or abandons 

the Public Improvement, such that relocation of PSE Facilities will not be or would not have been 

necessary, the City will pay PSE for all actual reasonable costs incurred by PSE in performance of 

the relocation including any necessary design and/or construction work, plus any costs incurred by 

PSE for materials and other items ordered or procured by PSE (with the prior authorization of the 

City) in order to meet the final relocation schedule in the Relocation Plan. 

13. Either Party may, at any time, by written request to the other Party, request changes 

to the Relocation Plan (a “Request for Change”).  No Request for Change will be unreasonably 

denied by either Party.  A Request for Change will be effective and binding upon the Parties only 

when signed by an authorized representative of each Party.  The Parties will meet and work in 

good faith with the objective of reaching written agreement on mutually acceptable adjustments to 

the Relocation Plan.  Notwithstanding resolution of any dispute and/or mutual agreement 

concerning requested changes to the Relocation Plan, each Party will, if requested by the other 

Party and to the extent reasonably practicable, proceed with their respective work in accordance 

with the Relocation Plan, subject to any mutually agreed change(s), to complete the Public 

Improvement and avoid delays related thereto.  In the event the Parties so proceed, the Parties will 

thereafter make their respective best efforts to resolve any dispute and/or to reach mutual 

agreement on any requested change(s) and/or the results of such proceeding notwithstanding such 

prior agreement. 

14. Any dispute, disagreement or claim arising out a required relocation of PSE's 

Facilities must first be presented to and considered by the Parties.  A Party who wishes to present 

such dispute, disagreement or claim will notify the other Party and pursue resolution of the dispute, 

disagreement or claim consistent with Section 23 of the Franchise.  All negotiations pursuant to 

these procedures for the resolution of disputes will be confidential and will be treated as 

compromise and settlement negotiations for purposes of the state and federal rules of evidence. 
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Agreed and Accepted this __________ day of _____________, 2016 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PUGET SOUND ENERGY, INC.   CITY OF SAMMAMISH  
 

_____________________________ __________________________ 

(Title) City Manager 

Approved as to form: 

__________________________City Attorney 
 

Exhibit 2



Exhibit 3



Exhibit 3



Exhibit 3



Exhibit 3



Exhibit 3



Exhibit 3



Exhibit 3



Exhibit 3



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4



Exhibit 4


	000 - 1004rm
	00 - Agenda topics
	Blank Page

	0 - October & November Calendars
	A - Presentation -Chief Bennett
	Blank Page

	B - Agenda Bill ST3
	Ba - Exhibit 1 - ST3Resolution - Supporting
	CITY OF SAMMAMISH
	WASHINGTON
	RESOLUTION NO. R2016-______

	Bbb - Exhibit 2 - ST3Resolution - Opposing
	CITY OF SAMMAMISH
	WASHINGTON
	RESOLUTION NO. R2016-______

	Bc - Exhibit 3 - ST3 Resolution
	Resolution R2016-17
	Resolution R2016-17 Exhibit A1
	Blank Page

	Bd - Exhibit 4 - ST3 - Voter's Pamphlet Extract
	Bill#1 - Claims
	Blank Page

	Bill#2 - Agenda Bill 2015 Pavement Repair Project
	Bill#2a - Resolution - 2015 Pavement Repairs - Final Acceptance (003)
	CITY OF SAMMAMISH
	WASHINGTON
	RESOLUTION NO. R2015-____

	Bill#2b - Final Contract Voucher
	Blank Page

	Bill#3 - Agenda Bill - School Resource Officer Contracts  10-04-16
	Summary Statement:
	Financial Impact:
	Recommended Motion:

	Bill#3a - ISD - SRO - 5-year Interlocal  10-04-16 FINAL
	Blank Page

	Bill#3b - LWSD - SRO - 5-year Interlocal  10-04-16 FINAL
	Blank Page

	Bill#4 -0920sm
	Pledge of Allegiance
	City Manager Report
	Blank Page

	Bill#5 - Agenda Bill 100416 SE 4th St Design Update
	Bill#6 - 2016_10_4_AB_Private surface water managment policy
	SMC 13.20.090 Drainage facilities accepted by Sammamish for maintenance.
	13.20.100 Drainage facilities not accepted by Sammamish for maintenance.
	Blank Page

	Bill#6a - 2016_10_4 draft Private Stormwater Management Responsibilities Policy
	Bill#7 - Agenda Bill - PSE Franchise agreement
	Bill#7a -Ordinance PSE
	WASHINGTON
	ORDINANCE NO.  O2016 - ___

	Bill#7aa - PSE Franchise Agreement
	ELECTRIC AND GAS FRANCHISE AGREEMENT
	Section 1. Definitions.
	Section 2. Facilities Within Franchise Area.
	Section 3. Noninterference and Maintenance of Facilities.
	Section 4. Permits; Restoration.
	Section 5. Maps and Drawings.
	Section 6. Right to Complete Work.
	Section 7. Relocation of Facilities.
	Section 8. Undergrounding of Facilities.
	Section 9. Indemnification.
	Section 10. Reservation of Rights.
	Section 11. Moving Buildings within the Franchise Area.
	Section 12. Use of Facilities by City.
	Section 13. Vegetation Management.
	Section 14. Street Lighting.
	Section 15. Recovery of Costs; Permit Fees.
	Section 16. Default.
	Section 17. Nonexclusive Franchise.
	Section 18. Franchise Term.
	Section 19. Insurance.
	Section 20. Memorandum of Understanding.
	Section 21. Assignment.
	Section 22. Miscellaneous.
	Section 23. Dispute Resolution.
	Section 24. Severability.
	Section 25. Ratification.
	Section 26. Effective Date.
	Blank Page

	Bill#7b - PSE MOU
	This Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) is entered into between the City of Sammamish (the “City”) and Puget Sound Energy, Inc. (“PSE”), also referred to herein individually as a “Party” and together as the “Parties”.

	Bill#7c - PSE Schedule 74
	Bill#7d - PSE Old Franchise



