CITY OF SULTAN
COUNCIL MEETING – COMMUNITY CENTER
December 16, 2010
7:00 PM  CALL TO ORDER -  Pledge of Allegiance and Roll Call

CHANGES/ADDITIONS TO THE AGENDA
PRESENTATIONS  
1) Oath of Office – Naslund

2) Sultan High School Band

3) Business Recognition –Koppenberg Enterprises
4) Surveillance Camera Demonstration

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC:  Citizens are requested to keep comments to a 3 minute maximum to allow time for everyone to speak.  It is also requested that you complete a comment form for further contact.

COUNCILMEMBER COMMENTS
STAFF REPORTS –  Written Reports Submitted

1) Inventory Report

2) Police Report

3) Economic Development

4) Wastewater Treatment Plant

5) Animal/Code Enforcement

6) Planning Board Minutes

7) Water Plant Report

CONSENT AGENDA:    The following items are incorporated into the consent agenda and approved by a single motion of the Council.

1) Approval of the Council Meeting Minutes

A. December 2, 2010 Regular Council meeting

B. December 2, 2010 Public Hearing on 2010 Budget Amendments

C. December 2, 2010 Public Hearing on the Comprehensive Plan Amendment/PROS Plan

2) Approval of Vouchers/Sub Committee on December 30th 
3) Ordinance 1099-10 Comprehensive Plan Amendment/PROS Plan

4) Small Works Project Report

5) Ordinance 1100-00 2010 Budget Amendments
6) Ordinance  1101-10 Speed Limits
7) Professional Service Contract Aimee Trua, Contract for Public Defense

8) Professional Service Contact - Weed, Graafstra, Benson, Legal Services

9) Acceptance of Niche Wall donation

ACTION ITEMS:

1) Ordinance 1096-10 2011 Budget
2) Ordinance 1102-01 Contingency fund
3) Ordinance 1097-10 Salary Schedule (corrected)
4) Resolution 10-21 2011 Fee Schedule
DISCUSSION:  Time Permitting

1) Volunteer Recognition Program

2) Sultan Basin Road Update

3) Mitigation Fee Report

PUBLIC COMMENT ON AGENDA ITEMS ONLY
COUNCILMEMBER RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT ON AGENDA ITEMS
Executive Session
Adjournment - 10:00 PM or at the conclusion of Council business.

ADA NOTICE:  City of Sultan Community Center is accessible.  Accommodations for persons with disabilities will be provided upon request.  Please make arrangements prior to the meeting by calling City Hall at 360-793-2231.     

For additional information please contact the City at cityhall@ci.sultan.wa.us or visit our web site at www.ci.sultan.wa.us 

SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
Presentation 2

DATE:
December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:
Council Meeting Minutes

CONTACT PERSON:
Russell Wiita, Student Representative

SUMMARY:

The City’s Student Representative, Russell Wiita, is working with the Jill Sumpter, High School Band Director, to provide a report to the Council on the competitions the Band and Color Guard participated in this fall.

CITY OF SULTAN 

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

Agenda Item : 

Presentation 3

Date:



December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:


Business Recognition
CONTACT PERSON:    Donna Murphy Grants and Economic Development Coordinator







ISSUE:

The issue before the Council is to recognize Koppenberg Enterprises Inc. as the Business Spotlight recipient for December 2010.
SUMMARY STATEMENT:

The business being recognized at the December 16, 2010 meeting is Koppenberg Enterprises located at 32620 149th St. SE, Sultan.

Koppenberg is one of the nation's premier manufacturers of columbarium niches. To date they have manufactured, shipped or installed more than 250,000 pre-cast cremation niches throughout the U.S., Canada and Puerto Rico. Their creative designers and craftsmen can fabricate virtually any configuration requirement specified.

They offer a wide array of granite and marble stone for selection. For projects requiring installation they render full turnkey construction services, including labor and materials, which are economically priced for all size property locations.  Approximately 90% of their work is for the Department of Veteran Affairs National Cemeteries, including Arlington National Cemetery in Virginia.

Koppenberg Enterprises has been in business for 21 years and moved their production facilities from Monroe to Sultan in August, 2009.  The business is located in the industrial area near Romac Industries.  They employ 20, mostly local, people.
Attachments:

Koppenberg Enterprises Inc. web site

SULTAN CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
P-4
DATE:

December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:

Community Oriented Policing Services (COPS) 



Camera Surveillance System
CONTACT PERSON:
Jeff Brand, Police Chief


ISSUE: 

Staff would like to give Council an overview of Sultan’s COPS camera surveillance system.

SUMMARY:

The Community Oriented Policing Services or “COPS” Office is a federally funded program which was established in 1994, under the Violent Crimes Control & Law Enforcement Act, by both the House and Senate.  The COPS Office was authorized to distribute $8.8 billion over six years to help police agencies advance their Community Policing programs.

Since its inception the COPS Office has disturbed several hundred million dollars to thousands of state, local and tribal agencies, allowing thousands of officers to be hired and many more Community Policing Programs to be implemented.  

Each year the COPS Office focuses on one main theme to help local police agencies improve their Community Policing programs.  In 2008 the COPS Office had an emphasis on technology to combat crime.  

At the same time Sultan was experiencing a dramatic increase in burglaries, thefts and malicious mischief by means of “tagging”.  There were several reports of locations and residents or businesses being repeatedly damaged by “tagging”.

With the permission of Council and Mayor Eslick, then Acting Chief Rick Hawkins and Sultan officers began researching the cost and feasibility of developing a camera surveillance system to be installed in crime prone, public locations around the city and monitored by city hall, the police department and patrol cars.

In September 2008 Sultan was informed of an $116,913 award to develop the surveillance system, which included twelve permanent and two portable cameras, laptop computers and printers for patrol cars and included the required infrastructure to support the system.

The original COPS application requested and planned for a total of twelve cameras, including cameras at River Front Park, the water treatment plant, wastewater treatment plant, park and ride, four cameras at Osprey Park, the Boys and Girls Club, U/S 2 at 4th Street, and two portable cameras.  

Since being awarded the grant, Sultan, Sultan Police and technology have changed quite a bit.  While the committee developing the surveillance system and the members of the police department has changed, the focus has not.  The committee spent much of 2009 reviewing the equipment which had been proposed and submitted several budget modification requests to the COPS Office before the updated budget was approved by the COPS Office.

The revised COPS Grant still award us $116,913 but has increased the number of cameras from twelve to twenty two permanent and two portable cameras.  The original cameras are still in place but we have added cameras to other public areas such as Main Street, city shop, the Skate Park, Reece Park, City Hall, U/S 2 & 339th Ave SE and about seven more in Sultan schools.

To date cameras have been installed at River Park, the water treatment and waste water treatment plant, Osprey Park, U/S 2, park and ride and City Hall.  We are awaiting parts to install cameras at Reece Park, U/S 2 & 339th Ave SE and Lake 16.  After the first of the year we will also order the additional cameras for Sultan schools.    

The two portable cameras which were approved by this grant are intended to be available to citizens and deputies so they can be installed in problem areas as repeat crimes occur.  It is the intent to allow citizens to ask that the camera be installed at their home or business to record criminals as they steal or damage their property.  

Staff have used the cameras twice so far and found the cameras were unable to zoom in as needed and were not as versatile as needed to capture criminal actions.  As a result, staff has met with Irongoat Networks to solve these problems.  Irongoat and staff have also consulted other technology experts and found a much more reliable camera and should meet our needs.  

The new upgraded cameras have been ordered and current cameras will be taken to the school district for installation with the other seven cameras.         

The COPS Grant also allows the purchase of a camera recording system with capacity to record up to seven days and radio frequency equipment which allows the cameras to send images to the city’s camera recording system at city hall.  These items have already been purchased and installed.  

At the time of application, committee members recognized the need to view these cameras from patrol cars but also knew the Dell computers in Sultan patrol cars were aging and would not support wireless cards or allow officers to view the camera system.  The grant included the purchase of upgraded ruggedized Panasonic laptop computers which can access the city’s surveillance system and Hewlett Packard printers, which allow deputies to complete paperwork and print it while still in patrol cars.

On November 9th and 10th city staff and deputies attended eight hours of training given by Irongoat Network which taught us how to access the camera system and its memory so staff can review recorded images.   

At the December 16th meeting you will see a demonstration of the nearly complete surveillance system and one of the new Panasonic laptop.  

FISCAL IMPACT:


The City of Sultan has not expended any capital during this project but staff and volunteers have expended nearly one hundred hours planning and implementing the program.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  


Review Watch staff and Irongoat presentation and ask any needed questions. 

SULTAN CITY COUNCIL 

STAFF REPORT COVER SHEET

ITEM:

SR-1
DATE:

December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:

Inventory Report
CONTACT PERSON:
Deborah Knight, City Administrator


ISSUE:

The issue before the city council is to receive the annual inventory report as set forth in SMC 2.10.030(L).  
SUMMARY:

SMC 2.10.030(L) requires the city to make, compile, and file with the city clerk an inventory of the property, real and personal, owned or leased by the city and file amended inventories thereof at least annually as part of the year end closeout of the city books and finances. 

Attachment A is an updated inventory of office equipment and furniture. Attachment B is the list of buildings, vehicles and equipment covered by the city’s insurance policy. 

ATTACHMENTS:
A – 2010 Inventory office equipment and furniture

B – Buildings, vehicles and major equipment

ATTACHMENT A

2010 INVENTORY OFFICE EQUIPMENT AND FURNITURE
	Department
	Item Description
	Model #
	Serial Number
	C.O.S. Inventory #

	Administrative 
	Dell Desktop Computer
	N/A
	XM9CFCY333BCVCM
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	Dell Keyboard
	N/A
	THOU00973717155I0205
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	Dell Monitor
	N/A
	CM2G55YF6418084L24DH
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	Dell Desktop Computer
	N/A
	R3CY9K2XQXYTXCF
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	Dell Keyboard
	N/A
	CN0546243717248C00MS
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	Dell Monitor
	N/A
	CN0054287220149308TS
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	L- Shaped Desk
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	7' foot desk
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	(2) Office chairs
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	Round table w/ 4 chairs
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	(2) Casual Chairs
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	Office Desk
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	4-drawer file cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Administrative 
	Canon 10-key
	P23-DH
	N/A
	184

	Administrative 
	Sprint LG Cell Phone 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Code Compliance
	(2) Stacking Chairs
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Code Compliance
	(4) Folding Chairs
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Code Compliance
	Chair
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Code Compliance
	Desk 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Code Compliance
	Nextel Phone
	N/A
	364VLE8TF2
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	2 Drawer File Cabinet 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	3 Drawer File Cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	3 Map Drawer Cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	4 Drawer File Cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	6 Drawer File Cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	Desk
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	Desk Light 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	Fan
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	HP Drafting Plotter - Cyd
	N/A
	N/A
	417

	Community Development
	Nextel Phone
	N/A
	364VLSTPQ1
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	Nextel Phone
	N/A
	364YGA7W5M
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	Sharp Calculator
	EL-1197P III
	8D06615Y
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	Monitor
	Dell
	CN-OC730C716238704580
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	Keyboard
	Dell
	CN-OJ468-71616620-OX7Y
	COS labeling in process

	Community Development
	Calculator
	Sharp
	8D15162X
	COS labeling in process

	Economic Development
	Chair 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Economic Development
	Desk 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Economic Development
	File Cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(1)  4-drawer Legal File Cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(1) 2 drawer Legal File Cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(1) 3 foot Table
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(1) 4 drawer Lateral File Cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(1) Chair
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(1) Desk 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(2) Canon Calculator
	Canon
	P23DHV
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(2) Legal size file cabinet - Secured Room
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(2) Letter size file cabinet - Secured  Room
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(3) Tables
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	1 Safe
	Major
	236069
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	2 - hole Punch
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	3-Hole Punch
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	4 Shelf Book Case
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	5 Drawer File Cabinet - Server Room
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Above desk Cabinets
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Brother Fax Machine
	N/A
	U60298M5J399089
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Calculator
	Casio
	Q2062101
	185

	Finance
	Canon Copier
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Chair 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Chair 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Computer desk with hutch 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Desk 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Desk Stapler
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Fellows Power Shredder
	N/A
	C320C
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	File Cabinet -
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	L- Shaped Desk
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Large Stapler 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Paymaster Check Imprinter
	N/A
	N/A
	188

	Finance
	Pitney Bowes Postage Machine
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	PS Mailer Folding Machine 
	ISM
	BRIISN0000836
	174

	Finance
	Sony Passport Camera
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Sony Passport Picture Printer
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Storage Cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Storage Cabinet 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Swingline Electric Stapler 
	211XX
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	HP Color Lazerjet Printer
	3600N
	CNW/BB95065
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	HP Black & Whiter Printer
	4200
	CNW8871062
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Flat Screen Monitor
	Dell
	CN-OT6116-71618-49G-AE1L
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Keyboard
	Microsoft 3000
	TH-OU0097-37171-539-028V
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Laserjet Printer
	4250N
	CNGXD66718
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Desktop Computer
	9100
	725WW71
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Computer Keyboard
	RT7D50
	OW7658-37172-52G-050Z
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Monitor
	10908FPb
	ODY840-46633-75T-52CU
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Cash Register
	XE-A401
	N/A
	165

	Finance
	Desktop Computer
	N/A
	CBM94-8T2VG-DQR6Y
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Monitor
	N/A
	MY-IF7170-47603-4CF-ALU9
	151

	Finance
	Wireless Mouse & Keyboard
	N/A
	X806612-001
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Ibico Binder
	IBIMATIC
	4D72582
	173

	Finance
	Xerox electric 3 hole punch
	X30
	SN111502
	167

	Finance
	 DelRey Electric Pencil Sharpener
	N/A
	N/A
	168

	Finance
	Kenmore Refrigerator
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(2) 4-Drawer Lateral file cabinets
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	5 - Drawer Lateral file cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Xerox Copy Machine
	N/A
	CF8773036
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Xerox Copy Machine Sorter
	N/A
	SF2A82202783
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	BUNN Coffee Machine
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Table w/ 4 chairs
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Desktop Computer
	N/A
	CF 2MCMC1
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	HP Color Laserjet Printer
	N/A
	CNWBB95070
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Wireless Mouse & Keyboard
	N/A
	779675453138596000000
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Monitor
	N/A
	OUH8374822071C06VE
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(2) Casual Chairs
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Dell Monitor
	N/A
	735UYT22N1146
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Dell Monitor
	N/A
	CNOX625370821523F28G
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Dell Desktop Optic
	N/A
	831G20B
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Sylvania Monitor
	SF150
	JCCC1303495
	159

	Finance
	Dell Desktop
	N/A
	CNOX6252708214BOD462
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Dell Desktop
	N/A
	FGY69FJH80MYWW48
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	2 Boxes of Misc. Cords
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	Onkyo Amp
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Finance
	(2) Triplight Servers
	Smartpro - UPS
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	2 Drawer File Cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	2 Drawer File Cabinet 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	3 Drawer File Cabinet 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	4 Drawer File Cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Blackberry
	N/A
	4026F415BB
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Chair 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Chair 
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Cross Shredder
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Desk
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	File Cabinet
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	GBC Adding Machine
	EL-1197G
	28303341
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	GBC Shredder
	30S
	1755600
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Nextel Phone
	N/A
	2324ANEX
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Nextel Phone 
	N/A
	364TFY22LK
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Nextel Phone
	N/A
	364VEW8TRR
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Nextel Phone 
	N/A
	364VFW84FB
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Nextel Phone 
	N/A
	364VEWB3TJ
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Nextel Phone
	N/A
	364YGL6P10
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Nextel Phone
	N/A
	364TGU30B1
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Nextel Phone
	N/A
	364VEW83RM
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Nextel Phone 
	N/A
	364VFSF37N
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Sprint LG Cell Phone 
	N/A
	008KPXV0691826
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Teletype GPS
	BT01
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Typewriter
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Vivitar Digital Camera
	N/A
	9U4VIVICAS00120
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	HP Color Laserjet Printer
	CM1312NFI
	CND8978HPW
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Logitech Keyboard
	Logitech
	820-000176
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Wireless Keyboard - Microsoft
	Microsoft 3000
	7796300320576
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Dell Keyboard
	N/A
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Computer Monitor
	Dell
	BNGI-01444A#1
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Computer Monitor
	Dell
	BNGI-01444A#1
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Logitech Cordless Optical Mouse
	Logitech
	810-000491
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Microsoft Cordless Mouse
	Microsoft 3000
	X800412-142
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Mouse
	Dell
	446057959
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Wireless Mouse for Laptop
	1359
	X817405-015
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Wireless Keyboard - Microsoft
	PAK003U
	060 4022003
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	HP Printer
	HP4600DN
	JPCK032174
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Adding Machine
	Sharp
	78072792
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Dell Flat Screen Monitor
	Dell
	CN0A5428722014930935
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Keyboard
	Dell
	CN-07N242176164B6OY B1
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Computer
	Dell
	CN-0X625270821480D463
	WS13

	Public Works
	Speakers
	Dell
	CNOF637148220595078I
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Laptop
	Panasonic
	DFQX3993XA
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Badger Remote Meter Reader
	N/A
	62613
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Computer
	Dimension 9100
	N/A
	WS14

	Public Works
	Brother B & W Laser Printer
	HL-1240
	U5281GOJ524551
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Panasonic Fax Machine
	KX-FP20
	7FAFA060503
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Microsoft Cordless Mouse & Keyboard
	N/A
	10277570911411696
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Flat Screen
	Dell
	CN-OC730C716238632548
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Laptop
	Dell Latitude E6500
	57BDBKI
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Dell Docking Station
	PRO
	CNOPW38012961
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	HP Laserjet Printer
	P1102W
	VN3S24575
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Dell Computer
	Optiplex 740
	N/A
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Computer Monitor
	N/A
	CN-OM2771-48220 463018F
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Desktop Computer
	1BLV9F1
	28786410749
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	Laptop
	CF30
	7CKSA19659R
	COS labeling in process

	Public Works
	HP Color Laserjet Printer
	CC378A
	CNCC98C0F9
	COS labeling in process
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Notable Events of November 2010
· We have received reports of an increase in methamphetamine labs in the Skykomish Valley.  Deputies did recover one lab from the trunk of a car parked at Big Eddy, east of Gold Bar and have been searching areas, especially east of Gold Bar, for more labs. 

· We have been dealing with a problem mobile home in the park at 403 West Stevens for several months.  The problem tenant was evicted by the SCSO Civil Unit earlier this month.

· In September 2010 Deputy Hansmann received a report of the theft of a ring.  According to the complainant, she had mistakenly sent a ring to her sister, at her sister’s former home in Sultan and UPS had delivered the ring to that home.  Hansmann contacted the resident at the home and was told the ring had never been delivered.  Through November, Hansmann continued to use databases and found the ring had been pawned by the same person he spoke with at the house in Sultan.  The female suspect has been charged with felony theft and traffic of stolen property and the ring owners have their ring back.

· Deputy Vimpany was called to a theft at a local latte stand and was told that a male had reached in through the open drive thru window to steal a cellular phone that was sitting on the counter.  Vimpany was able to determine who the suspect was, based on the victim’s description and began his search for him.  Later the same night Deputy Robinson located the suspect, who still had the stolen phone and arrested him for burglary.  The suspect has been arrested for misdemeanor theft several times in the past and was upset that he was being charged with a felony this time.

· Sultan and East County Block Watchers attended a combined meeting at the Community Center to learn about personal protection and security devices.

· Snohomish County Department of Emergency Management sponsored another Civilian Emergency Response Training (CERT) class, which three people graduated from. 
· Sultan staff and deputies attended eight hours of Sultan camera surveillance training to learn how to operate and download images from the system.
· Deputies were given information about a house in the 400 block of West Stevens that had stolen property and a marijuana growing operation in it.  Deputies Horton and Hansmann contacted the person at the house and obtained consent to search.  Inside they found at least six large flat screen televisions, several laptop computers and much more property they believe to be stolen.  They also found a small marijuana growing operation.  All the evidence was seized and staff has been trying to identify the owners of the stolen property.  Charges will be forwarded for manufacturing of controlled substance and traffic stolen property.
· Deputies have continued their attention on Skyview Drive and served another search warrant on a resident there.  Some drug paraphernalia was located during the search and a car was impounded for service of another warrant. 
· Our call load has remained low through November with a continued reduction in burglaries, vandalisms and thefts. 
The following charts and table compare calls for service in the reporting month to the same month in the previous year and provide a monthly average (Typ Mo) in each category.  Data displayed is for all dispatch groups provided service by the Sultan (PP) Police agency.
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Notes:
SNOPAC:
SNOPAC or Citizen generated


Self:
Self generated


Per Deputy:
Total divided by number of assigned personnel; 4 deputies.

	Incidents By Type
	Nov, 2009
	2009 Total
	2009 Typ Mo
	Nov, 2010
	2010 Total
	2010 Typ Mo

	Ani-Ali hang up/open line
	24
	238
	20
	14
	205
	19

	Abandoned Vehicle
	2
	60
	5
	2
	58
	5

	Animal Control
	6
	107
	9
	5
	106
	10

	Accident
	6
	100
	8
	3
	76
	7

	Accident, Priority
	2
	19
	2
	1
	12
	1

	Admin. Police Available
	0
	1
	0
	0
	2
	0

	Admin. Police Unavailable
	0
	4
	0
	0
	6
	1

	Assist Fire
	7
	54
	5
	2
	28
	3

	Law Agency Assist
	63
	676
	56
	11
	257
	23

	Alarm, non-priority
	6
	108
	9
	11
	98
	9

	Hold Up Alarm
	1
	7
	1
	0
	2
	0

	Alarm, Priority
	0
	18
	2
	1
	6
	1

	Area Check
	2
	44
	4
	0
	9
	1

	Arson
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Assault, Report
	4
	51
	4
	4
	40
	4

	Assault, Priority
	2
	53
	4
	3
	33
	3

	Assault, Weapon
	2
	11
	1
	0
	7
	1

	Attempt To Contact
	2
	3
	0
	0
	4
	0

	Attempt to Locate
	0
	2
	0
	0
	1
	0

	Fireworks
	0
	31
	3
	0
	26
	2

	Bar/Tavern Check
	17
	160
	13
	10
	128
	12

	Bomb Threat
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Burglary Report
	5
	43
	4
	2
	29
	3

	Burglary, Priority
	0
	7
	1
	0
	6
	1

	Incidents By Type
	Nov, 2009
	2009 Total
	2009 Typ Mo
	Nov, 2010
	2010 Total
	2010 Typ Mo

	Camping Complaint
	0
	2
	0
	0
	1
	0

	Crimes Against Children
	0
	21
	2
	4
	28
	3

	Crimes Against Children, Priority
	0
	7
	1
	0
	5
	0

	Civil Problem
	8
	102
	9
	3
	93
	8

	Child Protective Service
	0
	11
	1
	3
	8
	1

	Death Investigation
	0
	5
	0
	1
	3
	0

	Disturbance, Priority
	21
	251
	21
	18
	243
	22

	Disturbance, Vehicle
	0
	8
	1
	0
	6
	1

	Dive, Rescue
	0
	1
	0
	0
	3
	0

	DUI / DUI Emphasis
	7
	120
	10
	8
	99
	9

	Domestic Violence, Physical
	6
	37
	3
	2
	33
	3

	Domestic Violence, Weapon
	0
	1
	0
	1
	2
	0

	Escort, Police
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Family Problem
	4
	44
	4
	4
	27
	2

	Fish/Game Violation
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Follow-up
	67
	704
	59
	38
	526
	48

	Foot Patrol
	2
	30
	3
	0
	9
	1

	Fraud/Checks/Forgery
	3
	23
	2
	3
	23
	2

	Gang Activity
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Harassment
	4
	60
	5
	5
	78
	7

	Impound
	0
	5
	0
	0
	1
	0

	Indiscriminate Shooting
	0
	4
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Information/Advise
	26
	426
	36
	37
	376
	34

	Juvenile Problem
	3
	68
	6
	3
	51
	5

	Police Level 2 Status
	0
	8
	1
	0
	7
	1

	Mail In Complaint
	2
	10
	1
	1
	9
	1

	Malicious Mischief
	3
	67
	6
	2
	47
	4

	Malicious Mischief, Priority
	2
	31
	3
	1
	11
	1

	Non-Law, Agency Assist
	0
	14
	1
	2
	21
	2

	Noise Problem
	7
	72
	6
	2
	70
	6

	Block Watch
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0

	Nuisance/Unwanted Guest
	2
	40
	3
	3
	43
	4

	Public Assist
	10
	145
	12
	10
	106
	10

	Alarm, Panic
	0
	5
	0
	0
	1
	0

	Paper Service, Court
	1
	12
	1
	0
	13
	1

	Party Complaint
	2
	17
	1
	0
	12
	1

	Person, Missing/Runaway
	1
	53
	4
	5
	43
	4

	Person, Priority
	1
	9
	1
	0
	6
	1

	Miscellaneous, Police
	0
	12
	1
	0
	5
	0

	Property, Lost/Found/Recovered
	3
	45
	4
	4
	44
	4

	Traffic Emphasis
	9
	70
	6
	10
	59
	5

	Robbery
	0
	2
	0
	0
	2
	0

	Incidents By Type
	Nov, 2009
	2009 Total
	2009 Typ Mo
	Nov, 2010
	2010 Total
	2010 Typ Mo

	Robbery, Priority
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Route, Community Transit
	2
	2
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Registered Sex Offenders
	3
	36
	3
	0
	35
	3

	Security Check
	57
	1035
	86
	72
	968
	88

	Indiscriminate Shooting
	1
	10
	1
	0
	8
	1

	Reckless Shooting
	1
	4
	0
	0
	6
	1

	Shoplifter
	0
	2
	0
	0
	1
	0

	Special Operation
	0
	1
	0
	0
	6
	1

	Traffic Pursuit
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0

	School Resource Officer
	13
	146
	12
	23
	205
	19

	Subject Stop
	20
	281
	23
	32
	295
	27

	Stake Out
	1
	7
	1
	1
	6
	1

	Substance Abuse
	10
	85
	7
	3
	94
	9

	Suicide/Attempt
	1
	11
	1
	3
	13
	1

	Suicide/Attempt, Priority
	1
	6
	1
	1
	4
	0

	Suicide/Attempt, Weapon
	0
	2
	0
	1
	5
	0

	Suspicious Circumstances
	40
	455
	38
	25
	408
	37

	Suspicious, Priority
	8
	97
	8
	5
	75
	7

	Search Warrant
	0
	0
	0
	0
	4
	0

	Traffic Stop
	52
	955
	80
	44
	615
	56

	Traffic Collision
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0

	Traffic Hazard
	7
	117
	10
	8
	101
	9

	Theft, Report
	26
	165
	14
	13
	142
	13

	Theft, Priority
	1
	28
	2
	0
	23
	2

	Training
	1
	19
	2
	3
	17
	2

	Trespass Report
	1
	17
	1
	2
	9
	1

	Trespass, in Progress
	1
	31
	3
	1
	23
	2

	Traffic Problem
	5
	171
	14
	4
	136
	12

	Vehicle Recovery
	1
	14
	1
	0
	5
	0

	Vehicle Theft
	1
	23
	2
	2
	13
	1

	Vehicle Theft, in Progress
	1
	3
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Violation of Court Order
	2
	15
	1
	2
	13
	1

	Violation, in Progress
	1
	10
	1
	0
	3
	0

	Warrant
	8
	118
	10
	18
	148
	13

	Welfare Check
	6
	26
	2
	5
	59
	5

	Totals By Type
	618
	8239
	687
	507
	6698
	609


Report presented by Sultan Chief of Police Lt. Jeff Brand

Table and charts compiled by Volunteer Ray Coleman

Economic Development Staff Report

2010 Business Retention Program
Business Roundtables

1.  Date:  

January 16, 2010

Focus Group:  
Food Service

[image: image38.emf] 

 

Location:  
Dutch Cup Restaurant

Attendees:  
13 Food Service Business Owners

2. Date:  

February 23, 2010

Focus Group:  
Retail Business

Location:  
City Hall Council Chambers

Attendees:  
23 Retail Business Owners

3. Date:  

March 31, 2010

Focus Group:  
Industry

Location:  
Koppenberg Enterprises, Inc.

Attendees:  
19 Industrial Business Representatives and Owners

4. Date:

September 25, 2010

Focus Group:
All Businesses ~ Downtown Business Fair

Location:
Main Street

Attendees:
TBD

5. Date:  

November 16, 2010

Focus Group:  
All Businesses

Location:  
Ixtapa Restaurant

Attendees:  
To be determined

Business Workshops & Tours
1. [image: image39.jpg]


Date:  

January 15, 2010

Focus Group:  
Business 101

Location:  
Visitor Information Center

Attendees:  
16 Attendees

2.  Date:  

March 19, 2010

Focus Group:  
Finance and Taxes

Location:  
Visitor Information Center

Attendees:  
10 Attendees

3.  Date:  

May 1, 2010

Focus Group:  
Industry Tour for Mayor, Council and Planning Boardmembers

Location:  
East Teak, Alexander’s Auto Wrecking, Docufeed Technologies, Jim Flower LLC

Attendees:  
4 City Officials

4.  Date:

October 1, 2010

Focus Group:
Press Releases/Marketing on a Shoestring

Location:
Visitor Information Center

Attendees:
24

Other Economic and Business Development Accomplishments in 2010

New Businesses:

· R & R Trading Post – Retail business on Main Street OPENED

· Text UR Tacos – Restaurant on Main Street OPENED

· Dangles & A Bit More – Jewelry Store on Main Street OPENED

· Prospectors Plus – Prospecting business on Main Street OPENED

· GROW Washington – Business Development & Marketing business on Main Street OPENED

· Sahara Pizza – Located on US 2 OPENED

· Sultan  AM/PM – Located on US 2 near McDonalds OPENED

· Scarecrow Magick OPENED

· Movie Shack OPENED

· Bub & Shell’s Pastime Tavern

Business Closures:

· Prospectors Plus – Relocated to Gold Bar

· Video Factor – Closed

· Buzzards Breath - Closed

Sultan General Business Licenses:

273 Active/Current

   4 Pending

 16 Withdrawn

Council Legislative Action:


Reduced the industrial lot size from 1 acre to .5 acre

Eliminating the Industrial Park Plan

Rezoned the Harris property to Highway Oriented Development
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Developed a Business Recognition Policy – “Business Spotlight”

Business Recognition:

Flat Iron Gallery ~ 30 Years in Sultan          





Prospectors Plus ~ New Business

A Cut Above ~ 20 Years in Sultan

Allied Waste ~ Serving and Partnering in Sultan

Koppenberg Enterprises, Inc. ~ New Business 
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
Staff Report S-4


DATE:

December 16, 2010


SUBJECT:

 Wastewater Treatment Plant Report

CONTACT PERSON:
Mick Matheson, P.E. Public Works Director

ISSUE:

Provide a monthly report to Council regarding the City of Sultan Wastewater Treatment plant operation.
SUMMARY:

Attached is an operational report that will be updated monthly.
ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment A-1   City of Sultan Wastewater Treatment Plant Operational Report

SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
SR- 5
DATE:

December 16, 2010
 
SUBJECT:

CSO Monthly Report

CONTACT PERSON:
Victoria Forte’, Community Service Officer

Robert Martin, Community Development Director
ISSUE:

Community Service Officer Monthly Report.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Receive Reports, no action required.

BACKGROUND:

Receive Reports, no action required.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A:
Code Enforcement Working Log

SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
SR-6
DATE:

December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:

Planning Board Minutes

CONTACT PERSON:
Robert Martin, Community Development Director

ISSUE:

Transmittal of Planning Board Minutes for the of December 7th  Planning Board Meeting.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Receive Reports, no action required.

BACKGROUND:

Receive Reports, no action required.

Attachment A:  Planning Board Minutes of December 7, 2010

SULTAN JOINT PLANNING BOARD & CITY COUNCIL MINUTES

NOVEMBER 2, 2010

PLANNING BOARD MEMBERS:


STAFF:

Bob Knuckey 




Deborah Knight, City Administrator

Frank Linth





Bob Martin, Community Dev.

Steve Harris





Cyd Melnyk, Permit Assistant

Jerry Knox

COUNCIL:
Carolyn Eslick

Sam Pinson

Jeffery Beeler

Kristina Blair

Joe Nigel


Sarah Davenport-Smith - Absent

Steve Slawson










CALL TO ORDER:

Call to Order at 7:00 p.m.

CHANGES TO THE AGENDA:

None.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:

No Comment

BOARD & COUNCIL MEMBER COMMENTS:

Jerry Knox:  
9th grandbaby coming






Steve Harris: Welcome City Council, Mayor, & Staff


Kristina Blair:  Will let Steve report.

Frank Linth:  No comments.






Bob Knuckey:  Congrats to the new grandparents.





Carolyn Eslick: Asked who was on the tour.  SnoCo Council Members, Kristina, Debbie Copple

Jeffery Beeler:  Leaving at 8:30 p.m. so let’s get going!

Sam Pinson:  No comments.

Steve Slawson: This is our 7th grandchild.  Went to the proposed shooting range.  Gave report.


Joe Nigel:  None.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Approve October 19, 2010  Planning Board Minutes, Motion by Knox to approve as written.  Seconded by Harris, Knuckey abstains, he was not here. All Ayes.

PUBLIC HEARING AND ACTION ITEMS:

None.
DISCUSSION AND STUDY ITEMS

D-1: 
Park Recreation and Open Space (PROS) Plan:  Final process and outcomes

Staff reports to Council the actions the Planning Board has taken on the Plan.  Staff goes through the Agenda and attachments. 

Board & Council Discuss:

Beeler :  Grammatical issues with Highway 2, US 2, S.R. 2, etc.  He would like to see consistency throughout the document.   This is a great, great document and really good reading.  This document will make the City (Staff, Council, & Board) proud.

Blair:   Page 37 - questions regarding CFP dollar amounts and where they came from.  Staff will add these amounts before Council sees them again.  Tie the inventory sheets into website.  Staff is working on it and making it interactive. She says that it is amazing that we have 168-acres of parkland.

Slawson:  Page 30 – Olney Creek is 7.5 miles from town.

Nigel:  Wants to say this is a great document and over the thousands of pages he read since coming to the Council, this was enjoyable to read.

Pinson:  Great document.

D-2:  Construction of new Land Division Code (New Sultan Municipal Code Title 19): City

Council briefing on project approach.

Staff introduces the Land Division Code to Council and gives overview of what the Board has been doing so far.  Staff asks Board to address the Council.  Board addresses Council about the current land Use Code.  Staff and Board decided to reinvent the wheel since the Code was so broken.  Board adds that reading the current Code is difficult and it did not make sense.  Code was written pre-GMA and ideas need to change.  Staff and Board 

Nigel:  Seems like starting fresh is the most efficient use of their time.  He supports the board.

Blair:  Agrees with Nigel and sometimes it is better to scrap the old and start new. Kudos and good-luck on the new plan.

Beeler:  Asks what is it that the Board and Staff are looking for.  Staff explains.  After the explanation, he agrees that this is the best way or even to use another City’s policy and modify it to fit Sultan.

Slawson:  no comments.

Pinson:   We should not put new wine in old bottles, the process sounds good.  

D-3:  Title 19, Subdivision Code Policy Alternatives: Binding Site Plan Process

Staff introduces the Agenda Item and explains what it is the Board goes through as they make improvements to the new Land Use Code.  This is not an exercise for the Council, it is just meant as an overview for them to understand the Board’s policy-based review and direction process.

Blair:  Asks about the H.E. process and she thought that the Council was taken out of the process.  Staff explains that it is not 100% true because of the statutory rules.  Board explains that this is just the frame for the document.  Board still has to work on the document itself.  Blair just wants to make sure that the Council decisions are taken out.  Board remembers this conversation.  Harris explains how the process works in SnoCo and that after the project is finished, the Council needs to verify all the H.E. requirements were met.  Pinson also added that Council wants to step out of the Quasi –Judicial role.  Let’s keep moving that way.  Staff wraps up the role of the Council.

D-4:  “Global” Goals and Policies for the 2011 Comprehensive Plan Update: Review of Policies that establish the Community’s direction for Policies in each Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

Staff introduces the 2011 Comp Plan Update and Bill Grimes, Consultant with Studio Cascade.  

Pinson:  Knox brought up a good comment about the minute process of the plan and believes that the Staff is quite capable of taking care of this. Staff thanks Pinson for his comments but also wants them to remember that this is a reflection of the City and would like their comments. Slawson:  will all the MPP, CPP, LU abbreviations be explained in the document.  Staff says yes, in the List of tables.  Beeler:  is not fond of this type of format, it is difficult to read, too many boxes.  Slawson asks if this is consistent with the MPP and CPP?  Staff says no, they do not have the boxes.   Slawson:  likes the box format better and Nigel agrees except for the justification of the document.  It is harder to read when justified.

Motion by Pinson wants to allow the Staff to format the Comp Plan. No second.  Mayor wants to meet with Staff regarding formatting and has some suggestions that may help.

PRESENTATION:

Bill Grimes with Studio Cascade.  He presents to Council, Board, and Staff a Power Point Presentation of the 2011 Comp Plan Update.  Items addressed:  Objectives, Structural Changes, Policy Changes, Land Use Goal Change, Mixed Use Centers, and Industrial Use Centers, to name a few.

Consultant gives a hand out and asks them to take the exercise.  Council and Consultant have conversation over policy questions.  Consultant asked if they are close, need improvement, or are they way off mark.

Consultant goes over design options that the City has with Policy Balance. Hand-outs given to the Consultant for review and implementation. 

D-5:  Vacancy on Planning Board: Discussion of desired recruitment process.

Staff gives the Board an overview of the lack of applications for the Planning Board position that is open.  Staff has advertised but has not received response.  Discussion ensues between Council and Staff.  Nigel suggests Craig’s List or a Student high School or College. Knox:  states that this is a commitment and takes effort.  It is an underappreciated position. Knuckey:   asks what is the Planning Board for?  Why do we need it?  Put an advertisement out there that will interest the public.  He would like to see the Planning COMMISSION instead of Board.  It just sounds better.  Blair:  even at the Council level, it is difficult to find people to apply for the position.  The Planning board shapes the framework for the Community.  Slawson:  The Planning Board is the foundation for what the City is going to be.  He would like to see, if you want to be on Council, start at the Planning Board, get your feet wet!  Harris:  find a Consultant that wants to donate time to help the City out or a politician that has been ousted out of office. Nigel:  communicate in the article, “what’s in it for them” it may work better.  Nigel will send over a few examples.  Linth: discusses how Beeler was appointed to the Council through storm water and how Planning Board members came from the dark and now have made some great progress.  No one understands the level of commitment it takes.  

HAND OUT & DISTRIBUTION

HO-1: Update on Planning Board Work Plan – Hand-out Gantt Chart.  Staff goes over the progress that the Planning Board has made over the last 2-years.  It is just for your review.

Knox:  Wanted to give Staff the credit it is due.  If it was not for the hard work of the Staff, they wouldn’t be as good as they are.  Mayor agrees that Staff is doing a wonderful job all the way down to Admin and New Staff.

SUMMARY OF MEETING RESULTS AND ACTION FOR NEXT MEETING:

(None given)

PUBLIC COMMENTS

None.

BOARD & COUNCIL  MEMBER COMMENTS:

Jerry Knox:  
Said his piece.  No other comments.




Steve Harris:  Commends Staff as well.  We wouldn’t be as far as we are without them.

Kristina Blair:  Thanks Staff and P.B. for all their hard work. Asks for budget reasons and consideration to put Consultants to the top of the Agenda.

Frank Linth:  P.B. is a stepping stone for bigger things, but he is honored at this level.



Bob Knuckey:  Dittos what Knox has said and thanks for the Staffs awesomeness.



Carolyn Eslick: Thanks Chair Linth for the suggestion of the Joint Meetings. 

Jeffery Beeler:  Gone at 8:30 p.m.

Sam Pinson:  None comments.

Steve Slawson:  Wants to adjourn the meeting……


Joe Nigel:  Appreciates P.B. Knox’s comments regarding the high school and college students for the P.B. position.

ADJOURN MEETING:

Slawson made a motion to Adjourn the meeting and Pinson seconds. All Ayes.  Meeting is adjourned at 9:20 p.m.

Frank Linth, Chair

Cyd Melnyk, Secretary

SULTAN PLANNING BOARD MINUTES

November 16, 2010

PLANNING BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT:


STAFF:

Bob Knuckey







Robert Martin

Frank Linth







Cyd Melnyk



Steve Harris










Jerry Knox

CALL TO ORDER:

Call to Order at 7:10 p.m.

CHANGES TO THE AGENDA:

None.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:

No Public, no comments.

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS:

No Comments.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Approve November 2, 2010 Joint Planning Board/City Council Meeting Minutes as written.  All Ayes.

Hearing & Action Items:

None

Discussion & Study Items:

D-1:  Title 19, Subdivision Code Policy Alternatives: Binding Site Plans

Staff gives overview of Binding Site Plans (BSP) to Board.  Board and Staff discuss BSP.  Board & Staff goes over Policy Alternatives:

1. Number of Lots – Recommend - Yes

2. Requirement for Pre-Application Meeting – Recommend - Yes

3. Determination of Completeness – Recommend - Yes

4. Review Level for Preliminary BSP’s – Recommend – Yes and Bullet Points – leave up to Staff to approve through administrative review.

5. Review Level for Final BSP’s – Board and Staff has in depth discussion about review levels.   Recommend – 2-Signatures – Split Vote - Tabled
6. Surveyor Required – Recommend - Yes

7. Criteria for Approval – Recommend Staff recommendation - Yes

8. Changes permitted following Preliminary Plat Approval – Recommend 2nd Bullet Point- Yes

9. Preliminary Plat Lapse – Recommend 1-year time limit - Yes

10. Final Plat required Information – Recommend - Yes

11. Surety – Recommend all Staff recommendations – Yes

BREAK:  8:16 P.M. – 8:23 P.M.

D-2:  Title 19, Subdivision Code policy Alternatives: Subdivision Design Standards

Staff gives overview of Subdivision Design Standards to Board.  Board asks Staff where these suggestions came from.  Did they come from a particular Code or different sources?  Staff responds with different sources.  Board and Staff discuss Design Standards.  Board & Staff goes over Policy Alternatives:

1. Flag Lots – Recommend distance of pole and not count pole as buildable area – Yes to Staff recommendations.

2. Cul-de-Sac Design – In depth discussion of cul-de-sacs.  Recommendation of Staff for first 3-points, Flag 4th need to come back to this - Yes

3. Cul-de-Sac Lots – Recommendation of Staff and change 50-ft to 40-ft - Yes

4. Stub Streets – Flag and bring back with Bullet Points

5. Sidewalks -  Flag
6. Private Roads/Lanes – Bringing back to next meeting.
D-3:  Outreach Program Activity

Board discusses the next Outreach Activity.  Bring results of the PROS Program and show the people what we have done with their input.  We want to bring back another survey or question that they can answer.  Board also wants to spread the word about the Planning Board and try and get people to attend the meetings and maybe even apply for the open position.  Board is thinking about the next topic to bring out to discuss.  Suggestion maybe the FEMA Mapping Updates.  Trying to work out how this would work into a program.  

Staff wants to go over the next Planning Board Meeting.  December 7th and 21st.  Staff is out of the office from the 19th thru the 30th and out on the 2nd.  Board would like to have the Meeting on the 7th.  Decide on the 7th if there will be a Meeting on the 21st.

Planning Board Comments:

Knuckey:  No comments.

Knox:  It’s 10:07 p.m.

Harris:  No comments.

Linth:  Good meeting, covered a lot of ground.

Next Meeting:

Small/Large BSP’s

Private Roads/Lanes

Bring back “Flagged” items

Meeting adjourned at 10:15 p.m.  Motion made by Knuckey and seconded by  Knox .  All Ayes.

Frank Linth, Chairman

Cyd Melnyk, Secretary
SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
Staff Report S-7


DATE:

December 18, 2010


SUBJECT:

 Water Department Usage Report

CONTACT PERSON:
Mick Matheson, P.E. Public Works Director

ISSUE:

Provide a monthly report to Council regarding City of Sultan Water Plant production.
SUMMARY:

Attached are four exhibits designed to provide information regarding City of Sultan water production, and a water supply comparison.  The attachments are updated monthly.
ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment A-1   Lake 16 vs. City of Everett Water Supply Comparison
Attachment A-2   2010 Lake 16 Monthly Water Production

Attachment A-3   City of Sultan Water Plan Production Past 5 Years

Attachment A-4   Yearly Totals for Lake 16 Production

SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
Consent C 1 A

DATE:
December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:
Council Meeting Minutes

CONTACT PERSON:
Laura Koenig, Clerk/Deputy Finance Director

SUMMARY:

Attached are the minutes of the December 2, 2010 Council meeting as on file in the office of the City Clerk.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve as submitted 
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CITY OF SULTAN COUNCIL MEETING – December 2, 2010

Mayor Eslick called the regular meeting of the Sultan City Council to order in the Sultan Community Center.  Councilmembers present:  Pinson, Slawson, Neigel, Davenport-Smith, Blair and Beeler.

CHANGES/ADDITIONS TO THE AGENDA: 
Consent – Move Ordinance 1098-10 Sewer rates to action.

Consent – Move Ordinance 1097-10 Salary Schedule to action

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC:  

Tony Redding:  Discussed how the Holiday season impacts people and how difficult emotionally and financially it can be for families.  To help people get through the Holidays there will be a gathering to provide support and celebrate the season.  She invited the Council and public to join in the Winter Solstice celebration on December 21, 2010. 

COUNCILMEMBER COMMENTS

Slawson:  Community Transit Swift service has been running for one year.  There will be a buy local campaign to support transit.  Stuff a bus program will be held in Monroe to provide food and clothing for the local food banks.  This year they served 299 plates of food served at Sultan Harvest.

Russell Wiita:  The winter concert will be held at the High School on December 15th. 

Neigel:   The Snohomish County Human Services has funding for alcohol prevention programs and Sultan has been identified as a potential community for the service.  They are working with the School District to get the program in Sultan.

Blair:  Worked at Sultan Harvest all day and enjoyed working at the VOA instead of City Hall as the facility is much better to use.  She attended the DEM meeting on emergency preparedness training and advised the public about the new siren warning system the city will be installing.  December 7th   there will be a hearing in Olympia on the reconveyance of the land from the State back to the County for a multi use park. 
Beeler:   Appreciated the e-mail about the snow removal and the thank you from the Foundry.  Staff did a great job on the snow removal and the plan looks good; need to make sure there is funding in the budget for snow removal and for emergencies.  Likes seeing the new businesses listed in the management team minutes and updates on the status of issues.  At the U.S. 2 Coalition meeting the state representatives stressed the need to focus on safety first instead of capacity improvements.  Capacity may come with the safety improvements.  

Mayor Eslick:   The north county Mayors met with State representatives and they discussed joint issues, the Reiter Foothills, and Highway 2 safety and capacity issues.  The Affordable housing forum discussed long-term unemployment and the economic outlook.  Some people are losing their unemployment this month and others in April.  Work Source is willing to come out to Sultan to set up office space to work with residents in the area.

STAFF REPORTS:  Written reports are on file in the Office of the City Clerk from the Public Works Field staff and the Planning Board minutes.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:  Public Hearings on the 2010 Budget Amendments and Amendments to the Comprehensive Plan/PROS Plan were held during the meetings.  Minutes are available under a separate report. 
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CONSENT AGENDA:  The following items are incorporated into the consent agenda and approved on a single motion of the Council.   On a motion by Councilmember Beeler, seconded by Councilmember Slawson, the consent agenda was approved as amended.  Pinson – aye; Slawson – aye; Davenport-Smith – aye, abstained on the November 18, 2010 minutes; Neigel – aye; Blair – aye; Beeler - aye.
10) Approval of the Council Meeting Minutes on file in the Office of the City Clerk
A. Public Hearing on 2011 Budget

B. Council meeting of November 18, 2010

11) Approval of Vouchers in the amount of $173,469.54 and payroll through November 12, 2010 in the amount of $69,847.38 to be drawn and paid on the proper accounts.
12) Adoption of Ordinance 1094-10 2011 Tax Levy

13) Adoption of Ordinance 1085-10 Concurrency Management

14) Confirm Health Board Representative – Mayor Karen Guzak, Snohomish 

ACTION ITEMS:

Council Appointment: 

The issue before the Council is to nominate and appoint a candidate to Council Position 3.  The city received one application for Council Position 3 from Marianne Naslund.  An interview was conducted prior to the meeting on November 18, 2010 and the Council discussed the qualification of the candidate in executive session.  Nominations and voting must be done in an open public meeting.  If a nomination is made and approved, the candidate will be sworn into office on December 16, 2010.

Council briefly discussed the lack of applicants for the open position and candidates in the last election; pay increase does not entice people to apply; appreciation for those who volunteer their time to be on the Council.

On a motion by Councilmember Slawson, seconded by Councilmember Davenport-Smith, Marianne Naslund was nominated and confirmed to Council Position 3.  All ayes.

Ordinance 1096-10 – 2011 Budget:

The issue before the Council is the introduction of Ordinance 1096-10 to adopt a budget for the 2011 fiscal year.  The detailed budget and department reports were prepared and submitted to the Council during the public hearing process on October 28, 2010 and November 18, 2010.  

At the November 18, 2010 meeting, the Council introduced Ordinance 1098-10 to increase sewer rates effective December 1, 2010 and to postpone the increase in stormwater rates from January 1, 2011 until June 1, 2011.  The Sewer Operating fund (Fund 401) had a negative balance of $107,066.  The sewer rate increase provided the additional revenue needed to cover debt service payments for 2011 and 2012.   The Sewer fund budget has been amended to include the additional revenue and the fund is balanced.  There are no other changes to the fund budgets.

At the budget retreat staff presented a proposal for two park workers and two maintenance works for Public Works.  Council elected to reduce the budget back to the same level as 2010 with two employees with part of the time allocated to park. During the budget preparation, staff reduced the number of workers but left the total hours at 1712 instead of 1040 hours.  The dollar amount of difference is $4,885. 

Discussion:  The original budget anticipated the proposal to eliminate liquor tax would pass and the General fund budget was reduced to two part time employees; cuts were made in the Street Fund due to the reduction in property tax for the decreased assessed values; citizens want the 
streets clean and repaired; cuts were made in the street capital budget not maintenance; use of stormwater funds to clean streets was discussed.  The stormwater stakeholders were promised the proposed budget would not change, however street cleaning was a part of the budget.  The 
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Budget: community survey showed the citizens want the parks maintained.  The consensus of the Council was to maintain the same level of service in the parks and reduce the hours back to 1040 hours for the year.  Encourage the Adopt a Park program and the use of correctional workers to maintain the parks.  Briefly discussed including the Springbrook financial program upgrade back into the budget, however, it was decided to postpone the upgrade.   

On a motion by Councilmember Slawson, seconded by Councilmember Davenport-Smith, Ordinance 1096-10 setting the 2010 Budget was introduced for a first reading with an amendment to reduce the park worker hours to 1040.  All ayes except Councilmember Blair and Beeler who voted nay.

Sky Valley Chamber Lease:
The issue before the city council is to authorize the Mayor to sign a 5-year lease agreement and agreement for services with the Sky Valley Chamber of Commerce for use of office space at the Visitor Information Center located at 320 Main Street.  In exchange for the use of office space, the Sky Valley Chamber will provide staffing for the Visitor Information Center and promote Sultan as a tourist destination.  

The city and chamber have had a successful partnership operating the Visitor Information Center together since 2004.  The chamber provides staffing to greet visitors to Sultan and enhances the city’s attractiveness for economic development.  The proposed changes to the lease agreement bring additional clarity to the relationship.   Clarification of the process to allow third-party users to occupy the building further improves the facility’s use as a city resource.   The insurance requirements were addressed.

Discussion:  Lease serves the purpose of the City and Chamber well and is specific to the services the Chamber provides; City should not be in the business of subsidizing business; should charge market rent and pay the Chamber for service; Grow Washington has moved out but the Mayor’s office is in the building.  

On a motion by Councilmember Davenport-Smith, seconded by Councilmember Slawson, the Mayor was authorized  to sign a 5-year lease agreement and agreement for services with the Sky Valley Chamber of Commerce for use of office space at the Visitor Information Center located at 320 Main Street.  All ayes, except Councilmember Pinson who voted nay.

 WH Pacific Contract Amendment: 
The issue before the city council is to discuss lowering the proposed road profile to reduce construction costs and to prepare necessary documents to stage Phase III of the Sultan Basin Road Realignment Project. Staging the project will be necessary if construction bids exceed the approved budget to build this phase of the project in its entirety.  If the city council decides to proceed with amending the project design and to prepare for staging the project, a contract amendment (Supplemental Agreement No. 5) with WHPacific in an amount not to exceed $47,806 will be needed.

The contract amendment authorizes WHPacific to revise the plans, specifications and estimates to lower the road profile by using American Association of State Highway Transportation Officials (AASHTO) design standards for vertical curve design. These changes can reduce the project cost by approximately $350,000. The contract amendment also includes 
modifying and resubmitting the prospectus to WSDOT and preparing the bid documents with an alternate to accommodate staging if necessary.

The primary issue is that the estimated cost of the project exceeds available funding. It is important to note that the shortfall does not take into account the $1,000,000 previously appropriated by the office of U.S. Senator Patty Murray in 2010, which may now be in jeopardy due to the recent elections. The total funding available without Senator Murray’s appropriation is $2,551,798.84. The estimated costs for engineering, right-of-way acquisition, wetland banking, 
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WH Pacific: and construction are estimated to be $3,281,590. This estimate assumes a 20% reduction in construction costs previously determined, due to the current bid environment.

The difference between estimated costs and available funding is $729,791. This differential was anticipated by WHPacific and City staff early in 2010, and arrangements were made to stage the construction of this final phase of the project to allow a portion of the project to be constructed. It is critical that a portion of the project be constructed in 2011, or $262,048 in federal funding will be withdrawn.

Discussion:  Why was the design alternative not considered before; impact to state or federal funding; difference in engineering standards; need to go to bid to determine actual costs and what alternatives can be considered; potential need for additional funding and phasing the project; need for the City to obligate the construction funds by March 2011 or potentially lose funding; need assistance with bid preparation as staff does not have the expertise at this time to prepare bid specs to WSDOT standards.  

On a motion by Councilmember Blair, seconded by Councilmember Davenport-Smith, the Mayor was authorized to sign Supplemental Agreement No. 5 with WH Pacific, not to exceed $47,806 to revise the plans and specifications to reflect lowering the road profile, resubmit the prospectus to WSDOT, and prepare bid documents with an Alternate to allow staging and the Mayor was directed to discuss a reduced contract amount with WH Pacific.  All ayes, except Councilmember Pinson who voted nay.

PUD Settlement Agreement – Amendment #1:

The issue before the city council is to authorize the Mayor to sign the First Amendment  to the Off-License Agreement with Public Utility District No. 1 of Snohomish County in connection with the relicensing and operation of the Henry M. Jackson Hydroelectric Project.

The PUD is requesting an amendment to the off-license agreement to reflect new easement areas negotiated between the parties. The primary change is the easement area in Reese Park is reduced from 16 acres to 7.4 acres.  The easement area in Osprey Park is increased from 8.3 acres to 16.9 acres.  The overall easement area (24.3 acres is unchanged).  The purpose of the proposed easements is to create off-channel habitat enhancement adjacent to the Sultan River.  The payment terms and conditions to mitigate any unanticipated consequences from developing the habitat areas remain the same.  
On a motion by Councilmember Slawson, seconded by Councilmember Davenport-Smith, the Mayor was authorized to sign the First Amendment to the Off-License Agreement between the City and Snohomish County Public Utility District No. 1 for the Henry M. Jackson Hydroelectric Project.  All ayes. 

Ordinance 1099-10 Comprehensive Plan Amendment:

The issue is to have first reading of Ordinance No. 1099-10 repealing the 2004 Park, Recreation, and Open Space Plan and replacing it in its entirety with the 2010 Park, Recreation and Open Space Plan; amending the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan to incorporate by reference sections of the newly adopted 2010 Park Recreation and Open Space Plan into   Chapter 3.3 Park and Recreation Facilities, Chapter 3.4 Capital Facilities Plan; Appendix D --Park and Recreation Needs of the City of Sultan; and Appendix E – Fiscal Capacity.  A public hearing was held during the Council meeting.
On a motion by Councilmember Blair, seconded by Councilmember Davenport-Smith, Ordinance 1099-10 amending the Comprehensive Plan was introduced and passed on to a second reading.  All ayes.
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Ordinance 1100-10 – 2010 Budget Amendment:

The issue before the Council is to introduce Ordinance 1100-10 to amend the 2010 budget.  A public hearing was held during the Council meeting.

Staff recommends the following amendments to the 2010 Budget:

1. Fund 001 General Fund:  The total increase in expenses will be $32,300 and the total reduction in expense will be $39,000.  $13,500 will be transferred to Fund 203 GO bond fund for debt service.
2. Fund 302 Real Estate Excise:  Increase operating transfer from the REET fund to the GO Bond fund by $9,000.  REET fund reserves will be used to make payments on the GO bond for the Community Center to make up the short fall in revenues collected.  

3. Fund 109 Community Improvement:  Increase revenues and expenses by $9,999 to include the Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) received by the City in 2010.

On a motion by Councilmember Slawson, seconded by Councilmember Neigel, Ordinance 1100-10 amending the 2010 Budget was introduced and passed on to a second reading.  All ayes except Councilmember Beeler who voted nay.  

Adoption of Ordinance 1098-10 Sewer Rate Increase

The issue before the council is the adoption of Ordinance 1098-10 to increase the monthly sewer base rates for 2011 and 2012.  The ordinance was introduced for a first reading on November 18, 2010. The motion on first reading was to introduce Ordinance 1098-10 with an effective date of December 4, 2010 for a first reading and postpone the $1.25 rate increase for the stormwater utility from January 1, 2011 until June 1, 2011.  

On a motion by Councilmember Slawson, seconded by Councilmember Davenport-Smith,   Ordinance 1098-10 was adopted with an effective date of December 4, 2010 and the stormwater rate increase was delayed until June 1, 2011.  All ayes. 

Adoption of Ordinance 1097-10 Salary Schedule

The issue before the City Council is the adoption of Ordinance No. 1097-10 to adopt a salary schedule for employees.  The ordinance was introduced for a first reading on November 18, 2010 with recommendations to amend the schedule for Union employees.  RCW 35A.33.050 requires that salary ranges for various positions in the City be made a part of the annual budget document adopted with the annual budget.  
Brief discussion held regarding budget savings by imposing a freeze on step increases for non-represented employees; three employees are impacted; ordinance could be revised in 2011; would improve public perception; consider impact to employees who put in a lot of hours.   

Councilmember Pinson moved to adopt Ordinance 1097-10 setting the 2011 salaries with a one year freeze in step increases for non represented employees with the exception of increases 
provided for by contract.  Seconded by Councilmember Neigel.  Ayes: Pinson, Beeler, Neigel, and Davenport-Smith;  Nay: Blair and Slawson
Stop the Clock: On a motion by Councilmember Blair, seconded by Councilmember Davenport-Smith the clock was stopped at 10 PM.  All ayes.  

DISCUSSION

Speed Limits:  Staff requests the Council consider and give direction on two separate citizen requests for speed reductions. The first request was that the speed limit in the area of the Boys 
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Speed Limits:  and Girls Club and Volunteers of America be reduced from 25 to 20 miles per hour because of the unusually high number of children and families that frequent and cross the street at that location.   First Street is a straight, flat, paved roadway with one lane of travel in each direction and sufficient room for on street parking on both sides of the street.  There have been no reports of collisions in the area for more than two years and a sampling of radar enforcement shows the average speed in the area is 28 miles per hour.  

Staff recommends the speed limit remain 25 mph; there be increased patrols and radar in the area and the City put warning signs about the pedestrian traffic.  

Discussion was held regarding use of stop signs to slow traffic; use of speed humps or road “turtles”; additional patrols or decoy cars in the area.  Staff will bring back alternatives with costs.

Wagley Creek Automotive and the businesses on East Main Street have requested the speed limit in the 1100 block of East Main Street be reduced to 20 miles per hour as well.  The businesses have asked for this because of the condition of the gravel roadway and problems with employees from local businesses going too fast through the area.  East Main Street is a one block, two lane gravel road that runs east from 11th Street to the back entrance of Romac Industries.  Although the road is straight and level, it does have potholes and a drainage ditch on the north side, with no clear curb or border on the south side of the roadway.  The road is adjacent to Wagley Creek and has a single culvert crossing that is inadequately sized to serve large delivery vehicles.   Staff and the Council  recommended the speed be reduced to 20 mph.  

PUBLIC COMMENT ON AGENDA ITEMS ONLY
Marianne Naslund:   Lives and works in town and doesn’t always pay attention to speed signs, however the turtles and flashing lights do get her attention.  Would not like to see the city put money into the problem that may not fix it.

COUNCILMEMBER RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENT ON AGENDA ITEMS
Pinson:   His action on the wages is not a reflection on the staff work but on the economy.

Neigel:   Agrees that staff is not the reason for the wage cuts.

Blair:  Brochures on emergency preparedness are available at the library in English and Spanish.   The salary freeze is insignificant amount of money and is an empty gesture for  the community.  The Council should listen to community about park.  

Beeler:   The Council pay has been held at the same rate and the wages have been frozen without benefit of a review committee.  

Mayor Eslick:  The  VOA is considering taking over the food bank and would like the city to look at the lease.  

Adjournment:  On a motion by Councilmember Pinson, seconded by Councilmember Slawson, the meeting adjourned at 10:35 PM.  All ayes.







Carolyn Eslick, Mayor

Laura J. Koenig, City Clerk
SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
Consent C 1 B

DATE:
December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:
Council Meeting Minutes

CONTACT PERSON:
Laura Koenig, Clerk/Deputy Finance Director

SUMMARY:

Attached are the minutes of the December 2, 2010 Public Hearings on the 2010 Budget Amendments as on file in the office of the City Clerk.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve as submitted 
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PUBLIC HEARING:

The Public Hearing on the amendments to the 2010 Budget was called to order by Mayor Eslick.   

Councilmembers present:  Pinson, Slawson, Neigel, Davenport-Smith, Blair and Beeler.
Staff: 
The issue before the Council is to hold a public hearing on proposed budget amendments to the 2010 Budget.  Ordinance 1100-10 has been prepared for introduction during the December 2, 2010 meeting. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the following amendments to the 2010 Budget:

4. Fund 001 General Fund:  The total increase in expenses will be $32,300 and the total reduction in expense will be $39,000.  $13,500 will be transferred to Fund 203 GO bond fund for debt service.
This leaves $6,700 as additional reserve funds.  The Council has expressed a desire to reduce the outstanding interfund loan in the General Fund.  The current balance on the loan is $60,000 in principal and $16,238 interest.  Staff would recommend paying the interest portion of the loan down by $6,700.
5. Fund 302 Real Estate Excise:  Increase operating transfer from the REET fund to the GO Bond fund by $9,000.  REET fund reserves will be used to make payments on the GO bond for the Community Center to make up the short fall in revenues collected.  

6. Fund 109 Community Improvement:  Increase revenues and expenses by $9,999 to include the Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) received by the City in 2010.

001 General Fund 

The General fund is adopted at the department level.   Technically the General Fund does not need to be amended as the General fund will not exceed the budgeted amounts for expenses.  Four of the General Fund departments will exceed their budgets (Legal, Other Governmental, Emergency management and miscellaneous).   In order to provide transparency on where money is being spent, staff recommends amending the department budgets.

The General Fund budget was amended under Ordinance 1090-10 in October 2010.  There was an overall reduction of $11,750 in expenditures in the various departments.  Legal costs and general operating costs were increased and police, community development and building costs were reduced.  

302 Real Estate Excise Tax 2 (REET 2)
The City collects real estate excise throughout the year as properties are sold.  The revenues from REET funds are used to make payments on the Community Center bonds.  In 2010, the revenues were $18,420 less than anticipated in the budget.  Fund 302 REET had a beginning fund balance of $47,098.  

109 Community Improvement Fund:   

The Community Improvement Fund is used to track shared community based projects such as Safe Stop and downtown enhancements.   In 2010 the City received a $9,999 Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) for community policing projects.  These include the police bikes, Rosetta Stone 2500
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program for Spanish, trading cards and the bicycle rodeo event.  The revenue and expense were not included in the 2010 adopted budget.

Council Comments:

Questions about the siren pole replacement and when the new sirens will be installed.  Discussed the General Fund contingency fund and the limitation on the fund balance.

Public Input
None

On a motion by Councilmember Slawson, seconded by Councilmember Davenport-Smith, the public meeting was closed.  All ayes.  







Carolyn Eslick, Mayor

Laura J. Koenig, City Clerk
SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
Consent C 1 C

DATE:
December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:
Council Meeting Minutes

CONTACT PERSON:
Laura Koenig, Clerk/Deputy Finance Director

SUMMARY:

Attached are the minutes of the December 2, 2010 Public Hearings on the Comprehensive Plan Amendments/PROS Plan as on file in the office of the City Clerk.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve as submitted 
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PUBLIC HEARING:

The Public Hearing on the amendments to the Comprehensive Plan was called to order by Mayor Eslick.   

Councilmembers present:  Pinson, Slawson, Neigel, Davenport-Smith, Blair and Beeler.
Staff: 
The issue before the city council is to hold a public hearing to take public comment on adopting the 2010 Park, Recreation and Open Space Plan and amending the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan.  The purpose of amending the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan is to ensure consistency between the 2010 Park, Recreation and Open Space (PROS) Plan and 2008 Comprehensive Plan.  

The city is amending the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan (2008 Comp Plan) to incorporate new park classifications; capital facilities plan; and goals and policies developed in the 2010 PROS Plan into the Parks Element, Capital Facilities Element and Appendices of the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan.  

A Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan serves as a long-range vision for future development and programming of community parks and recreation facilities.  The plan is conceptual in nature and not intended to address detailed issues related to engineered site design or park operations. 

The 2010 Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan will guide the City’s future parks, recreation and open space operations, maintenance and development activities.  The 2010 Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan is Sultan’s 15-year functional plan, describing the strategies and policies that would implement the parks element (chapter) of the city’s comprehensive plan.
Items addressed in the PROS Plan include planning park elements, determining suitable levels of service (LOS) for current and anticipated populations, identifying appropriate recreational facilities, general design concerns, and planning-level cost estimates for capital improvements and maintenance.  The City of Sultan is required to update the PROS Plan to be eligible for grants through the State Recreation and Conservation Office (RCO).  

In addition to amending the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan to incorporate new information included in the 2010 PROS Plan, the city will use the goals and policies and technical information developed through the 2010 PROS Plan update for the Park and Recreation Element of the 2011 Comprehensive Plan.  

The city must amend the Parks Element and Capital Facilities Element of the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan in order to incorporate changes to parks classifications; levels of service; capital improvements; and goals and policies.  

Public Input
None

On a motion by Councilmember Pinson, seconded by Councilmember Slawson, the public meeting was closed.  All ayes.  







Carolyn Eslick, Mayor

Laura J. Koenig, City Clerk

SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM #:
Consent 2 

DATE:
December 16,  2010

SUBJECT:
Voucher Approval 

CONTACT PERSON:
Laura Koenig
, Clerk/Deputy Finance Director


SUMMARY:


Attached are the vouchers for approval in the amount of $59,676.92 and payroll through November 26  2010, in the amount of $59,275.57 to be drawn and paid on the proper accounts.
FISCAL IMPACT:
$118,952.49
RECOMMENDATION:


Approve the payment of vouchers as submitted.


City Of Sultan
Voucher Approval

December 16,  2010

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify under penalty of perjury, that the materials have been furnished, the services rendered, or the labor performed as described hereon, and that the claim is just, due and an unpaid obligation against the City of Sultan, and that I am authorized to authenticate and certify to said claim.

Laura J. Koenig, Clerk/Deputy Finance Director

We, the undersigned City Council of Sultan Washington, do hereby certify that the merchandise or services hereinafter specified have been received and the claims are approved for payment in the following amounts:



Payroll Check #15285


$    1,419.44



Direct Deposit #24


$  26,524.09



Benefits Check #15286-15290
$  20,346.45



Tax Deposit
#24


$  10,985.59



Accounts Payable



Check #25407
-25453


$  59,676.92



ACH Transactions

















TOTAL




$ 118,952.49

Samuel Pinson, Councilmember


Steve Slawson, Councilmember

, Councilmember




Sarah Davenport-Smith, Councilmember
Joseph Neigel, Councilmember


Kristina Blair, Councilmember
Jeffrey Beeler, Councilmember
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ITEM NO:
C-3

DATE:

December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:

Ordinance No. 1099-10 Adopting the 2010 Park, Recreation and Open Space Plan AND amending the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan.

CONTACT PERSON:
Deborah Knight, City Administrator

ISSUE:

The issue before the city council is to have Second Reading of Ordinance No. 1099-10 adopting the 2010 Park, Recreation, and Open Space (PROS) Plan and amending the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Have Second Reading Ordinance No. 1099-10 repealing the 2004 Park, Recreation, and Open Space Plan and replacing it in its entirety with the 2010 Park, Recreation and Open Space Plan; amending the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan to incorporate by reference sections of the newly adopted 2010 Park Recreation and Open Space Plan into Chapter 3.3 Park and Recreation Facilities, Chapter 3.4 Capital Facilities Plan; Appendix D --Park and Recreation Needs of the City of Sultan; and Appendix E – Fiscal Capacity.
Attachment A is the adopting ordinance. The adopting ordinance includes two exhibits.  Exhibit A –2010 PROS Plan and Exhibit B – Proposed amendments to the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan.  The pages of the exhibits are condensed for the council agenda packet to save paper and copy expenses.  The full size versions will be included with the signed ordinance and available for public review.  

SUMMARY:

The city council held a public hearing and had First Reading of Ordinance No. 1099-10 on December 2, 2010.  There were no public comments submitted regarding the 2010 PROS Plan or proposed comprehensive plan amendments.  

The PROS Plan is a component of the city’s comprehensive plan and is required to be updated every 6 years to remain current with the needs of the community, to comply with the Growth Management Act (GMA) requirements, and to remain eligible for grant programs through the Washington State Recreation and Conservation Office (RCO).
The current plan was adopted by the City Council in 2004. The updated plan is anticipated to be adopted in 2010 and will remain valid until 2016. 
The city should adopt the 2010 PROS Plan and comprehensive plan amendments concurrently because the 2004 PROS Plan is an appendix to the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan.  

FACTS AND FINDINGS:
· In 2004, the City of Sultan adopted a Park, Recreation and Open Space (PROS) Plan compliant with the Growth Management Act and State Department of Recreation and Conservation Office.
· The Sultan City Council adopted Ordinance No. 996-08, adopting the City’s Growth Management Act compliant Comprehensive Plan on September 25, 2008.
· Sections of the 2004 PROS Plan were adopted by reference into the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan.
· The City of Sultan 2004 PROS Plan must be updated every six years and accepted by the Washington State Recreation and Conservation Office for the City of Sultan to be eligible for future park, recreation and open space grants offered by the State of Washington.
· In 2010 the City of Sultan undertook to revise the 2004 PROS Plan.
· Park classifications, acreage of City-owned parklands and the number and location of park facilities has changed since the adoption of the 2004 PROS Plan and the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan.
· The park facility changes have resulted in changes to the capital facilities needs.
· The revisions to the Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan change the 2008 Comprehensive Plan’s Capital Facilities Element and are scheduled concurrently with an amendment to the City’s budget pursuant to RCW 36.70A.130(2)(a)(iv).
· The Sultan City Council has reviewed the 2010 PROS Plan and proposed amendments to the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan and makes the following findings of fact:

1. The proposed 2010 PROS Plan and proposed amendments are consistent with the Growth Management Act and other applicable State laws; 

2. The proposed 2010 PROS Plan and amendments are consistent with applicable Countywide Planning Policies; 

3. The proposed 2010 PROS Plan and amendments are consistent with the Goals and Policies of the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan; and

4. The proposed 2010 PROS Plan and amendments are beneficial to the city as a whole, and to the health, safety and welfare of its resident.
· Numerous public participation opportunities were provide by the City of Sultan Planning Board from March 2010 through October 2010 to take public input and review proposed changes to the 2004 PROS Plan.
· A public hearing was held by the City of Sultan Planning Board on October 5, 2010 to take public comment on the proposed 2010 PROS Plan.

· A public hearing was held by the Sultan City Council on December 2, 2010 to take public comment on the proposed 2010 PROS Plan and proposed comprehensive plan amendments.  The city council did not receive any public comments regarding the plan.    
· The requirements of the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) RCW 43.21C have been met.
DISCUSSION:

The PROS Plan will provide an updated parks inventory, project the future needs, and prioritize future projects through a capital improvement plan.  

Changes to the 2010 PROS Plan will be incorporated into the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan.  Amends are proposed to Chapter 3.3 Park and Recreation Facilities; Chapter 3.4 Capital Facilities Plan; Appendix D – Needs Assessment; and Appendix E-1 – Fiscal Capacity.  Specific changes to the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan are outlined in Agenda Item PH-2.   
PROS Plan - Highlights of Proposed Changes

Planning for Park, Recreation and Open Space
· Park and recreation facilities are defined as those facilities which are under city ownership, readily accessible by the public and provide opportunities for active and passive recreation.

· The city has 168 acres of parks and open space including school properties within the city limits.  The 5 acres surrounding the water treatment plant on 124th Avenue have been removed from the park inventory.  

· Sultan will continue to plan for a projected population of 11,119 people by 2025 to be consistent with the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan.

· Demographic data indicates Sultan’s population has slightly more young families than the state average.  Sultan attracts young families seeking affordable housing and a community with small town character.  

· Surveys indicate Sultan residents assign a high level of importance to acquiring land for parks and recreation facilities; increased education about park space for young people; increased parks and open space volunteer opportunities; improved access for parking and park facilities; and acquiring land for the preservation of open space and natural resources.  

· Park users are an important asset to the city’s park system.  The city will continue to work closely with park users to maintain and develop a park system that meets the city’s current and future needs.   

· The city owns and operates various recreational facilities that have both passive and active amenities.  Youth leagues and sports programs use the city’s park facilities for practicing and league games. School teachers use parks as a part of their teaching curriculum.  Dog owners’ exercise and bond with their animals.  Families spend quality time together enjoying Sultan’s varied landscape and scenic beauty.  

· Local private organizations such as the Boys and Girls Club and VOA offer various recreation programs to the community.

· Recreation and tourism have the potential to draw customers to the region and support the local economy.

· The city council and the community view the city’s recreation resources as an economic development tool.  

· One of the city’s goals is to develop a park system to attract visitors from outside the area.

· The city will work cooperatively with other regional partners including the cities of Gold Bar, Monroe and Index, Snohomish County Parks, the State Parks Department and State Department of Natural Resources to enhance park and recreation opportunities in the Sky Valley.

· Regional parks such as Wallace Falls and Reiter Foothills are important community resources for recreation.  

· Future parks including the Olney Creek Shoot Range and Sky View Fisherman’s Park and Campground could further support economic development

Park Classifications and Proposed Levels of Service

· The city has reclassified Reese Park and River Park from neighborhood parks to community parks to match the park classifications adopted by the National Park and Recreation Association.  

· The overall level of service for combined parks acreage is 3.3 acres of community parks per 1,000 residents.  

· The needs analysis includes mini-parks, special use parks and combined school parks; however these types of parks are not included in the level of service or future needs calculations.  

· Based on 3.3 acres of community park per 1,000 residents, a 10.7 acre community park will be needed in 2025 to maintain the adopted level of service.  

· The city’s park impact fee will remain unchanged at $3,172 per single-family residence.  

· The city envisions the construction of one 10-15 acre community park in the northern area of the city between Sultan Basin Road and Rice Road south of US 2.  

· The estimated cost to purchase and construct a community park is estimated at $7.49 million.

Proposed Capital Improvements and Financing Strategy

· The city’s proposed capital improvements are focused on serving families.

· Acquiring property for a future sports field complex and multi-purpose community park near the city’s future residential areas is a top priority.

· Master planning kid- and family-friendly elements such as picnic facilities and play structures is another top priority.

· The proposed capital improvement plan includes projects to maintain and improve existing park facilities.

· The park capital facilities plan identifies $17.7 million in proposed park improvements: Renovations and maintenance of existing park facilities ($2.1 million); Master planning and development of existing parks ($6.6 million); Development of a 10-15 acre community park ($7.7 million); and trail development ($1.3 million).  

· Citizen initiatives and referendums have taken a toll on several of the major traditional funding sources available to local governments since the Growth Management Act was adopted in 1990.  

· Sultan will need to supplement limited funds with some creative approaches to park finance such as the creation of a metropolitan park district or voter approved maintenance and operations levy.  

· A statistically valid survey conducted by the city in November 2009 indicated voter support for a new sports park in the area between Sultan Basin Road and Rice Road with a construction of the park funded by an increase in property taxes of $.15 per $1,000 assessed value (approximately $40/year).  More than 50% survey supported this proposal.

· Sultan will need to develop new funding sources to support park renovation, maintenance and development during the 15-year planning period.

· The city council may consider voter approved maintenance and operations levies; formation of a metropolitan parks district; and general obligation debt as future sources of revenues needed to support the vibrant park system envisioned by Sultan residents.   

Goals and Policies

· The goals and policies are divided into five topic headings: 1) Coordination of public and private resources; 2) Joint venture opportunities; 3) Preservation; 4) Design, maintenance, safety and access standards; 5) trails.  

· The city will strive to create a comprehensive, balanced park and recreation system that integrates with other public and private park and recreational lands to provide a greater variety of recreational facilities to the Sultan community

· The city will strive to develop a comprehensive, high quality system of multi-purpose recreational trails and corridors that access significant environmental features, public facilities and developed urban neighborhoods.

· The city will seek to preserve and protect significant environmental features for park and open space.

· The city will support the development of a high quality, diversified recreation system.

· The city will investigate new, innovative methods of financing facility development, maintenance and operating needs to reduce costs, retain financial flexibility, match user benefits and interests and increase facility services.  
Proposed Comprehensive Plan Amendments
The city must amend the Parks Element and Capital Facilities Element of the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan in order to incorporate changes to parks classifications; levels of service; capital improvements; and goals and policies.  

The proposed comprehensive plan amendments are provided in Attachment B in “legislative” mark-up.  Deleted text is shown in strikethrough.  New text is show as underline.  

The following sections are included in the proposed amendment.  New text is copied from the 2010 PROS Plan:

· 3.3 Park and Recreation Facilities 

· Existing facilities (Inventory)

· Level of service standards

· Future needs (Park improvements)

· Goals and policies

· 3.4 Capital Facilities Plan

· Unconstrained public facilities needs - Table VIII-4 

· Park facility needs 

· Table CFP-8 parks unconstrained needs list

· Strategic considerations for parks

· Parks capital facilities financing strategy 

· Park Financial Strategy Table VIII-9 

· Total recommended financial strategy Table CFP 18 

· Parks 2011-2016 CIP Expenditures Table CFP 19C

· Appendix D Needs Assessment

· Existing facilities and park classifications

· Level of service standards

· Future needs

· Cost assumptions and capital improvement program

· Goals and policies

· Appendix E-1 Fiscal Capacity

· Unconstrained public facilities needs – Figure 33 

· Strategic considerations for parks

· Parks financial strategy 

· Park Financial Strategy Figure 34 

· 2025 Financial Strategy Figure 43
Demographics

The City will continue to plan for 11,119 residents by the year 2025.  The 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan will be amended to include information on Sultan’s population and growth trends.  This information is important in determining the type of park system the city should consider to serve future residents.  Because Sultan has a large majority of young families, the focus is on developing a community park between Sultan Basin Road and Rice Road where new housing units are planned.  

Regional Recreation and Tourism

Regional parks and recreation tourism are future economic drivers.  Since this is a growing part of the park system serving residents and visitors, the comprehensive plan will include additional information on efforts the city is already undertaking and planned future investments in support of regional park projects.  

Survey Results and Stakeholder Groups

The city did extensive outreach for the 2010 PROS Plan.  Information on the outreach program and survey findings are included in the proposed amendments.  Stakeholder groups identified during the PROS Plan outreach program such as youth athletic leagues, equestrians, and dog owners are also recognized in the proposed amendment.  

Recreation Resources

A summary of the recreation resources available in Sultan including programs provided by the Boys and Girls Club and Volunteers of America are summarized.  

Park Inventory
The 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan identified 142.2 acres of parks including 5 acres of park land surrounding the city’s water treatment plant.  The water treatment plant will be removed from the park inventory.

Regional park facilities including Wallace Falls, Reiter Foothills, and Spada Lake have been added as a resource although not included in the park inventory.

Park Classifications and Level of Service
The city has changed Reese and River Parks from neighborhood parks to community parks to match the classification system adopted by the National Park and Recreation Association.  

The city has maintained one 10-acre community park as the level of service standard.  

Park Improvements/Capital Plan
The 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan identified $20,729,950 in park improvements.  

The 2010 PROS Plan identifies $17,673,600 in capital improvements - $7.49 million is to purchase and develop a community park between Sultan Basin Road and Rice Road; $9.46 million is to renovate and improve existing parks; and $680,000 for a new trail between River Park and Osprey Park.  

Mini-parks have been removed from the “needs list”.  They are still identified in the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan as incorporated into the design of new subdivisions.  

Funding sources identified in the PROS Plan include the General Fund, Park Impact Fees, Grants, Debt Service, and new levies.  The 2010 PROS Plan includes forming a Metropolitan Parks District (MPD) as a new funding source that could be used to support Sultan Parks.  The MPD is added as a funding source to the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan

Goals and Policies
The city council and planning board reviewed changes to the Park Element goals and policies these changes have been incorporated into the 2010 PROS Plan and included in the proposed amendments to the comprehensive plan.  

The goals and policies are divided into five topic headings:

1. Coordination of public and private resources

2. Joint venture opportunities

3. Preservation

4. Design, maintenance, safety and access standards

5. Trails

Design, maintenance and safety standards are new policies to the comprehensive plan.  In the future the city will use low maintenance materials and settings to reduce maintenance.  The city’s adopt-a-park effort has been recognized as way to partner with community members to stretch limited tax dollars where appropriate.  
FISCAL IMPACT:

There is no fiscal impact associated with adopting the Park and Recreation Open Space Plan or amending the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan.    The fiscal impacts are based on specific decisions regarding annual budgets and capital investments. The city council will consider the priorities and level of service policies in 2010 PROS Plan and the 2008 Comprehensive Plan when making decisions regarding investment priorities and levels.  

RECOMMENDEDATION:  


Have Second Reading to adopt Ordinance No. 1099-10 repealing the 2004 Park, Recreation, and Open Space Plan and replacing it in its entirety with the 2010 Park, Recreation and Open Space Plan; amending the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan to incorporate by reference sections of the newly adopted 2010 Park Recreation and Open Space Plan into Chapter 3.3 Park and Recreation Facilities, Chapter 3.4 Capital Facilities Plan; Appendix D-Park and Recreation Needs of the City of Sultan; and Appendix E – Fiscal Capacity.
ATTACHMENTS:

A – Ordinance No. 1099-10 Adopting the 2010 PROS Plan and Amending the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan

Document created by 
CITY OF SULTAN


WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE NO. 1099-10

____________________________________________________________________________



AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SULTAN, WASHINGTON, REPEALING THE 2004 PARK, RECREATION, AND OPEN SPACE (PROS) PLAN AND REPLACING IT IN ITS ENTIRETY WITH THE 2010 PARK, RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE PLAN; AMENDING THE 2008 REVISED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN TO INCORPORATE BY REFERENCE SECTIONS OF THE NEWLY ADOPTED 2010 PARKS, RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE PLAN INTO CHAPTER 3.3 PARK AND RECREATION FACILITIES, SECTION 3.4 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN; APPENDIX D --PARK AND RECREATION NEEDS OF THE CITY OF SULTAN; AND APPENDIX E – FISCAL CAPACITY; ADOPTING FINDINGS IN SUPPORT OF SAID ACTION; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE

____________________________________________________________________________


WHEREAS, in 2004 the City of Sultan adopted a Park, Recreation and Open Space  (PROS) Plan compliant with the Growth Management Act and State Department of Recreation and Conservation Office;


WHEREAS, the Sultan City Council adopted Ordinance No. 996-08, adopting the City’s Growth Management Act compliant Comprehensive Plan Update on September 25, 2008; and


WHEREAS, sections of the 2004 PROS Plan were adopted by reference into the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan; and


WHEREAS, the City of Sultan 2004 PROS Plan must be updated every six years and accepted by the Washington State Recreation and Conservation Office for the City of Sultan to be eligible for future park, recreation and open space grants offered by the State of Washington; and


WHEREAS, in 2010 the City of Sultan undertook to revise the 2004 PROS Plan; and 



WHEREAS, park classifications, acreage of City-owned parklands and the number and location of park facilities has changed since the adoption of the 2004 PROS Plan and the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan; and 


WHEREAS, the park facility changes have resulted in changes to the capital facilities needs; and 


WHEREAS, the revisions to the Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan effectuated hereunder change the 2008 Comprehensive Plan’s Capital Facilities Element and are scheduled concurrently with an amendment to the City’s budget pursuant to RCW 36.70A.130(2)(a)(iv); and


WHEREAS, the Sultan City Council has reviewed the 2010 PROS Plan and proposed amendments to the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan and makes the following findings of fact:

5. The proposed 2010 PROS Plan and proposed amendments are consistent with the Growth Management Act and other applicable State laws; 

6. The proposed 2010 PROS Plan and amendments are consistent with applicable Countywide Planning Policies; 

7. The proposed 2010 PROS Plan and amendments are consistent with the Goals and Policies of the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan; and

8. The proposed 2010 PROS Plan and amendments are beneficial to the city as a whole, and to the health, safety and welfare of its residents; and


WHEREAS, numerous public participation opportunities were provide by the City of Sultan Planning Board from March 2010 through October 2010 to take public input and review proposed changes to the 2005 PROS Plan; and


WHEREAS, a public hearing was held by the City of Sultan Planning Board on October 5, 2010 to take public comment on the proposed 2010 PROS Plan; and


WHEREAS, the requirements of the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) RCW 43.21C have been met; 


NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SULTAN, WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:


Section 1.   Findings.  The above recitals are specifically adopted as if fully set forth herein by the Sultan City Council in support of the legislative action taken in  this ordinance.  


Section 2.   Adoption of the 2010 Park, Recreation and Open Space Plan.  The 2004 Park, Recreation and Open Space Plan is hereby repealed and replaced in its entirety by the 2010 Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan as set forth in Exhibit A, attached hereto and by reference incorporated herein.   



Section 3.  Amendment of the 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan.  The 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan and associated Capital Facilities Needs and Improvements in Section 3.3 Park Facility Needs; Section 3.4 Capital Facilities Plan; Appendix D – Park and Recreation Needs; and Appendix E – Fiscal Capacity of the City of Sultan 2008 Revised Comprehensive Plan are hereby amended to incorporate revised goals and policies, park inventories, classifications, level of service, capital facility needs, cost estimates and revenue sources, and goals, policies and objectives as set forth in Exhibit B, attached hereto and by reference incorporated herein.  

Section 4.  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.


Section 5. Copy to the Department of Commerce.  Pursuant to RCW 36.70A.106(3), the City Clerk is directed to send a copy of the amendments to the State Department of Commerce for its files within ten (10) days after adoption of this Ordinance.  



Section 6.  Effective Date.  The adoption of this Ordinance, which is a power specifically delegated to the City legislative body, is not subject to referendum.  This Ordinance or a summary thereof 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 __________, 2010.








CITY OF SULTAN








______________________________








Carolyn Eslick, Mayor

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

______________________________

Laura Koenig, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

______________________________

Margaret J. King, City Attorney

Passed by the City Council:

Date of Publication:

Effective Date:
SULTAN CITY COUNCIL 

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
C-4

DATE:

December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:

Small Works Project Report
CONTACT PERSON:
Deborah Knight, City Administrator


ISSUE:

The issue before the city council is to accept the list of public works contracts awarded from the small works roster during the previous 24 months in accordance with RCW 39.04.155.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Accept the list of public works contracts awarded from the small works roster (Attachment A) during the previous 24 months. 

SUMMARY:

The City of Sultan uses the state approved small works roster process to efficiently solicit bids for small (< $300,000) public improvements.  

The independent Municipal Research (MRSC) organization manages an online data base for Washington State local government agencies (cities, counties, school districts, and special districts) to solicit work from contractors eligible to bid on small public works projects and to solicit work from professional consultants. 
Agencies are required to advertise and maintain a list of interested contractors and consultants.  For a small fee, MRSC handles the advertising and tracking as required by state law.  Agencies throughout Washington State use the MRSC Roster to fulfill the state requirements.  

As a shared roster system, MRSC Rosters provides agencies with access to a current contractor and consultant list, while at the same time allowing contractors and consultants the marketing advantage of reaching multiple agencies through just one roster application process.
Under RCW 39.04.155(3) Limited Public Works Projects (LPWP), an agency is to maintain a list of the contractors contacted and the contracts awarded during the previous 24 months under the LPWP process, including the name of the contractor, the contractor's registration number, the amount of the contract, a brief description of the type of work performed, and the date the contract was awarded.
Attachment A provides a list of public works contracts awarded from the small works roster during the previous 24 months.  
FISCAL IMPACT:


The projects in Attachment A have been awarded in accordance with state and local purchasing requirements.  There is no fiscal impact associated with this action.   

ATTACHMENTS:

A – List of public works contracts awarded from the small works roster during the previous 24 months.

	CONTRACT

DATE
	PROJECT
	CONTRACTOR
	REG. #
	AMOUNT

	1/23/2009
	FEMA

105 Alder – Demolition
	Mountain Trucking and Excavating LLC
	602-730-335
	$12,477.50

	04/23/2009
	Fence at Skateboard Park
First and Main Street
	Town and Country Fence
	TOWNCF*344L7
	$16,275.89

	11/03/2009
	City Hall Sewer Line Repair

Pipe Bursting
319 Main Street
	Bruno Construction LLC
	BUNOCL*981BN
	$32,947.75

	06/10/2010
	FEMA

107 2nd St – Demolition
	Mountain Trucking and Excavating LLC
	602-730-335
	$10,320.26

	6/21/2010
	Paint Post Office Building Trim

Clean Roof
4th and Main Street
	Sky Northwest Painting
	SKYNO1#043DG
	$7,303.00


SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

DATE:
December 16, 2010

ITEM #:
Consent C 5

SUBJECT:
2010 Budget Amendments

CONTACT PERSON:
Laura Koenig, Clerk/Deputy Finance Director



ISSUE:

The issue before the Council is the adoption Ordinance 1100-10 to amend the 2010 budget.  The ordinance was introduced at the December 2, 2010 meeting following a public hearing.  The ordinance has been amended to include a $6,700 reduction in General Fund expenditures.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the following amendments to the 2010 Budget:

7. Fund 001 General Fund:  The total increase in expenses will be $32,300 and the total reduction in expense will be $39,000.  $13,500 will be transferred to Fund 203 GO bond fund for debt service.  This leaves $6,700 as additional reserve funds.  
8. Fund 302 Real Estate Excise:  Increase operating transfer from the REET fund to the GO Bond fund by $9,000.  The $9,000 in REET fund reserves will be used to make payments on the GO bond for the Community Center to make up the short fall in revenues collected.  

9. Fund 109 Community Improvement:  Increase revenues and expenses by $9,999 to include the Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) received by the City in 2010.

SUMMARY STATEMENT:


The Council has been reviewing and amending the budget as necessary during the fiscal year.  City staff  have identified budget issues for the end of the 2010 fiscal year.   The GO Bond fund was short by $22,310 (negative balance).  Additional funding is needed from REET funds and the General Fund.

001 General Fund:

The General fund is adopted at the department level.   Technically the General Fund does not need to be amended as the fund will not exceed the budgeted amounts for expenses.  Four of the General Fund departments will exceed their budgets (Legal, Other Governmental, Emergency management and miscellaneous).   In order to provide transparency on where money is spent, staff recommends amending the department budgets.  

The General Fund budget was amended under Ordinance 1090-10 in October 2010.  There was an overall reduction of $11,750 in expenditures in the various departments.  Legal costs and general operating costs were increased and police, community development and building costs were reduced.  

Legal: The legal costs have increased due to litigation, settlement negotiations and public records requests received during 2010.  It is anticipated the final expense will increase by an additional $10,500.

Other Governmental Services pay for the ongoing expenses for the General Fund such as office supplies, insurance and utilities.   The second supplement  to the municipal code was received in October.  The budget has been increased by $3,500.

Emergency Management budget has been increased by $4,800 to cover the cost of removal and installation of the siren poles.

Miscellaneous cost:  The original budget provided for operating transfer to other funds to cover cost for IT services, equipment reserves and for the interfund loan payment.   Fund 203, GO bond fund, has not received adequate revenues from REET funds to make the 2010 bond payments.  An additional $13,500 from the General Fund will be needed to cover debt service.  The bonds are secured by General Fund revenues and property taxes.

The original budget included an amount of under Planning and Community Development for a development review and consultant costs which have not occurred.  The budget has been reduced by $30,000.   Jail fees and court costs are less than expected and staff recommends an additional $9,000 reduction in the budgeted amounts.

The total increase in expenses will be $32,300 and the total reduction in expense will be $39,000.  This leaves $6,700 as additional reserve funds.  .

	
	  
	  2010 BUDGET SUMMARY
	

	Fund
	      Fund Name
	ADOPTED with 1st Amendment
	Proposed        AMENDED
	DIFFERENCE

	001
	General Fund - Revenues
	
	
	

	
	Beginning Fund Reserve
	$0.00 
	$0.00 
	$0.00 

	
	Taxes
	$1,461,361.00 
	$1,461,361.00 
	$0.00 

	
	License/Permits
	$35,075.00 
	$35,075.00 
	$0.00 

	
	Intergovernmental
	$304,704.00 
	$304,704.00 
	$0.00 

	
	Charges forServices
	$29,100.00 
	$29,100.00 
	$0.00 

	
	Court Fees
	$28,200.00 
	$28,200.00 
	$0.00 

	
	Miscellaneous
	$86,129.00 
	$86,129.00 
	$0.00 

	
	Transfers Out
	$0.00 
	$0.00 
	$0.00 

	
	TOTAL RESOURCES
	$1,944,569.00 
	$1,944,569.00 
	$0.00 

	
	
	
	
	

	001
	General Fund - Expenditures
	
	
	

	
	Legislative
	$13,120.00
	$13,120.00
	$0.00 

	
	Executive
	$33,248.00
	$33,248.00
	$0.00 

	
	Finance/Administration
	$52,132.00
	$52,132.00
	$0.00 

	
	Grants
	$27,451.00
	$27,451.00
	$0.00 

	
	Legal
	$81,324.00
	$91,824.00
	$10,500.00 

	
	Civil Service
	$0.00
	$0.00
	$0.00 

	
	Other Governmental
	$64,700.00
	$68,200.00
	$3,500.00 

	
	Law Enforcement
	$1,082,608.00
	$1,082,608.00
	$0.00 

	
	Law Enforcement - Court
	$122,400.00
	$113,400.00
	($9,000.00)

	
	Emergency Management
	$5,825.00
	$10,625.00
	$4,800.00 

	
	Code Enforcement
	$29,586.00
	$29,586.00
	$0.00 

	
	Planning/Community Development
	$221,464.00
	$191,464.00
	($30,000.00)

	
	Building 
	$51,521.00
	$51,521.00
	$0.00 

	
	Public Health
	$1,500.00
	$1,500.00
	$0.00 

	
	Library
	$6,200.00
	$6,200.00
	$0.00 

	
	Park/Recreation
	$91,408.00
	$91,408.00
	$0.00 

	
	Miscellaneous (Transfers Out)
	$60,082.00
	$73,582.00
	$13,500.00 

	
	TOTAL EXPENDITURES
	1,944,569.00 
	1,937,869.00 
	-6,700.00 

	
	
	
	
	

	
	ENDING FUND BALANCE
	$0.00 
	$6,700.00 
	$6,700.00 


302 Real Estate Excise Tax 2 (REET 2)  
The City collects real estate excise throughout the year as properties are sold.  The revenues from REET funds are used to make payments on the Community Center bonds.  In 2010, the revenues were $18,420 less than anticipated in the budget.  Fund 302 REET had a beginning fund balance of $47,098.  

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Council amend the fund budget as follows.

2010 Revenues

	Fund 302 REET 2
	Description
	Original Budget
	Amended Budget

	302-000-308-10-000
	Fund Reserve 
	30,000
	$47,000

	302-000-317-30-000
	Real Estate Excise Tax
	43,500
	$26,600

	
	TOTAL RESOURCES
	73,600
	$73,600


2010 Expenditures

	Fund 302 REET 2
	Description
	Original Budget
	Amended Budget

	302-302-597-55-000
	Op Transfer to  Fund 203
	$63,500
	$72,500

	
	 (GO bond fund)
	
	

	
	TOTALS
	$63,500
	$72,500

	        ENDING FUND 
	RESERVES
	$10,100
	$1,100


109 Community Improvement Fund: 
The Community Improvement Fund is used to track shared community based projects such as Safe Stop and downtown enhancements.   In 2010 the City received a $9,999 Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) for community policing projects.  These include the police bikes, Rosetta Stone program for Spanish, trading cards and the bicycle rodeo event.  The revenue and expense were not included in the 2010 adopted budget.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Council amend the fund as follows.

2010 Revenues

	109 Com. Imp. Fund
	Description
	Original Budget
	Amended Budget

	109-000-333-04-200
	JAG Grant
	$0
	$9,999

	109-000-334-04-200
	Special Program
	$1,500
	$1,500

	
	
	
	

	
	TOTAL RESOURCES
	$1,500
	$11,499


2010 Expenditures

	109 Com. Imp. Fund 
	Description
	Original Budget
	Amended Budget

	109-573-573-90-641
	Jag Expense
	$0
	$9,999

	109-574-574-90-310
	Safe Stop
	$1,500
	$1,500

	
	TOTAL EXPENSE
	$1,500
	$11,499

	        ENDING FUND 
	RESERVES
	$0
	$0


RECOMMENDATION:

Adoption of Ordinance 1100-10 to amend the 2010 Budget as recommended.

Attachment A
CITY OF SULTAN

SULTAN WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE 1100-10



AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SULTAN AMENDING
THE 2010

BUDGET ADOPTED UNDER ORDINANCE 1065-09 AND AMENDED

UNDER ORDINANCE 1090-10; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE

WHEREAS, the City is required under state law to have a balanced budget; and
WHEREAS, the 2010 budget was amended under Ordinance 1090-10 in October 2010, and
WHEREAS, it is necessary to amend the budget to adjust for unanticipated revenues or expenditures; now therefore

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SULTAN DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1:  The 2010 Budget as authorized under Ordinance 1065-09 and as amended under Ordinance 1090-10 for revenues and expenditures for the operation of the City of Sultan for the fiscal year ending December 31, 2010 is amended to increase in the following amounts:

FUND # AND NAME


REVENUES/


EXPENDITURES






UNENCUMBERED FUNDS

001  General Fund


$   0



$(6,700)

109  Community Improvement

$   9,999


$ 9,999

302  REET 2



$   0



$ 9,000

A full copy of the amended budget sections are attached and made part of this ordinance by reference.

SECTION 2:  The budget for the year 2010 is amended to provide for the changes as outlined above and filed in the office of the City Clerk.

SECTION 3:  The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit the amended budget to the Auditor of the State of Washington, Division of Municipal Corporations.

Section 4.  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.

Section 5.  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 __________, 2008.








CITY OF SULTAN








______________________________








Carolyn Eslick, Mayor

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

___________________________

Laura Koenig, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

______________________________

Margaret J. King, City Attorney
SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
C-6
DATE:

December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:

Ordinance 1101-10, Changing the Speed Limit in the 1100 block of East Main Street 
CONTACT PERSON:
Jeff Brand, Police Chief


ISSUE:  

The issue before the city council is to have First Reading of Ordinance No. 1101-10 (Attachment A) to amend Sultan Municipal Code 10.08-010 to reduce the speed limit in the 1100 block of East Main Street from 25 miles per hour to 20 miles per hour.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Have First Reading Ordinance No. 1101-01 to reduce the speed from 25 miles to 20 miles per hour in the 1100 block of East Main Street.

SUMMARY:

Revised Code of Washington (RCW) 46.61.440 regulates the speed for roads in the State of Washingtonand allow local jurisdictions to create and regulate special zones in these areas.

The Sultan City Council has adopted the Model Traffic Ordinance (MTO) by reference which means Sultan Municipal Code (SMC) 10.04 has adopted the recommended speeds and regulations set forth in RCW Title 46, with the exception of US 2, which has a declared speed limit of 35 miles per hour (SMC 10.08).  Revised Code of Washington 46.61.400 and the MTO both recommend speed limits in cities and towns are a maximum of 25 miles per hour (Attachment B).  
Earlier this year Wagley Creek Automotive and the businesses on East Main Street have requested the speed limit in the 1100 block of East Main Street be reduced to 20 miles per hour as well.  The businesses have asked for this because of the condition of the gravel roadway and problems with employees from local businesses going too fast through the area.

East Main Street is a one block, two lane gravel road that runs east from 11th Street to the back entrance of Romac Industries.  Although the road is straight and level, it does have potholes and a drainage ditch on the north side, with no clear curb or border on the south side of the roadway.  The road is adjacent to Wagley Creek and has a single culvert crossing that is inadequately sized to serve large delivery vehicles.  

As of this time, there has not been a traffic study of the area which serves about five businesses but Public Works staff met with local businesses and has installed stop signs on East Main at 11th Street and on 11th Street at East Main. .  The road is used by employees and patrons of the five businesses as well as large vehicles which make regular pickups and deliveries to those businesses.

At the December 2, 2010 Sultan City Council meeting, Council directed staff to revise SMC 10.04 to reflect a speed limit of 20 miles per hour in the 1100 block of East Main Street.
FISCAL IMPACT:


Sultan Public Works already have the needed posts and 20 mile per hour signs so this change will only cost Sultan the labor of installation by Public Works staff.
ALTERNATIVES:

1. Approve the attached ordinance to reduce the speed on East Main Street 
2. Direct staff to look at other alternatives and investigate the problems more. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  

Approve the attached ordinance amending SMC 10.08.010, reducing the speed limit on East Main Street.    
ATTACHMENTS

A - Ordinance 1101-10, Amending SMC 10.08.010 

B - Sultan Municipal Code 10.04 Model Traffic Ordinance

Sultan Municipal Code 10.08 Maximum Speed Limits on Certain Streets

Revised Code of Washington 46.61.415 When Local Authorities May Alter Maximum Limits

Revised Code of Washington 46.61.400 Basic Rule and Maximum Limits

CITY OF SULTAN


WASHINGTON

ADVANCE \D 5.75
ORDINANCE NO. 1101-10       
____________________________________________________________________________

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SULTAN, WASHINGTON, REVISING SULTAN MUNICIPAL ORDINANCE 10.08.010, REDUCING THE SPEED LIMIT IN THE 1100 BLOCK OF EST MAIN STREET FROM 25 MILES PER HOUR TO 20 MILES PER HOUR; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE

____________________________________________________________________________


WHEREAS,   citizens and business owners working in the 1100 block of East Main Street have expressed concerns about the current speed limit on East Main Street;


WHEREAS, those same citizens have asked that the speed limit in the area be reduced;


WHEREAS, City staff have investigated the concerns of business owners and citizens and find the roadway in the 1100 block of East Main Street is an undeveloped gravel roadway which would be safer navigated at a slower speed;


WHEREAS, the Sultan City Council has heard and agree with the traffic study in the area;


WHEREAS, Revised Code of Washington section 46.61.415 and the Washington Model Traffic Ordinance give local jurisdictions the authority to regulate speed limits in their cities;      


NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SULTAN, WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:


Section 1.  Sultan Municipal Code 10.08.010 is amended to reduced  the speed limit in the 1100 block of East Main Street from 25 miles per hour to 20 miles per hour.  


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.


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 __________, 2010.


CITY OF SULTAN








______________________________








Carolyn Eslick, Mayor

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

______________________________

Laura Koenig, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

______________________________

Margaret J. King, City Attorney

Ordinance 1101-10

Passed by the City Council:

Date of Publication:

Effective Date:

Chapter 10.08
MAXIMUM SPEED LIMITS ON 
CERTAIN STREETS

Sections:

10.08.010    Designated.

10.08.010 Designated.

It is declared that upon the basis of an engineering and traffic investigation, that the reasonable and safe maximum speed limit shall be as hereafter set forth on those streets or parts of streets designated in this section at all times when signs are erected giving notice thereof:

S(Ord. 691-98; Ord. 372 § 1, 1978)

	Street Location
	Speed Limit

	US 2
	From 0.15 miles west of junction 299th Ave. S.E. (WCLSultan) (US 2 milepost 21.42)to 0.23 miles east of Sultan Mill Pond Bridge, EPS, US 2 milepost 23.32
	35 mph

	US 2
	From 0.23 miles east of Sultan Mill Pond Bridge, EPS, US 2 milepost 23.32 to the junction with 339th Ave. S.E./Rice Road (ECL Sultan) (US 2 milepost 24.18)
	50 mph





  1100 Block of East Main Street
        20 mph


Chapter 10.04
WASHINGTON MODEL TRAFFIC ORDINANCE

Sections:

10.04.010    Adoption.

10.04.015    Adoption of state traffic statutes – Infractions.

10.04.020    Disposition of traffic fines and forfeitures.

10.04.030    Official misconduct.

10.04.040    Copies on file.

10.04.010 Adoption.

The Washington Model Traffic Ordinance, Chapter 308-330 WAC, hereinafter referred to as the “MTO,” and amendments thereto are hereby adopted by reference as and for the traffic ordinance of the city of Sultan as if set forth in full in this chapter. (Ord. 615, 1994; Ord. 596, 1993; Ord. 369 § 1, 1978)

10.04.015 Adoption of state traffic statutes – Infractions.

The following state traffic statutes and amendments thereto are hereby adopted by reference as if set forth in full:

    46.61.050 Obedience to and required traffic control devices.

    46.61.055 Traffic control signal legend.

    46.61.060 Pedestrian control signals.

    46.61.065 Flashing signals.

    46.61.070 Lane direction control signals.

    46.61.072 Special traffic control signals – Legend.

    46.61.075 Display of unauthorized signs, signals or markings.

    46.61.080 Interference with official traffic control devices or railroad signs or signals.

    46.61.085 Traffic control signals or devices upon city streets forming part of state highways – Approval by Department of Transportation.

    46.61.100 Keep right except when passing, etc.

    46.61.105 Passing vehicles proceeding in opposite directions.

    46.61.110 Overtaking a vehicle on the left.

    46.61.115 When overtaking on the right is permitted.

    46.61.120 Limitations on overtaking on the left.

    46.61.125 Further limitations on driving to left of center of roadway.

    46.61.130 No passing zones.

    46.61.135 One way roadways and rotary traffic islands.

    46.61.140 Driving on roadways laned for traffic.

    46.61.145 Following too closely.

    46.61.150 Driving on divided highways.

    46.61.155 Restricted access.

    46.61.160 Restrictions on use of limited access highway – Use by bicyclists.

    46.61.165 Reservation of portion of highway for use by public transportation vehicles, etc.

    46.61.180 Vehicle approaching intersection.

    46.61.185 Vehicle turning left.

    46.61.190 Vehicle entering stop or yield intersection.

    46.61.195 Arterial highways designated – Stopping on entering.

    46.61.200 Stop intersections other than arterial may be designated.

    46.61.202 Stopping when traffic obstructed.

    46.61.205 Vehicle entering highway from private road or driveway.

    46.61.210 Operation of vehicles on approach of authorized emergency vehicles.

    46.61.215 Highway construction and maintenance.

    46.61.230 Pedestrians subject to traffic regulations.

    46.61.235 Stopping for pedestrians in crosswalks.

    46.61.240 Crossing at other than crosswalks.

    46.61.245 Drivers to exercise care.

    46.61.250 Pedestrians on roadways.

    46.61.255 Pedestrians soliciting rides or business.

    46.61.260 Driving through safety zone prohibited.

    46.61.261 Pedestrians’ right-of-way on sidewalk.

    46.61.264 Pedestrians yield to emergency vehicles.

    46.61.266 Pedestrians under the influence of alcohol or drugs.

    46.61.269 Passing beyond bridge or grade crossing barrier prohibited.

    46.61.290 Required position and method or turning at intersections.

    46.61.295 “U” turns.

    46.61.300 Starting parked vehicle.

    46.61.305 Turning, stopping, moving right or left – Signals required – Improper use prohibited.

    46.61.310 Signals by hand and arm or signal lamps.

    46.61.315 Method of giving hand and arm signals.

    46.61.340 Obedience to signal indicating approach of train.

    46.61.345 All vehicles must stop at certain railroad grade crossings.

    46.61.350 Certain vehicles must stop at all railroad crossings – Exceptions.

    46.61.355 Moving heavy equipment at railroad grade crossings – Notice of intended crossing.

    46.61.365 Emerging from alley, driveway, or building.

    46.61.370 Overtaking or meeting school bus – Duties of bus driver.

    46.61.371 Violators of school bus stop sign laws – Identification by vehicle owner.

    46.61.372 Violators of school bus stop sign laws – Report by bus driver – Law enforcement investigation.

    46.61.375 Overtaking or meeting private carrier bus – Duties of bus driver.

    46.61.380 Rules for design, marking and mode of operating school buses.

    46.61.385 School patrol – Appointment – Authority – Finance – Insurance.

    46.61.400 Basic rule and maximum limits.

    46.61.405 Decreases by Secretary of Transportation.

    46.61.410 Increases by Secretary of Transportation – Maximum speed limit for trucks – Auto stages – Signs and notices.

    46.61.415 When local authorities may alter maximum limits.

    46.61.425 Minimum speed regulation – Passing slow moving vehicle.

    46.61.427 Slow moving vehicle to pull off roadway.

    46.61.428 Slow moving vehicle permitted to drive on improved shoulders.

    46.61.430 Authority of Secretary of Transportation to fix speed limits on limited access facilities exclusive – Local regulations.

    46.61.435 Local authorities to provide “stop” or “yield” signs at intersections with increased speed highways – Designated as arterials.

    46.61.440 Maximum speed limit when passing school or playground crosswalks.

    46.61.445 Due care required.

    46.61.450 Maximum speed, weight, or size in traversing bridges, elevated structures, tunnels, underpasses – Posting limits.

    46.61.455 Vehicles with solid or hollow cushion tires.

    46.61.460 Special speed limitation on motor driven cycle.

    46.61.465 Exceeding speed limit evidence of reckless driving.

    46.61.470 Speed traps defined, certain types permitted – Measured courses, speed measuring devices, timing from aircraft.

    46.61.475 Charging violations of speed regulations.

    46.61.560 Stopping, standing or parking outside business or residence districts.

    46.61.570 Stopping, standing or parking prohibited in specified places – Reserving portion of highway prohibited.

    46.61.575 Additional parking regulations.

    46.61.577 Regulations on governing parking facilities.

    46.61.581 Indication of parking space for disabled persons – Failure, penalty.

    46.61.582 Free parking by disabled persons.

    46.61.583 Special plate or card issued by another jurisdiction.

    46.61.585 Winter recreational parking areas – Special permit required.

    46.61.587 Winter recreational parking areas – Penalty.

    46.61.590 Unattended motor vehicle – Removal from highway.

    46.61.600 Unattended motor vehicle.

    46.61.605 Limitations on backing.

    46.61.606 Driving on sidewalk prohibited – Exception.

    46.61.608 Operating motorcycles on roadways landed for traffic.

    46.61.610 Riding on motorcycles.

    46.61.611 Motorcycles – Maximum height for handlebars.

    46.61.612 Riding on motorcycles – Both feet not to be on same side.

    46.61.613 Motorcycles – Temporary suspension of restrictions for parades or public demonstrations.

    46.61.614 Riding on motorcycles – Clinging to other vehicles.

    46.61.615 Obstructions to driver’s view or driving mechanism.

    46.61.620 Opening and closing vehicle doors.

    46.61.625 Riding in trailers.

    46.61.630 Coasting prohibited.

    46.61.635 Following fire apparatus prohibited.

    46.61.640 Crossing fire hose.

    46.61.645 Throwing dangerous materials on highway prohibited – Removal.

    46.61.655 Dropping load, other materials – Covering.

    46.61.660 Carrying persons or animals on outside part of vehicle.

    46.61.665 Embracing another while driving.

    46.61.670 Driving with wheels off roadway.

    46.61.675 Causing or permitting vehicle to be unlawfully operated.

    46.61.680 Lowering passenger motor vehicle below legal clearance – Penalty.

    46.61.687 Child passenger restraint required – Conditions – Penalty for violation – Dismissal – Noncompliance not negligence.

    46.61.688 Safety belts, use required – Penalties – Exemptions.

    46.61.690 Violations relating to toll facilities.

    46.61.700 Parent or guardian shall not authorize or permit violation by a child or ward.

    46.61.710 Mopeds – General requirements and operation.

    46.61.720 Mopeds – Safety standards.

    46.61.730 Wheelchair conveyances.

    46.61.750 Effect of regulations – Penalty.

    46.61.755 Traffic laws apply to persons riding bicycles.

    46.61.758 Hand signals.

    46.61.760 Riding on bicycles.

    46.61.765 Clinging to vehicles.

    46.61.770 Riding on roadways and bicycle paths.

    46.61.775 Carrying articles.

    46.61.780 Lamps and other equipment on bicycles.

(Ord. 596, 1993)

10.04.020 Disposition of traffic fines and forfeitures.

All fines or forfeitures collected upon conviction or upon the forfeiture of bail of any person charged with a violation of any of the provisions of this chapter shall be paid into the general fund of the city. (Ord. 369 § 3, 1978)

10.04.030 Official misconduct.

Failure, refusal, neglect on the part of any judicial or other officer or employee receiving or having custody of any such fine or forfeiture of bail, either before or after a deposit in said general fund, to comply with the provisions of SMC 10.04.020 constitutes misconduct in office and shall be grounds for removal therefrom; provided, appropriate removal action is taken pursuant to state law relating to removal of public officials. (Ord. 369 § 4, 1978)

10.04.040 Copies on file.

Incident to the adoption of the MTO by reference, by this chapter, copies of the text of the adopted MTO and of other adopted statutes shall be filed as required by RCW 35.21.180 for use and examination by the public. (Ord. 369 § 5, 1978)

	RCW 46.61.400
Basic rule and maximum limits.
	


(1) No person shall drive a vehicle on a highway at a speed greater than is reasonable and prudent under the conditions and having regard to the actual and potential hazards then existing. In every event speed shall be so controlled as may be necessary to avoid colliding with any person, vehicle or other conveyance on or entering the highway in compliance with legal requirements and the duty of all persons to use due care.

     (2) Except when a special hazard exists that requires lower speed for compliance with subsection (1) of this section, the limits specified in this section or established as hereinafter authorized shall be maximum lawful speeds, and no person shall drive a vehicle on a highway at a speed in excess of such maximum limits.

     (a) Twenty-five miles per hour on city and town streets;

     (b) Fifty miles per hour on county roads;

     (c) Sixty miles per hour on state highways.

     The maximum speed limits set forth in this section may be altered as authorized in RCW 46.61.405, 46.61.410, and 46.61.415.

     (3) The driver of every vehicle shall, consistent with the requirements of subsection (1) of this section, drive at an appropriate reduced speed when approaching and crossing an intersection or railway grade crossing, when approaching and going around a curve, when approaching a hill crest, when traveling upon any narrow or winding roadway, and when special hazard exists with respect to pedestrians or other traffic or by reason of weather or highway conditions.

	RCW 46.61.415
When local authorities may alter maximum limits.
	


(1) Whenever local authorities in their respective jurisdictions determine on the basis of an engineering and traffic investigation that the maximum speed permitted under RCW 46.61.400 or 46.61.440 is greater or less than is reasonable and safe under the conditions found to exist upon a highway or part of a highway, the local authority may determine and declare a reasonable and safe maximum limit thereon which

     (a) Decreases the limit at intersections; or

     (b) Increases the limit but not to more than sixty miles per hour; or

     (c) Decreases the limit but not to less than twenty miles per hour.

     (2) Local authorities in their respective jurisdictions shall determine by an engineering and traffic investigation the proper maximum speed for all arterial streets and shall declare a reasonable and safe maximum limit thereon which may be greater or less than the maximum speed permitted under RCW 46.61.400(2) but shall not exceed sixty miles per hour.

     (3) The secretary of transportation is authorized to establish speed limits on county roads and city and town streets as shall be necessary to conform with any federal requirements which are a prescribed condition for the allocation of federal funds to the state.

     (4) Any altered limit established as hereinbefore authorized shall be effective when appropriate signs giving notice thereof are erected. Such maximum speed limit may be declared to be effective at all times or at such times as are indicated upon such signs; and differing limits may be established for different times of day, different types of vehicles, varying weather conditions, and other factors bearing on safe speeds, which shall be effective when posted upon appropriate fixed or variable signs.

     (5) Any alteration of maximum limits on state highways within incorporated cities or towns by local authorities shall not be effective until such alteration has been approved by the secretary of transportation.

CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
Consent C 7

DATE:

December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:

Public Defender – Contract for Services with Aimee Trua

CONTACT PERSON:
Laura Koenig, Clerk/Deputy Finance Director

ISSUE:

The issue before the Council is authorizing the Mayor to sign a renewal contract with Aimee Trua for Public Defender services.  There are no changes to the contract service monthly fee. 

SUMMARY:

The City is required to provide Public Defenders to indigent criminal defendants charged under ordinances of the City.  The Court is responsible for interviews and screening of defendants to determine if they qualify for indigent defense.  

In 2004, the City entered into a contract with Aimee Trua to provide these services.  The contract calls for a set dollar amount of $1,700 per month for services provided without consideration to the number of cases handled.  The total annual cost is $20,400.  There will be no increase in the monthly fee for 2011.  The contract amount has been at $1,700 per month since 2007.  

Ms. Trua represents the City of Sultan and City of Monroe as a Public Defender, does appeals for the City of Lynnwood and is on the public defender list for Snohomish County.  

A change in the Evergreen court procedures requires arraignments at the Snohomish County Jail instead of at the court.  There is no additional charge to the City for attending the arraignment hearings.

A second option available to the City is to have the courts assign Public Defenders from their pool.  The issue with using court appointed Public Defenders from a pool is that each attorney has a different rate for billing.  Instead of paying one attorney, the city would pay multiple attorneys.   In 2009 the courts erroneously assigned Sultan cases to Public Defenders and requested the City pay $700 to cover the cost of three cases for the first interview.  

A third option would be for the City to issue a Request for Proposals for Public Defense services.

ALTERNATIVES:

1. Authorize the Mayor to sign the revised contract for Public Defender services.

2. Do not authorize the Mayor to sign the contract and direct staff to either update the Interlocal Agreement with Snohomish County for public defense or issue a request for proposal for Public Defender services.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Mayor be authorized to sign a contract with Aimee Trua for Public Defender services.

Attachments:

A. Contract for Services
AGREEMENT FOR SERVICESPRIVATE 

BETWEEN THE CITY OF SULTAN AND 

AIMEE TRUA


THIS AGREEMENT, is made this       day of      , 2010 by and between the City of Sultan (hereinafter referred to as “City”), a Washington Municipal Corporation, and Aimee Trua, Attorney at Law  REF consultant  \* MERGEFORMAT (hereinafter referred to as “Service Provider”), doing business at      .


WHEREAS, Service Provider is in the business of providing certain services specified herein; and 


WHEREAS, the City desires to contract with Service Provider for the provision of such services for Public Defender,  fillin “describe services (ie, creation of newsletter)”and Service Provider agrees to contract with the City for same; 


NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein, it is agreed by and between the parties as follows:

T E R M S

1.
Description of Work.  Service Provider shall perform work as described in Attachment A, Scope of Work, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference, according to the existing standard of care for such services.  Service Provider shall not perform any additional services without the expressed permission of the City.
2.
Payment.

A. The City shall pay Service Provider at the hourly rate set forth in Attachment B, but not more than a total of Twenty four thousand d fillin “enter total ‘not to exceed’ cost (written out)” ollars ($24,000) fillin “enter total ‘not to exceed’ cost (eg, $4,000)”  for the services described in this Agreement.  This is the maximum amount to be paid under this Agreement.

B. Service Provider shall submit monthly payment invoices to the City after such services have been performed, and the City shall make payment within four (4) weeks after the submittal of each approved invoice.  Such invoice shall detail the hours worked, a description of the tasks performed, and shall separate all charges for clerical work and reimbursable expenses.

C. If the City objects to all or any portion of any invoice, it shall so notify Service Provider of the same within five (5) days from the date of receipt and shall pay that portion of the invoice not in dispute.  The parties shall immediately make every effort to settle the disputed portion.

3.
Relationship of Parties.  The parties intend that an independent contractor - client relationship will be created by this Agreement.  As Service Provider is customarily engaged in an independently established trade which encompasses the specific service provided to the City hereunder, no agent, employee, representative or subcontractor of Service Provider shall be or shall be deemed to be the employee, agent, representative or subcontractor of the City.  None of the benefits provided by the City to its employees, including, but not limited to, compensation, insurance and unemployment insurance, are available from the City to the Service Provider or his employees, agents, representatives or subcontractors.  Service Provider will be solely and entirely responsible for his acts and for the acts of Service Provider's agents, employees, representatives and subcontractors during the performance of this Agreement.  The City may, during the term of this Agreement, engage other independent contractors to perform the same or similar work that Service Provider performs hereunder.
4.
Scope of Services.  Represents those indigent criminal defendants charged under ordinances of the City who qualify for appointed counsel.  The Public Defender shall provide Legal representation for each of these defendants from the time of screening for eligibility through trial, sentencing and appeals to the superior court, if necessary. 

5.
Term of the agreement.  Provisions of services pursuant to this agreement shall commence January 1, 2011 and the agreement shall remain in full force and effect through December 2011 unless terminated earlier by either party pursuant to the provisions herein. 

6.
Termination.

A.
Termination Upon the City's Option.  The City shall have the option to terminate this Agreement at any time.  Termination shall be effective upon ten (10) days written notice to the Service Provider.
B.
Termination for Cause.  If Service Provider refuses or fails to complete the tasks described in Attachment A, or to complete such work in a manner unsatisfactory to the City, then the City may, by written notice to Service Provider, give notice of its intention to terminate this Agreement.  After such notice, Service Provider shall have ten (10) days to cure, to the satisfaction of the City or its representative.  If Service Provider fails to cure to the satisfaction of the City, the City shall send Service Provider a written termination letter which shall be effective upon deposit in the United States mail to Service Provider's address as stated below.

C.
Rights upon Termination.  In the event of termination, the City shall only be responsible to pay for all services satisfactorily performed by Service Provider to the effective date of termination, as described in the final invoice to the City.  The City Manager shall make the final determination about what services have been satisfactorily performed.

7.
Nondiscrimination.  In the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this Agreement or any subcontract hereunder, Service Provider, its subcontractors or any person acting on behalf of Service Provider shall not, by reason of race, religion, color, sex, marital status, national origin or the presence of any sensory, mental, or physical disability, discriminate against any person who is qualified and available to perform the work to which the employment relates.
8. Indemnification / Hold Harmless.  The Service Provider shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials, employees and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or suits including attorney fees, arising out of or in connection with the performance of this Agreement, except for injuries and damages caused by the sole negligence of the City.


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 Service Provider and the City, its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers, the Service Provider’s liability hereunder shall be only to the extent of the Service Provider’s negligence.  It is further specifically and expressly understood that the indemnification provided herein constitutes the Service Provider’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.

9.   Insurance.  The Service Provider shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement, insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damage to property which may arise from or in connection with the performance of the work hereunder by the Service Provider, their agents, representatives, employees or subcontractors.

A.
Minimum Scope of Insurance.  Service Provider shall obtain insurance of the types described below:

1. Automobile Liability insurance covering all owned, non-owned, hired and leased vehicles.  Coverage shall be written on Insurance Services Office (ISO) form CA 00 01 or a substitute form providing equivalent liability coverage.  If necessary, the policy shall be endorsed to provide contractual liability coverage.
2. Professional Liability insurance shall be written on ISO occurrence form CG 00 01 and shall cover liability arising from premises, operations, independent contractors, products-completed operations, personal injury and advertising injury, and liability assumed under an insured contract.  The City shall be named as an insured under the Service Provider’s Commercial General Liability insurance policy with respect to the work performed for the City using ISO additional insured endorsement GC 20 10 10 01 and GC 20 37 10 01 or substitute endorsements providing equivalent coverage.
3. Workers’ Compensation coverage as required by the Industrial Insurance laws of the State of Washington.
B. 
Minimum Amounts of Insurance.  Service Provider shall maintain the following insurance limits:

1. Automobile Liability insurance with a minimum combined single limit for bodily injury and property damage of $1,000,000 per accident.

2. Professional Liability insurance shall be written with limits no less than $1,000,000 each occurrence, $2,000,000 general aggregate and $2,000,000 products-completed operations aggregate limit.

C. 
Other Insurance Provisions.  The insurance policies are to contain, or be endorsed to contain, the following provisions for Automobile Liability and Commercial General Liability insurance:

1. The Service Provider’s insurance coverage shall be primary insurance as respect to the City.  Any insurance, self-insurance, or insurance pool coverage maintained by the City shall be excess of the Service Provider’s insurance and shall not contribute with it.

2. The Service Provider’s insurance shall be endorsed to state that coverage shall not be cancelled by either party, except after thirty (30) days prior written notice by certified mail, return receipt requested, has been given to the City.

D. Acceptability of Insurers.  Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current A.M. Best rating of not less than A:VII.
E. Verification of Coverage.  Service Provider shall furnish the City with original certificates and a copy of the amendatory endorsements, including but not necessarily limited to the additional insured endorsement, evidencing the insurance requirements of the Service Provider before commencement of the work.

F. Subcontractors.  Service Provider shall include each subcontractor as insured under its policies or shall furnish separate certifications and endorsements for each subcontractor.  All coverage shall be subject to all of the same insurance requirements as stated herein for the Service Provider.

10.
Entire Agreement.  The written provisions and terms of this Agreement, together with all documents attached hereto, shall supersede all prior verbal statements of any officer or other representative of the City, and such statements shall not be effective or be construed as entering into or forming a part of, or altering in any manner whatsoever, this Agreement.
11.
City's Right of Supervision, Limitation of Work Performed by Service Provider.  Even though Service Provider works as an independent contractor in the performance of his duties under this Agreement, the work must meet the approval of the City and be subject to the City's general right of inspection and supervision to secure the satisfactory completion thereof.  In the performance of work under this Agreement, Service Provider shall comply with all federal, state and municipal laws, ordinances, rules and regulations that are applicable to Service Provider's business, equipment, and personnel engaged in operations covered by this Agreement or accruing out of the performance of such operations.
12. Work Performed at Service Provider's Risk.  Service Provider shall be responsible for the safety of its employees, agents and subcontractors in the performance of the work hereunder and shall take all protections reasonably necessary for that purpose.  All work shall be done at Service Provider's own risk, and Service Provider shall be responsible for any loss of or damage to materials, tools, or other articles used or held for use in connection with the work.

13. Ownership of Products and Premises Security.
A. All reports, plans, specifications, data maps, and documents produced by the Service Provider in the performance of services under this Agreement, whether in draft or final form and whether written, computerized, or in other form, shall be the property of the City.

B.  
While working on the City’s premises, the Service Provider agrees to observe and           support the City’s rules and policies relating to maintaining physical security of the City’s premises.

14. Modification.  No waiver, alteration or modification of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall be binding unless in writing and signed by a duly authorized representative of the City and Service Provider.
15. Assignment.  Any assignment of this Agreement by Service Provider without the written consent of the City shall be void.
16. Written Notice.  All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent to the parties at the addresses listed below, unless notified to the contrary.  Any written notice hereunder shall become effective as of the date of mailing by registered or certified mail, and shall be deemed sufficiently given if sent to the addressee at the address stated in this Agreement or such other address as may be hereafter specified in writing.
17. Non-Waiver of Breach.  The failure of the City to insist upon strict performance of any of the covenants and agreements contained herein, or to exercise any option herein conferred in one or more instances shall not be construed to be a waiver or relinquishment of said covenants, agreements or options, and the same shall be and remain in full force and effect.
18. Resolution of Disputes, Governing Law.  Should any dispute, misunderstanding or conflict arise as to the terms and conditions contained in this Agreement, the matter shall be referred to the City Manager, whose decision shall be final.  In the event of any litigation arising out of this Agreement, the prevailing party shall be reimbursed for its reasonable attorney fees from the other party.  This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Washington.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on the day and year above written.

CITY OF SULTAN
SERVICE PROVIDER

By: 

By: 



Carolyn Eslick, Mayor
Title: 



Taxpayer ID #: 

CITY CONTACT
SERVICE PROVIDER CONTACT

City of Sultan



319 Main Street, Suite 200



Sultan, WA  98294



Phone:  360-793-2231 
Phone:  


Fax:   360-793-3344
Fax:  


ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED

By: 



City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM

By: 



Office of the City Attorney

Attachment A

1. Scope of Services:  Represents those indigent criminal defendants charged under ordinances of the City who qualify for appointed counsel.  The Public Defender shall provide Legal representation for each of these defendants from the time of screening for eligibility through trial, sentencing and appeals to the superior court, if necessary. 

2. Applicant Screening:  Determination for indigency for eligibility for appointed counsel under this contract shall be determined by an independent screening process as established by Snohomish County District Court, Evergreen Division. Should the Public Defender determine that the Defendant is not eligible for assigned counsel prior to the establishment of attorney/client privilege, the Defender shall so advise the City to reconsider the screening of that particular individual. 

3. Associated Counsel:   Any counsel associated with or employed by the Defender shall have the authority to provide the services called for herein, and the Public Defender may employ associate counsel to assist at Defender’s expense.  The Defender and all Defenders hired pursuant to this section shall be admitted to practice pursuant to the rules of the Supreme Court of the State of Washington.  

4. Services:  The Defender shall appear at the hearings for the defendant at all stages until the defendant is sentenced.  Upon sentencing, the defender shall withdraw. 

5. Discovery Provided:  The City shall provide through the Court or the prosecution, at no cost to the Defender, one copy of all discoverable material concerning each case assigned.

6. Code Provided:  the City shall provide the Defender, at no cost, one copy of all criminal and traffic ordinances enacted by the City, and any amendments thereto adopted during the term of this contract. 

Attachment B

7. Compensation:  The City shall pay the Public Defender for services rendered under this contract as follows:

A. A flat fee of $1,700.00 per month for all cases assigned; and

B. An additional fee of $40.00 per hour up to a maximum of $160.00 for any case which proceeds to jury trial, provided that, if it settles on the jury trial date, additional fees shall be paid at the $40.0 per hour rate for the court appearance. 

C. The Defender shall bill the City the first week of the month, or as soon thereafter as possible, for the flat fee and any additional work as defined in 6(B) for approval, which payment thereof shall be made in the regular course by the City.   The Defender shall provide a report on the number of cases handled each month.  
SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
Consent C 8
DATE:

December 16, 2010


SUBJECT:

Weed Graafstra and Benson –Special Legal Council 

CONTACT PERSON:
Deborah Knight, City Administrator
ISSUE:
The issue before the City Council is authorizing the Mayor to sign a professional services contract (Attachment A) with Weed Graafstra and Benson for special legal counsel.  
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Authorize the Mayor to sign a professional services contract with Weed Graafstra and Benson for special legal counsel for long-term legal matters related to public records requests and LID 97-1 (Hammer Bankruptcy).

SUMMARY:

The City’s contract with Weed, Graafstra and Benson (WGB) for special legal attorney services will expire on December 31, 2010.  

Weed Graafstra and Benson have been working with staff on public records requests and legal issues related to LID 97-1.  These issues were initially handled by WGB when Tom Graafstra was City Attorney.  In 2008, when the city selected Kenyon Disend the Council determined it didn’t make sense to transfer these legal matters to Kenyon Disend and incur the cost to bring a new attorney up to speed.

The contract provides for:

1. A maximum amount of $10,000.00.

2. The contract duration will be to December 31, 2011.

FISCAL IMPACT:

The 2011 General fund legal budget includes $80,000 for municipal attorney services.  Attorney fees are also provided for in the Enterprise funds (Water, Sewer and Garbage).

The City paid Weed Graafstra and Benson $11,745 in 2009 and $7,771 (YTD) in 2010.  These costs were for legal services in connection with the police investigations, records requests and LID 97-1.  WGB are the attorney of record for the City in the Hammer bankruptcy case and continue to monitor the action to insure the City’s right to collect on the LID assessment. The average monthly bill is $700.  In 2010 the smallest invoice was $75 (July) and largest invoice was $2,800 (February).  The fluctuation is based on the city’s response to public records requests.  The city has not exceeded the 20 hour/month maximum that is eligible for the lower hourly rate.   The 2011 rate will be:

$160/hr - first 20 hours per month 

$170.00/hr  - all hours per month in excess of 20 hours.

$130.00/hr - Paralegal hours.

$180.00/hr  - Litigation hours.
ALTERNATIVES:

1. Authorize the Mayor to sign the professional services contract with Weed Graafstra Benson for special legal counsel.  This option will allow staff to continue to work on current files without delay.

2. Do not authorize the Mayor to the professional services contract with Weed Graafstra and Benson for special legal counsel.  This option will require staff to review four years of files with the City Attorney to bring them up to date on the current status of the legal issues.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Authorize the Mayor to sign the professional services contract with Weed Graafstra Benson for special legal counsel.  

ATTACHMENTS: 

A.  Weed Graafstra and Benson - Professional service contract

AGREEMENT FOR SERVICESPRIVATE 

BETWEEN THE CITY OF SULTAN AND

WEED GRAAFSTRA AND BENSON


THIS AGREEMENT, is made this 1st day of January 2011, by and between the City of Sultan (hereinafter referred to as “City”), a Washington Municipal Corporation, and Weed Graafstra and Benson  REF consultant  \* MERGEFORMAT (hereinafter referred to as “Service Provider”), doing business at 21 Avenue A, Snohomish, Washington 98290.


WHEREAS, Service Provider is in the business of providing certain services specified herein; and 


WHEREAS, the City desires to contract with Service Provider for the provision of services for legal counsel,  fillin “describe services (ie, creation of newsletter)”and Service Provider agrees to contract with the City for same; 


NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth herein, it is agreed by and between the parties as follows:

T E R M S

1.
Description of Work.  Service Provider shall perform work as described in Attachment A, Scope of Work, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference, according to the existing standard of care for such services.  Service Provider shall not perform any additional services without the expressed permission of the City.
2.
Payment.

D. The City shall pay Service Provider at the hourly rate set forth in Attachment B, but not more than a total of ten thousand  fillin “enter total ‘not to exceed’ cost (written out)” dollars ($10,000) fillin “enter total ‘not to exceed’ cost (eg, $4,000)”  for the services described in this Agreement.  This is the maximum amount to be paid under this Agreement.  
E. Service Provider shall submit monthly payment invoices to the City after such services have been performed, and the City shall make payment within four (4) weeks after the submittal of each approved invoice.  

a. Such invoice shall detail the hours worked, a description of the tasks performed, and shall separate all charges for clerical work and reimbursable expenses. 

b. The invoice shall also sort these tasks by the requesting department, and provide a summary of hours and costs for each department and for the total due. 

c. The monthly invoice shall summarize monthly and year-to-date billings by department. This spreadsheet shall be updated by the Service Provider monthly, and shall include listings showing hours spent performing such services, average cost per hour and total cost per topic / project item. 

F. If the City objects to all or any portion of any invoice, it shall so notify Service Provider of the same within five (5) days from the date of receipt and shall pay that portion of the invoice not in dispute.  The parties shall immediately make every effort to settle the disputed portion.

3.
Relationship of Parties.  The parties intend that an independent contractor - client relationship will be created by this Agreement.  As Service Provider is customarily engaged in an independently established trade which encompasses the specific service provided to the City hereunder, no agent, employee, representative or subcontractor of Service Provider shall be or shall be deemed to be the employee, agent, representative or subcontractor of the City.  None of the benefits provided by the City to its employees, including, but not limited to, compensation, insurance and unemployment insurance, are available from the City to the Service Provider or his employees, agents, representatives or subcontractors.  Service Provider will be solely and entirely responsible for his acts and for the acts of Service Provider's agents, employees, representatives and subcontractors during the performance of this Agreement.  The City may, during the term of this Agreement, engage other independent contractors to perform the same or similar work that Service Provider performs hereunder.
4.
Project Name.  On-call legal counsel
5.
Duration of Work.  Service Provider shall complete the work described in Attachment A on or before December 31, 2010.
6.
Termination.

A.
Termination Upon the City's Option.  The City shall have the option to terminate this Agreement at any time.  Termination shall be effective upon ten (10) days written notice to the Service Provider.
B.
Termination for Cause.  If Service Provider refuses or fails to complete the tasks described in Attachment A, or to complete such work in a manner unsatisfactory to the City, then the City may, by written notice to Service Provider, give notice of its intention to terminate this Agreement.  After such notice, Service Provider shall have ten (10) days to cure, to the satisfaction of the City or its representative.  If Service Provider fails to cure to the satisfaction of the City, the City shall send Service Provider a written termination letter which shall be effective upon deposit in the United States mail to Service Provider's address as stated below.

C.
Rights upon Termination.  In the event of termination, the City shall only be responsible to pay for all services satisfactorily performed by Service Provider to the effective date of termination, as described in the final invoice to the City.  The City Manager shall make the final determination about what services have been satisfactorily performed.

7.
Nondiscrimination.  In the hiring of employees for the performance of work under this Agreement or any subcontract hereunder, Service Provider, its subcontractors or any person acting on behalf of Service Provider shall not, by reason of race, religion, color, sex, marital status, national origin or the presence of any sensory, mental, or physical disability, discriminate against any person who is qualified and available to perform the work to which the employment relates.
9. Indemnification / Hold Harmless.  The Service Provider shall defend, indemnify and hold the City, its officers, officials, employees and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses or suits including attorney fees, arising out of or in connection with the performance of this Agreement, except for injuries and damages caused by the sole negligence of the City.


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 Service Provider and the City, its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers, the Service Provider’s liability hereunder shall be only to the extent of the Service Provider’s negligence.  It is further specifically and expressly understood that the indemnification provided herein constitutes the Service Provider’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.

9.   Insurance.  The Service Provider shall procure and maintain for the duration of the Agreement, insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damage to property which may arise from or in connection with the performance of the work hereunder by the Service Provider, their agents, representatives, employees or subcontractors.

A.
Minimum Scope of Insurance.  Service Provider shall obtain insurance of the types described below:

4. Automobile Liability insurance covering all owned, non-owned, hired and leased vehicles.  Coverage shall be written on Insurance Services Office (ISO) form CA 00 01 or a substitute form providing equivalent liability coverage.  If necessary, the policy shall be endorsed to provide contractual liability coverage.
5. Commercial General Liability insurance shall be written on ISO occurrence form CG 00 01 and shall cover liability arising from premises, operations, independent contractors, products-completed operations, personal injury and advertising injury, and liability assumed under an insured contract.  The City shall be named as an insured under the Service Provider’s Commercial General Liability insurance policy with respect to the work performed for the City using ISO additional insured endorsement GC 20 10 10 01 and GC 20 37 10 01 or substitute endorsements providing equivalent coverage.
6. Workers’ Compensation coverage as required by the Industrial Insurance laws of the State of Washington.
B. 
Minimum Amounts of Insurance.  Service Provider shall maintain the following insurance limits:

3. Automobile Liability insurance with a minimum combined single limit for bodily injury and property damage of $1,000,000 per accident.

4. Commercial General Liability insurance shall be written with limits no less than $1,000,000 each occurrence, $2,000,000 general aggregate and $2,000,000 products-completed operations aggregate limit.

C. 
Other Insurance Provisions.  The insurance policies are to contain, or be endorsed to contain, the following provisions for Automobile Liability and Commercial General Liability insurance:

3. The Service Provider’s insurance coverage shall be primary insurance as respect to the City.  Any insurance, self-insurance, or insurance pool coverage maintained by the City shall be excess of the Service Provider’s insurance and shall not contribute with it.

4. The Service Provider’s insurance shall be endorsed to state that coverage shall not be cancelled by either party, except after thirty (30) days prior written notice by certified mail, return receipt requested, has been given to the City.

G. Acceptability of Insurers.  Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current A.M. Best rating of not less than A:VII.
H. Verification of Coverage.  Service Provider shall furnish the City with original certificates and a copy of the amendatory endorsements, including but not necessarily limited to the additional insured endorsement, evidencing the insurance requirements of the Service Provider before commencement of the work.

I. Subcontractors.  Service Provider shall include each subcontractor as insured under its policies or shall furnish separate certifications and endorsements for each subcontractor.  All coverage shall be subject to all of the same insurance requirements as stated herein for the Service Provider.

10.
Entire Agreement.  The written provisions and terms of this Agreement, together with all documents attached hereto, shall supersede all prior verbal statements of any officer or other representative of the City, and such statements shall not be effective or be construed as entering into or forming a part of, or altering in any manner whatsoever, this Agreement.
11.
City's Right of Supervision, Limitation of Work Performed by Service Provider.  Even though Service Provider works as an independent contractor in the performance of his duties under this Agreement, the work must meet the approval of the City and be subject to the City's general right of inspection and supervision to secure the satisfactory completion thereof.  In the performance of work under this Agreement, Service Provider shall comply with all federal, state and municipal laws, ordinances, rules and regulations that are applicable to Service Provider's business, equipment, and personnel engaged in operations covered by this Agreement or accruing out of the performance of such operations.
19. Work Performed at Service Provider's Risk.  Service Provider shall be responsible for the safety of its employees, agents and subcontractors in the performance of the work hereunder and shall take all protections reasonably necessary for that purpose.  All work shall be done at Service Provider's own risk, and Service Provider shall be responsible for any loss of or damage to materials, tools, or other articles used or held for use in connection with the work.

20. Ownership of Products and Premises Security.
A. All reports, plans, specifications, data maps, and documents produced by the Service Provider in the performance of services under this Agreement, whether in draft or final form and whether written, computerized, or in other form, shall be the property of the City.

B.  
While working on the City’s premises, the Service Provider agrees to observe and           support the City’s rules and policies relating to maintaining physical security of the City’s premises.

21. Modification.  No waiver, alteration or modification of any of the provisions of this Agreement shall be binding unless in writing and signed by a duly authorized representative of the City and Service Provider.
22. Assignment.  Any assignment of this Agreement by Service Provider without the written consent of the City shall be void.
23. Written Notice.  All communications regarding this Agreement shall be sent to the parties at the addresses listed below, unless notified to the contrary.  Any written notice hereunder shall become effective as of the date of mailing by registered or certified mail, and shall be deemed sufficiently given if sent to the addressee at the address stated in this Agreement or such other address as may be hereafter specified in writing.
24. Non-Waiver of Breach.  The failure of the City to insist upon strict performance of any of the covenants and agreements contained herein, or to exercise any option herein conferred in one or more instances shall not be construed to be a waiver or relinquishment of said covenants, agreements or options, and the same shall be and remain in full force and effect.
25. Resolution of Disputes, Governing Law.  Should any dispute, misunderstanding or conflict arise as to the terms and conditions contained in this Agreement, the matter shall be referred to the City Manager, whose decision shall be final.  In the event of any litigation arising out of this Agreement, the prevailing party shall be reimbursed for its reasonable attorney fees from the other party.  This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Washington.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement on the day and year above written.

CITY OF SULTAN
SERVICE PROVIDER

By: 

By: 



Carolyn Eslick, Mayor
Title: 



Taxpayer ID #: 

CITY CONTACT
SERVICE PROVIDER CONTACT

Deborah Knight





City of Sultan



319 Main Street, Suite 200



Sultan, WA  98294



Phone:  360-793-2231 
Phone:  


Fax:   360-793-3344
Fax:  


ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED

By: 



City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM

By: 



Office of the City Attorney

ATTACHMENT A 

SCOPE OF WORK

1. Public Information Requests  - In accordance with RCW 42.56, provide legal advice, counsel, services, consultation, and opinions to the Mayor, City Council, Boards and commissions, and all levels of the City government regarding public information requests initiated by the City prior to December 31, 2007 

2. Personnel and Labor Issues - Provide legal advice, counsel, services, consultation, and opinions to the Mayor, City Council and all levels of the City government on personnel and labor issues initiated by the City prior to December 31, 2007.

3. Land Use – Provide assistance in responding and resolving pending land use issues initiated by the City prior to December 31, 2007.  

4. Litigation – Appear as required before courts and administrative agencies, and appeals to the City hearing examiner, on behalf of the City.

5. Capital Projects - Provide assistance in responding and resolving pending capital project issues such as LID-97 initiated by the City prior to December 31, 2007.

6. Other Legal Services – Perform other legal services and legal tasks, as assigned by the Mayor, City Administrator and/or City Council.

 

ATTACHMENT B

2011 HOURLY RATES

For first 20 hours per month - $160/hr.

For all hours per month in excess of 20 hours - $170.00/hr.

For Paralegal hours - $130.00/hr.

For litigation hours - $180.00/hr.
SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
C-9

DATE:

December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:

Acceptance of Niche Wall Donation from Koppenberg Enterprises
CONTACT PERSON:
Deborah Knight, City Administrator


ISSUE:

The issue before the city council is to accept the donation of a cemetery niche wall (columbarium) from Koppenberg Enterprises in accordance with Sultan Municipal Code 3.68.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Accept the donation of a cemetery niche wall from Koppenberg Enterprises in accordance with Sultan Municipal Code (SMC) 3.68.

SUMMARY:

Koppenberg Enterprises is seeking to donate a niche wall (approximately 4’ x 7’) to the City of Sultan for installation in the Sultan Cemetery.  The columbarium has a retail value of $12,000.00.  SMC 3.68 (Attachment B) requires the city to formally accept donations with a value greater than $500.00.  

A columbarium is a permanent structure made up of spaces where family members can place urns containing the ashes (or cremains) of cremated loved ones. Columbaria have grown in numbers in recent years as more and more people are choosing cremation for disposition of their own, or of family members, final remains.

The city has been working for several years to add a columbarium to the Sultan cemetery to provide an alternative for ash burials.  The city council discussed this issue and evaluated alternatives in 2006 and 2007.  The project was put on hold due to the cost of purchasing the niche wall.

In 2009, Koppenberg Enterprises relocated their manufacturing business from the City of Monroe to Sultan.  Koppenberg Enterprises is a leading manufacturer of columbaria in the United States.  Mr. Koppenberg has generously offered to provide the Sultan Cemetery with a high quality columbarium.  Samples of Koppenberg’s products are included in Attachment C.  

If the city council chooses to accept the donation, Mayor Eslick will form a small community committee to work with Mr. Koppenberg to design a suitable location for the columbarium in the Sultan Cemetery.  A plaque recognizing Koppenberg Enterprises for the donation of the columbarium will be included in the final design.  
FISCAL IMPACT:


Koppenberg Enterprises, Inc. will assist with the forming and pouring of the footings for the columbarium and install the columbarium onto footings.  

With Koppenberg’s assistance the city will provide all components that go into the footings.  The work will be performed in-house using public works staff.  

1) Excavation of footings

2) Concrete 

3) Reinforcement

4) Forms

5) Actual pouring of concrete

The Cemetery Fund has a $33,000 balance which may be used to cover expenditures.  City staff estimate the cost to install the footings and surrounding improvements will be less than $2,000.  Depending on the cost, the city council may choose to fund additional improvements in future years.  City staff will return to the city council with a budget amendment to the cemetery fund if necessary.

The adopted fee schedule already includes fees for purchasing a niche space for an ash burial.  For a small investment, the city will be able to provide a service not currently offered in the Sultan Cemetery.   

[image: image8.emf]
Maintenance and administration can be handled by existing personnel for no additional cost.
ANALYSIS:

The city has the opportunity to enhance the Sultan Cemetery by accepting the columbarium donation.  The initial investment and on-going costs to the city to install the columbarium are minimal.  Adding a columbarium will provide members of the community who wish to be cremated with a cost-effective option to a full grave burial.  
RECOMMENDED ACTION:  


Accept the donation of a cemetery niche wall from Koppenberg Enterprises in accordance with Sultan Municipal Code (SMC) 3.68.

ATTACHMENTS:

A – Proposed columbarium donation from Koppenberg Enterprises

B – SMC 3.68

C – Sample pictures of columbaria 
[image: image41.jpg]B













ATTACHMENT A
Description of proposed columbarium for the City of Sultan:

48 niche pre-assembled precast/granite columbarium

- A double sided free standing unit containing 24 niches each side for a total of   

   48 niches

- Each niche will hold 2 earns 

- Each niche will measure 10-1/2 wide x 15” high x 22” deep ID

- Configuration of units will be 3 niches high x 8 niches long.

Granite

- 50 Sierra White granite niche covers (2 extra) will be supplied and installed.  

- 3” solid black Imperial granite capping with all exposed edges to be polished

   will be supplied and installed on top of columbarium

- 3” solid black Imperial granite side panels with all exposed edges will be   

   supplied and installed on ends of columbarium.

- 3-1/2” black granite trim base on face of columbarium to cover footings

  Installation of columbarium

· Koppenberg Enterprises, Inc. will install all of the columbarium onto footings

   Materials and services not supplied by Koppenberg Enterprises, Inc.

· All components that go into the footings, including;

A) Excavation of footings

B) Concrete 

C) Reinforcement

D) Forms

E) Actual pouring of concrete

As I stated at the meeting, we can help with the forming and pouring of the footings.

Approximate retail cost of the columbarium would be $12,000.00 or $250.00 per niche.         

             19030 Lenton PL SE –Suite 343-Monroe, WA 98272

                        (360) 793-1600  (800) 574-2481 Fax- (360) 793-1622
ATTACHMENT B
Sections:

3.68.010    Acceptance of money or property authorized.

3.68.020    Funds and accounting procedures.

3.68.030    Funds to be placed in general fund.

3.68.010 Acceptance of money or property authorized.

Pursuant to RCW 35.21.100, the city, by a majority vote of the council, is authorized to accept any money or property donated, devised or bequeathed to it and to carry out the terms of the donation, devise or bequest if within the powers granted by law. If no terms or conditions are attached to the donation, devise or bequest, the city may expend or use the same for any municipal purpose; provided, however, that if the monetary value of the donation is less than $500.00, the city may accept the donation without a vote of the city council. (Ord. 533, 1989; Ord. 526, 1989)

3.68.020 Funds and accounting procedures.

The city clerk/treasurer is authorized and directed to establish such funds and accounting procedures as may be necessary to carry out the terms or conditions of any donation, devise or bequest, in accordance with the laws of the state of Washington and requirements prescribed by the Office of the State Auditor. (Ord. 526, 1989)

3.68.030 Funds to be placed in general fund.

The city clerk/treasurer is authorized to accept and to account for any previous donations, devises, or bequests for the year 1989 by placing said funds in the general fund to be used for police services. (Ord. 526, 1989)

ATTACHMENT C
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM #:
Action A 1

DATE:
December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:
Ordinance 1096-10 - 2011 Budget

CONTACT PERSON:
Laura Koenig
, Clerk/Deputy Finance Director


ISSUE:

The issue before the Council is the adoption of Ordinance 1096-10 (Attachment B) to adopt a budget for the 2011 fiscal year.  The ordinance was introduced at the December 2, 2010 Council meeting and the Council moved to reduce the park maintenance hours in the General Fund from 1712 hours per year to 1040 hours per year.  

SUMMARY:

The General Fund budget has been amended to include the reduction in park maintenance working hours from 1712 hours per year to 1040 hours per year.  This resulted in reduction of $6,216 in expenditures in the General Fund.  The ending fund blance in the General Fund is $68,324.  The balance may be needed to make the debt service payment on the Community Center in 2011.
The detailed budget and department reports were prepared and submitted to the Council during the public hearing process on October 28, 2010 and November 18, 2010.  

At the November 18, 2010 meeting, the Council introduced Ordinance 1098-10 to increase sewer rates effective December 1, 2010 and to postpone the increase in stormwater rates from January 1, 2011 until June 1, 2011.  

The Sewer Operating fund (Fund 401) had a negataive balance of $107,066.  The sewer rate increase provided the additional revenue needed to cover debt service payments for 2011 and 2012.   The Sewer fund budget was amended to include the additional revenue and the fund is balanced.

There are no other changes to the fund budgets.  The following is a summary of the recommended budgets for 2011: 
	  
	
	  2011 BUDGET SUMMARY
	

	Fund
	      Fund Name
	REVENUE
	EXPENSE
	RESERVE

	001
	General Fund
	$1,875,528.00 
	
	

	
	Legislative
	
	$14,705.00
	

	
	Executive
	
	$31,296.00
	

	
	Finance/Administration
	
	$46,520.00
	

	
	Grants
	
	$24,140.00
	

	
	Legal
	
	$85,944.00
	

	
	Other Governmental
	
	$50,240.00
	

	
	Law Enforcement
	
	$995,009.00
	

	
	Law Enforcement - Court
	
	$115,400.00
	

	
	Emergency Management
	
	$60,840.00
	

	
	Code Enforcement
	
	$25,413.00
	

	
	Planning and Community Development
	
	$162,522.00
	

	
	Building 
	
	$55,157.00
	

	
	Public Health
	
	$1,500.00
	

	
	Library
	
	$6,200.00
	

	
	Park/Recreation
	
	$77,102.00
	

	
	Miscellaneous (Transfers Out)
	
	$55,216.00
	

	
	Total Expenditures
	
	$1,807,204.00
	$68,324.00 

	
	
	
	
	

	100
	General Fund Contingency
	$13,000.00 
	$0.00 
	$13,000.00 

	101
	Street Fund
	$247,657.00 
	$245,369.00 
	$2,288.00 

	103
	Cemetery Fund
	$37,500.00 
	$29,961.00 
	$7,539.00 

	104
	C.R. Equipment Fund
	$115,700.00 
	$0.00 
	$115,700.00 

	105
	Park Improvement Fund
	$0.00 
	$0.00 
	$0.00 

	107
	Drug Enforcement Fund
	$4,825.00 
	$1,091.00 
	$3,734.00 

	108
	Street Impact Fee Fund
	$61,360.00 
	$61,360.00 
	$0.00 

	109
	Community Improvement Fund
	$1,500.00 
	$1,500.00 
	$0.00 

	112
	Park Impact Fee Fund
	$12,700.00 
	$0.00 
	$12,700.00 

	113
	Building Maintenance Fund
	$69,700.00 
	$46,330.00 
	$23,370.00 

	114
	Information Tech Fund (IT)
	$38,558.00 
	$33,108.00 
	$5,450.00 

	203
	Limited Tax Bond GO
	$128,500.00 
	$128,242.00 
	$258.00 

	205
	Unlimited Tax GO Bond
	$29,838.00 
	$29,838.00 
	$0.00 

	207
	LID Guaranty Fund
	$325,800.00 
	$324,200.00 
	$1,600.00 

	301
	Capital Project Fund REET 1
	$64,500.00 
	$64,500.00 
	$0.00 

	 302
	Capital Project Fund REET 2
	$64,500.00 
	$64,500.00 
	$0.00 

	303
	Street Improvement Fund
	$1,418,360.00 
	$1,418,360.00 
	$0.00 

	307
	LID Project Fund
	$30,000.00 
	$30,000.00 
	$0.00 

	400
	Utility Water Fund
	$922,000.00 
	$921,331.00 
	$669.00 

	401
	Utility Sewer Fund
	$1,255,552.00 
	$1,255,552.00 
	$0.00 

	402
	Utility Garbage Fund
	$762,810.00 
	$739,501.00 
	$23,309.00 

	403
	Water Revenue Bond Fund
	$130,200.00 
	$127,073.00 
	$3,127.00 

	404
	C.R. Sewer Utility Fund
	$30,000.00 
	$30,000.00 
	$0.00 

	405
	C.R. Water Utility Fund
	$215,500.00 
	$191,900.00 
	$23,600.00 

	406
	Storm Water Utility
	$100,000.00 
	$99,833.00 
	$167.00 

	407
	Sewer System Improvement Fund
	$385,000.00 
	$365,000.00 
	$20,000.00 

	409
	Water System Improvement Fund
	$170,000.00 
	$170,000.00 
	$0.00 

	410
	Stormwater System Improvement Fund
	$100,000.00 
	$100,000.00 
	$0.00 

	412
	Water System Debt Fund
	$173,900.00 
	$143,926.00 
	$29,974.00 

	413
	Sewer System Debt Fund
	$504,700.00 
	$465,959.00 
	$38,741.00 

	621
	Cemetery Trust Fund
	$1,500.00 
	$0.00 
	$1,500.00 

	
	TOTALS
	$9,290,688.00 
	$8,895,638.00 
	$395,050.00 


RECOMMENDATION:
Move to adopt Ordinance 1096-10 adopting the 2011 Budget. 

ATTACHMENTS:
A.  Mayor’s Budget Message


B.  Ordinance 1096-10 - 2011 Budget


C.  Fund 001 General Fund Detail
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Vision and Budget Themes

In the city’s September newsletter I shared with you a set of values that I believe we all support – knowing your neighbor, giving from our gardens, hosting neighborhood potlucks and block parties, and working together to make Sultan a great place to live and raise a family.  
In that message I suggested that “keeping it local” could make a difference.  Despite the downturn in the economy, the entrepreneurial spirit is alive and well in Sultan.  In the last twelve months several new businesses have opened their doors on Main Street including Text UR Tacos, Dangles, and Scarecrow Magic.  Recently, Sahara Pizza and Arco AM/PM welcomed visitors and residents to their new locations on US 2.  I encourage you to visit these businesses and keep your tax dollars local. I believe it is these individual investments in Sultan and throughout the United States that will lead us to economic recovery.  

Toward this goal, the 2011 budget is constructed within a framework that balances internal needs with community expectations and economic conditions. The local context is one characterized by a generally weakened economy. Development activity slowed in 2008 from the boom levels of prior years. The City of Sultan has adjusted expenditures downward each year while maintaining services.  This has been accomplished by outsourcing services such as police and building inspection to Snohomish County while retaining planning, finance, and maintenance services in-house.    

The 2011 budget invests your property and sales taxes in projects and programs that will prepare Sultan to move ahead when the economy recovers.  The city council met in June to set budget priorities.  The council adopted a set of budget themes to guide the city’s investment of your tax dollars for the next three years.  These investments include:

· Focusing police efforts on further reducing incidents of crime

· Maintaining the city’s existing public buildings, parks and streets

· Planning for economic development at Old Owen Road and Rice Road

· Completing capital improvements to meet future infrastructure needs

· Paying off existing loans and reducing the city’s outstanding debt

· Setting aside money in the rainy day (contingency) fund.

Budget by the Numbers

We will achieve these shared goals by carefully managing your money.  We are watching every penny we spend to ensure we are getting the best value for your tax dollar.  To meet this objective, the city’s budget is divided into several funds.  The city will collect approximately $9.3 million in revenues and spend approximately $8.9 million. By comparison, the City of Monroe has a $63 million budget.  The City of Gold Bar has a $1.7 million budget.

The planned expenditures in each budget fund are summarized below:

· General fund $1,807,204 – Revenues are from property taxes, sales taxes, utility taxes, permit fees and services.  Revenues pay for general city services such as police and jail expenses, park maintenance, building inspection and plan review, animal control and code enforcement.  

· Reserve funds $301,000 – “Savings” accounts for public improvements and equipment replacement.
· Debt Service funds $1,218,000 – Accounts for collecting transferred revenues from reserve funds, enterprise funds and the general fund for making payments on long-term debt.
· Enterprise funds $3,289,000 – These are the separate funds for utility services provided by the city including water, sewer, garbage, stormwater, cemetery and street repair.

· Capital Improvement funds $2,242,000 – Revenues are collected from state and federal grants and enterprise operating funds to make major repairs and improvements to the city’s streets and sidewalks, water system, sewer system and stormwater system.  

General Fund

The 2011 general fund budget is built on a very conservative revenue forecast.  The city plans to collect $1,875,528 in general fund revenues.  Revenue sources consist of property taxes, sales taxes, utility taxes, payments for services and grants.  

2011 will be particularly challenging.  Assessed values in Sultan have declined by almost $92 million over the last two years from a high of $477 million in 2009 to $385 million in 2011 (a 19% decrease over the 2-year period).  As a result, in 2011 the city will reach its maximum levy rate of $1.60/$1,000 of assessed value.  This means the city anticipates collecting $60,000 less in property taxes in 2011 than in 2010.  

Other revenues including sales tax, utility taxes and building permit revenues will be stagnant for another year. Overall, general fund revenues have fallen per capita from $562 per person in 2000 to $410 per person in 2011, a 27% decrease.   Fortunately, major expenditures for legal services and long-range planning have declined since 2006.   

We estimate building and development activities and revenues will continue at the rock bottom level of the last three years. Although the city has over 400 platted lots, we have processed only 15 new single-family residential building permits and 2 new commercial permits since 2008.  This doesn’t mean that building activity has completely stopped.  Many people are taking this opportunity to make improvements to their existing residence or recently purchased short-sale or foreclosed home.   The city has approved a total of 81 building and land use permits in 2010.  
The 2011 budget anticipates $1,875,528 in revenues and $1,807,204in expenditures.  This leaves the budget with a $68,324 ending fund balance.  The ending fund balance is necessary to cover any short-fall in real estate excise taxes needed to pay the debt service on the community center.  Making annual debt service payments may continue to be a challenge until the economy fully recovers.  You can read more about the city’s debt payments below.

Reserve Funds – Saving for a Rainy Day
For the fourth straight year, the city is budgeting to rebuild the contingency fund depleted in 2006.  At the end of 2011, the contingency fund should have a $55,000 balance.  This is possible because the city council and staff have kept a close watch on city expenditures.  We have learned to live within our limited means.  

Important activities and maintenance of the city’s streets, parks, and wastewater treatment plant are deferred for another year. At some point, deferred maintenance of publicly owned facilities will need to be addressed.  

The good news is that the city is setting aside money for the second year in a row to cover the cost of building maintenance on existing public structures.  The city is also saving money to replace computer equipment and pay annual software maintenance fees. 

The city’s goal is to save a little each year for repair and replacement of existing assets rather than suddenly needing larger sums of money when a piece of equipment is on its last leg.  For example, the city has already set aside $120,000 to replace the garbage truck in 2015.  A portion of monthly garbage rates goes towards saving the remaining $240,000 over the next four years to purchase the new garbage truck and toters.  

Debt Service – Managing a Heavy Load
The city’s total debt burden for 2011 is $893,736.  The city borrowed money in the past to construct the community center in 1999, to make utility improvements at the wastewater treatment plant and water treatment plant, and upgrade police equipment.      

Total debt is only 2.3% of the city’s total assessed value.  This is well within the city’s maximum levy capacity allowed by state law.  However, the economic slowdown will make it difficult for the city to make loan payments in 2011 and 2012.  

The debt service burden will decline from $893,736 to $683,272 after 2012 when the last payment on the $1,000,000 Public Works Trust Fund Loan will be made.  By 2017, the city’s total debt service will be reduced to $432,000 when the last payment on the waste water treatment plant upgrade from 1996 will be paid.  

Community Center Bonds.  
Because of the level of foreclosed homes on the market, real estate excise tax (REET) revenues have declined from a peak of $395,000 in 2007 to $110,000 in 2010. In the past, the city has used REET funds to pay the $120,000 annual debt service payment on the bonds used to finance the construction of the community center where city hall and the library are located.  

In 2011, the general fund will need to contribute a portion of the loan (debt service) payment if real estate sales remain stagnant or foreclosed homes sell at less than assessed value.  The city has reserved a $68,000 ending fund balance in the general fund to assist with the bond payment if necessary.  

Public Works Trust Fund Loan.  
In 2007, the city borrowed $1,000,000 from the state Public Works Trust Fund to upgrade the city’s waste water treatment plant to serve anticipated growth.  The $1,000,000 loan was used to fund the plant design.  In 2009, the city council made the decision to postpone the design due to the economic recession.  The city paid the $300,000 loan payment in 2008 and 2009 from a combination of operating funds (sewer rates), reserve funds and sewer connection fees paid by new development.  In 2010, the city worked with the Trust Fund Board to renegotiate the loan to lower the annual payment to approximately $210,000.

Unfortunately, the sewer reserve fund is almost depleted.  The fund had a  $300,000 balance in 2008.  Today the fund has less than $60,000.  Current sewer utility rates alone are not sufficient to cover the loan payment in 2011.  The city council discussed several rate increase alternatives during the budget process.  The council voted to increase sewer base rates by $6.64 in 2011 and $3.00 in 2012.  The council also reduced sewer reserves by $30,000 and operating expenses by $50,000 to lower the impact to rate payers.  

Enterprise Funds – Utility Rates Increase
While property taxes paid to the city are declining, the funding needed to manage the city’s utilities has continued to increase.  This is in part because of the city’s desire to save money to make plant repairs and purchase new equipment without borrowing money.  

In addition to the sewer rate increase planned for 2011, the city council approved increases to water and garbage rates.  The city council postponed the stormwater increase from $6.75 to $8.00 from January 1, 2011 to June 1, 2011.  
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Capital Improvements

The city collects transportation impact fees, park impact fees and utility rates to fund capital investments to city streets, parks, water system, sewer system and storm water system.  Property taxes and sales tax revenues are not used to support capital improvements.  

Sultan does an outstanding job of leveraging city funds with state and federal grants to complete major capital projects.  Since 2006, the city has received more than $3,000,000 in grants to support capital improvements.  That is more than $1,875 per household.  

The city anticipates spending approximately $2.2 million on capital improvements – major repairs and new construction in 2011.  The focus for 2011 is to complete capital projects started in 2010.  

Half the funding ($1,000,000) is to start construction on the third and final phase of the Sultan Basin Road improvements.  This is a state and federal grant funded project to extend Sultan Basin Road from US 2 south to the Burlington Northern railroad tracks at Skywall Drive.  The project will serve the industrial area and support efforts to attract commercial businesses.  The project will also remove a safety hazard and provide controlled access to US 2 for delivery vehicles.  

In 2010 the city received a $335,000 legislative proviso (grant) from the state to remove bottlenecks at the city’s waste water treatment plant.  Removing the bottlenecks is part of the long-term strategy to increase plant capacity.  The money is earmarked to add Ultra Violet lights and a third intermediate screw pump.  

Other improvements include 2nd Street Reconstruction between Birch and Date and First Street Sidewalks between High Street and Willow.

In Closing

The 2011 budget for the City of Sultan retains an adequate, steady level of service to the citizens of the community. This is a substantial achievement in a tough time of economic uncertainty. The 2011 budget includes no new initiatives or levels of service. The focus for 2011 is to complete strategic projects started in 2010.

The economic climate we are in is unprecedented for most of us.   With non-general fund money, the budget does provide for important investments in the community’s future. It is a responsible plan, which will help the City weather a difficult year. 
Mayor Carolyn Eslick 

ATTACHMENT B

CITY OF SULTAN

SULTAN, WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE NO. 1096-10

   AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE BUDGET FOR THE CITY


   OF SULTAN WASHINGTON FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING

DECEMBER 31,  2011; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND  ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE

WHEREAS, the Mayor of the City of  Sultan, Washington, completed and placed on file with the City clerk a proposed budget and estimate of the amount of moneys required to meet the public expenses, bond retirement and interest, reserve funds and expenses of government of said City for the fiscal year ending December 31, 2011, and notice was published that the Council of said City would meet on October 28, 2010  for the purpose of making and adopting a budget for said fiscal year and giving taxpayers within the limits of said City an opportunity to be heard upon said budget; and

WHEREAS, the Council continued the public hearing to November 18, 2010 for the purpose of making and adopting a budget for said fiscal year and giving taxpayers within the limits of said City an opportunity to be heard upon said budget; and

WHEREAS, the said City Council did meet at said times and did then consider the matter of said proposed budget; and

WHEREAS, the said proposed budget does not exceed the lawful limit of taxation allowed by law to be levied on the property within the City of Sultan for the purposes set forth in said budget, and the estimated expenditures set forth in said budget being all necessary to carry on the government of said City for said year and being sufficient to meet the various needs of the City during said period.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SULTAN DO ORDAIN as follows:

Section 1:  The budget for the City of Sultan, Washington for the year 2011 is hereby adopted in its final form and content as set forth in the document entitled City of Sultan 2010 Budget, three (3) copies of which are on file in the office of the City Clerk.

Section 2:  Estimated resources, including fund balances or working capital for each separate fund of the City of Sultan, and aggregate totals (net of transactions between funds) for all such funds combined, for the year 2011 are set forth in the summary form below, and are hereby appropriated for expenditures during the year 2011 as set forth below:

	  
	2011 BUDGET
	
	

	Fund
	      Fund Name
	REVENUE
	EXPENSE

	001
	General Fund
	$1,875,528.00 
	

	
	Legislative
	
	$14,705.00

	
	Executive
	
	$31,296.00

	
	Finance/Administration
	
	$46,520.00

	
	Grants
	
	$24,140.00

	
	Legal
	
	$85,944.00

	
	Other Governmental
	
	$50,240.00

	
	Law Enforcement
	
	$995,009.00

	
	Law Enforcement - Court
	
	$115,400.00

	
	Emergency Management
	
	$60,840.00

	
	Code Enforcement
	
	$25,413.00

	
	Planning and Community Development
	
	$162,522.00

	
	Building 
	
	$55,157.00

	
	Public Health
	
	$1,500.00

	
	Library
	
	$6,200.00

	
	Park/Recreation
	
	$77,102.00

	
	Miscellaneous (Transfers Out)
	
	$55,216.00

	
	Total Expenditures
	
	$1,807,204.00

	
	
	
	

	100
	General Fund Contingency
	$13,000.00 
	$0.00 

	101
	Street Fund
	$247,657.00 
	$245,369.00 

	103
	Cemetery Fund
	$37,500.00 
	$29,961.00 

	104
	C.R. Equipment Fund
	$115,700.00 
	$0.00 

	105
	Park Improvement Fund
	$0.00 
	$0.00 

	107
	Drug Enforcement Fund
	$4,825.00 
	$1,091.00 

	108
	Street Impact Fee Fund
	$61,360.00 
	$61,360.00 

	109
	Community Improvement Fund
	$1,500.00 
	$1,500.00 

	112
	Park Impact Fee Fund
	$12,700.00 
	$0.00 

	113
	Building Maintenance Fund
	$69,700.00 
	$46,330.00 

	114
	Information Tech Fund (IT)
	$38,558.00 
	$33,108.00 

	203
	Limited Tax Bond GO
	$128,500.00 
	$128,242.00 

	205
	Unlimited Tax GO Bond
	$29,838.00 
	$29,838.00 

	207
	LID Guaranty Fund
	$325,800.00 
	$324,200.00 

	301
	Capital Project Fund REET 1
	$64,500.00 
	$64,500.00 

	 302
	Capital Project Fund REET 2
	$64,500.00 
	$64,500.00 

	303
	Street Improvement Fund
	$1,418,360.00 
	$1,418,360.00 

	307
	LID Project Fund
	$30,000.00 
	$30,000.00 

	400
	Utility Water Fund
	$922,000.00 
	$921,331.00 

	401
	Utility Sewer Fund
	$1,255,552.00 
	$1,255,552.00 

	402
	Utility Garbage Fund
	$762,810.00 
	$739,501.00 


	403
	Water Revenue Bond Fund
	$130,200.00 
	$127,073.00 

	404
	C.R. Sewer Utility Fund
	$30,000.00 
	$30,000.00 

	405
	C.R. Water Utility Fund
	$215,500.00 
	$191,900.00 

	406
	Storm Water Utility
	$100,000.00 
	$99,833.00 

	407
	Sewer System Improvement Fund
	$385,000.00 
	$365,000.00 

	409
	Water System Improvement Fund
	$170,000.00 
	$170,000.00 

	410
	Stormwater System Improvement Fund
	$100,000.00 
	$100,000.00 

	412
	Water System Debt Fund
	$173,900.00 
	$143,926.00 

	413
	Sewer System Debt Fund
	$504,700.00 
	$465,959.00 

	621
	Cemetery Trust Fund
	$1,500.00 
	$0.00 

	
	TOTALS
	$9,290,688.00 
	$8,895,638.00 


Section 3:   The City Clerk is directed to transmit a certified copy of the budget hereby adopted to the Division of Municipal Corporations in the Office of the State Auditor and to the Association of Washington Cities.

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.


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 __________, 2008.








CITY OF SULTAN








______________________________








Carolyn Eslick, Mayor

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

______________________________

Laura Koenig, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

______________________________

Margaret J. King, City Attorney

Date of Publication:

Effective Date:
SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
Action 2 

DATE:

December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:

Ordinance 1102-10 General Fund Contingency 

CONTACT PERSON:
Laura Koenig, City Clerk/Deputy Finance Director

ISSUE:

The issue before the Council is the introduction of Ordinance 1102-10 to amend SMC 3.48.080 and SMC 3.48.090 that establish General Fund contingencies and reserve funds. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Council adopt Ordinance 1102-10 to amend SMC 3.48.080 and SMC 3.48.090 to remove the specific dollar amounts from the code and provide language consistent with state law (RCW 35A.33.145).

SUMMARY:

At the November 18, 2010 Public Hearing on the 2011 Budget, the Council discussed amending the General Fund contingency and reserve fund code provisions to be consistent with budget practice and to bring the code into compliance with state law.

In 2006 the City established a General Fund Contingency and General Fund Reserve Fund with the intent of providing for reserves and an emergency fund.   The SMC reads: 

3.48.080 Contingency Fund.  There is hereby established in the General Fund a sub-fund entitled the Contingency Fund. For audit purposes the fund shall be numbered Fund 100.  Until a total amount equal to the greater of 10% of annual General Fund revenues or $200,000 is accumulated in the fund, monies shall be deposited to the fund on a periodic basis from the City’s retail sales tax revenues when annual proceeds from that tax exceed $250,000.  The previous year’s balance in the fund shall become the beginning fund balance in the next annual budget for this sub-fund.  Subject to any hearing required by law, amendment of the City’s budget as required by law, and compliance with RCW 35A.44.146, monies in the contingency fund shall be used by the City to meet unanticipated revenue short falls or unanticipated expenditures during the City’s fiscal year. At no time shall the fund balance exceed the legal limit set forth in RCW 35A.33.145.

3.48.090 Reserve General Fund.  There is hereby established in the General Fund a sub-fund entitled the Reserve General Fund. For audit purposes the fund shall be numbered Fund 150.  After annual revenues from the City’s retail sales tax exceed $250,000, and after the City’s Contingency fund has been fully funded, remaining excess revenues from the City’s retail sales tax shall be accumulated in this sub-fund until an amount equal to the greater of 25% of annual General Fund revenues or $500,000 is in the fund. The previous year’s balance in the fund shall become the beginning fund balance in the next annual budget for this sub-fund. Subject to any hearing required by law, and amendment of the City’s budget as required by law, and any required compliance with RCW 35A.33.145,  monies in the Reserve General Fund shall be used to meet costs associated with emergent and cataclysmic events after a declaration of emergency promulgated by the Mayor.  The sum of the monies in this fund and in the Contingency Fund shall not exceed the legal limit set in RCW 35 A.33.145.

ANALYSIS

There are two issues with the current ordinance:

1) The specific dollar amount allowed to accumulate in the contingency and reserve funds exceeds state law because assessed values have decreased.

RCW 35A.33.145 provides that “the total amount accumulated in such fund at any time shall not exceed the equivalent of thirty-seven and one-half cents per thousand dollars of assessed valuation of property within the city at such time”.  The current assessed value of the property for 2011 is $384,908,068. This currently limits the amount allowed to be accumulated in the fund to $144,341.  The current code provision exceeds this amount.  

2)  The $250,000 identified as the trigger point for transfers to the contingency fund limits the Council’s flexibility.  Under the existing ordinance, transfers to the contingency fund are tied to excess sales tax revenues.  RCW 35A.33.145 doesn’t tie transfer to the contingency fund to any specific funding source.  Staff recommends the city’s ordinance retain the flexibility allowed by state law.

RECOMMENDATION:

Move to Introduce Ordinance 1102-10 to amend SMC 3.48.080 and SMC 3.48.090 to remove the specific dollar amounts from the code and provide language in the code consistent with state law (RCW 35A.33.145).

Attachments:

A.  Ordinance 1102-10 Amending SMC 3.48.080 and SMC 3.48.090




B.  SMC 3.48.080 and SMC 3.48.090




C.  RCW 35A.33.145 and referenced RCW’s

CITY OF SULTAN

SULTAN, WASHINGTON

ORDINANCE NO. 1102-10

   

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING AMENDING SMC 3.48.080 AND

SMC 3.48.090 ESTABLISHING A GENERAL FUND CONTINGENCY

AND RESERVE FUND ; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND  ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE

WHEREAS, the City is allowed to establish and fund contingency and reserve funds in accordance with RCW 35A.33.145; and

WHEREAS, the City established a General Fund contingency and reserve funds under Ordinance 940-06; and

WHEREAS, the amounts specified in the SMC 3.48.080 and SMC 3.48.090 exceed the amounts allowed under RCW 35A.33.145; and

WHEREAS, the Council has determined that the specific dollar amount for transfer of excess sales tax revenues limits the flexibility necessary to balance the General Fund; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SULTAN, WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1.  Sultan Municipal Code 3.48.080 is hereby amended to read as follows:   

3.48.080 Contingency Fund:

A. There is hereby established in the general fund a sub-fund entitled the contingency fund. For audit purposes, the fund shall be numbered Fund 100.  Until a total amount equal to the greater of 10 percent of annual general fund revenues or $200,000 is accumulated in the fund, monies shall be deposited to the fund on a periodic basis from the city’s retail sales tax revenues when annual proceeds from that tax exceed $250,000.
B. The fund may be supported by a budget appropriation from any tax or other revenue source not restricted in use by law, or also may be supported by a transfer from other unexpended or decreased funds made available by ordinance.
C. The previous year’s balance in the fund shall become the beginning fund balance in the next annual budget for this sub-fund. Subject to any hearing required by law, amendment of the city’s budget as required by law, and compliance with RCW 35A.44.146, monies in the contingency fund shall be used by the city to meet unanticipated revenue short falls or unanticipated expenditures during the city’s fiscal year. The sum of the monies in this fund and in the reserve fund shall not exceed the legal limit set in RCW 35A.33.145.
Section 2. Sultan Municipal Code 3.48.090 is hereby amended to read as follows
3.48.090 Reserve general fund
A. There is hereby established in the general fund a sub-fund entitled the reserve general fund. For audit purposes, the fund shall be numbered Fund 150. After annual revenues from the city’s retail sales tax exceed $250,000, and after the city’s contingency fund has been fully funded, remaining excess revenues from the city’s retail sales tax shall be accumulated in this sub-fund until an amount equal to the greater of 25 percent of annual general fund revenues or $500,000 is in the fund. 
B. After the city’s contingency fund has been fully funded, the fund may be supported by a budget appropriation from any tax or other revenue source not restricted in use by law, or also may be supported by a transfer from other unexpended or decreased funds made available by ordinance.
C. The previous year’s balance in the fund shall become the beginning fund balance in the next annual budget for this sub-fund. Subject to any hearing required by law, and amendment of the city’s budget as required by law, and any required compliance with RCW 35A.33.145, monies in the reserve general fund shall be used to meet costs associated with emergent and cataclysmic events after a declaration of emergency promulgated by the mayor. The sum of the monies in this fund and in the contingency fund shall not exceed the legal limit set in RCW 35A.33.145.
Section 3  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.

Section 4.  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 __________, 2008.








CITY OF SULTAN








______________________________








Carolyn Eslick, Mayor

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

______________________________

Laura Koenig, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

______________________________

Margaret J. King, City Attorney

Date of Publication:

Effective Date:
Attachment B

Article III. General Fund – Contingency Fund – Reserve General Fund

3.48.070 General fund. 

There is hereby established the general fund of the city. Except where otherwise designated, or otherwise required by the provisions of law, all funds of the city shall be deposited into the general fund of the city. (Ord. 940-06 § 1)

3.48.080 Contingency fund. 

There is hereby established in the general fund a sub-fund entitled the contingency fund. For audit purposes, the fund shall be numbered Fund 100. Until a total amount equal to the greater of 10 percent of annual general fund revenues or $200,000 is accumulated in the fund, monies shall be deposited to the fund on a periodic basis from the city’s retail sales tax revenues when annual proceeds from that tax exceed $250,000. The previous year’s balance in the fund shall become the beginning fund balance in the next annual budget for this sub-fund. Subject to any hearing required by law, amendment of the city’s budget as required by law, and compliance with RCW 35A.44.146, monies in the contingency fund shall be used by the city to meet unanticipated revenue short falls or unanticipated expenditures during the city’s fiscal year. At no time shall the fund balance exceed the legal limit set forth in RCW 35A.33.145. (Ord. 940-06 § 1)

3.48.090 Reserve general fund. 

There is hereby established in the general fund a sub-fund entitled the reserve general fund. For audit purposes, the fund shall be numbered Fund 150. After annual revenues from the city’s retail sales tax exceed $250,000, and after the city’s contingency fund has been fully funded, remaining excess revenues from the city’s retail sales tax shall be accumulated in this sub-fund until an amount equal to the greater of 25 percent of annual general fund revenues or $500,000 is in the fund. The previous year’s balance in the fund shall become the beginning fund balance in the next annual budget for this sub-fund. Subject to any hearing required by law, and amendment of the city’s budget as required by law, and any required compliance with RCW 35A.33.145, monies in the reserve general fund shall be used to meet costs associated with emergent and cataclysmic events after a declaration of emergency promulgated by the mayor. The sum of the monies in this fund and in the contingency fund shall not exceed the legal limit set in RCW 35A.33.145. (Ord. 940-06 § 1)

Attachment C

RCW 35A.33.145
Contingency fund -- Creation. 

Every code city may create and maintain a contingency fund to provide moneys with which to meet any municipal expense, the necessity or extent of which could not have been foreseen or reasonably evaluated at the time of adopting the annual budget, or from which to provide moneys for those emergencies described in RCW 35A.33.080 and 35A.33.090. Such fund may be supported by a budget appropriation from any tax or other revenue source not restricted in use by law, or also may be supported by a transfer from other unexpended or decreased funds made available by ordinance as set forth in RCW 35A.33.120: PROVIDED, That the total amount accumulated in such fund at any time shall not exceed the equivalent of thirty-seven and one-half cents per thousand dollars of assessed valuation of property within the city at such time. Any moneys in the contingency fund at the end of the fiscal year shall not lapse except upon reappropriation by the council to another fund in the adoption of a subsequent budget.

RCW 35A.33.080
Emergency expenditures -- Nondebatable emergencies.  Upon the happening of any emergency caused by violence of nature, casualty, riot, insurrection, war, or other unanticipated occurrence requiring the immediate preservation of order or public health, or for the restoration to a condition of usefulness of any public property which has been damaged or destroyed by accident, or for public relief from calamity, or in settlement of approved claims for personal injuries or property damage, or to meet mandatory expenditures required by laws enacted since the last annual budget was adopted, or to cover expenses incident to preparing for or establishing a new form of government authorized or assumed after adoption of the current budget, including any expenses incident to selection of additional or new officials required thereby, or incident to employee recruitment at any time, the city council, upon the adoption of an ordinance, by the vote of one more than the majority of all members of the legislative body, stating the facts constituting the emergency and the estimated amount required to meet it, may make the expenditures therefor without notice or hearing.

RCW 35A.33.090
Emergency expenditures -- Other emergencies -- Hearing. If a public emergency which could not reasonably have been foreseen at the time of filing the preliminary budget requires the expenditure of money not provided for in the annual budget, and if it is not one of the emergencies specifically enumerated in RCW 35A.33.080, the city council before allowing any expenditure therefor shall adopt an ordinance stating the facts constituting the emergency and the estimated amount required to meet it and declaring that an emergency exists.
     Such ordinance shall not be voted on until five days have elapsed after its introduction, and for passage shall require the vote of one more than the majority of all members of the legislative body of the code city.
     Any taxpayer may appear at the meeting at which the emergency ordinance is to be voted on and be heard for or against the adoption thereof.

RCW 35A.33.120
Funds -- Limitations on expenditures -- Transfers and adjustments. 

The expenditures as classified and itemized in the final budget shall constitute the city's appropriations for the ensuing fiscal year. Unless otherwise ordered by a court of competent jurisdiction, and subject to further limitations imposed by ordinance of the code city, the expenditure of city funds or the incurring of current liabilities on behalf of the city shall be limited to the following:

     (1) The total amount appropriated for each fund in the budget for the current fiscal year, without regard to the individual items contained therein, except that this limitation shall not apply to wage adjustments authorized by RCW 35A.33.105; and

     (2) The unexpended appropriation balances of a preceding budget which may be carried forward from prior fiscal years pursuant to RCW 35A.33.150; and

     (3) Funds received from the sale of bonds or warrants which have been duly authorized according to law; and

     (4) Funds received in excess of estimated revenues during the current fiscal year, when authorized by an ordinance amending the original budget; and

     (5) Expenditures required for emergencies, as authorized in RCW 35A.33.080 and 35A.33.090.

     Transfers between individual appropriations within any one fund may be made during the current fiscal year by order of the city's chief administrative officer subject to such regulations, if any, as may be imposed by the city council. Notwithstanding the provisions of RCW 43.09.210 or of any statute to the contrary, transfers, as herein authorized, may be made within the same fund regardless of the various offices, departments or divisions of the city which may be affected.

     The city council, upon a finding that it is to the best interests of the code city to decrease, revoke or recall all or any portion of the total appropriations provided for any one fund, may, by ordinance, approved by the vote of one more than the majority of all members thereof, stating the facts and findings for doing so, decrease, revoke or recall all or any portion of an unexpended fund balance, and by said ordinance, or a subsequent ordinance adopted by a like majority, the moneys thus released may be reappropriated for another purpose or purposes, without limitation to department, division or fund, unless the use of such moneys is otherwise restricted by law, charter, or ordinance.

SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
Action A 3

DATE:

December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:

Ordinance No. 1097-10 Salary Schedule (Corrected)

CONTACT PERSON:
Laura Koenig, Clerk/Deputy Finance Director

ISSUE:

The issue before the City Council is the adoption of Ordinance No. 1097-10 (Attachment A) to adopt a salary schedule for employees as amended by the Council at the December 2, 2010 meeting.  

The ordinance was introduced for a first reading on November 18, 2010 with recommendations to amend the schedule for Union employees.  A motion to adopt the ordinance with a “freeze” on step increases for non-represented employees during 2011 (with the exception of contract requirements) was made during the December 16, 2010 meeting.

Section 2 of the ordinance was amended to read as follows:

Section 2 Non Represented Step Increase:  Step increases shall  may be effective on the employee’s anniversary date subject to a satisfactory performance evaluation.  For fiscal year 2011, non-represented employees shall not receive step increases.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Adoption Ordinance No. 1097-10 Salary Schedule as amended during the December 2, 2010 meeting.

SUMMARY:

At the December 2, 2010 meeting there was discussion on the financial impact of putting a freeze on step increases for non-represented employees.  There are seven positions listed in Ordinance 1097-10, however, only three of the positions would be eligible on their anniversary for a step increase in 2011 and therefore effected by a “freeze” on step increases.    The following chart details the positions and  fiscal impact by employee:

	Position
	Anniversary date
	Total Annual increase

	City Administrator
	November 20
	$  279

	Clerk/Deputy Finance Director
	May 7
	$1,351

	Grants/Economic Dev.
	August 1
	$  760

	Totals
	
	$2,390


The fiscal impact by fund follows:

	 
	FUND
	Amount

	001
	General Fund
	658.30

	101
	Street Fund
	176.95

	103
	Cemetery Fund
	6.75

	303
	Street Project Fund
	190.00

	400
	Water Utility Fund
	516.00

	401
	Sewer Utility Fund
	516.00

	402
	Garbage Utility Fund
	326.00

	406
	Stromwater Utility Fund
	0.00

	
	TOTAL
	2390.00


The City Council has the authority to set pay and benefits.  As a part of the annual budget process, the City Council must adopt a salary and compensation ordinance for 2011 to establish pay levels for all employees.  Salary levels for represented (union) employees are established during contract negotiations.  Salary levels for non-represented employees are set by the City Council annually during the budget process.  For 2010, the CPI-W is a negative 0.1% (-.001).

The Union members wages are set by contract and are COLA’s are tied to the CPI.  The Union contract is currently under negotiations and wages and benefits will not change until the contract is finalized.  The 2011 pay schedule for Union employees has been amended to leave the 2011 salary schedule the same as the 2010 salary schedule. 

FISCAL IMPACT

The total fiscal impact for all funds is $2,390.

Non Represented Employees:

The fiscal impacts for the 2011 budget are limited to the 3% step increase and a -.001% COLA adjustment.   The Community Development Director is at Step 5 in the pay plan. The Public Works Director is at Step 1 with an employment contract that provides for an increase to step 2 after six months and to step 3 after 12 months subject to satisfactory performance (Step 2 would occur in February 2011 and step 3 in August 2011).    The Field Supervisor was at Step 5 when they transferred to the position.  The Building Official position is vacant.  All other non-represented employees are at Step 4 in the pay plan.  Step increases to Step 5 will occur throughout the year on the employee’s anniversary date with a satisfactory performance evaluation.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  


Move to adopt Ordinance 1097-10 setting the salary schedule for 2011 as amended.

ATTACHMENTS:

A – Salary Ordinance No. 1097-10

B -  Matrix of 2010-2011 wages

ATTACHMENT A

CITY OF SULTAN

ORDINANCE NO. 1097-10


AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SULTAN WASHINGTON ESTABLISHING SALARY RATES FOR NON-REPRESENTED PERSONNEL; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE

WHEREAS, RCW 35A.33.050 requires that salary ranges for various positions in the City be made a part of the annual budget document adopted with the annual budget, and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined it appropriate to adjust salary ranges for non-represented employees in order to permit salary increases along with approval of benefits, 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City Council of the City of Sultan, Washington as follows:

Section 1  Salaries.  As part of the City’s annual budget, salaries and wages for non represented employees are hereby approved as follows:

Table 2 –Salary Schedule 

	Salary Schedule
	Step 1
	Step 2
	Step 3
	Step 4
	Step 5

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Grants/Economic Dev
	4368
	4506
	4651
	4800
	4954

	Building Official
	4843
	4999
	5159
	5323
	5494

	Public Works Field Supervisor
	5393
	5565
	5742
	5927
	6117

	Clerk/Deputy Finance Director
	5539
	5717
	5899
	6089
	6284

	Public Works Director/Engineer
	6879
	7100
	7327
	7561
	7803

	Community Development Director
	6879
	7100
	7327
	7561
	7803

	City Administrator
	8026
	8284
	8548
	8822
	9104


Section 2 Non Represented Step Increase:  Step increases shall  may be effective on the employee’s anniversary date subject to a satisfactory performance evaluation.  For fiscal year 2011, non-represented employees shall not receive step increases.
Section 3  Union Employees. Wages and benefits for Union represented employees shall be in accordance with the current Union contracts, the salary scales for which are attached to this Ordinance (Exhibit A).

Section 4  Effective Date of Increase:  The amendments to the annual salaries provided for in this ordinance shall become effective with the first pay period for 2011 wages.

Section 5  Repealer:  Any and all other ordinances or parts of ordinances of the City of Sultan inconsistent with the provisions of this ordinance are hereby repealed to the extent of such inconsistency.

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.


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 __________, 2008.








CITY OF SULTAN








______________________________








Carolyn Eslick, Mayor

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

______________________________

Laura Koenig, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

______________________________

Margaret J. King, City Attorney

Passed by the City Council:

Date of Publication:

Effective Date:

	APPENDIX A
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Public Works 2010 Wages
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	STEP A
	STEP B
	STEP C
	STEP D
	STEP E
	STEP F

	CLASSIFICATIONS
	00-12m
	13-24m
	25-36m
	37-48m
	48-60m
	61m +  

	Administrative Secretary
	$14.96 
	$16.77 
	$18.04 
	$20.37 
	$22.17 
	$23.96 

	Building Inspector
	$15.96 
	$17.54 
	$18.12 
	$20.72 
	$22.31 
	$23.86 

	Custodian
	$15.77 
	$16.96 
	$18.22 
	$19.60 
	$21.09 
	$22.68 

	Deputy /Treasurer
	$13.96 
	$15.28 
	$16.71 
	$18.29 
	$20.03 
	$21.91 

	Permit Assistant
	$13.96 
	$15.28 
	$16.71 
	$18.29 
	$20.03 
	$21.91 

	Planning Associate
	$22.99 
	$24.14 
	$25.35 
	$26.61 
	$27.93 
	$29.31 

	Police Records Specialist
	$13.96 
	$14.96 
	$16.04 
	$17.18 
	$18.41 
	$19.74 

	Utility Clerk/Receptionist
	$13.96 
	$14.96 
	$16.04 
	$17.18 
	$18.41 
	$19.74 

	Utility Worker
	$15.77 
	$16.96 
	$18.22 
	$19.60 
	$21.59 
	$22.68 

	Water Systems Manager
	$22.99 
	$24.14 
	$25.35 
	$26.61 
	$27.93 
	$29.31 

	Waste Water Treatment Plant Operator
	$15.79 
	$17.40 
	$19.16 
	$21.11 
	$23.24 
	$23.79 

	Waste Water Treatment Plant Supervisor
	$22.99 
	$24.14 
	$25.35 
	$26.61 
	$27.93 
	$29.31 

	Water Treatment Plant Operator
	$15.79 
	$17.40 
	$19.16 
	$21.11 
	$23.24 
	$23.79 

	Receptionist General Office
	$11.70 
	$12.53 
	$13.43 
	$14.34 
	$15.36 
	$16.45 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Public Works 2011 Wages
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	STEP A
	STEP B
	STEP C
	STEP D
	STEP E
	STEP F

	CLASSIFICATIONS
	00-12m
	13-24m
	25-36m
	37-48m
	48-60m
	61m +  

	Administrative Secretary
	$14.96 
	$16.77 
	$18.04 
	$20.37 
	$22.17 
	$23.96 

	Building Inspector
	$15.96 
	$17.54 
	$18.12 
	$20.72 
	$22.31 
	$23.86 

	Custodian
	$15.77 
	$16.96 
	$18.22 
	$19.60 
	$21.09 
	$22.68 

	Deputy /Treasurer
	$13.96 
	$15.28 
	$16.71 
	$18.29 
	$20.03 
	$21.91 

	Permit Assistant
	$13.96 
	$15.28 
	$16.71 
	$18.29 
	$20.03 
	$21.91 

	Planning Associate
	$22.99 
	$24.14 
	$25.35 
	$26.61 
	$27.93 
	$29.31 

	Police Records Specialist
	$13.96 
	$14.96 
	$16.04 
	$17.18 
	$18.41 
	$19.74 

	Utility Clerk/Receptionist
	$13.96 
	$14.96 
	$16.04 
	$17.18 
	$18.41 
	$19.74 

	Utility Worker
	$15.77 
	$16.96 
	$18.22 
	$19.60 
	$21.59 
	$22.68 

	Water Systems Manager
	$22.99 
	$24.14 
	$25.35 
	$26.61 
	$27.93 
	$29.31 

	Waste Water Treatment Plant Operator
	$15.79 
	$17.40 
	$19.16 
	$21.11 
	$23.24 
	$23.79 

	Waste Water Treatment Plant Supervisor
	$22.99 
	$24.14 
	$25.35 
	$26.61 
	$27.93 
	$29.31 

	Water Treatment Plant Operator
	$15.79 
	$17.40 
	$19.16 
	$21.11 
	$23.24 
	$23.79 

	Receptionist General Office
	$11.70 
	$12.53 
	$13.43 
	$14.34 
	$15.36 
	$16.45 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


ATTACHMENT B
NON REPRESENTED EMPLOYEES

	2010 Salary Schedule
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Salary Schedule
	Step 1
	Step 2
	Step 3
	Step 4
	Step 5

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Grants/Economic Dev
	4372
	4511
	4,656
	4805
	4959

	Building Official
	4848
	5004
	5,164
	5328
	5499

	Public Works Field Supervisor
	5398
	5571
	5,748
	5933
	6123

	Clerk/Deputy Finance Director
	5545
	5723
	5,905
	6095
	6290

	Public Works Director/Engineer
	6886
	7107
	7,334
	7569
	7811

	Community Development Director
	6886
	7107
	7,334
	7569
	7811

	City Administrator
	8034
	8292
	8,557
	8831
	9113

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	2011 Salary Schedule
	
	CPI Adjustment
	-0.1%
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Salary Schedule
	Step 1
	Step 2
	Step 3
	Step 4
	Step 5

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Grants/Economic Dev
	4368
	4506
	4651
	4800
	4954

	Building Official
	4843
	4999
	5159
	5323
	5494

	Public Works Field Supervisor
	5393
	5565
	5742
	5927
	6117

	Clerk/Deputy Finance Director
	5539
	5717
	5899
	6089
	6284

	Public Works Director/Engineer
	6879
	7100
	7327
	7561
	7803

	Community Development Director
	6879
	7100
	7327
	7561
	7803

	City Administrator
	8026
	8284
	8548
	8822
	9104


SULTAN CITY COUNCIL MEETING

AGENDA COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
A - 4
DATE:
December 16, 2010
SUBJECT:
City of Sultan 2010 Fee Schedule

Resolution 10-21
CONTACT PERSON:
City Management Team and Staff

ISSUE:
The issue before the Council is the approval of the 2010 City of Sultan Fee Schedule that sets fees charged by the City for the various services provided to citizens and community.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Authorize the Mayor to sign Resolution 10-21 setting the 2011 City of Sultan Fee Schedule

BACKGROUND:

Annually the City Council reviews the Staff proposed fee schedule as part of the budget process to assure the fees charged cover the expenditures for City services to the community.

SUMMARY:
City Staff reviewed the 2010 fees, discussing revenues verses expenditures to determine if collected revenues are covering expenditures.

Note:  Staff is preparing a basic change in the way that Development Fees (eg. subdivision, street vacation) are charged.  Staff will be scheduling this issue for an upcoming Council Subcommittee meeting prior to presentation to the full Council.  At this time the Fee Schedule is being presented for adoption without the potential changes in the Development Fee section.  Based on Subcommittee input, the Fee Schedule will be brought back for further consideration in January, 2011.

The attached Draft 2011 Fee Schedule (Attachment B) shows changes in “Blue Underline” for new language, or “Blue Strikethrough” for deleted language.  This Draft includes some blank or nearly blank pages.  This is due to demands of the word processing program so that all changes from 2010 Schedule can be clearly shown.  The completed document, once changes are accepted, will not contain these blanks.

Notable changes for the 2011 Fee Schedule are as follows:

1. Exemption of the $4.50 state surcharge for plumbing, electrical, and mechanical permits as provided by state regulations.

2. Inclusion of Fire Marshall fees for inspection and arson investigation.  These are “pass through” fees paid to Snohomish County Planning & Development Services under our interlocal agreement for building inspection services.

3. Clarification of functions and charges in Stormwater and Water utilities, indicating ongoing functions in similar fashion to the way that these functions were indicated in the Sanitary Sewer Utility.

4. Increase in Cemetery Fees by 50% as adopted by Council.

5. Implementation of Garbage Rates as adopted by Council.

6. Utility rate increases for Garbage, Sewer, Water, and Stormwater are as adopted by  ordinance.

7. Passport fees modified as per Federal regulations.

RECOMMENDED MOTION:
Authorize the Mayor to sign Resolution 10-21 setting the 2010 City of Sultan Fee Schedule

ATTACHMENT:

Attachment A
Resolution 10-21

Attachment B
2011 Fee Schedule

CITY OF SULTAN

SULTAN WASHINGTON

RESOLUTION 10-21


A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING FEES, FINES, PENALTIES



AND CHARGES FOR SERVICES PROVIDED BY THE CITY.
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Sultan has determined that it is in the best interests of the City of Sultan to provide a single, efficient and convenient listing of all fees, fines, penalties, interest and charges for permits, services applications and filing fees; and

WHEREAS, such a listing will better facilitate the updating and uniform review of all such fees, fines, penalties, interest and charges on a periodic basis;

WHEREAS, all ordinances require the setting of fees, fines, penalties, interest and charges for service by resolution:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Sultan that the attached document entitled “City of Sultan Fee Schedule” is hereby adopted by reference and the fees, fines, penalties, interest and charges for services will be effective January 1, 2011.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 16th day of December 2010.




















Carolyn Eslick, Mayor

ATTEST:

Laura J. Koenig, City Clerk

[image: image43.jpg]




2011
FEE SCHEDULE
Fees cannot be waived except by Council Approval

TABLE OF CONTENTS
GENERAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT FEES
1

Other Land Use Fees
2

BUILDING PERMIT FEES
4

Mechanical Permit Fees
5


Plumbing Permit Fees
5

Other Inspections and Fees
6
MISCELLANEOUS BUILDING
6
SPECIAL BUILDING INSPECTION FEES
9
CIVIL PENALTIES/LAND USE ENFORCEMENT
9
PUBLIC WORKS FEES
10

Cross Connection/Backflow Inspections and Certifications
10


Driveway Permit Fee within Right of Way
10


Site Development Fees



Grading Plan Review Fees
10



Grading Permit Fees
10



Major Utility Construction
11



Miscellaneous Water Fees
11



Right of Way Permit
11



Sanitary Sewer
11



Stormwater Management
11



Water Sales
11



Water Service Turn On/Off
11


Cemetery Fees
12

GARBAGE RATES
13
MISCELLANEOUS FEES
15
PARK & FACILITY USE FEES
17
ORDINANCES ESTABLISHING WATER, SEWER, GARBAGE, STORMWATER FEES
18
GENERAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT FEES

All land use fees are subject to additional processing and review costs incurred by the City in the event of the need for consultant services to evaluate the impacts of the project; or costs incurred when more than the regularly scheduled meetings are necessary.
Where multiple inspection and testing requirements exist, the amount of the deposit shall be the aggregate of the deposit requirements. When a deposit is specified, the actual fee or charge will be the rate or cost specified. The amount of the deposit shall be preserved until completion of the specified activity at which time the deposit will be returned less any direct costs.

*DIRECT COST

Direct costs include but are not limited to the following:

1. Additional Staff time required to evaluate review and/or process applications, projects or development plans.

2. Additional public meeting costs and;

3. Additional inspections and/or testing of all development/land use improvements.

Direct costs may also include City Attorney, City Consultant fees, City administrative costs and City Hearing Examiner fees; additional public notice costs including newspaper, mailings and public postings. Staff time is billed at City cost including allocable benefits and overhead. If staff time is incurred during overtime or on holidays, the staff time will be billed at overtime or holiday rates.

LAND USE DEPOSITS
1.
Land Use Deposits are due at the time of application.

2.
Land Use Direct cost is due 30 days after invoice.

Deposits for Construction Activity are due at Construction Plan Approval

City Engineer Review Plan/Project
$2,500.00 deposit + direct cost

City Engineer
$60.00 per hour + direct cost
Construction Inspector Activity/Consultant Specialty e.g. wetlands, traffic etc.
$600.00 per lot + direct cost

Consultant Review (per consultant)
$2,000.00 deposit + direct cost
Development Permit/Land Use Permit
(Condominium Town Home/ Apartment development / mobile home parks)




$1,500.00 + $100.00 unit/lot
Extension/Enlargement Non-Conforming Use (Ordinance 955-07)
$1,000.00 deposit + direct cost

Final PUD


Residential
$750.00 + $10 per dwelling unit


Commercial
$750.00

Hearing Examiner

Appeal of Hearing Examiner Recommendation
$1,000.00 + direct cost


Hearing Examiner Fees
$1,500.00 deposit + direct cost


Hearing Examiner Reconsideration
$1,500.00 deposit + direct cost
Model Homes

In Approved Preliminary Plats
$300.00 per Unit + $100.00 per subdivision

Planned Unit Development (PUD)


Amendment
$500.00 + $10.00 per dwelling unit


Master Plan
$2,000.00 + $10.00 per dwelling unit

Preliminary PUD

Residential
$1,500.00 + $20.00 per dwelling unit


Commercial
$1,500.00Plat Modification


Administrative Review
$500.00 + direct cost

Major Modification
$2,400.00 + $100.00 per unit/lot


Minor Modification
$250.00 + direct cost
Subdivision – Short (4 or less lots/units)


Preliminary (based on 2 staff reviews)
$1,200.00 + $100.00 unit/lot


Final

$600.00 + $100.00 unit/lot


Extra reviews
$250.00 deposit + direct cost

Construction inspection
$1,000.00 deposit + direct cost
Subdivision (five or more units or lots)


Preliminary (based on 2 staff reviews)
$2,400.00 + $100.00 unit/lot


Final

$1,200.00 + $100.00 unit/lot


Extra reviews
$500.00 deposit +direct cost

Construction Inspection
$2,500.00 deposit + direct cost

Other Land Use Fees


Accessory Dwelling Unit
$400.00


Administrative Appeal
$1,000.00 + direct cost

Administrative Appeal to Hearing Examiner
$2,000.00 + direct cost

Administrative Variance
$500.00


Annexation


Election
$1,500.00 + direct cost



Petition
$1,000.00 + $10.00 for each additional parcel over 10 Acres

Binding Site Plan



Preliminary (based on 2 staff reviews)
$2,400.00 + $100.00 unit/lot



Final
$1,200.00 + $100.00 unit/Lot



Extra reviews
$500.00 deposit +direct cost


Construction Inspection
$2,500.00 deposit + direct cost


Bond Release (Performance and Maintenance)
$200.00


Boundary Line Adjustment (BLA)
$700.00 + direct cost

Comprehensive Plan Amendment – Site Specific
$1,000.00 + printing costs


Conditional Use Application
$1,000.00 + direct cost

Critical Area Review
$1,000.00 + direct cost

Critical Area Signs (Each)
$35.00


Design Review Board Fee
$100.00


EIS and/or Review
$10,000.00 deposit


Park Impact Fees
$3,175.00 per dwelling unit


Park Impact Administration Fee
$35.00 each unit

School Impact Fees


 2+ Bedroom Multi-Family Units, Duplex and Town Homes
$1,931.00



Single Family Detached Dwellings and Mobile Homes
$2,878.00



One Bedroom Multi-Family Units
$0.00



School Impact Administration Fee
$35.00 per unit

Traffic Impact Fees
$5,272.00 per peak hour trip



Traffic Impact Administration Fee
$35.00 or 1% of the Fee whichever is greater


Land Use Address Mailing Review – First 50
$50.00



51+
$.25 each additional


Map Folio
$25.00


Non-Conforming Use/Expansion
$1,000.00 + direct cost


Pre-Application Fee – 1st Hour
$400.00


Pre-Application Fee Additional Hours/Fraction
$150.00


Public Notice Fee and Posting
$200.00

Public Notice Land Use Sign - Each
$25.00

Recording Fee
$75.00 + direct cost

Rezones
$1,000.00 deposit + direct cost

SEPA Checklist
$550.00


SEPA Fee Schedule - Development


Short Subdivisions




0 to 4 Lots
$550.00



Subdivisions




0 to 20 Lots
$650.00




21 to 50 Lots
$750.00




51 to 100 Lots
$900.00




Greater than 100 Lots
$1,100.00



Commercial Urban Center and Highway Oriented Development Zoning or Commercial



Building Permits and Multiple Family Construction in any Zone




0 to 2 Acres
$550.00




3 to 10 Acres
$700.00




11 to 20 Acres
$850.00




Greater than 20 Acres
$1,000.00



Industrial Economic Development Zoning




0 to 2 Acres
$550.00




3 to 10 Acres
$800.00




11 to 20 Acres
$1,000.00




Greater then 20 Acres
$1,200.00


Shoreline Substantial Development Permits



$2,500 to $10,000 Valuation
$500.00



$10,001 to $50,000
$750.00



$50,001 to $250,000
$1,500.00



$250,001 to $1,000,000
$2,500.00



Over $1,000,000 (plus .1% of projected value
$3,000.00 + 1%



For Variance, Add
$882.00



For Conditional Use Permit, Add
$938.00



Pre-Substantial Review
$225.00



Shoreline Exemptions
$200.00




Permit Amendment is 80% of the fee under this schedule


Site Improvements/Re-Inspections
$105.00 per Inspection


Site Plan/Landscaping/Inspection
$105.00 per Inspection


Street Vacation Petition
$1,000.00 + Direct cost

Threshold Determinations for all Other Project Actions not specifically listed
$550.00

Variance Application
$1,000.00 each + hearing examiner fees + direct cost

Vegetation Removal Permit
$100.00

Zoning Code Amendments
$1,000.00 + direct cost
If Developer Contacts City Contract Consultant
15% Administration Fee + direct cost

BUILDING PERMIT FEES

Work begun or completed before permit issuance
Permit Fees Double
Note: Plan Review Fees are due at time of application. Building Permit Fees are due at issuance. Building Permit Fees shall be determined using building gross area, times the square foot construction cost as determined by the International Code Council, Section 109.3.
Table 1-A Building Permit Fees

	Valuation in dollars
	Fee in dollars

	0 to $1,000
	$48.00

	$1,001 to $2,000
	$48.00 for the first 1,000 plus $3.45 for each additional 100 or fraction thereof

	$2,001 to $25,000
	$82.50 for the first $2,000 plus $15.40 for each additional 1,000 or fraction thereof

	$25,001 to $50,000
	$436.70 for the first $25,000 plus $11.10 for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof to and including $50,000

	$50,001 to $100,000
	$714.20 for the first $50,000 plus $7.70 for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof to and including $100,000

	$100,001 to $500,000
	$1,099.20 for the first $100,000 plus $6.15 for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof to and including $500,000

	$500,001 to $1,000,000
	$3,559.20 for the first $500,000 plus $5.25 for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof to and including $1,000,000

	$1,000,0001 to $5,000,000
	$6,184.20 for the first $1,000,000 plus $3.40 for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof to and including $5,000,000

	$5,000,0001 and up
	$19,784.20 for the first $5,000,000 plus $2.65 for each additional $1,000 or fraction thereof


Plan Review and Permit Processing Fees

	Description
	Fee or Rate

	Plan review fees on all building permits requiring review unless listed below
	61% of building permit fees

	Plan review fees on Commercial Plumbing and Mechanical permits requiring review
	40% of plumbing or mechanical fees

	Plan review fees for work done outside normal business hours shall be the normal fee plus an hourly fee with a minimum of two hours on weekdays and four hours on weekends
	$105.00 per hour or total hour cost incurred, whichever is greatest. Includes wages, benefits, overhead, supervision and equipment used.

	Processing fee on all permits not requiring plan review
	$31.25

	Additional plan review required by changes, additions or revisions to approved plans
	$105.00 per hour


Other Fees

Outsource Plan Review and Inspections
$1,000.00 + Direct cost

State Building Code Council surcharge fee $4.50 per permit plus $2.00 per each additional dwelling unit over one. Exempt from the fee are plumbing, electrical, mechanical permits, permits issued to install a mobile/manufactured home, commercial coach or factory built structure or permits issued pursuant to the International Fire Code.
Mechanical


Air Conditioning Unit < 100 Btu/h
$25.00


Air Conditioning Unit > 100 Btu/h
$40.00

Air Conditioning Unit > 500 Btu/h
$52.00

Air Handling Units
$15.60

Base Mechanical Fee
$25.00


Boiler – for installation and relocation



Up to 3 hp/100,000 BTUs
$26.00



Over 3 to 15 hp/100,000 to 500,000 BTUs
$41.65



Over 15 to 30 hp/500,000 to 1,000,000 BTUs
$57.30



Over 30 to 50 hp/1,000,000 to 1,750,000 BTUs
$72.95



Over 50 hp/over 1,750,000 BTUs
$88.60


Clothes Dryers – Gas Fired
$15.60

Condensers
$20.00


Ductwork (drawings required)
$20.00


Evaporative Coolers
$15.60

Exhaust Fans
$15.60

Fireplace/Insert/Stove
$15.60

Forced Air Heat < 100 Btu/h
$25.00


Forced Air Heat > 100 Btu/h
$40.00


Gas Fired AC < 100 Btu/h
$25.00


Gas Fired AC > 100 Btu/h
$40.00


Gas Fired AC > 500 Btu/h
$52.00


Gas Piping 1-4 units
$20.85

Gas Piping > 4 units
$5.20

Heat Exchangers
$15.60

Heat Pump
$15.60

Hot Water Heat Coils
$15.60

Miscellaneous Appliance (no other fee in schedule)
$20.85

Range Hoods
$25.00


Range/Cook top – Gas Fired
$26.00

Refrigeration Unit < 10 Btu/h
$25.00


Refrigeration Unit >100 Btu/h
$40.00


Refrigeration Unit >500 Btu/h
$52.00


Re-Inspection Fee
$105.00


Amended Permit Fee
$15.60

Unit Heaters < 100 Btu/h
$25.00


Unit Heaters > 100 Btu/h
$40.00


Wall Heaters – Gas Fired
$25.00


Water Heater – Gas Fired
$15.60
Plumbing


Additional Plan Review Fees
$50.00


Alteration/Repair Piping
$15.60

Backflow Assembly
$26.00

Base Plumbing Fee
$31.25

Bath/Shower Combo
$15.60

Building Main Waste
$25.00


Clothes Washer
$15.60

Dishwasher
$15.60

Drinking Fountain
$15.60

Plumbing (Continued)

Floor Drains
$15.60

Grease Interceptor
$100.00


Grease Trap
$25.00


Hose Bibbs
$15.60

Icemaker/Refrigeration
$15.60

Kitchen Sink & Disposal
$15.60

Laundry Tray
$15.60

Lavatory
$15.60

Medical Gas Piping < 5 inlets/outlets
$60.00


Medical Gas Piping > 5 inlets/outlets
$5.00


Miscellaneous Appliance (no other fee in schedule)
$20.85

Pre-Treatment Interceptor
$15.60

Re-Inspection Fee (All)
$105.00


Roof Drains
$15.60

Shower (only)
$15.60

Sink (bar, service, etc.)
$15.60

Supplemental Permit Fee
$15.60

Toilets

$15.60

Urinal

$15.60

Water Heater
$15.60
Commercial Plumbing and Mechanical Permits are required to submit line drawings.

Other Inspections and Fees:

1.
Inspections outside normal business hours – per hour
$140.00


(Minimum Charge 2 hours)

2.
Re-inspection Fees – Per Inspection
$105.00

3.
Inspections for which no fee is specifically indicated – per hour
$105.00

4.
Additional review required by changes, additions or revisions to plans – per hour
$105.00


(Minimum Charge 1 hour)

5.
Outside building services for plan checks
$1,000.00 deposit


Inspections or both
direct cost + 15% administrative fee

6.
Inspection of structures outside City limits that may be relocated


inside City limits
$500.00 deposit + direct cost

Miscellaneous Building
Demolition Permit


Garage/Shed
$20.00


Single Family Residence
$100.00


Multi-family/Commercial
$200.00



Fence Permit

$15.00

MISCELLANEOUS BUILDING (Continued)

Fire Alarm Systems (IFC Section 907)

Comprehensive Fees for permit, review and inspection

Existing System


Tenant Improvement or System Modification


Number of Devices



1 – 2
$75.00



3 – 5
$125.00



6 – 10
$175.00



11- 20
$225.00



21- 40
$300.00



41 – 100
$375.00



101 – 200
$475.00


New System


Number of Devices


1 – 100
$350.00



101 – 200
$475.00



>200
$500 + $50.00 per 100 additional devices


In addition to device (see footnote 1) fees shown, the following fees also apply:


FACP and/or Transmitter


Number of Devices (see footnote 1)


Replace
$125.00



New
$200.00
Fire Marshall


Fire Code Inspection
Direct Cost


Fire Investigation
Direct Cost


Annual Fire Inspection
Direct Cost

Fire Sprinkler Systems Table E (IFC Section 903)

Tenant Improvement or System Modification Commercial

Number of Devices 



1 – 2
$75.00



3 – 5
$125.00



6 – 10
$175.00



11- 20
$225.00



21- 40
$300.00



41 – 100
$375.00



101 – 200
$475.00



201 – 300
$575.00



>300
$600.00 + $50.00 per 100 additional devices


New System - Commercial

Number of Sprinklers or Devices (see footnote 2)


1 – 100
$375.00



101 – 200
$475.00



201 – 300
$600.00



>300
$625.00 + $50.00 per 100 additional devices


New System - Residential


Number of Sprinklers



1 – 10
$175.00



11 – 25
$225.00



26 + 
$275.00


*Non-required NFPA 13-D Systems Fee is 50% of the listed fees for voluntary installations.

MISCELLANEOUS BUILDING (Continued)


Hood Suppression System


Pre-Engineered
$125.00


Custom Engineered
$275.00

Flood


Elevation Certificate Review
$50.00

Elevation Determination
$50.00
Fireworks Stand
Stand plus one (1) on-site sign (RCW 70.77.555)
$100.00

Roofing


10 Squares or Less
$35.00


11 to 25 Squares
$45.00


Over 25 Squares
$60.00

Inspection Fee
$105.00
Sign Confiscation in Public Right-of-Way


First Sign
$20.00


Thereafter (Each)
$40.00

Sign Permit Fee / Plan Check (Need Right of Way Permit)


Inspection Fee
$105.00


Permanent Sign
$25.00

Portable Sign Permit
$25.00

Structural Review
$50.00


Temporary Sign
$25.00 per sign for each 30 days + $50.00 deposit



Refundable if signs removed within 3 working days of permit expiration

Flood Hazard Area Development Permit


Without a Structure
$300.00


With a Structure
$750.00

Spray Booths (IFC 1504) and Industrial Ovens IFC Chapter 21)
Note:
Separate Sprinkler Permit Required


Pre-Engineered with documents
$150.00


Site-Built or used without documents
$250.00


Industrial Oven
$250.00

Standpipe Systems (IFC Section 905)

Class I, II or III New and Existing
$150.00


Fire Pump - Each
$300.00
Placement Mobile/Modular Placement


Commercial Industrial or Residential Development



Temporary Permit Deposit for Mobile
$500.00 (Refundable with Conditions - Ord. 617)



Temporary Permit
$125.00


Deposit (SMC 15.14.050)
$1,000.00 + direct cost


(Refundable if Mobile removed within one year)


Temporary Permit (SMC 15.14.060)
$125.00


Renewal Fee
$125.00

Permanent Placement Permit
$500.00


Title Elimination - Each
$50.00

Tenant Improvement


New Commercial and/or Commercial Tenant Improvement

Change of Use Certificate of Occupancy


<
2,000 sq. ft
$100.00


(
2,000 sq. ft
$200.00
SPECIAL BUILDING INSPECTION FEES + CALCULATED REVIEW FEE
A.
A minimum investigation fee equal to the required permit fee shall be charged pursuant to the IBC.

B.
All FHA/VA and pre-move inspection within the City limits shall be $100.00. An additional fee of $.040 cents per mile shall be charged for inspections outside corporate limits.

C.
A Re-Inspection Fee of $100.00 shall be charged under provisions of the IBC Section 305.
CIVIL PENALTIES / LAND USE ENFORCEMENT

Failure to Comply with Stop Work Order
Up to $1,000.00 per violation + direct cost
Misdemeanor Conviction
$250.00 per day per conviction + direct cost
Notice and Order to Abate (SMC 8.04.080)
$500.00 maximum per day/per violation
Penalty for violation of any land use ordinance by any person engaged in:


Commercial Ventures
$250.00 per day per violation + direct cost

Non Commercial Ventures
$100.00 per day per Violation + direct cost
PUBLIC WORKS FEES

Work begun or completed before permit issuance
Permit Fees Double

Cross Connection/Backflow Inspections and Certifications
Business/Residents are required to contract with a Licensed Backflow Assembly Tester (BAT) Yearly


First letter and First City of Sultan Staff Call or contact
Free


Second call or contact and one thereafter  to assure Backflow Device is tested
$25.00

Driveway Permit Fee within Right of Way


Residential



Minimum 10 foot cut to a maximum of 20 foot cut
$100.00


Non-Residential
$200.00 + direct cost

Culvert

$150.00 + direct cost
Site Development Fees
Plan Review Fees - When a plan or other data are required to be submitted, a plan review fee shall be paid at the time of submitting plans and specifications for review. Separate plan review fees shall apply to retaining walls or major drainage structures as required elsewhere in this code. For the excavation and fill on the same site, the fee will be based on the volume of excavation or fill, whichever is greater.

Grading Plan Review Fees

Application Fee
$100.00


50 cubic yards or less
$110.00


51 to 100 cubic yards
$217.00


101 to 1,000 cubic yards *SEPA Required after 350 yards
$359.00


1,001 to 10,000 cubic yards
$576.00


100,001 or more
$861.00 for the first 100,000 cubic yards plus $50.00 for




Additional 10,000 cubic yards or fraction thereof

Other Fees

Additional plan review required by changes, additions or revisions to approved plans $69.00 per hour (Minimum Charge 1/2 hour)

Outside Consultant Review
Actual costs plus ten percent (10%) administrative fee

Grading Permit Fees


Grading Permit Fees - A fee for each grading permit shall be paid as set forth. Separate permits and fees shall apply to retaining walls or major drainage structures as required elsewhere in this code. There shall be no separate charge for standard terrace drains and similar facilities.

Application Fee
$100.00

50 cubic yards or less
$189.00


51 to 1,000 cubic yards
$300.00


1,001 to 10,000 cubic yards
$300.00 for the first 1,000 cubic yards plus $50.00 for



Each additional 1,000 cubic yards or fraction thereof


10,001 cubic yards or more
$730.00 for the first 10,000 cubic yards plus $88.00 for



Each additional 10,000 cubic yards or fraction thereof


1000,001 or more
$929.00 for the first 100,000 cubic yards plus $35.00 for



Each additional 10,000 cubic yards or fraction thereof
Other Grading Inspections and Fees


1.
Inspections outside of normal business hours - per hour
$93.00



(Minimum Charge – one hour)


2.
Re-Inspection Fees after 3rd visit – per hour
$62.00


3.
Inspections for which no fee is specifically indicated - per hour
$62.00

Major Utility Construction


Plowed Cable Road
$100.00


-Add Per lineal foot 0’ - 2000’
$0.50


-Over 2000’
$0.20
Other Major Utility & Construction


Alteration or Modification
$350.00 + direct cost

Construction Inspection
$1,000.00 deposit + direct cost
Miscellaneous Water Fees


Fire Flow Meter Annual Inspection Fee
$100.00


Disconnection/Reconnection for Non Payment of Service
$100.00
Right of Way Permit


Blanket Utility Construction Per Each Activity
$150.00

Application Fee
$100.00


Permit Fee
$100.00 + direct cost

Inspection Fee – Single Family Residence
$50.00 + direct cost


Inspection Fee – Short Plat less than 500 cubic yards
$500.00



$0.50 per lineal foot for asphalt/concrete cut




$0.30 per lineal foot for non asphalt 

Sanitary Sewer


Plan Check
$600.00 + $0.20 per linear foot


Construction Inspection
$1,000.00 deposit + direct cost

Engineering Inspection
$1,000.00 deposit + direct cost

Stormwater


Plan Check
$600.00 + 0.20 per linear foot

Construction Inspection
$1,000.00 _ direct deposit

Engineering Inspection
$1,000.00 + direct deposit

Water

Plan Check
$600.00 + 0.20 per linear foot

Construction Inspection
$1,000.00 _ direct deposit

Engineering Inspection
$1,000.00 + direct deposit

Water Sales


Hydro seeding, filling swimming pools, construction dust control, supplement of private wells and other uses and services

Customer must have a certified back flow device before sale can take place, Public Works has meter available.


Inspection Fee – Regular Business Hours - Each Occurrence
$105.00


Inspection Fee – After Business Hours - Each Occurrence
$180.00


Per 1,000 gallons
$50.00

Deposit for Backflow Device
$100.00
Water Purchased but not used in the same calendar year will be forfeited

Water Service Turn On/Off

Non-Payment Disconnect/Re-connect Fee
$100.00


Regular Business Hours request – Each Occurrence
$25.00

After Regular Business Hours – Each Occurrence
$150.00 + direct cost
Cemetery Fees

All charges are due and payable at the time of service. All burials include tent, greens and chairs.

Ash and Infant lot
$904.80

Ash Burial on Existing Lot
$760.50

Burial lot (Full & Junior)
$1,509.30

Endowment Care
$350.00

Liner (Full)
$525.00


Liner (Junior/Infant)
$300.00


Liner (Ash)
$180.00


Niche Wall Purchase
$520.00

Niche Wall Open/Close
$130.00

Niche Wall Headstone Setting Fee
$65.00


Open/Close of grave (Full/Junior)
$1,107.60

Open/Close of grave (Ash/Infant)
$703.95

Saturday Services (Full/Junior)
$1,407.90

Saturday Services (Ash/Infant)
$926.25

Sunday/Holiday Services (Full/Junior)
$1,850.55

Sunday/Holiday Services (Ash/Infant)
$1,277.25
Setting Headstones


By City Staff

12 x 24 Flat
$155.00


12 x 36 and above Flat
$232.00


Upright – Height six inches or less
$310.00

Upright – Height above six inches
$516.00


By Others – Must have proof of insurance

Permit

$150.00


Inspection Fee
$105.00
Resetting/Repair of Headstone Base
$150.00 deposit + direct cost

Setting Fee for Liners Purchased from Others
$100.00

Administrative Fee on Services
15%
GARBAGE RATES

PER ORDINANCE 1014-09 (Effective January 01, 2011 – June 30, 2011)
CANS MUST HAVE NAME AND ADDRESS LABELS; BE NO LARGER THAN 32 GALLONS WITH A TIGHT FITTING LID; AND WEIGH NO MORE THAN 60 LBS.
ALL GARBAGE MUST BE CONTAINED INSIDE THE CAN.

All Rates subject to a 3.6% State Utility Tax
And a 6% City Utility Tax

Residential Base Rates (Per Dwelling Unit Per Month)

Twice a week pickup
$33.93

Once a week pickup
$20.08

Twice a month pickup
$12.37

Once a month pickup
$8.73

Extra Garbage (Can or Container - Regardless of Size)
$11.46

Qualified low income senior citizen once a week pickup
$10.04


Senior Citizen/low income annual application must be made at City Hall
free
Recycling as per negotiated agreement with vendor
(Per Dwelling Unit Per Month)


Single family detached and multi-family units
$9.35

(duplex, triplex, and fourplex)


Multi-family units of five units or larger
$9.35

Qualified low income senior citizens
$4.68

Yard Waste Voucher
$8.40
Commercial Base Rates

Once a week pickup (per unit)
$20.08

Each additional can or bag
$11.46

Pickup of 1 yard dumpster bi-monthly
$42.59

Pickup of 1 yard dumpster one time per week
$84.20

Pickup of 1 yard dumpster two times per week
$163.31

Pickup of 2 yard dumpster bi-monthly
$72.72

Pickup of 2 yard dumpster one time per week
$146.65

Pickup of 2 yard dumpster two times per week
$286.48

Pickup of 3 yard dumpster bi-monthly
$97.09

Pickup of 3 yard dumpster one time per week
$200.35

Pickup of 3 yard dumpster two times per week
$392.10
Mobile home courts garbage rates will be in accordance with separate agreements with the City of Sultan.

Call Back - due to garbage not placed out in time or obstructed


Can pickup charge 
$21.00

Dumpster pickup charge (Equal to 3 extra can charge)
$36.00

Temporary Dumpsters (Maximum use is 15 days as defined in SMC 13.16.055)


Damage Deposit (Required to be paid before delivery)


1 yard dumpster
$105.00



2 yard dumpster
$150.00



3 yard dumpster
$180.00

Delivery/Pickup (each service) 
$105.00


Pickup of 1 yard dumpster (each time)
$40.50

Pickup of 2 yard dumpster (each time)
$81.00

Pickup of 3 yard dumpster (each time)
$121.50

Dumpster Leases
All multi-family units within the City of Sultan will be required to have a dumpster(s) sized to meet the requirement of SMC 13.16.050(A). No permanent dumpsters are allowed at single-family or duplex units.

Dumpsters shall be owned by the City and leased to the users.  Maintenance and repair shall be the responsibility of the City.

Deposit:


1 yard dumpster
$105.00


2 yard dumpster
$150.00


3 yard dumpster
$180.00

Monthly lease (billed monthly)


1 yard dumpster
$10.50

2 yard dumpster
$17.50

3 yard dumpster
$20.70

Pick Up/Delivery Fee (each service)
$105.00

All garbage must be contained inside dumpster
24 hour notice required before pickup

Call back charges apply when necessary

MISCELLANEOUS FEES
Animal Control

(All Annual Fees subject to additional fee of $ 10.00 if renewed after February 1st of each year)

(All License Fees are Per Animal)
Resolution 6.04.100 Fees:
A.

Fees for the annual license for each shall be set by resolution. All charges and penalties paid in accordance with the terms of this chapter shall be paid to the Sultan City Clerk or designee.

B.
All licenses shall expire on the first day of the following year in which the license is issued.

Annual Dog License Fees:


Altered

$16.00


Altered (Senior Citizen Rate)
$14.00


Altered – Micro-Chipped
$8.00


Altered (Senior Citizen Rate) – Micro-Chipped
$7.00


Unaltered
$36.00


Unaltered (Senior Citizen Rate)
$34.00


Unaltered – Micro-Chipped
$18.00


Unaltered (Senior Citizen Rate) – Micro-Chipped
$17.00

Replacement for Lost/Damaged Tags (Each Time) 
$5.00

Impound Fees

1st Offense

$30.00

2nd Offense

$55.00

3rd & Subsequent Offense
$110.00

Post Notice of Impound
$5.00

Room / Board for Animal (Per Day Monday through Friday)
$10.00
Room / Board for Animal (Per Day Saturday and Sunday)
$25.00

Impound Fees for Cost Recovery 
$25.00
Concealed Weapons Permits – Set by WA State DOL, Firearms Division

Late Renewal
$42.00


Original Application
$55.25

Renewal
$32.00


Replacement
$10.00


Resident Alien
$79.00

Fingerprinting – Per Person
$5.00

Police Records
1st 10 pages free and .25 per page after
Parking Violations

Overtime Parking (if paid within 5 days of issuance) 
$23.50

Overtime Parking (if not paid within 5 days of issuance) 
$47.00

Parking in Fire Lane, Tow-Away Zone, Loading Zone or Obstruction of Traffic
$50.00

Penalty for unauthorized use or disabled parking
$250.00

All Other Parking Infractions
$47.00

Other Municipal Services

Annual Report

$15.00

Authorization to Bill Tenant Fee Processing Fee (per authorization)
$10.00

Budget Report

$20.00

Business License Renewal
$50.00

Business License
$75.00

Comprehensive Plan - Land Use - Each
$75.00

Comprehensive Plan - Land Use – CD – Each
$35.00

Comprehensive Plan - Land Use Updates
direct cost
Copies of Records – Per Page
$.15

Copies of Records (Other) 
direct cost
Engineering Water/Sewer Design Standards
$50.00


CD - Each
$35.00
Fax (per page)

$1.00
Fee Schedule

$5.00
Municipal Code Book – Each Hard Copy
$60.00

Municipal Code CD
$35.00
Notary Service Fees – Per Document
$10.00

NSF Charge

$35.00
Passports


Passport Fee – Per Application  - Adult (set by US Department of State Homeland Security)
$110.00

Passport Fee – Per Application – Child (set by US Department of State Homeland Security)
$80.00

Passport Card – Per Application – Adult (set by US Department of State Homeland Security)
$30.00

Passport Card – Per Application – Child (set by US Department of State Homeland Security)
$15.00

Passport Acceptance Fee – Per Application (set by US Department of State Homeland Security)
$25.00

Passport Photo Fee (2 pictures)
$10.00

Maps – Per Page
direct cost
Road Design Standards - Each
$5.00
Secondary Billing Fee
$10.00

Sultan Lapel Pins
$3.00
Water/Sewer/Stormwater Plan - Each
$75.00


CD - Each
$35.00


Maps - Each
$5.00

Zoning Map (11 x 17)
$5.00

Zoning Map (24 x 36)
$15.00

PARK & FACILITY USE FEES

All facility rentals require a $100.00 damage deposit

community based non-profit groups must provide proof of non-profit status to qualify for discounted rates.
Cancellations must be made at least 30 days prior to event. The cost will be refunded minus a $10.00 administration cost. No refund will be given if cancellation is less than 30 days. A $50.00 fee is charged for all returned checks.

In lieu of fees, groups/organizations may donate an equivalent number of volunteer hours from City approved volunteer task list.

The City of Sultan complies with the State of Washington’s “Fair Play in Community Sports Act” (Chapter 467, 2009 Laws, effective date July 26, 2009) that prohibits discrimination against any person in a community athletics program on the basis of sex. Any questions or comments please contact Connie Dunn, Public Works Director at 360.793.2231.

River Park Pavilion:


Community based non-profit Groups/Organizations
$50.00

City Sponsored Events
no charge


Non-profit Youth/School Groups
$50.00


Other Individuals/Groups
$100.00
Reese Park, sportsman’s Park & Osprey Park:

Reserved Shelter/Basketball Court:


Individual/Groups/Organizations (Events – without field use)
$50.00

Individual/Groups/Organizations (Events – with field use)
$75.00
Reserve Volley Ball Net (Sportsman’s Park only)
Free w/$50.00 Deposit
All Fields:

Administrative Fees


All groups scheduling under 75 games/practices
$50.00


All groups scheduling 76-200 games/practices
$100.00


All groups scheduling over 201 games/practices
$150.00
Field Use Fees

Softball/Baseball


Adult League Play – per game
$20.00


Youth League Play – per game
$10.00


Adult Practice – per hour
$6.00


Youth Practice – per hour
$3.00
Soccer


League Play – per game
$20.00


Youth League Play – per game
$10.00


Adult Practice – per hour
$6.00


Youth Practice – per hour
$3.00
Tournament Policy Fees

Reservation Fee
$100.00
Field Use Fees

Softball/Baseball


Adult Tournament Play – per game
$20.00


Youth Tournament Play – per game
$10.00
Soccer


Adult Tournament Play – per game
$20.00


Youth Tournament Play – per game
$10.00
Community Room - Requires Additional $10.00 key deposit


Inter-jurisdictional Groups (Sno-Isle, County, Cities etc.)
free

All Other Groups/Organizations


Meetings less than 2 hours
$20.00



Meetings over 2 hours
$50.00
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CITY OF SULTAN
WASHINGTON
ORDINANCE NO. 1098-10
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SULTAN, WASHINGTON, ADOPTING SEWER RATES FOR 2011 AND 2012; SETTING AN EFFECTIVE DATE FOR STORMWATER RATE INCREASES; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the sewer utility is an enterprise fund and all enterprise funds are required to collect sufficient revenues to cover expenses; and

WHEREAS, the Sewer Debt Service fund has payments of $465,959 due for 2011 and $461,403 due in 2012; and

WHEREAS, on October 9,2010 at the Budget Retreat, the Council discussed the sewer debt service requirements for the next two years and considered alternatives that included increasing monthly sewer rates; and 

WHEREAS, based on the discussion at the October 28, 2010, the Council has proposed and increase to the sewer rate of $6.64 per month and to hold on the increase to the stormwater utility rate until September 2011; and

WHEREAS, the City Council will not complete the update to the General Sewer Plan and conduct a rate study based upon the revised Plan until after the system of annual increases in monthly sewer rates adopted in 1033-10 will expire; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council wants to ensure the sewer utility collects sufficient revenues to cover expenses in 2011 and 2012 until a rate study can be conducted based on the updated General Sewer Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Council wants to minimize the impact on sewer rate payers of delaying rate adjustments until after the required updates to the Comprehensive Plan and General Sewer Plan are adopted; and

WHEREAS, the City Council held public hearings on the sewer utility rate increase as part of the 2011 budget; and

WHEREAS,
the City Council has elected to postpone the increase in stormwater rates until June 1, 2011 to reduce the impact of rate increases to the customers;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SULTAN, WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Establishment of fees and charges for sewer service as follows:
A. Sewer Rates.  Sewer rates are hereby established for the following categories of service beginning on the effective dates as indicated as follows:
	SEWER RATE SCHEDULE
	
	
	

	Effective Date
	12/1/2009
	12/1/2010
	12/1/2011

	RESIDENTIAL (flat rate)
	 
	 
	 

	Single Family
	$64.83 
	$71.47 
	$74.47 

	Low-income Senior
	$32.41 
	$35.73 
	$37.24 

	Multi-family
	$64.83 
	$71.47 
	$74.47 

	Mobile Home Parks
	$64.83 
	$71.47 
	$74.47 

	COMMERCIAL (base rate by meter + volume)
	 

	¾” meter
	$64.83 
	$71.47 
	$74.47 

	1” meter
	$90.76 
	$100.06 
	$103.06 

	1.5” meter
	$116.69 
	$128.65 
	$131.65 

	2” meter
	$187.28 
	$206.47 
	$209.47 

	3” meter
	$713.10 
	$786.20 
	$798.20 

	4” meter
	$907.59 
	$1,000.62 
	$1,003.62 

	6” meter
	$1,361.38 
	$1,500.92 
	$1,503.92 

	8” meter
	$1,880.00 
	$2,072.70 
	$2,075.70 

	Volume Rate/100 cf
	$2.54 
	$3.15 
	$3.15 

	600 cf Volume included in Base
	 
	 

	
	
	
	


Rate equals monthly base rate plus for commercial  - a volume rate for each additional 100 cubic feet.
“Monthly base rate” is the rate tabulated in the sewer rate schedule.
“Volume rate for each additional 100 cubic feet” refers to the rate for each additional 100 cubic fee or fraction thereof  of water usage over the first 600 cubic feet for the customer’s unit.
All rates are per dwelling or commercial until.  An accessory dwelling unit is considered a dwelling unit.  

Section 2:  Stormwater Rates: Stormwater utility rates will increase from $6.75 per month to $8.00 per month effective June 1, 2011.

Section 3. 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.

Section 4. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of the City, and shall take effect and be in full force on December 1, 2010
ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL AT A REGULAR MEETING THEREOF ON 
THE 2nd DAY OF DECEMBER,  2010.







CITY OF SULTAN







Carolyn Eslick, Mayor
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:
Laura Koenig, City Clerk
Approved as to form:
Margaret J. King, City Attorney
Date of Publication:  
Effective Date:  
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CITY OF SULTAN

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

Agenda Item : 

D- 1

Date:



December 16, 2010



SUBJECT:


Volunteer Recognition at City Council Meetings
CONTACT PERSON:    Donna Murphy Grants and Economic Development Coordinator







ISSUE:

The issue before the Council is for the Mayor and Council to discuss establishing a formal Volunteer Recognition Program.
SUMMARY STATEMENT:

At the September 23, 2010 City Council meeting, Councilmember Kristina Blair requested staff to look into inviting volunteers to Council meetings so the Mayor and Council can personally thank them for volunteering in their community and show  support of their work. 

There are a variety of volunteer opportunities and programs in Sultan, ranging from CITY-WIDE PRIDE Litter Pick Up and Adopt A Street, graffiti removal, office work, attending project planning meetings, and annual events such as Project Main Street and the Sultan Safety Fair.  A policy needs to be developed in order to properly select and recognize volunteers at City Council meetings.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

1. Develop a policy to recognize volunteers at City Council meetings. 

2. Direct staff recommendation for staff to work with the Council Committee to develop a policy to be introduced to Council for adoption in January 2011.

SULTAN CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
D-2
DATE:
December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:
Sultan Basin Road and US 2 Realignment Update

CONTACT PERSON:
Mick Matheson, P.E. Public Works Director

ISSUE:
The issue before the city council is to receive an update on Phase III of the Sultan Basin Road and US 2 realignment project.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Discuss the project, ask questions and direct staff to areas of concern.

2010 Project History

January 14, 2010

WHPacific delivered a presentation providing Council with a status update. At that time, the following was completed:

· 90% plans were complete reflecting retaining walls and sidewalks on both sides

· Submitted environmental letter of “no effect” to WSDOT

· Submitted Draft Critical Areas report to Sultan and US Army Corps of Engineers

· Prepared for right-of-way acquisitions.

February 22, 2010

Deborah Knight, Connie Dunn and Donna Murphy met with Sam Richard of WHPacific and agreed to the following:

· Place the project on hold until the City received funds to cover the 13.5% federal match.

· When matching funding is available, Sam Richard is to prepare a revised scope of work and cost estimate to replace walls with slopes and remove proposed sidewalk from one side of Sultan Basin Road.

· City will work with Local Programs and PSRC to complete and obligate Supplement # 2 for $250,000 in STP funds and Supplement #3 for right-of-way.

May 27, 2010

Connie Dunn presented Contract Supplement #4 to Council (which was moved from the consent agenda) to authorize the Mayor to sign a contract addendum with WHPacific to modify the Sultan Basin Road construction drawings to replace retaining walls with slopes, and to omit sidewalk on the east side of the road. Council subsequently authorized the Mayor to sign Supplement #4.

June 28, 2010

The City of Sultan received notice of award for TIB funds for the city’s match to federal grant funds.  Matching funds are available immediately for design and right-of-way acquisition.  

July 12, 2010

Deborah Knight directed WHPacific to proceed with revising the right-of-way plans following the scope of work and budget outlined in Supplement # 4.  Right-of-way acquisition process is underway with Certified Land Services Corporation.

December 2, 2010

Mick Matheson presented Contract Supplement #5 to Council to authorize the Mayor to sign a contract addendum with WHPacific to lower the road profile to save approximately $350,000 in construction costs. 

The fee for Supplement #5 was proposed not to exceed $47,806. Council authorized the Mayor to sign Supplement #5 with the provision that staff approach WHPacific and request a lower fee to complete the work. Council pointed out that arguably, the lowered road profile design using AASHTO standards should have been considered much earlier in the project.

December 3, 2010

Mick Matheson called Marc Servizi with WHPacific to discuss lowering the fee for Supplement #5.

December 8, 2010

The City received notice from Zach Woodward from Mitigation Banking Services that the wetland credit transfer from the Skykomish Habitat Mitigation Bank was complete.  The credit transfer allows wetland fill of 0.16 acres associated with the Sultan Basin Road project, and was purchased by the City for $28,000. 

NEXT STEPS

· WHPacific will revise the construction drawings, specifications, and estimates to lower the road profile. They will also modify and resubmit the prospectus to WSDOT and prepare the bid documents with an alternate to accommodate staging if necessary.

· WHPacific will continue to pursue right-of-way acquisition.

· The project is anticipated to be advertized for bid in March 2011, with a bid award anticipated in April 2011. Construction is projected to begin in May 2011.

To clear up confusion, Stage 1 of the project will be referred to in the future as “The South Stage”. This stage of construction involves improvements to Sultan Basin Road from Cascade View Drive to the south. Stage 2 of the project will be referred to in the future as “The North Stage”. This stage of construction involves improvements to Sultan Basin Road form Cascade View Drive to U.S. 2.

The South Stage is fully funded and includes right-of-way acquisition for both stages.

ATTACHMENT 
A – Project Detail
CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET

ITEM NO:
Discussion 3

DATE:

December 16, 2010

SUBJECT:

Transportation and Park Impact Fees

CONTACT PERSON:
Laura Koenig, Clerk/Deputy Finance Director

ISSUE:

The issue before the Council is to review the Transportation and Park mitigation funds.  

SUMMARY:

The City collects $5,272 in Transportation impact fees and $3,175 in Park impact fees for new single family residential building permits.   The purpose is to provide funding to mitigate the impact of new development on existing streets and parks.

RCW 82.02.070 requires that transportation and park impact fees must be spent within six years of receipt.  

The Park Impact Fee Fund has a current balance of $72,162.56.  The Transportation Impact Fee Fund has a current balance of $34,786.83.

The following chart provides information on the collected but unspent transportation and park impact fees by year: 

	Revenue Receipt Year
	 
	Required Expense Year
	Park Impact    Fund
	Street Impact Fund
	 
	Received From:

	2008
	
	2014
	29,197.56
	0.00
	
	Lin Homes, Zahn, George, Gohl

	2009
	
	2015
	30,265.00
	13,698.83
	
	Cambria Homes, Encore Homes

	2010
	
	2016
	12,700.00
	21,088.00
	
	 McNaughton, Cambria Homes, Site Services

	Fund Balance
	
	
	72,162.56
	34,786.83
	 
	 


RECOMMENDATION:

Include the review of the Transportation and Park Impact Fee funds as a part of the annual budget process to ensure funds are spent as required. 

Attachments:

A.  RCW 82.02.070 and RCW 82.02.080




B.  SMC 16.112

Attachment A

RCW 82.02.070
Impact fees -- Retained in special accounts -- Limitations on use -- Administrative appeals. 

(1) Impact fee receipts shall be earmarked specifically and retained in special interest-bearing accounts. Separate accounts shall be established for each type of public facility for which impact fees are collected. All interest shall be retained in the account and expended for the purpose or purposes for which the impact fees were imposed. Annually, each county, city, or town imposing impact fees shall provide a report on each impact fee account showing the source and amount of all moneys collected, earned, or received and system improvements that were financed in whole or in part by impact fees.

     (2) Impact fees for system improvements shall be expended only in conformance with the capital facilities plan element of the comprehensive plan.

     (3)(a) Except as provided otherwise by (b) of this subsection, impact fees shall be expended or encumbered for a permissible use within six years of receipt, unless there exists an extraordinary and compelling reason for fees to be held longer than six years. Such extraordinary or compelling reasons shall be identified in written findings by the governing body of the county, city, or town.

     (b) School impact fees must be expended or encumbered for a permissible use within ten years of receipt, unless there exists an extraordinary and compelling reason for fees to be held longer than ten years. Such extraordinary or compelling reasons shall be identified in written findings by the governing body of the county, city, or town.

     (4) Impact fees may be paid under protest in order to obtain a permit or other approval of development activity.

     (5) Each county, city, or town that imposes impact fees shall provide for an administrative appeals process for the appeal of an impact fee; the process may follow the appeal process for the underlying development approval or the county, city, or town may establish a separate appeals process. The impact fee may be modified upon a determination that it is proper to do so based on principles of fairness. The county, city, or town may provide for the resolution of disputes regarding impact fees by arbitration.

RCW 82.02.080
Impact fees -- Refunds. 

(1) The current owner of property on which an impact fee has been paid may receive a refund of such fees if the county, city, or town fails to expend or encumber the impact fees within six years of when the fees were paid or other such period of time established pursuant to RCW 82.02.070(3) on public facilities intended to benefit the development activity for which the impact fees were paid. In determining whether impact fees have been encumbered, impact fees shall be considered encumbered on a first in, first out basis. The county, city, or town shall notify potential claimants by first-class mail deposited with the United States postal service at the last known address of claimants.

     The request for a refund must be submitted to the county, city, or town governing body in writing within one year of the date the right to claim the refund arises or the date that notice is given, whichever is later. Any impact fees that are not expended within these time limitations, and for which no application for a refund has been made within this one-year period, shall be retained and expended on the indicated capital facilities. Refunds of impact fees under this subsection shall include interest earned on the impact fees.

     (2) When a county, city, or town seeks to terminate any or all impact fee requirements, all unexpended or unencumbered funds, including interest earned, shall be refunded pursuant to this section. Upon the finding that any or all fee requirements are to be terminated, the county, city, or town shall place notice of such termination and the availability of refunds in a newspaper of general circulation at least two times and shall notify all potential claimants by first-class mail to the last known address of claimants. All funds available for refund shall be retained for a period of one year. At the end of one year, any remaining funds shall be retained by the local government, but must be expended for the indicated public facilities. This notice requirement shall not apply if there are no unexpended or unencumbered balances within an account or accounts being terminated.

     (3) A developer may request and shall receive a refund, including interest earned on the impact fees, when the developer does not proceed with the development activity and no impact has resulted.

Attachment B

Chapter 16.112
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES

Sections:

16.112.010    Purpose.

16.112.015    Definitions.

16.112.020    Imposition of impact fees.

16.112.030    Recreation facility impact fee formula.

16.112.040    Traffic impact fee formula.

16.112.050    Calculation of impact fee.

16.112.060    Collection of impact fees.

16.112.070    Impact fee exemptions.

16.112.080    Impact fee credits for other than traffic impact fees.

16.112.085    Traffic impact fee credits.

16.112.090    Appeals.

16.112.100    Impact fee fund.

16.112.110    Expenditures.

16.112.120    Refunds.

16.112.130    Impact fee as additional and supplemental requirement.

16.112.010 Purpose.
This chapter of the unified development code is enacted pursuant to the Washington State Growth Management Act [Chapter 17 Law of 1990, 1st Executive Session, Chapter 36.70A of the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) et sequitur and Chapter 32 Laws of 1991, 1st Special Session, RCW 82.02.050 et sequitur, as not in existence of hereafter.]

It is the purpose of this chapter to:

A. Ensure that adequate facilities are available to serve new growth and development;

B. Promote orderly growth and development by requiring that new development pay a proportionate share of the cost of new facilities needed to serve growth; and

C. Ensure that impact fees are imposed through established procedures and criteria so that specific developments do not pay arbitrary fees or duplicate fees for the same impact. (Ord. 630 § 2[16.13.010], 1995)

16.112.015 Definitions.
The following definitions apply to this chapter:

A. “System improvements” means transportation capital improvements that are identified in the city’s latest adopted 20-year comprehensive plan and are designed to provide services to the community at large.

B. “Project improvements” means site improvements and facilities that are planned and designed to provide service for a particular development project and that are necessary for the use and convenience of the occupants or users of the project, and are not system improvements.

C. “Frontage” means that portion of the development property adjacent to an existing or future roadway where access to the site or individual properties is permitted by the city.

D. “Frontage improvements” shall include all improvements as designed in the city comprehensive plan, city standards, or other adopted plan that can include roadway surfacing, curb and gutter, sidewalk, drainage, lighting, landscaping, and signs.

E. “Designated city official” shall be the public works director or their designee.

F. “Local access classified roadway” means the designated roadway cross section as included in the city’s adopted standards, comprehensive plan, or a city area master plan.

G. “Developer” means any representative of a development that is the designated traffic impact fee payer. (Ord. 993-08 § 7)

16.112.020 Imposition of impact fees.
A. After the effective date of this code, any person who seeks to develop land within the city of Sultan by applying for a building permit shall be obligated to pay an impact fee in the manner and amount set forth in this chapter.

B. The fee shall be determined and paid to the designated city of Sultan official at the time of issuance of a building permit for the development. For manufactured homes, the fee shall be determined and paid at the time of issuance of an installation permit. (Ord. 993-08 § 8; Ord. 630 § 2[16.13.020], 1995)

16.112.030 Recreation facility impact fee formula.
A. Findings and Authority. The demand for parks and recreation facilities is proportionate to the size of the user population. The larger a population grows, the greater the demand for city parks and recreation facilities. In order to offset the impacts of new residential development on the city’s park system, the city has determined to adjust the current park impact fee consistent with city standards as new development occurs. Impact fees are authorized under the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and the Growth Management Act (GMA) to help offset the cost of capital facilities brought about by new growth and development. Impact fees imposed will be used to acquire and/or develop parks, open space and recreation facilities that are consistent with the capital facilities and park and recreation elements of the Sultan comprehensive plan.

B. The impact fee component for recreation facilities shall be calculated using the following formula:

	Fee = (T/P x U) – A


1. “Fee” means the recreation impact fee.

2. “T” means the total development cost of new facilities. Such costs shall be adjusted periodically, but not more than once every year.

3. “P” means the new population to be served.

4. “U” means the average number of occupants per dwelling unit.

5. “A” means an adjustment for the portion of anticipated additional tax revenues resulting from a development that is proratable to facility improvements contained in the capital facilities plan. (Ord. 993-08 § 9; Ord. 929-06 §§ 1, 2, 3; Ord. 630 § 2[16.13.030], 1995)

16.112.040 Traffic impact fee formula.
The impact fee component for roads shall be calculated using the following formula:

	TIF = F x T


A. “TIF” means the traffic impact component of the total development impact fee.

B. “F” means the traffic impact fee rate per trip in dollar amounts. Such rate shall be established by estimating the cost of anticipated growth-related roadway projects contained in the capital facilities plan divided by the projected number of growth-related trips, as adjusted for other anticipated sources of public funds. Such rates shall be adjusted periodically, but not more often than once every year, to reflect changes in the prevailing construction cost index, facility plan projects, and anticipated growth.

C. “T” means the trip generated by a proposed development. (Ord. 993-08 § 10; Ord. 630 § 2[16.13.040], 1995)

16.112.050 Calculation of impact fee.
A. The impact fee for nonresidential development shall be computed by applying the traffic impact fee formula set out in SMC 16.112.040. The impact fee for a residential development shall be computed by applying the traffic impact fee and recreation facility impact fee formulae set out in SMC 16.112.030 and 16.112.040, combining the results.

B. If development for which approval is sought contains a mix of uses, the impact fee must be separately calculated for each type of use.

C. Upon application by the developer of any particular development activity, the designated city official may consider studies and data submitted by the developer, and if warranted, may adjust the amount of the impact fee. Such adjustment shall be deemed warranted if it can be demonstrated that:

1. Due to unusual circumstances, the system improvements would not benefit the proposed development;

2. The public facility improvements identified are not related to the proposed development; and

3. The formula set forth for calculating the impact fee results in a fee that is not proportionate to the project’s impacts. (Ord. 993-08 § 11; Ord. 630 § 2[16.13.050], 1995)

16.112.060 Collection of impact fees.
The impact and administrative fees imposed under this code and identified in the city of Sultan’s current fee schedule shall be due and payable at the time of issuance of a building permit for the development or issuance of an installation permit for a manufactured home or building. (Ord. 820-03 § 1; Ord. 630 § 2[16.13.060], 1995)

16.112.070 Impact fee exemptions.
A. The replacement of a residential structure on a site within 12 months of the demolition or removal of the prior residence.

B. The impact fee for an exempt development shall be calculated as provided for herein and paid with public funds by including such amount(s) in the public share of recreational facility improvements undertaken within the city of Sultan. (Ord. 820-03 § 2; Ord. 630 § 2[16.13.070], 1995)

16.112.080 Impact fee credits for other than traffic impact fees.
The developer shall be entitled to a credit against the applicable impact fee component for the present value of any dedication of land for improvement to or new construction of any system improvements provided by the developer (or the developer’s predecessor in interest), to system facilities that are/were identified in the capital facilities plan and are required by the city as a condition of approval for the immediate development proposal.

The amount of credit shall be determined at the time of building permit issuance (or site plan approval where no building permit is required). A credit against the applicable impact fee shall be limited to the total amount of the applicable impact fee for the particular development. (Ord. 993-08 § 12; Ord. 630 § 2[16.13.080], 1995)

16.112.085 Traffic impact fee credits.
The developer shall be entitled to a credit against the transportation impact fee component for the present value of any dedication of land for improvement to or new construction of any system improvements provided by the developer (or the developer’s predecessor in interest) whenever a particular system improvement is a condition of approval or terms of a voluntary agreement. A credit shall be limited to the total amount of the transportation impact fee for the particular development.

The initial amount of credit shall be determined by the designated city official at the time of building permit issuance or site plan approval where no building permit is required. The final amount of the credit may be adjusted with the approval of the designated city official to reflect actual costs.

Calculating a transportation impact fee credit shall be determined as follows:

A. When a development frontage abuts a designated system improvement roadway, any credit for this roadway section will be reduced by the cost for the required frontage improvement. Land dedication shall be credited for any additional right-of-way dedication exceeding the local access classified roadway right-of-way standard.

B. Credit shall not be given for project improvements that are primarily for the benefit of the development users or occupants, or that are not located on the frontage when identified in a city adopted plan. This could include access walkways to schools, centers, and parks. This could also include roadway or safety improvements not identified as system improvements.

C. Credit for land dedication shall be determined by an appraisal conducted by an independent professional appraiser chosen by the developer from a list of at least three such appraisers approved by the city. The cost of the appraisal shall be borne by the developer and is not subject to a credit. The appraisal shall only value the land dedicated and not any alleged damages to any abutting property.

D. Cost for facility construction for system and project improvements shall be based upon a construction cost worksheet provided by the city and completed by the developer, or the city may require actual costs provided by the developer’s contractor.

For any residential portion of development, credit shall be determined on a per dwelling unit basis. The credit per dwelling unit shall be determined by calculating the total impact fee credit for the residential portion of generated trips and dividing by the number of dwelling units. Credit will then be applied at the time of permit issuance for each dwelling unit.

No refund or future credit will be allowed in the event that the impact fee credit calculated or actual construction costs exceed the amount of the impact fee. (Ord. 993-08 § 13)

16.112.090 Appeals.
A developer may appeal the impact fee determination to the designated city official within 20 days of the issuance of the determination of the impact fee. The following is the process:

A. The developer shall submit a letter explaining the reason for the appeal. Any cited documents in the letter shall be included.

B. The designated city official shall review and respond to the developer within 30 calendar days of the submittal of the appeal letter. The city representative can approve, request additional information, or deny.

1. An approval will include an impact fee determination adjustment.

2. Requested additional information must be provided by the developer to the city within 20 calendar days or in a time frame as agreed upon by the designated city official.

3. Denial of an appeal will provide an explanation of why this decision was made.

C. If a developer is not satisfied with the designated city official’s determination, the developer may request a determination by the city’s hearing examiner pursuant to SMC 16.120.100.

D. Impact fees must be paid at time of permit issuance. If the developer has or will be appealing the impact fees, the developer shall submit a letter of protest at the time the impact fee payment is made.

E. When impact fees have been paid and a determination of a fee reduction is made in the appeal process, a refund or credit for future site fees will be made. No refund will be allowed to exceed the amount of the total impact fees paid for a particular development. (Ord. 993-08 § 14; Ord. 630 § 2[16.13.090], 1995)

16.112.100 Impact fee fund.
Impact fee funds will be created and established under SMC Title 3. The finance department will establish separate accounts and maintain records for each type of impact fee. (Ord. 977-07 § 1; Ord. 630 § 2[16.13.100], 1995)

16.112.110 Expenditures.
Impact fees for system improvements shall be expended only in conformance with the capital facilities plan. Impact fees shall be expended or encumbered for a permissible use within six years of receipt, unless there exists an extraordinary and compelling reason for fees to be held longer than six years. Such extraordinary and compelling reasons shall be identified in written findings by the city planning commission. (Ord. 630 § 2 [16.13.110], 1995)

16.112.120 Refunds.
A. The current owner of property on which an impact fee has been paid may receive a refund of such fee if the city fails to expend or encumber the impact fees within six years of collection, or such greater time as may be established in written findings by the city planning commission documenting extraordinary or compelling reasons for extension beyond six years. In determining whether there has been an encumbrance, impact fees shall be considered encumbered on a first-in, first-out basis. The current owner likewise may receive a proportionate refund when the public funding of applicable service area projects by the end of such six-year period has been insufficient to satisfy the ratio of public to private funding. The city shall notify potential claimants by certified mail (return receipt requested) deposited with the United States Postal Service at the last known address of each claimant.

B. The request for a refund must be submitted to the city council in writing within one year of the date the right to claim a refund arises or within one year of the date notice is given, whichever is later. Any impact fees that are not expended within these time limitations, and for which no application for refund has been made as herein provided, shall be retained and expended on the indicated capital facilities. Refunds of impact fees under this subsection shall include any interest earned on the impact fees.

C. A developer may request and shall receive a refund, including any interest earned on the impact fees, when the developer does not proceed with the development activity and no impact has resulted. (Ord. 630 § 2[16.13.120], 1995)

16.112.130 Impact fee as additional and supplemental requirement.
The impact fee is additional and supplemental to, and not in substitution of, any other requirements imposed by the city on the development of land or the issuance of building permits; provided, that any other such city development regulation which would require the developer to undertake dedication or construction of a facility contained within the city capital facility plan shall be imposed only if the developer is given a credit against impact fees as provided for herein. (Ord. 630 § 2[16.13.130], 1995)
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$5.00








� 50% of Hearing Examiner Fees to be returned if Hearing Examiner finds for appellant upon reconsideration


� Note: All Central Station Monitoring must be UL or FM listed. Notification Appliances, Flow Switches, Supervisory Switches, Magnetic Door Hold-Open devices, Remote Annunciators, Pull Stations, Beam Detectors (each is one device) and other such devices.





� Devices include separate individual portions of a Fire Sprinkler System such as sprinklers, risers, valves and earthquake bracing but not including hangers.





