CITY OF SULTAN
COUNCIL MEETING – COMMUNITY CENTER
319 MAIN STREET, SULTAN, WA 98294
July 28, 2022
IN PERSON AND REMOTE ATTENDANCE AVAILABLE
SEE PAGE 2 FOR INSTRUCTIONS ON ATTENDANCE VIA ZOOM
7:00 PM - CALL TO ORDER - Pledge of Allegiance and Roll Call
CHANGES/ADDITIONS TO THE AGENDA (Requires a motion)
PRESENTATIONS
1) VOA Update
PUBLIC HEARINGS
1) AB22-56_Flood Damage Prevention Code Update
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
COUNCILMEMBER COMMENTS
MAYOR/CITY ADMINISTRATOR COMMENTS
STAFF REPORTS
1) Public Works Department Report
2) Community Development Report
CONSENT AGENDA
1) Voucher Approval
2) 6/2/2022 Council Workshop Meeting Minutes
3) 6/9/2022 Council Meeting Minutes
4) 6/30/2022 Council Meeting Minutes
5) Public Hearing Minutes re AB22-40_2023-2028 Six Year Transportation Improvement
Plan
ACTION ITEMS
1) AB22-61_Resolution 22-07_Purple Heart City Designation
2) AB22-56_Ordinance 1371-22_Floodplain Regulations Update
3) AB22-55_New Mower Purchase
4) AB22-57_City Hall Parking Lot Bid Award (AA Asphalting LLC)
5) AB22-58_Post Office HVAC Bid Award (Johansen Mechanical)
6) AB22-59_Mental Health Counselor (Interlocal Agreement with VOAWW & City of
Monroe)
7) AB22-60_Cancel August Meetings
EXECUTIVE SESSION (may be held at any time during the meeting)
CLOSE OF MEETING - 10:00 PM or at the conclusion of Council business.
WRITTEN PUBLIC COMMENT SHOULD BE EMAILED TO THE CITY CLERK, TAMI PEVEY
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EMAIL: TAMI.PEVEY@CI.SULTAN.WA.US
WRITTEN COMMENTS SHOULD BE RECEIVED NO LATER THAN 4:00 PM THE DAY OF THE
MEETING
REMINDER TO STAFF AND VISITORS TO SPEAK INTO THE MICROPHONE

ADA NOTICE:
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

DIRECTIONS FOR ATTENDING THE COUNCIL MEETING AND INSTRUCTIONS ON
PROVIDING REMOTE ORAL PUBLIC COMMENT:

1.

At 7:00 p.m. (or shortly before or after) on Thursday, please join the meeting via
computer or phone as shown below and enter the meeting ID to join the meeting. If
using the website, the phone number given may be different, please follow prompts
given:

•
•
•
•
•
•

Via Computer:
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83353896861?pwd=R05pNHhEUUt6R1g1ZkFTZEtz
MmtZUT09
Phone #: (253) 215-8782
Meeting ID: 833 5389 6861
Passcode: 060560
After you enter the meeting ID, if it asks for a participant ID, just wait or press
# and you will be added to the meeting.

Please note if you attend via computer, your computer may provide different options
for connecting to audio to include different phone numbers. It is recommended to
follow the zoom compute prompts to connect to the meeting

2.

You will be muted upon entry to the meeting. When it is the portion of the meeting for
Public Comment, your name will be called to speak, and the City Clerk will unmute
you.

3.

Please begin your comments by stating your name, city of residence, and any
organization represented.

4.

Please be advised that your comments are being recorded.

Each speaker is allotted 3 minutes and you will be notified when your time has expired.
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Presentation No. 1
SUBJECT
DATE:
7/28/2022

Volunteers of America Update
DEPT:
Administration

Dates Presented:

P-1

CONTACT:

PRESENTER:

Lynsey Gagnon
Executive
Director

Lynsey Gagnon

ITEM:
Presentation #1

7/28/22
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Agenda Bill 22-56
SUBJECT

DATE:
7/28/2022

Public Hearing for an Update to Floodplain Regulations

DEPT:
Com Dev

CONTACT:
Andy Galuska

PRESENTER:

ITEM:

Andy Galuska

Discussion:

CM 07/28/22 (PH) PB 4.05.22 06/07/22 (PH)

Attachments:

A) Draft Code Changes
B) Revised Flood Map of Sultan

Public Hearing 1

REQUESTED ACTION: Receive public comment on the proposed changes to the
Floodplain Regulations and close the public hearing.
SUMMARY:
This is the public hearing to consider adopting new Floodplain Management Regulations.
These regulations require structures and development activities within the Floodplain and
Floodway areas to comply with additional regulation meant to prevent and reduce the
amount of damage caused by flooding. The proposed changes include adopting the most
up to date floodplain maps and updating definitions and verbiage to match the federal and
state standards.
DESCRIPTION:
The National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) is a national program under FEMA with the
goal of reducing the impact of flooding by providing affordable insurance to property
owners, renters, and business owners. Communities can only participate in the program
if they have sufficient floodplain regulations adopted. In the past few years, FEMA has
been working on an updated Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM).
The changes this year are extremely minor and are mostly clarifying the requirement that
mechanical systems must be installed two feet above the flood level. There will be no
change in how we administer the flood requirements, but the code now makes this
requirement clear. This change is required for the city to comply with the NFIP
requirements.
FISCAL IMPACTS
Adopting new floodplain regulations does not have any direct fiscal impact, however, this is
required to remain in the NFIP which reduces the cost of flood insurance for property owners
in the City.

PH-1/AB22-56
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EXHIBIT A

Chapter 17.08
FLOOD DAMAGE PREVENTION
Sections:
17.08.010
17.08.020
17.08.030
17.08.040
17.08.050
17.08.060
17.08.070
17.08.080
17.08.090
17.08.100
17.08.110
17.08.120
17.08.130
17.08.140
17.08.150
17.08.160

Statutory authorization.
Findings of fact.
Statement of purpose.
Objectives.
Definitions.
General provisions.
Administration.
Duties and responsibilities of the responsible official.
Variance procedures.
Conditions for variances – Application.
Provisions for flood hazard reduction.
Standards for subdivision proposals.
Recreational vehicles.
Critical facility.
Below-grade crawlspace construction.
Below-grade crawlspace construction design.

17.08.010 Statutory authorization.
The Legislature of the state of Washington has delegated the responsibility to local governmental units to adopt
regulations designed to promote the public health, safety, and general welfare of its citizenry. Therefore, the city of
Sultan does ordain as set forth in this chapter.
17.08.020 Findings of fact.
A. The flood hazard areas of the city of Sultan are subject to periodic inundation that may result in loss of life and
property, health and safety hazards, disruption of commerce and government services, extraordinary public
expenditures for flood protection and relief, and impairment of the tax base, all of which adversely affect the public
health, safety and general welfare.
B. These flood losses may be caused by the cumulative effect of obstructions in floodplains resulting in increases in
flood heights and velocities, and by the occupancy in flood hazard lands by structures that are inadequately elevated,
flood proofed, or otherwise unprotected from flood damage.
17.08.030 Statement of purpose.
It is the purpose of this chapter to promote the public health, safety, and general welfare, reduce the annual cost of
flood insurance, and to minimize public and private losses due to flood conditions in specific areas by provisions
designed to:
A. Restrict or prohibit uses that are dangerous to health, safety, and property due to water or erosion hazards, or
which result in damaging increases in erosion or in flood heights or velocities;
B. Require that uses vulnerable to floods, including facilities which serve such uses, be protected against flood
damage at the time of initial construction;
C. Control the alteration of natural floodplains, stream channels, and natural protective barriers that are involved in
the accommodation of floodwaters;
D. Control filling, grading, dredging and other development that may increase erosion or flood damage; and
E. Prevent or regulate the construction of flood barriers that will unnaturally divert floodwaters or which may
increase flood hazards to other lands.
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17.08.040 Objectives.
The objectives of this chapter are:
A. To protect human life and health;
B. To minimize expenditure of public money for costly flood control projects;
C. To minimize the need for rescue and relief efforts associated with flooding and generally undertaken at the
expense of the general public;
D. To minimize prolonged business interruptions;
E. To help maintain a stable tax base by providing for the sound use and development of flood-prone areas in such a
manner as to minimize the number of blighted areas that could be created by floods;
F. To ensure that potential homebuyers are notified that property is in a flood area;
G. To minimize damage to public facilities and utilities, such as water and gas mains; electric, telephone, and sewer
lines; and streets and bridges located in flood hazard areas; and
H. To notify those who occupy flood hazard areas that they assume responsibility for their actions.
17.08.050 Definitions.
Unless specifically defined below, words or phrases used in this chapter shall be interpreted so as to give them the
meaning they have in common usage and to give this chapter its most reasonable application.
1)

“Alteration of watercourse” means any action that will change the location of the channel occupied by
water within the banks of any portion of a riverine waterbody.

2)

“Appeal” means a request for a review of the interpretation of any provision of this chapter or a request for
a variance.

3)

“Area of special flood hazard” means the land in the floodplain within a community subject to a one
percent or greater chance of flooding in any given year. Designation on maps always includes the letter A or V.
Special flood hazard area” is synonymous in meaning with the phrase “area of special flood hazard.

4)

“Assessed valuation” means the value placed on a property by the Snohomish County assessor’s office.

5)

“Base flood” means the flood having a one percent chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year,
also referred to as the “100-year flood.” Designation on maps always includes the letter A or V.

6)

“Base flood elevation” means the elevation to which floodwater is anticipated to rise during the base flood.

7)

“Basement” means any area of the building having its floor subgrade (below ground level) on all sides. See
Technical Bulletin 11-1.

8)

“Breakaway wall” means a wall that is not part of the structural support of the building and is intended
through its design and construction to collapse under specific lateral loading forces, without causing damage to
the elevated portion of the building or supporting foundation system.

9)

“Critical facility” means a facility for which even a slight chance of flooding might be too great. Critical
facilities include, but are not limited to, schools, nursing homes, hospitals, police, fire and emergency response
installations, installations which produce, use or store hazardous materials or hazardous waste.

10)

“Design flood elevation” means at a minimum the base flood elevation plus freeboard.

PH-1/AB22-56
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11)

“Development” means any manmade change to improved or unimproved real estate, including but not
limited to buildings or other structures, the storage of equipment and materials, mining, dredging, filling,
grading, paving, excavation or drilling operations located within the area of special flood hazard.

12)

“Elevated building” means, for insurance purposes, a nonbasement building which has its lowest elevated
floor raised above ground level by foundation walls, shear walls, post, piers, pilings, or columns.

13)

“Existing manufactured home park or subdivision” means a manufactured home park or subdivision for
which the construction of the facilities for servicing the lots on which the manufactured homes are to be affixed
(including, at a minimum, the installation of utilities, the construction of streets, and either final site grading or
the pouring of concrete pads) is completed before the effective date of the adopted floodplain management
regulations.

14)

“Expansion to an existing manufactured home park or subdivision” means the preparation of additional
sites by the construction of facilities for servicing the lots on which the manufactured homes are to be affixed
(including the installation of utilities, the construction of streets, and either final site grading or the pouring of
concrete pads).

15)

“Flood or flooding” means either:
1)

A general and temporary condition of partial or complete inundation of normally dry land areas from:
a.

The overflow of inland or tidal waters.

b.

The unusual and rapid accumulation of runoff of surface waters from any source.

c.

Mudslides (i.e., mudflows) which are proximately caused by flooding as defined in paragraph
(1)(b) of this definition and are akin to a river of liquid and flowing mud on the surfaces of
normally dry land areas, as when earth is carried by a current of water and deposited along the
path of the current.

2) The collapse or subsidence of land along the shore of a lake or other body of water as a result of
erosion or undermining caused by waves or currents of water exceeding anticipated cyclical levels or
suddenly caused by an unusually high water level in a natural body of water, accompanied by a severe
storm, or by an unanticipated force of nature, such as flash flood or an abnormal tidal surge, or by
some similarly unusual and unforeseeable event which results in flooding as defined in paragraph
(1)(a) of this definition.
16)

“Flood elevation study” means an examination, evaluation, and determination of flood hazards and, if
appropriate, corresponding water surface elevations, or an examination, evaluation, and determination of
mudslide (i.e., mudflow) and/or flood-related erosion hazards. Also known as a Flood Insurance Study (FIS).

17)

“Flood insurance rate map (FIRM)” means the official map on which the Federal Insurance Administrator
has delineated both the areas of special flood hazard and the risk premium zones applicable to the community.
A FIRM that has been made available digitally is called a Digital Flood Insurance Rate Map (DFIRM).

18)

“Flood insurance study” means see “Flood Elevation Study”.

19)

“Floodplain or flood-prone area” means any land area susceptible to being inundated by water from any
source. See “Flood or flooding.”

20)

“Floodplain administrator” means the community official designated by title to administer and enforce the
floodplain management regulations.

21)

“Floodproofing” means any combination of structural and nonstructural additions, changes, or adjustments
to structures which reduce or eliminate risk of flood damage to real estate or improved real property, water and
sanitary facilities, structures, and their contents. Floodproofed structures are those have the structural integrity
and design to be impervious to floodwater below the base flood elevation.
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22)

23)

“Floodway” means the channel of a river or other watercourse and the adjacent land areas that must be
reserved in order to discharge the base flood without cumulatively increasing the water surface elevation more
than a designated height. Also referred to as “Regulatory Floodway.”
“Freeboard” is a factor of safety usually expressed in feet above a flood level for purposes of floodplain
management. “Freeboard” tends to compensate for the many unknown factors that could contribute to flood
heights greater than the height calculated for a selected size flood and floodway conditions, such as wave
action, bridge openings, and the hydrological effect of urbanization of the watershed. Freeboard is not required
by NFIP standards, but communities are encouraged to adopt at least a one-foot freeboard to account for the
one-foot rise built into the concept of designating a floodway and the encroachment requirements where
floodways have not been designated. Freeboard results in significantly lower flood insurance rates due to lower
flood risk.

24)

21. “Functionally dependent use” means a use which cannot perform its intended purpose unless it is
located or carried out in close proximity to water. The term includes only docking facilities, port facilities that
are necessary for the loading and unloading of passengers, and ship building and ship repair facilities, and does
not include long-term storage or related manufacturing facilities.

25)

22. “Highest adjacent grade” means the highest natural elevation of the ground surface prior to construction
next to the proposed walls of a structure.

26)

23. “Historic structure” means any structure that is:
1)

Listed individually in the National Register of Historic Places (a listing maintained by the
Department of the Interior) or preliminarily determined by the Secretary of the Interior as meeting
the requirements for individual listing on the National Register;

2)

Certified or preliminarily determined by the Secretary of the Interior as contributing to the historical
significance of a registered historic district or a district preliminary determined by the Secretary to
qualify as a registered historic district;

3)

Individually listed on a state inventory of historic places in states with historic preservation programs
which have been approved by the Secretary of Interior; or

4)

Individually listed on a local inventory of historic places in communities with historic preservation
programs that have been certified either:
a.

By an approved state program as determined by the Secretary of the Interior, or

b.

Directly by the Secretary in states without approved programs.

27)

“Lowest floor” means the lowest floor of the lowest enclosed area (including basement). An unfinished or
flood resistant enclosure, usable solely for parking of vehicles, building access or storage, in an area other than
a basement area, is not considered a building’s lowest floor; provided, that such enclosure is not built so as to
render the structure in violation of the applicable no elevation design requirements of this chapter, SMC
17.08.110(B)(3). (i.e. provided there are adequate flood ventilation openings)

28)

“Manufactured home” means a structure, transportable in one or more sections, which is built on a
permanent chassis and is designed for use with or without a permanent foundation when attached to the required
utilities. The term “manufactured home” does not include a “recreational vehicle.”

29)

“Manufactured home park or subdivision” means a parcel (or contiguous parcels) of land divided into two
or more manufactured home lots for rent or sale.
30 “Mean sea level” means for purposes of the National Flood Insurance Program, the vertical datum to which
base flood elevations shown on a community’s Flood Insurance Rate Map are referenced.

1)

31 “New construction” means for the purposes of determining insurance rates, structures for which the start of
PH-1/AB22-56
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construction commenced on or after the effective date of an initial Flood Insurance Rate Map or after December
31, 1974, whichever is later, and includes any subsequent improvements to such structures. For floodplain
management purpose, “new construction” means structures for which the start of construction commenced on or
after the effective date of a floodplain management regulation and includes any subsequent improvements to
such structures.
“New manufactured home park or subdivision” means a manufactured home park or subdivision for which
the construction of facilities for servicing the lots on which the manufactured homes are to be affixed (including at a
minimum the installation of utilities, the construction of streets, and either final site grading or the pouring of
concrete pads is completed on or after the effective date of adopted floodplain management regulations.
2)

“Recreational vehicle” means a vehicle which is:
a.

Built on a single chassis;

b.

Four hundred square feet or less when measured at the largest horizontal projection;

c.

Designed to be self-propelled or permanently towable by a light duty truck; and

d.

Designed primarily not for use as a permanent dwelling but as temporary living quarters for
recreational camping, travel, or seasonal use.

3)

“Responsible official” is the community development director, building official, or other person designated
by the mayor or city administrator to implement and administer the requirements of this chapter.

4)

“Start of construction” includes substantial improvement and means the date the building permit was
issued provided the actual start of construction, repair, reconstruction, placement or other improvement was
within 180 days of the permit date. The “actual start” means either the first placement of permanent
construction or a structure on the site, such as the pouring of slab or footings, the installation of piles, the
construction of columns, or any work beyond the stage of excavation; or the placement of a manufactured home
on a foundation. Permanent construction does not include land preparation, such as clearing, grading and filling;
nor does it include the installation of streets and/or walkways; nor does it include excavation for a basement,
footings, piers, or foundations or the erection of temporary forms; nor does it include the installation on the
property of accessory buildings such as garages or sheds not occupied as dwelling units or not part of the main
structure. For a substantial improvement the “actual start of construction” means the first alteration of any wall,
ceiling, floor, or other structural part of a building, whether or not that alteration affects the external dimensions
of the building.

5)

“Site plan” means per International Building Code Section 106.2 and IRC Sections R106.1 and R106.2
with references to Figure 1 and Technical Bulletin 10-01. The construction documents submitted with the
application for a floodplain development permit shall be accompanied by a site plan showing to scale.

6)

“Structure” means a walled and roofed building including a gas or liquid storage tank that is principally
above ground, as well as manufactured homes.

7)

“Substantial damage” means damage of any origin sustained by a structure whereby the cost of restoring
the structure to its before-damaged condition would equal or exceed 50 percent of the assessed value of the
structure before the damage occurred.

8)

“Substantial improvement” means:
a.

Any reconstruction, rehabilitation, addition, or other improvement of a structure, the cost of which equals
or exceeds 50 percent of the assessed value of the structure before the “start of construction” of the
improvement. This term includes structures which have incurred “substantial damage,” regardless of the
actual repair work performed.

b.

The term does not, however, include either:

PH-1/AB22-56
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i.

b)

Any project for improvement of a structure to correct previously identified existing violations of state
or local health, sanitary, or safety code specifications which have been identified by the local code
enforcement official and which are the minimum necessary to assure safe living conditions; or

Any alteration of a “historic structure”; provided, that the alteration will not preclude the structure’s
continued designation as a “historic structure.”

9)

“Variance” means a grant of relief from the requirements of this chapter which permits construction in a
manner that would otherwise be prohibited by this chapter.

10)

“Violation” means the failure of a structure or other development to be fully compliant with the
community’s floodplain management regulations. A structure or other development without the
elevation certificate, other certifications, or other evidence of compliance required in this ordinance is
presumed to be in violation until such time as that documentation is provided.

11)

“Water dependent” means a structure for commerce or industry which cannot exist in any other location
and is dependent on the water by reason of the intrinsic nature of its operations.

17.08.060 General provisions.
A. Lands to Which These Performance Standards Apply. These performance standards shall apply to all areas of the
special flood hazards within the jurisdiction of the city of Sultan.
B. Basis for Establishing the Areas of Special Flood Hazard. The area of special flood hazard identified by the
Federal Insurance Administrator in a scientific and engineering report entitled “The Flood Insurance Study for
Snohomish County, Washington and Incorporated Areas,” dated June 19, 2020, and any revisions thereto, with
accompanying flood insurance rate maps (FIRMs)) are adopted by reference and declared to be a part of these
performance standards. The Flood Insurance Study and FIRMs are on file at 319 Main Street, Sultan WA. The best
available information for flood hazard area identification as outlined in Section 17.08.080(A)(8) shall be the basis of
regulation until a new FIRM is issued that incorporates data utilized under Section 17.08.080(A)(8).
C. Establishment of Permit. A floodplain development permit shall be required in conformance with the provisions
of these standards prior to the commencement of any development activities within any area of special flood hazard
established in Section 17.08.060(B). The permit shall be for all structures including manufactured homes, as set
forth in the “Definitions,” and for all development including fill and other activities, also as set forth in the
“Definitions.”
D. Compliance. All development within special flood hazard areas is subject to the terms of this ordinance and other
applicable regulations. No structure or land shall hereafter be located, extended, constructed, converted, or
structurally altered without full compliance with the terms of these standards and other applicable laws. Violations
of the provisions of this ordinance by failure to comply with any of its requirements (including violations of
conditions and safeguards established in connection with conditions), shall constitute a misdemeanor. Any person
who violates this ordinance or fails to comply with any of its requirements shall upon conviction thereof be fined not
more than $1,000 or imprisoned for not more than 90 days, or both, for each violation, and in addition shall pay all
costs and expenses involved in the case. Nothing herein contained shall prevent the City of Sultan from taking such
other lawful action as is necessary to prevent or remedy any violation.
E. Abrogation and Greater Restrictions. These performance standards are not intended to repeal, abrogate, or impair
any existing easements, covenants, or deed restrictions. However, where this ordinance and another ordinance,
easement, covenant, or deed restriction conflict or overlap, whichever imposes the most stringent restrictions shall
prevail.
F. Interpretation. In the interpretation and application of these standards, all provisions shall be:
1. Considered as minimum requirements;
2. Liberally constructed in favor of the governing body; and
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3. Deemed neither to limit nor repeal any other laws.
G. Warning and Disclaimer of Liability. The degree of flood protection required by these performance standards is
considered reasonable for regulatory purposes and is based on scientific and engineering consideration. Larger
floods can and will occur on rare occasions. Flood heights may be increased by manmade or natural causes. These
standards do imply that land outside the areas of special flood hazard or uses permitted within such areas will be free
from flooding or flood damages. These standards shall not create liability on the part of the city of Sultan or by any
officer or employee thereof, or the Federal Insurance Administrator, for any flood damages that result from
reliance on these standards or any administrative decision lawfully made thereunder.
H. Severability. This ordinance and the various parts thereof are hereby declared to be severable. Should any section
of this ordinance be declared by the courts to be unconstitutional or invalid, such decision shall not affect the
validity of the ordinance as a whole, or any portion thereof other than the section so declared to be unconstitutional
or invalid.
17.08.070 Administration.
A. Designation of the Floodplain Administrator: The Public Works Director is hereby appointed to administer,
implement, and enforce this ordinance by granting or denying development permits in accordance with its
provisions. The Floodplain Administrator may delegate authority to implement these provisions.
B. Permit Procedure. Application for a floodplain development permit shall be made to the Floodplain Administrator
prior to any development activities, and shall include, but not be necessarily limited to, site plans drawn to scale
showing the following:
1. The construction drawings and documents submitted with the application for a floodplain development
permit shall be accompanied by a site plan showing to scale the size and location of new construction and
existing structures on the site.
2. Distances from the lot lines, and front, side(s), rear, setbacks.
3. Established street grades and the proposed finished grades with quantities of cut/fill materials.
4. Zoning designation flood hazard areas, floodways, and “design flood elevations” drawn in accordance with
an accurate boundary line survey and shall indicate elevation datum used for BFE (National Geodetic Vertical
Datum 1929 – NGVD 1929) or North American Vertical Datum 1988 (NAVD 1988). Benchmark(s) set/used
shall utilize this datum and conversion factors and comments.
5. North arrow and scale, the NFIP community name and number, the (FIRM) map/panel number and suffix,
FIRM index date, FIRM panel effective/revised date, flood zone(s).
6. Base flood elevation(s), required freeboard of two feet, design flood elevation(s). Tax parcel number, plat
name, lot number, street address.
7. Longitude and latitude if known.
8. Encroachments such as fences, driveways, roads, streets and rights-of-way.
9. Critical areas and their buffers, including wetlands, aquifer recharge, steep slopes, special flood hazard areas,
floodway boundaries.
10. Known threatened or endangered species on or within 200 feet of the property.
An application for a floodplain development permit is also required to include the following information:
1) Elevation in relation to mean sea level of the lowest floor (including basement) of all structures;
2) Elevation in relation to mean sea level to which any structure has been flood proofed;
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3) Where a structure is to be flood proofed, certified by a registered professional engineer or architect that the
flood proofing methods for any nonresidential structure meet the flood proofing criteria in Section
17.08.110(B)(2);
4) Description of the extent to which a watercourse will be altered or relocated as a result of a proposed
development;
5) Where development is proposed in a floodway, an engineering analysis indicating no rise of the base flood
elevation; and
6) Any other such information that may be reasonably required by the Floodplain Administrator in order to
review the application.
C. The building official is authorized to waive or modify the requirement for a site plan when the application for
permit is for alteration or repair or when otherwise warranted.
D. As a condition of floodplain development permits issuance, a benchmark or reference mark shall be set by a
professional land surveyor licensed in the state of Washington and shall indicate:
1. The ground elevation;
2. Datum used for BFE North American Vertical Datum 1988 (NAVD 1988) located within site distance of the
structure’s foundation;
3. If the property requesting a floodplain development permit has a floodway located on the property, the
floodway boundary shall be permanently marked by a state licensed surveyor.
E. Construction Stage. In addition to standard requirements of the adopted building codes, structures subject to
provisions of this chapter shall conform to the following standards and building inspection processes shall certify
compliance with these standards as a condition of issuance of certificate of occupancy.
1. At the foundation inspection stage the inspector shall confirm the location, elevation, and datum of the
referenced benchmark and the inspector shall see that the benchmark is properly placed, and that the foundation
is located as drawn on the site plan.
2. Prior to pouring concrete, the contractor/homeowner shall call for a foundation form inspection. The
following shall be in place for this inspection:
a. Foundation footing and stem wall forms;
b. Rebar, steel, bolts, hold-downs, straps, vents, accesses, buck-outs, plates, mud seal;
c. Foundation grade height is established and marked on the foundation format.
3. At the time of the foundation inspection the contractor or his representative shall demonstrate and shall show
proof positive that:
a. The lowest floor shall be at a minimum two feet above the base flood elevation;
b. Flood venting equals one square inch per square foot of floor area and the vents shall be one foot or less
above the finish grade.
4. If all applicable codes have been met the inspector shall document:
a. The base flood elevation;
b. The projected amount of freeboard;
c. The projected lowest floor elevation, the number;
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d. Square inches of flood vents;
e. The projected lowest adjacent grade.
5. After the concrete has been placed and form material has been removed, prior to the start of any framing
work, the structure shall be inspected and shall be found to meet the following:
a. The interior of the foundation area shall be filled so that it is level with or higher than the lowest
adjacent grade (LAG).
b. All building materials at or below the base flood elevation (BFE) must be flood resistant; see Technical
Bulletin 2. This requirement includes:
i. Floor joist, insulation, HVAC systems.
ii. Ductwork can be elevated above the BFE or designed so that floodwaters cannot enter the system
components during flood conditions.
iii. Ductwork systems designed so that floodwater cannot enter the system shall also be designed and
anchored to resist displacement.
6. The exterior grade shall slope away from the building foundation at two percent or more for a minimum of
five feet.
7. The interior under floor area shall slope to a positive drainage system terminating at an exterior drainage
system. (Typical under floor drainage system four-inch pipe run under footing day-lighting five plus feet from
building with a pest screen on the end. Also note the building code requires six-mill black plastic sheeting.)
8. If the building inspector finds the structure in compliance with the adopted regulations, he shall sign and date
the inspection sheet and allow the work to proceed, or if he finds corrections are needed, he shall notify the
permit holder or his agent of the actions/work needed to bring the project into compliance.
9. The inspector may require an elevation and/or a floodproofing certificate at the permit holder’s expense for
the building under construction at this time if in his opinion it would benefit the project or help clarify an issue
of concern.
10. Note that this is not the final elevation or floodproofing certificate that will be required; a completed
elevation and/or floodproofing certificate is required at the finish of the project.
11. Elevation and floodproofing certificates shall be signed, sealed, and dated by a Washington State licensed
professional land surveyor.
F. It shall be the permit holder’s responsibility to ensure that his structure/building/project is in compliance with the
National Flood Insurance Program, Washington State adopted laws, city of Sultan adopted standards, regulations,
and codes.
G. When floodproofing is utilized for a particular building, said certification shall be prepared by or under the direct
supervision of a professional engineer or architect and certified by same. The project shall follow the floodproofing
requirements for structures located in special flood hazard areas in accordance with the National Flood Insurance
Program (Technical Bulletin 3-93). Any work undertaken prior to submission of the certification shall be at the
permit holder’s risk. The building and zoning official shall review the floor elevation survey data submitted.
Deficiencies detected by such review shall be corrected by the permit holder immediately and prior to further
progressive work being permitted to proceed. Failure to submit the survey, or failure to make said corrections
required hereby, shall be cause to issue a stop work order for the project.
17.08.080 Duties and responsibilities of the responsible official.
The duties of the responsible official shall include, but not be limited to:
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A. Permit Review.
1. Review all development permits to determine that:
a. The permit requirements of this ordinance have been satisfied;
b. All other required state and federal permits have been obtained;
c. The site is reasonably safe from flooding;
d. The proposed development is not located in the floodway. If located in the floodway, assure the
encroachment provisions of Section 17.08.110(B)(5)(a) are met.
e. Notify FEMA when annexations occur in the Special Flood Hazard Area.
2. Advise the permittee that additional federal (Army Corps of Engineers 404, 401), state of Washington or
Snohomish County permits may be required, and if these specific permit requirements are known, require the
copies of such permits be provided and maintained on file with the permit.
3. Assure that maintenance is provided within the altered or relocated portion of said watercourse so that the
flood carrying capacity is not diminished.
a. Notify adjacent communities and the Department of Ecology prior to any alteration or relocation of a
watercourse, and submit evidence of such notification to the Federal Insurance Administrator.
4. Where base flood elevation data is provided through the FIS, FIRM, or required as in Section
17.08.080(A)(8), obtain and maintain a record of the actual (as-built) elevation (in relation to mean sea level) of
the lowest floor (including basement) of all new or substantially improved structures and whether or not the
structure contains a basement.

5. For all new or substantially improved floodproofed nonresidential structures where base flood elevation data
is provided through the FIS, FIRM, or as required in Section 17.08.080(A)(8):
a) Obtain and maintain a record of the elevation (in relation to mean sea level) to which the structure was
floodproofed.
b) Maintain the floodproofing certifications required in Section 17.08.070(B)(3).
6. When floodproofing is utilized for a particular structure, the building and zoning official shall obtain
certification from a professional engineer or architect registered in the state of Washington.
7. Where interpretation is needed to the exact location of boundaries of the areas of special flood hazard (for
example, where there appears to be conflict between a mapped boundary and actual field conditions), the
building and zoning official shall make the necessary interpretation. The person contesting the location of the
boundary shall be given a reasonable opportunity to appeal the interpretation as provided in this section.
8. When base flood elevation data has not been provided in accordance with Section 17.08.060(B) responsible
official shall obtain, review, and reasonably utilize any base flood elevation and floodway data available from a
federal, state or other source in order to administer SMC 17.08.110 through 17.08.130. Where elevation data is
not available either through the flood insurance study, FIRM, or from another authoritative source, applications
for building permits shall be reviewed to assure that proposed construction will be reasonably safe from
flooding. The test of reasonableness is a local judgment and includes use of historical data, high water marks,
and photographs of past flooding acts, where available. Failure to elevate to at least two feet above the highest
adjacent grade in these zones may result in higher insurance rates.
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9. All records pertaining to the provisions of these performance standards shall be maintained in the office of
the building and zoning official and shall be open for public inspection. (Ord. 1265-17 § 1 (Exh. A); Ord.
1019-09 § 1; Ord. 808-03)
10. Obtain and maintain certification required by Section 17.08.110(B)(5)(a) (floodway encroachments).
11. Obtain and maintain records of all variance actions, including justifications for their issuance.
12. Obtain and maintain improvement and damage calculations.
13. Changes to Special Flood Hazard Area
a. If a project will alter the BFE or boundaries of the SFHA, then the project proponent shall provide the
community with engineering documentation and analysis regarding the proposed change. If the change to the
BFE or boundaries of the SFHA would normally require a Letter of Map Change, then the project proponent
shall initiate, and receive approval of, a Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR) prior to approval of the
development permit. The project shall be constructed in a manner consistent with the approved CLOMR.
b. If a CLOMR application is made, then the project proponent shall also supply the full CLOMR
documentation package to the Floodplain Administrator to be attached to the floodplain development permit,
including all required property owner notifications.
17.08.090 Variance procedures.
Variances to provisions of this chapter shall be processed by the city of Sultan hearing examiner according to
provisions of SMC 2.26.090 through 2.26.140.
A. Appeal of a hearing examiner decision shall be to superior court or other appropriate body. The planning board
and city council are not involved in quasi-judicial processing of any portion of this chapter.
B. Applications for variances shall be submitted on forms provided by the city and fees called for in the Sultan
annual fee schedule shall be submitted at the time of application.
C. It shall be the burden of proof of the applicant to provide evidence that all conditions required in SMC 17.08.100
are met.
D. Staff shall assemble a staff report for review by the hearing examiner.
E. Public notice shall be provided as called for in Chapter 16.82 SMC.
F. The hearing examiner shall conduct a hearing and render a decision as provided in SMC 2.26.090 through
2.26.130.
G. Appeals of the hearing examiner decision shall be made to superior court as provided in SMC 2.26.140. (Ord.
1265-17 § 1 (Exh. A); Ord. 1019-09 § 1; Ord. 808-03)
17.08.100 Conditions for variances – Application.
The variance criteria set forth in this section of the ordinance are based on the general principle of zoning law that
variances pertain to a piece of property and are not personal in nature. A variance may be granted for a parcel of
property with physical characteristics so unusual that complying with the requirements of this ordinance would
create an exceptional hardship to the applicant or the surrounding property owners. The characteristics must be
unique to the property and not be shared by adjacent parcels. The unique characteristic must pertain to the land
itself, not to the structure, its inhabitants, or the property owners.
It is the duty of the city of Sultan to help protect its citizens from flooding. This need is so compelling and the
implications of the cost of ensuring a structure built below the base flood elevation are so serious that variances from
the flood elevation or from other requirements in the flood ordinance are quite rare. The long-term goal of
preventing and reducing flood loss and damage can only be met if variances are strictly limited. Therefore, the
variance guidelines provided in this ordinance are more detailed and contain multiple provisions that must be met
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before a variance can be properly granted. The criteria are designed to screen out those situations in which
alternatives other than a variance are more appropriate.
A. Variances shall only be issued upon a written finding indicating that all of the following standards, criteria, and
conditions are met:
1. General Variance Criteria.
a. The requested variance upon a determination that the variance is the minimum necessary considering
the flood hazard to afford relief;
b. In the case of an historic building, a determination must be made that the proposed repair or
rehabilitation will not preclude the structure’s continued designation as a “historic structure” and the
variance is the minimum necessary so as not to destroy the historic character, design, and designation of
the building;
c. A showing of good and sufficient cause;
d. Failure to grant the variance would result in exceptional hardship to the applicant; and
e. Granting of a variance will not result in increased flood heights, additional threats to public safety,
extraordinary public expense, create a nuisance, cause fraud on or victimization of the public, or conflict
with existing laws.
f.
2. Variance Criteria for New Construction. Generally, the only condition under which a variance from the
elevation standard may be issued is for new construction and substantial improvements to be erected on a lot
one0half acres or less in size contiguous to and surrounded by lots with existing structures constructed below
the base flood level. As the lot size increases the technical justification required for issuing the variance
increases.
3. Variance Criteria for Historic Structures. Variances may be issued for the reconstruction, rehabilitation or
restoration of structures listed on the National Register of Historic Places without regard to procedures set forth
in the remainder of this section, and provided the proposed reconstruction, rehabilitation, or restoration will not
result in the structure losing its historical designation.
4. Variances may be issued for new construction and substantial improvements and for other

development necessary for the conduct of a functionally dependent use provided that (i) the criteria of
1-3 of this section are met, and (ii) the structure or other development is protected by methods that
minimize flood damages during the base flood and create no additional threats to public safety.

B. Conditions to Be Considered in Application of Variance Criteria.
1. The danger that materials may be swept into other lands to the injury of others;
2. The danger to life and property due to flooding or erosion damage;
3. The susceptibility of the proposed facility and its contents to flood damage and the effect of such damage on
the individual owner;
4. The importance of the services provided by the proposed facility to the community;
5. The necessity to the facility of waterfront location, where applicable;
6. The compatibility of the proposed use with existing and anticipated development;7. The availability of
alternative locations, not subject to flooding or erosion damage, for the proposed use;
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8. The relationship of the proposed use to the comprehensive plan to that area;
9. The safety of the access to the property in times of flood for ordinary and emergency vehicles;
10. The expected heights, velocity, duration, rate of rise, and sediment transport of the floodwaters expected at
the site; and
11. The cost of providing governmental services during and after flood conditions, including maintenance and
repair of public utilities and facilities such as sewer, electrical, water system, and bridges.
C. Upon consideration of, but not limited to, the factors listed above, conditions may be attached to the granting of
variances as is necessary to further the purposes of these standards.
D. Variances shall not be issued within any designated floodway, if any increase in flood levels during the base
flood discharge would result.
E. Any applicant to whom a variance is granted shall be given written notice over the signature of a community
official that the issuance of a variance to construct a structure below the base flood elevation will result in e
increased premium rates for flood insurance up to amounts as high as $25 for $100 of insurance coverage and that
such construction below the base flood elevation increases risks to life and property.
F. The Floodplain Administrator shall maintain a record of all variance actions, including justification for their
issuance, and report any variances to the Federal Insurance Administrator upon request.
17.08.110 Provisions for flood hazard reduction.
A. General Standards. In all areas of special flood hazard the following provisions are required:
1. New construction and substantial improvements, including those related to manufactured homes, shall be
anchored to prevent flotation, collapse or lateral movement of the structure resulting from hydrodynamic and
hydrostatic loads, including the effects of buoyancy.
2. The storage or processing of materials that could be injurious to human, animal, or plant life if released due
to damage from flooding is prohibited in special flood hazard areas.
3. Storage of other material or equipment may be allowed if not subject to damage by floods and if firmly
anchored to prevent flotation, or if readily removable from the area within the time available after flood
warning.
4. Water wells shall be located on high ground that is not in the floodway.
5. All manufactured homes shall meet the anchoring standards of subsection (B)(4)(b)(ii) of this section.
6. New construction and substantial improvements shall be constructed with materials and utility equipment
resistant to flood damage. See Technical Bulletin 2 (August 2008), Flood-Resistant Materials Requirements.
7. New construction and substantial improvements shall be erected by methods and practices that minimize
flood damage.
8. Electrical, heating, ventilation, plumbing, air conditioning equipment, and other service facilities shall be
elevated two feet or more above the base flood elevation as to prevent water from entering or accumulating
within the components during conditions of flooding.
9. New or replacement water supply systems shall be designed to minimize or eliminate infiltration of
floodwaters into the system.
10. New or replacement sanitary sewage systems shall be designed to minimize or eliminate infiltration of
floodwaters into them and discharges from them into floodwaters.

PH-1/AB22-56

7/28/2022 Council Meeting Packet_Page 17 of 154

Page 14 of 22

ATTACHMENT A

11. On-site waste disposal systems (septic tanks) shall be located and constructed to avoid impairment to them
or contamination from them during flooding.
9. Any alteration, repair, reconstruction or improvements to a structure that is in compliance with the provisions
of this section shall meet the requirements of “new construction” as contained in this section.
B. Specific Standards. In all areas of special flood hazard where base flood elevation data have been provided, the
following provisions are required:
1. Residential Construction. New construction and substantial improvements of any residential structure
including electrical, heating, ventilation, plumbing, air conditioning equipment, and other service facilities
shall have the lowest floor, including basement, elevated no lower than two feet above the base flood
elevation. Should solid foundation perimeter walls be used to elevate a structure, openings sufficient to
facilitate the unimpeded movements of floodwaters shall be provided per subsection (B)(3) of this section.
An attached garage, constructed with the garage floor slab below the BFE, must be designed to allow for the
automatic entry and exit of floodwaters.
New construction and substantial improvement of any residential structure in an unnumbered A zone for which
a BFE is not available and cannot be reasonably obtained shall be reasonably safe from flooding, but in all
cases the lowest floor shall be at least two feet above the highest adjacent grade.
2. Nonresidential Construction. New construction and substantial improvements of any commercial, industrial,
or nonresidential structure shallmeet the requirements of subsection 1 or 2, below.
1. New construction and substantial improvement of any commercial, industrial, or other nonresidential
structure shall meet all of the following requirements:
a.

In AE and A1-30 zones or other A zoned areas where the BFE has been determined or can be
reasonably obtained: The lowest floor, including basement, shall be elevated two feet or more
above the BFE, or elevated as required by ASCE 24, whichever is greater. Mechanical equipment
and utilities shall be waterproofed or elevated at least two feet above the BFE, or as required by
ASCE 24, whichever is greater.

b.

If located in an unnumbered A zone for which a BFE is not available and cannot be reasonably
obtained, the structure shall be reasonably safe from flooding, but in all cases the lowest floor
shall be at least two feet above the highest adjacent grade.

c.

Fully enclosed areas below the lowest floor that are subject to flooding are prohibited, or shall be
designed to automatically equalize hydrostatic flood forces on exterior walls by allowing for the
entry and exit of floodwaters. Designs for meeting this requirement must either be certified by a
registered professional engineer or architect or must meet or exceed the following minimum
criteria:
i.
A minimum of two openings having a total net area of not less than one square
inch for every square foot of enclosed area subject to flooding shall be provided.
ii.

The bottom of all openings shall be no higher than one foot above grade.

iii.
Openings may be equipped with screens, louvers, valves, or other coverings or
devices; provided, that they permit the automatic entry and exit of floodwaters.
iv.
An attached garage, constructed with the garage floor slab below the BFE, must
be designed to allow for the automatic entry and exit of floodwaters.
2. If the requirements of subsection 1 are not met, then new construction and substantial improvement of any
commercial, industrial, or other nonresidential structure shall meet all of the following requirements:
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a. Be dry flood proofed to a point two feet or more above the base flood elevation so that the structure is
watertight with walls substantially impermeable to the passage of water or dry flood proofed to the
elevation required by ASCE 24, whichever is greater;
b. Have structural components capable of resisting hydrostatic and hydrodynamic loads and effects of
buoyancy;
c. Be certified by a professional engineer or architect registered in the state of Washington, that the design
and methods of construction are in accordance with accepted standards of practice for meeting provisions
of this subsection based on their development and/or review of the structural design, specifications and
plans. Such certifications shall be provided to the official as set forth in SMC 17.08.070;
d. Nonresidential structures that are elevated, not flood proofed, must meet the same standard for space
below the lowest floor as described in subsection (B)(3) of this section;
e. Applicants flood proofing nonresidential buildings shall be notified that flood insurance premiums will
be based on rates that are one foot below the flood proofed level (e.g., a building flood proofed to the base
flood level will be rated as one foot below).
3. Elevated Buildings. New construction and substantial improvements of elevated buildings that include fully
enclosed areas formed by foundation and other exterior walls below the base flood elevation shall be designed
to preclude finished living space, shall be usable solely for parking, access or storage, and be designed to allow
for the automatic entry and exit of floodwaters to equalize hydrostatic flood forces on exterior walls and shall
be designed and built so that the interior finished grade will be at or above the exterior finished grade on at least
the entire length of one foundation wall.
a. The applicant prior to issuance of the certificate of occupancy shall record a non-conversion agreement
for enclosed areas below the base flood elevation. The agreement shall include the following language:
i. That the city has the authority to inspect the enclosed area at a minimum of one time a year; and
ii. The city shall be granted the right to inspect the enclosed area at any time to confirm it has not been
altered.
b. Designs for complying with this requirement must either be certified by a professional engineer or
architect registered in the state of Washington or meet the following minimum criteria:
i. Provide a minimum of two openings having a total net area of not less than one square inch for every
square foot of enclosed area subject to flooding; note this includes attached garages;
ii. The bottom of all openings shall be no higher than one foot above the finished/landscaped exterior
grade; and
iii. Opening may be equipped with screens, louvers, valves or other coverings or devices, provided
they permit the automatic flow of floodwaters in both directions;
c. Electrical, plumbing, and other utility connections are prohibited below the base flood elevation;
d. Access to the enclosed area shall be the minimum necessary to allow for parking of vehicles (garage
door) or limited storage of maintenance equipment used in connection with the premises (standard exterior
door) or entry to the living area (stairway or elevator); and
e. The interior portion of such enclosed area shall not be partitioned or finished into separate rooms.
4. Manufactured Homes.
a. All manufactured homes to be placed or substantially improved on sites, including electrical,
heating, ventilation, plumbing, air conditioning equipment, and other service facilities shall be elevated
on a permanent foundation such that the lowest floor of the manufactured home is elevated two feet or
more

PH-1/AB22-56

7/28/2022 Council Meeting Packet_Page 19 of 154

Page 16 of 22

ATTACHMENT A

above the base flood elevation and be securely anchored to an adequately anchored foundation system to
resist flotation, collapse and lateral movement. This applies to manufactured homes:
i. Outside of a manufactured home park or subdivision;
ii. In a new manufactured home park or subdivision;
iii. In an expansion to an existing manufactured home park or subdivision;
iv. In an existing manufactured home park or subdivision on which a manufactured home has incurred
“substantial damage” as a result of a flood; and
b. Manufactured homes to be placed or substantially improved on sites in an existing manufactured home
park or subdivision, including electrical, heating, ventilation, plumbing, air conditioning equipment, and
other service facilities ithin Zones A1-A30, AH, and AE on the community’s FIRM that are not subject to
the above provisions be elevated so that either:
i. The lowest floor of the manufactured home is elevated two feet or more above the base flood
elevation; or
ii. The manufactured home chassis is supported by reinforced piers or other foundation elements of at
least equivalent strength and is elevated two feet or more above the base flood elevation and be
securely anchored to an adequately anchored foundation system to resist flotation, collapse, and lateral
movement.
5. Floodways. Located within areas of special flood hazard are areas designated as floodways. Since the
floodway is an extremely hazardous area due to the velocity of floodwaters that carry debris and potential
projectiles and has erosion potential, the following provisions shall apply:
a. Encroachments, including fill, new construction, substantial improvements, and other development,
shall be prohibited, unless certification (with supporting technical data) by a professional engineer
registered in the state of Washington is provided, demonstrating through hydrologic and hydraulic
analyses performed in accordance with standard engineering practice that such encroachments shall not
result in any increase in flood levels during occurrence of the base flood discharge.
b. Construction or reconstruction of residential structures is prohibited within designated floodways,
except for:
i. Repairs, reconstruction, or improvements to a structure which do not increase the ground floor area;
and
ii. Repairs, reconstruction or improvements to a structure, the cost of which does not exceed 50 percent
of the assessed value of the structure either (A) before the repair or reconstruction is started, or (B) if
the structure has been damaged and is being restored, before the damage occurred. Any project to
improvement of a structure to correct existing violations of state or local health, sanitary, or safety
code specifications which have been identified by the local code enforcement official and which are
the minimum necessary to assure safe living conditions or to structures identified as historic places
shall not be included in the 50 percent.
c. In areas with BFEs (when a regulatory floodway has not been designated), no new construction,
substantial improvements, or other development (including fill) shall be permitted within zones AE on the
community’s FIRM, unless it is demonstrated that the commutative effect of the proposed development,
including substantial improvements and fill, when combined with all other existing and anticipated
development, will not increase the water surface elevation of the base flood more than one foot at any
point within the community.
d. If subsection (B)(5)(a) of this section is satisfied, or construction is allowed pursuant to subsection
(B)(5)(b) of this section, all new construction and substantial improvements shall comply with all
applicable flood hazard reduction provisions of this section.
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1. Replacement of Farmhouses in Floodway
Repairs, reconstruction, replacement, or improvements to existing farmhouse structures located in designated
floodways and that are located on lands designated as agricultural lands of long-term commercial significance under
RCW 36.70A.170 may be permitted subject to the following:
a.

The new farmhouse is a replacement for an existing farmhouse on the same farm site;

b.
There is no potential building site for a replacement farmhouse on the same farm outside the
designated floodway;
c.

Repairs, reconstruction, or improvements to a farmhouse shall not increase the total square footage
of encroachment of the existing farmhouse;

d.
A replacement farmhouse shall not exceed the total square footage of encroachment of the
farmhouse it is replacing;
e.
A farmhouse being replaced shall be removed in its entirety, including foundation, from the
floodway within 90 days after occupancy of a new farmhouse;
f.
For substantial improvements and replacement farmhouses, including electrical, heating,
ventilation, plumbing, air conditioning equipment, and other service facilities, the elevation of the lowest
floor of the improvement and farmhouse respectively, including basement, is a minimum of two feet
higher than the BFE;
g.
New and replacement water supply systems are designed to eliminate or minimize infiltration of
floodwaters into the system;
h.
New and replacement sanitary sewerage systems are designed and located to eliminate or
minimize infiltration of floodwater into the system and discharge from the system into the floodwaters;
and
i.
All other utilities and connections to public utilities are designed, constructed, and located to
eliminate or minimize flood damage.
2. Substantially Damaged Residences in Floodway
a.
For all substantially damaged residential structures, other than farmhouses, located in a designated
floodway, the Floodplain Administrator may make a written request that the Department of Ecology assess
the risk of harm to life and property posed by the specific conditions of the floodway. Based on analysis of
depth, velocity, flood-related erosion, channel migration, debris load potential, and flood warning
capability, the Department of Ecology may exercise best professional judgment in recommending to the
local permitting authority repair, replacement, or relocation of a substantially damaged structure consistent
with WAC 173-158-076. The property owner shall be responsible for submitting to the local government
and the Department of Ecology any information necessary to complete the assessment. Without a
favorable recommendation form the department for the repair or replacement of a substantially damaged
residential structure located in the regulatory floodway, no repair or replacement is allowed per WAC
173-158-070(1).
b.
Before the repair, replacement, or reconstruction is started, all requirements of the NFIP, the state
requirements adopted pursuant to 86.16 RCW, and all applicable local regulations must be satisfied. In
addition, the following conditions must be met:
i.
There is no potential safe building location for the replacement residential structure on
the same property outside the regulatory floodway.
ii.
A replacement residential structure is a residential structure built as a substitute for a
legally existing residential structure of equivalent use and size.
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iii.
Repairs, reconstruction, or replacement of a residential structure shall not increase the
total square footage of floodway encroachment.
iv.
The elevation of the lowest floor of the substantially damaged or replacement residential
structure, including electrical, heating, ventilation, plumbing, air conditioning equipment, and
other service facilities, is a minimum of two feet higher than the BFE.
v.
New and replacement water supply systems are designed to eliminate or minimize
infiltration of floodwater into the system.
vi.
New and replacement sanitary sewerage systems are designed and located to eliminate or
minimize infiltration of floodwater into the system and discharge from the system into the
floodwaters.
vii.
All other utilities and connections to public utilities are designed, constructed, and
located to eliminate or minimize flood damage.
17.08.120 Standards for subdivision proposals and Other Development
A. All subdivision proposals shall be consistent with the need to minimize flood damage;
B. All subdivision proposals shall have public utilities and facilities such as sewer, gas, electrical, and water systems
located and constructed to minimize or eliminate flood damage;
C. All subdivision proposals shall have adequate drainage provided to reduce exposure to flood hazards; and
D. Base flood elevation data shall be provided for subdivision proposals and other proposed development that is no
less than three acres in size or 50 lots whichever is the lesser.
17.08.130 Recreational vehicles.
A. Recreational vehicles are required to either:
1. Be on the site for fewer than 180 consecutive days; no recreational vehicles may be left in a flood zone
during a flood warning or watch. Recreational vehicles may be towed to an impound yard and stored at the owner’s
expense, or
2. Be fully licensed and ready for highway use, on its wheels or jacking system, is attached to the site only
by quick disconnect type utilities and security devices, and has no permanently attached additions.
B. No recreational vehicle may be used as a permanent residence.17.08.140
Critical facility.
Construction of new critical facilities shall be, to the extent possible, located outside the limits of the special flood
hazard area (SFHA) (100-year floodplain). Construction of new critical facilities shall be permissible within the
SFHA if no feasible alternative site is available. Critical facilities constructed within the SFHA shall have the lowest
floor elevated three feet or more above the base flood elevation (100-year) at the site or to the height of the 500-year
flood, whichever is higher. Access to and from the critical facility should also be protected to the height utilized
above.. Flood proofing and sealing measures must be taken to ensure that toxic substances will not be displaced by
or released into floodwaters. Access routes elevated to or above the level of the base flood elevation shall be
provided to all critical facilities to the extent possible.
17.08.150 Below-grade crawlspace construction.
A. As provided in FEMA Technical Bulletin 11-01, below-grade crawlspaces are permitted subject to approval of
the city of Sultan upon application and subject to the following criteria. FEMA Technical Bulletin 11-01 is the
graphic reference for the provisions of this section.
1. The interior grade is not more than two feet below the lowest exterior adjacent grade.
2. The height of the below-grade crawlspace, as measured from the interior grade to the top of the crawlspace
foundation wall, must not exceed four feet at any point, or five feet to the top of the next higher floor.
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3. There must be adequate drainage that removes interior floodwaters and the velocity of the floodwaters must
not be more than five feet per second.
4. Utility systems within the crawlspace, particularly ductwork, must be elevated above the BFE, or designed
so that floodwaters cannot enter or accumulate within system components, or be damaged during flood
conditions.
5. All insulation must be located above the BFE.
6. The building must be designed to resist flotation, collapse, and lateral movement resulting from
hydrodynamic and hydrostatic loads including the effect of buoyancy.
7. Alternative crawlspace design in areas exceeding five feet per second flood velocity must be designed by a
qualified architect or engineer.
8. Crawlspaces must have openings as described in 17.08.110(B)(2)(1)(c) that equalize hydrostatic pressures by
allowing for the automatic entry and exit of floodwaters.
B. Buildings that have below-grade crawlspaces may have higher flood insurance premiums than buildings that have
the preferred crawlspace construction with the interior elevation at or above the lowest adjacent grade. Interpretation
and application of these requirements shall be consistent with Official FEMA Technical Bulletin 11-01, Guidance
on Crawlspace Construction.
17.08.160 Below-grade crawlspace construction design.
The FEMA Technical Bulletin 11-01 is to be used as the guide for design of below-grade crawlspaces. If it is
documented that no soil, slope, or hydrostatic or hydrodynamic complications exist at the site, designers and
contractors may use this design without modification when proposing below-grade crawlspaces.
17.08.170 General Requirements for Other Development
All development, including manmade changes to improved or unimproved real estate for which specific provisions
are not specified in this ordinance or the state building codes with adopted amendments and any Sultan amendments,
shall:
A. Be located and constructed to minimize flood damage;
B. Meet the encroachment limitations of this ordinance if located in a regulatory floodway;
C. Be anchored to prevent flotation, collapse, or lateral movement resulting from hydrostatic loads, including
the effects of buoyancy, during conditions of the design flood;
D. Be constructed of flood damage-resistant materials;
E. Meet the flood opening requirements of section 17.08.110(B)(1)(3); and
F.

Have mechanical, plumbing, and electrical systems above the design flood elevation or meet the requirements
of ASCE 24, except that minimum electric service required to address life safety and electric code
requirements is permitted below the design flood elevation provided it conforms to the provisions of the
electrical part of building code for wet locations.

17.08.180 Enclosed Area below the Lowest Floor.
If buildings or manufactured homes are constructed or substantially improved with fully enclosed areas below the
lowest floor, the areas shall be used solely for parking of vehicles, building access, or storage.
17.08.190 Appurtenant Structures (Detached Garages & Small Storage Structures).

PH-1/AB22-56
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ATTACHMENT A

1.

Appurtenant structures used solely for parking of vehicles or limited storage may be constructed such that
the floor is below the BFE, provided the structure is designed and constructed in accordance with the
following requirements:
a.

Use of the appurtenant structure must be limited to parking of vehicles or limited storage;

b.

The portions of the appurtenant structure located below the BFE must be built using flood resistant
materials;

c.

The appurtenant structure must be adequately anchored to prevent flotation, collapse, and lateral
movement.

d.

Any machinery or equipment servicing the appurtenant structure must be elevated or flood
proofed to or above the BFE;

e.

The appurtenant structure must comply with the floodway encroachment provisions in section
17.08.110(B)(5)(a);

f.

The appurtenant structure must be designed to allow for the automatic entry and exit of
floodwaters in accordance with section 17.08.110(B)(1)(3);

g.

The structure shall have low damage potential;

h.

If the structure is converted to another use, it must be brought into full compliance with the
standards governing such use; and

i.

The structure shall not be used for human habitation.

2.

Detached garages, storage structures, and other appurtenant structures not meeting the above standards must
be constructed in accordance with all applicable standards in section 17.08.110(B)(1).

3.

Upon completion of the structure, certification that the requirements of this section have been satisfied shall
be provided to the Floodplain Administrator for verification.

PH-1/AB22-56
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ATTACHMENT B

Map Title

7/25/2022

Legend
Snohomish County Tax Parcels
FEMA DFIRM Panel
Station Start Points
River Mile Markers
Levee
Hydrologic Profile Baseline
Transect Baselines
Base Flood Elevation
Cross Sections
Flood Hazard Boundaries
General Structure
Bridge
Canal
Culvert
Dam
Footbridge
Levee

Density Fringe
Flood Hazard Zones
Zone A: 1% Annual Chance of Flooding, no
BFE
Zone AE: 1% Annual Chance of Flooding,
with BFE
Zone AE: Density Fringe Areas
Zone AE: Regulatory Floodway
Zone AH: 1% Annual Chance of 1-3ft
Ponding, with BFE
Zone AO: 1% Annual Chance of 1-3ft Sheet
Flow Flooding, with Depth
Zone VE: High Risk Coastal Area
Zone X: 0.2% Annual Chance of Flooding

Seclusion Areas

1: 20,000
3,333.3

0

1,666.67

All maps, data, and information set forth herein (“Data”), are for illustrative purposes only and are not to be considered an official citation to, or
representation of, the Snohomish County Code. Amendments and updates to the Data, together with other applicable County Code provisions, may
apply which are not depicted herein. Snohomish County makes no representation or warranty concerning the content, accuracy, currency,
completeness or quality of the Data contained herein and expressly disclaims any warranty of merchantability or fitness for any particular purpose. All
persons accessing or otherwise using this Data assume all responsibility for use thereof and agree to hold Snohomish County harmless from and
against any damages, loss, claim or liability arising out of any error, defect or omission contained within said Data. Washington State Law, Ch. 42.56
RCW, prohibits state and local agencies from providing access to lists of individuals intended for use for commercial purposes and, thus, no
commercial use may be made of any Data comprising lists of individuals contained herein.

3,333.3 Feet

Projection:
NAD_1983_StatePlane_Washington_North_FIPS_4601_Feet
Planning and Development Services, Snohomish County
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Staff Report No. 1

SUBJECT

Public Works Monthly Report

DATE

DEPT

7/28/2022
Attachments:

SR-1

Public Works
Attachment A
Attachment B
Attachment C
Attachment D
Attachment E
Attachment F
Attachment G
Attachment H
Attachment I
Attachment J
Attachment K

CONTACT

PRESENTER

ITEM

Nate Morgan

Nate Morgan

Staff Report #1

Lake 16 vs. City of Everett Water Supply
Lake 16 Production
Water Plant Production Past 6 Years
Yearly Totals to Distribution System
Fire Hydrant Excercising
Everett Meter Readings
Lake 16 Beaver Dam Control
Wastewater Treatment Plant Operational Report
Cemetery Report
Republic Services Report
Public Works Field Supervisor Report
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LAKE 16 VS CITY OF EVERETT
2019
Lake 16

2020

ATTACHMENT A
2021

2022

204,516,000 134,058,950 240,581,500 114,123,000

Everett

2,337,662

Total Gallons

65,137,926

7,648,940

467,799

206,853,662 199,198,896 248,230,440 114,590,799

% Everett

1%

33%

3%

0%

250,000,000
200,000,000
150,000,000

Everett

100,000,000

Lake 16

50,000,000
0

2019

2020

2021

2022

NOTE: ALL NUMBERS ARE IN GALLONS

SR-1
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LAKE 16 MONTHLY WATER PRODUCTION 2022
RUN TIME
HOURS
Jan-22
510.3

21,131,000

Feb-22

389.4

Mar-22

ATTACHMENT B

1,632,000

FILTER TO
WASTE
1,758,000
810,000

TOTAL TO CHLORINE
FILTER
COAGULANT CAUSTIC FLUORIDE SODA ASH
TOWN
POUNDS AID/POUNDS
LBS
LBS
LBS
LBS
16,931,000
183.6
2.9
2,811
2,498
695.0
1742.0

16,328,000

1,248,000

1,203,000

630,000

13,247,000

140.3

2.4

2,236

1,879

583.0

1336.0

441.7

18,586,000

1,411,200

1,457,000

731,250

14,986,550

159.4

2.2

2,308

1,866

698.0

1296.0

Apr-22

397.2

17,872,000

1,545,600

1,238,000

663,750

15,424,650

143.2

2.1

1,953

1,637

667.0

1361.0

May-22

453.4

19,526,000

1,459,200

1,449,000

731,250

15,886,550

163.3

2.8

2,523

1,751

703.0

1,442.0

Jun-22

460.3

20,680,000

1,257,600

1,447,000

720,000

17,255,400

171.9

2.8

2,591

2,237

734.0

1,649.0

2,652.3 114,123,000 8,553,600
442.1 19020500.0 1425600.0

8,552,000
1425333.3

4,286,250 93,731,150
714375.0 15621858.3

962
160.3

15
2.5

14,422
2403.7

11,868
1978.0

4,080
680.0

8,826
1471.0

MONTH

FLOW

FLUSHES

BACKWASH

Jul-22
Aug-22
Sep-22
Oct-22
Nov-22
Dec-22
TOTALS
AVERAGE

FLOW/FLUSHES/BACKWASH/FILTER TO WASTE/ TOTAL TO TOWN NUMBERS ARE ALL IN GALLONS

SR-1
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CITY OF SULTAN
Water Plant Production 2017 through 2022

ATTACHMENT C

JAN

2017
14,927,000

2018
13,739,250

2019
13,972,100

2020
12,082,050

2021
13,932,850

2022
16,931,000

FEB

14,222,000

10,425,950

12,597,850

7,434,350

13,268,750

13,247,000

MARCH

19,132,000

12,240,200

14,329,150

0

13,143,600

14,986,550

APRIL

14,570,000

11,855,650

12,337,600

10,610,900

15,394,500

15,424,650

MAY

17,324,000

13,683,000

15,540,200

15,102,750

16,858,550

15,886,550

JUNE

18,258,000

12,663,450

16,511,100

14,712,550

20,427,950

17,255,400

JUL

24,346,000

16,828,550

17,055,650

17,679,750

20,325,500

AUG

20,533,000

16,183,500

17,827,000

3,359,450

23,817,400

SEPT

18,552,000

13,288,150

14,022,450

0

18,205,300

OCT

12,830,500

12,396,900

12,929,000

7,964,950

14,382,650

NOV

10,250,000

12,093,152

12,209,400

14,798,600

15,084,850

DEC

14,502,250

14,502,500

11,563,550

14,929,950

16,006,050

AVG

16,620,563

13,325,021

14,241,254

9,889,608

16,737,329

199,446,750

159,900,252

170,895,050

118,675,300

200,847,950

TOTAL

SR-1
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YEARLY TOTALS FOR LAKE 16 PRODUCTION
Jan
Feb
Mar
Apr
May
June
July
Aug
Sept
Oct
Nov
Dec
TOTAL
AVG

ATTACHMENT D

2018
13,739,250
10,425,950
14,708,000
11,855,650
13,683,000
11,653,444
16,828,550
16,183,500
15,596,638
12,396,900
12,093,152
14,502,500

2019
13,972,100
12,656,946
14,329,150
13,505,399
15,540,200
16,511,100
17,055,650
17,827,000
15,133,307
12,929,000
12,209,400
11,563,550

2020
12,082,050
7,434,350
0
13,930,000
18,552,000
18,353,000
21,751,000
4,097,000
0
10,582,000
18,917,000
18,580,000

2021
17,998,000
16,751,000
16,368,000
18,505,000
20,145,000
24,259,000
23,636,000
27,627,000
21,803,000
17,064,000
19,675,000
20,061,000

2022
21,131,000
16,328,000
18,586,000
17,872,000
19,526,000
20,680,000

163,666,534

173,232,802

144,278,400

243,892,000

114123000

13,638,878

14,436,067

12,023,200

20,324,333 19,020,500.0000

ALL NUMBERS ARE IN GALLONS

30,000,000
25,000,000
2018

20,000,000

2019

15,000,000

2020
2021

10,000,000

2022

5,000,000
0

SR-1

Jan

Feb Mar Apr May June July

Aug Sept Oct

Nov Dec
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ATTACHMENT E

2022 FIRE HYDRANT EXERCISING SCHEDULE
UPDATE PENDING Aktivov's map updates to include new developments.

City acknowledges multiple new fire hydrants were installed within new housing developments during
2021. Staff is in the process of performing an audit to confirm the total number of hydrants and
preparing a work plan to flush all hydrants.

Month-Year

Number FH's
Exercised

01/01/22

0

02/01/22

0

03/01/22

10

04/01/22

48

05/01/22

10

06/01/22

10

Program
Goal

Remaining
FH's Month End

07/01/22
08/01/22
09/01/22
10/01/22
11/01/22
12/01/22
TOTAL

SR-1
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ATTACHMENT F

EVERETT METER READINGS 2022
DATE
1/7/2022
2/1/2022
3/1/2022
4/1/2022
5/1/2022
6/1/2022
7/1/2022
8/1/2022
9/1/2022
10/1/2022
11/1/2022
12/1/2022

PREVIOUS
READING

0
0
0
416
416
567
567

CURRENT
READING
0
0
0
416
567
567
1,151

TOTAL
CUBIC FEET
0
0
0
4,160
1,510
0
584

TOTALS

6,254

TOTAL
GALLONS

AVERAGE
PER DAY

0
0
0
311,168
112,948
0
43,683

0
0
0
10,372
3,765
0
728

467,799

2,124

Not using Everett water until backflow device is replaced. Council approved repair work
to ensure Everett water can be accessed as needed.
Not in use since August 2021
Everett changed the meter head in Jan. we are starting at 0
June 17 and I haven't been there yet (my bad)

SR-1
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Lake 16 Beaver Dam Control
2022

ATTACHMENT G

MONTH
JANUARY

Beavers were very, very active in 2021. Staff repeatedly removed dams. Working to establish a plan on how to keep
their disruption in the lake to a minum throughout 2022.

FEBRUARY meeting with a trapper today 2/2/2022
MARCH

starting to level the playing field

APRIL

looking a bit better

MAY

not much going on, haven't talked with trappers for awhile

JUNE

beavers are working, maybe offer them a job?

JULY

they are still there

AUGUST
SEPTEMBER
OCTOBER
NOVEMBER
DECEMBER

SR-1
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ATTACHMENT H

CITY OF SULTAN
Wastewater Treatment Plant Operational Report 2021 - 2022
Total
Rainfall

Influent Flow
(Max High allowed 0.72 MGD)
MONTH
Jan-21
Feb-21
Mar-21
Apr-21
May-21
Jun-21
Jul-21
Aug-21
Sep-21
Oct-21
Nov-21
Dec-21
Jan-22
Feb-22
Mar-22
Apr-22
May-22
Jun-22
Jul-22
Aug-22
Sep-22
Oct-22
Nov-22
Dec-22

SR-1

Total (MG)
17,240
11,975
10,584
8,686
8,549
7,458
7,599
7,075
7,467
9,220
13,442
10,104
14,269
8,450
10,845
7,706
10,022
11,829

Avg (MGD) High (MGD)
0.556
0.92
0.428
0.601
0.341
0.406
0.29
0.337
0.276
0.341
0.249
0.317
0.245
0.302
0.228
0.274
0.247
0.331
0.297
0.764
0.448
1.004
0.326
0.479
0.46
0.999
0.302
0.746
0.35
0.659
0.256
0.322
0.323
0.476
0.394
0.665

Low (MGD)
0.317
0.331
0.28
0.243
0.210
0.204
0.211
0.172
0.202
0.225
0.237
0.239
0.221
0.221
0.269
0.216
0.246
0.305

Inches
5.38
8.49
16.8
1.93
2.54
2.98
0.04
0.37
1.71
6.14
12.12
6.89
12.19
6.25
5.56
2.77
5.4
2.27

Effluent PH
(Range allowed
6.0 - 9.0)
PH Low PH High
6.1
6.9
6.2
7.1
6.3.
6.9
6.1
6.6
6.1
6.7
6.3
6.7
6.3
7.0
6.4
7.0
6.3
6.9
6.3
6.7
6.5
6.9
6.3
6.9
6.4
6.9
6.2
6.9
6.4
6.8
6.4
6.9
6.2
6.8
6.3
6.7

Biological Oxygen Demand
(Range allowed 85%
to 100%)
Avg % Reduction
96.7
97.6
97.8
98.7
98.3
98.7
99.1
98.5
98.4
98.6
97.9
98.8
98.3
98.2
98
98.6
98.1
97.9
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Avg Suspended Solids
(Range allowed 85%
to 100%)
Avg % Reduction
93.5
94.4
97.2
98.5
97.1
97.7
98.8
98.4
98.1
98
96.6
99
98.5
98.1
98.1
98.6
98.1
97.1

Sludge
Wasted

Hauled

Gallons
49,473
32,794
54,165
54,686
56,015
53,962
61,831
64,424
65,740
52,243
52,080
78,238
87,660
71,277
85,090
86,737
76,863
51,737

Wet Tons
40.26
19.14
9.84
32.69
19.53
26.83
27.46
28.33
38.77
31.41
23.65
32.35
69.87
53.41
57.38
21.76
28.69
36.34
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ATTACHMENT I

CEMETERY REPORT

103 CEMETERY OPERATING FUND
2022 BUDGET

$74,018.00

2022 ESTIMATED
CUSTOMER FEES

$25,000.00

DESCRIPTION

JAN

FEB

2022

MARCH

APRIL

MAY

JUNE

JULY

BEGINNNING BALANCE

$57,488.63 $70,450.95 $77,972.13 $78,263.75 $80,178.57 $87,954.10

REVENUE

$16,242.29

$9,635.44

$2,203.48

$4,011.28

$9,668.93

$3,279.97

$2,114.26

$1,911.86

$2,096.46

$1,893.40 $22,678.86

EXPENDITURE
ENDING BALANCE
MONTHLY BURIALS

1

2

1

4

SEPT

OCT

NOV

DEC

$2,670.00

$70,450.95 $77,972.13 $78,263.75 $80,178.57 $87,954.10 $67,945.24
0

AUG

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

3

Spreadsheet notes actual number of burials per month.
First Quarter Cemetery Fund updated.
Budgeted transfer from General Fund Cemetery = $5,340 and Cemetery Trust = $10,000

SR-1
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$0.00

ATTACHMENT J

April 2022
Residential Service Breakdown
2,000

1,828

Total Garbage
Customers

1,828

Total Recycle
Customers
Total Yardwaste
Customers

1,000

562

-

Garbage
Customers

1,828
1,828

1,823
1,823

1,812
1,812

2,000

1,777
1,777

2022
Residential Service Breakdown

Recycle
Customers
Yardwaste
Customers

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

562

553

547

542

1,000

-

SR-1
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ATTACHMENT J

April 2022
Commercial Service Breakdown
100

Total Garbage
Customers

92

90

Total Recycle
Customers

80

Total Yardwaste
Customers

70
60
47

50
40
30
20
10

4

-

2022
Commercial Service Breakdown
91

90

87

90

92

Garbage Customers

100

Recycle Customers

Yardwaste Customers

80
70

47

46

43

50

41

60

40
30

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

4

4

4

10

4

20

-

SR-1
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ATTACHMENT J

April 2022
Multi Family Service Breakdown

Garbage Customers

25

Recycle Customers

22
20

20

Yardwaste
Customers

15

10

5

3

-

2022
Multi Family Service Breakdown

Garbage
Customers

22

Recycle
Customers

20

22
20

22
20

20

22

25

Yardwaste
Customers

20

15

10

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

3

3

3

3

5

-

SR-1

7/28/2022 Council Meeting Packet_Page 38 of 154

Page 13 of 27

ATTACHMENT J

City of Sultan

Residential Waste Stream Information

April 2022
Residential Diversion Rate

April 2022
Residential Tonnage
120.00
100.00

96.80

80.00

Garbage Tonnage
50.64

60.00
40.00

25.23

Garbage
Tonnage

Recycle
Tonnage

500.00

YTD 2022
2014
Residential Diversion Rate

Garbage Tonnage

300.00

186.89

200.00
100.00

SR-1

Recycle/Yardwaste

508.22

400.00

-

Garbage

Yardwaste
Tonnage

YTD 2022
Residential Tonnage
600.00

56.06%

Yardwaste Tonnage

20.00
-

Recycle Tonnage

43.94%

Garbage
Tonnage

Recycle
Tonnage

37.40%
Garbage

Recycle Tonnage
116.75

Yardwaste Tonnage

62.60%

1

Recycle/Yardwaste2

Yardwaste
Tonnage
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ATTACHMENT J

City of Sultan
Commercial Waste Stream Information

April 2022
Commercial Tonnage

April 2022
Commercial Diversion Rate

60.00
48.72

50.00

7.24%

40.00
Garbage Tonnage

30.00
20.00

Recycle/Yardwaste

Yardwaste Tonnage

10.00

3.33

-

Garbage
Tonnage

Recycle
Tonnage

0.47

92.76%

Yardwaste
Tonnage

YTD 2022
Commercial Tonnage
250.00
200.00

YTD 2022
Commercial Diversion Rate
8.49%

206.55

150.00

Garbage Tonnage

100.00

Recycle Tonnage

50.00
-

SR-1

Garbage

Recycle Tonnage

18.04
Garbage
Tonnage

1.13

Yardwaste Tonnage

Garbage
91.51%

Recycle/Yardwaste

Recycle Yardwaste
Tonnage Tonnage
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ATTACHMENT J

City of Sultan
Multi Family Waste Stream Information

April 2022
Multi Family Diversion Rate

April 2022
Multi Family Tonnage
10.00
9.00
8.00
7.00
6.00
5.00
4.00
3.00
2.00
1.00
-

9.37
8.05%

Garbage Tonnage

Garbage

Recycle Tonnage

Recycle/Yardwaste

Yardwaste Tonnage

Garbage
Tonnage

0.41

0.41

Recycle
Tonnage

Yardwaste
Tonnage

91.95%

YTD 2022
Multi Family Diversion Rate

YTD 2022
Multi Family Tonnage
45.00
40.00

39.16

10.53%

35.00
30.00
25.00

Garbage Tonnage

20.00

Recycle Tonnage

15.00

Yardwaste Tonnage

10.00

3.70

5.00
-

SR-1

Garbage
Tonnage

Recycle
Tonnage

Garbage
89.47%

Recycle/Yardwaste

0.91
Yardwaste
Tonnage
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ATTACHMENT J

City of Sultan
Single Family Residential Customer Information
Garbage
1 Can
2 Can
3 Can
4 Can
5 Can
20 gallon
32 gallon
64 gallon
96 gallon
Every Other Week
Once Per Month
Total Garbage Customers
Total Recycle Customers
Total Yardwaste Customers

Jan-22

Feb-22 Mar-22
-

-

Apr-22 May-22 Jun-22

61
1,326
390
1,777

67
1,336
409
1,812

69
1,333
421
1,823

71
1,320
437
1,828

1,777
542

1,812
547

1,823
553

7,694
7,694
2,347

7,846
7,846
2,369

7,894
7,894
2,394

Jul-22

Aug-22 Sep-22

Oct-22 Nov-22 Dec-22

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

1,828
562

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

7,915
7,915
2,433

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Number of potential set-outs
Garbage Customers
Recycle Customers
Yardwaste Customers

SR-1
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ATTACHMENT J

City of Sultan
Commercial Customer Information
Garbage
10 gallon can
32 gallon toter
64 gallon toter
96 gallon toter
1 Yard
2 Yard
3 Yard
4 Yard
6 Yard
8 Yard
10 Yard
20 Yard
25 Yard
30 Yard
40 Yard
Total Garbage Customers
Recycle
10 gallon can
32 gallon toter
64 gallon toter
96 gallon toter
1 Yard
2 Yard
3 Yard
4 Yard
6 Yard
8 Yard
10 Yard
20 Yard
25 Yard
30 Yard
40 Yard
Total Recycle Customers
Yardwaste
10 gallon can
32 gallon toter
64 gallon toter
96 gallon toter
1 Yard
2 Yard
3 Yard
4 Yard
6 Yard
8 Yard
10 Yard
20 Yard
25 Yard
30 Yard
40 Yard
Total Yardwaste Customers

SR-1

Jan-22
-

-

-

-

-

14
1
21
15
21
7
5
2

1
87

11
14
4
6
1
4

1

41

4

4

Feb-22 Mar-22
-

-

-

-

-

14
1
23
15
22
7
6
1

1
90

11
16
4
6
1
4

1

43

4

4

-

-

-

-

-

14
1
24
15
22
7
6
1

1
91

11
19
4
6
1
4

1

46

4

4

Apr-22 May-22 Jun-22
-

-

-

-

-

Jul-22

Aug-22 Sep-22

Oct-22

Nov-22 Dec-22

14
1
23
16
22
7
6
1
1
1
92

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

11
18
5
7
1
4

1

47

4

4
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ATTACHMENT J

City of Sultan
Multi Family Customer Information
Garbage
32 gallon toter
64 gallon toter
96 gallon toter
1 Yard
2 Yard
3 Yard
4 Yard
Total Garbage Customers
Recycle
32 gallon toter
64 gallon toter
96 gallon toter
1 Yard
2 Yard
3 Yard
4 Yard
Total Recycle Customers
Yardwaste
32 gallon toter
64 gallon toter
96 gallon toter
1 Yard
2 Yard
3 Yard
4 Yard
Total Yardwaste Customers

SR-1

Jan-22

-

-

-

3
3
3
7
5
1
22

9
10
1
20

3

3

Feb-22 Mar-22

-

-

-

3
3
2
8
5
1
22

9
10
1
20

3

3

-

-

-

3
3
2
8
5
1
22

9
10
1
20

3

3

Apr-22 May-22 Jun-22

-

-

-

Jul-22

Aug-22 Sep-22

Oct-22 Nov-22 Dec-22

4
3
2
7
5
1
22

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

9
10
1
20

3

3
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ATTACHMENT J

City of Sultan
Tonnage Information

Residential Tonnage
Garbage Tonnage
Recycle Tonnage
Yardwaste Tonnage
Total Residential Tonnage

Feb-22

Mar-22

Apr-22

May-22

Jun-22

Jul-22

Aug-22

Sep-22

Oct-22

157.63
73.20
18.43
249.26

117.44
40.34
18.81
176.59

136.35
48.12
28.87
213.34

96.80
25.23
50.64
172.67

Commercial Tonnage
Garbage Tonnage
Recycle Tonnage
Yardwaste Tonnage
Total Commercial Tonnage

43.50
4.65
0.21
48.36

49.66
4.18
0.18
54.02

64.67
5.88
0.27
70.82

48.72
3.33
0.47
52.52

Multi Family Tonnage
Garbage Tonnage
Recycle Tonnage
Yardwaste Tonnage
Total Multi Family Tonnage

7.98
1.36
0.16
9.50

9.27
0.87
0.14
10.28

12.54
1.06
0.20
13.80

9.37
0.41
0.41
10.19

-

-

-

-

-

-

307.12

240.89

297.96

235.38

-

-

-

-

-

-

9.92
9.92

2.74
2.74

Total Residential/Comm/MF Tonnage
Rolloff Tonnage
Rolloff Garbage Tonnage
Rolloff Multi Family Garbage Tonnage
Total Rolloff Tonnage
Other Roll Off Tonnage
Recycle Tonnage
Organics Tonnage
Total Other Rolloff Tonnage
Grand Total Rolloff Tonnage

SR-1

Jan-22

1.69
1.69
-

5.14
5.14

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Nov-22

Dec-22

Total

-

508.22
186.89
116.75
811.86

-

206.55
18.04
1.13
225.72

-

-

39.16
3.70
0.91
43.77

-

-

1,081.35

-

-

14.35
14.35
5.14
5.14

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

1.69

5.14

9.92

2.74

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

19.49

Grand Total Tonnage

308.81

246.03

307.88

238.12

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

1,100.84

Diversion Rates
Residential
Garbage
Recycle/Yardwaste

63.24%
36.76%

66.50%
33.50%

63.91%
36.09%

56.06%
43.94%

62.60%
37.40%

Commercial Diversion Rate
Garbage
Recycle/Yardwaste

89.95%
10.05%

91.93%
8.07%

91.32%
8.68%

92.76%
7.24%

91.51%
8.49%

Multi Family Diversion Rate
Garbage
Recycle/Yardwaste

84.00%
16.00%

90.18%
9.82%

90.87%
9.13%

91.95%
8.05%

89.47%
10.53%
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ATTACHMENT J

City of Sultan
Tonnage Information
April 2022
RECYCLE
Residential

Residential
Tons Collected:

Sector

Total Residential
RECYCLE
Commercial

Commercial
Tons Collected:

Sector

Total Commercial
RECYCLE
Multi Family

Multi Family
Tons Collected:

Sector

Total Commercial

SR-1

Commodity
CARDBOARD
MIX
25.23 PET
HDPE MIXED
MIXED PLASTICS
ALM
TIN
METAL
GLASS
SHRINKAGE
TRASH

Pounds

Commodity
CARDBOARD
MIX
3.33 PET
HDPE MIXED
MIXED PLASTICS
ALM
TIN
METAL
GLASS
SHRINKAGE
TRASH

Pounds

Commodity
CARDBOARD
MIX
0.41 PET
HDPE MIXED
MIXED PLASTICS
ALM
TIN
METAL
GLASS
SHRINKAGE
TRASH

Pounds

13,170.06
16,702.26
1,352.33
196.79
933.51
898.19
741.76
95.87
8,956.65
7,412.57
50,460.00

Tons
6.59
8.35
0.68
0.10
0.47
0.45
0.37
0.05
4.48
3.71
25.23

Percent
26.10%
33.10%
2.68%
0.39%
1.85%
1.78%
1.47%
0.19%
17.75%
0.00%
14.69%
100.00%

2,377.62
1,613.72
27.97
101.90
70.60
54.61
407.59
2,005.99
6,660.00

Tons
1.19
0.81
0.01
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.20
1.00
3.33

Percent
35.70%
24.23%
0.42%
0.00%
1.53%
0.00%
1.06%
0.82%
6.12%
0.00%
30.12%
100.00%

214.02
271.42
21.98
3.20
15.17
14.60
12.05
1.56
145.55
120.46
820.00

Tons
0.11
0.14
0.01
0.00
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.00
0.07
0.06
0.41

Percent
26.10%
33.10%
2.68%
0.39%
1.85%
1.78%
1.47%
0.19%
17.75%
0.00%
14.69%
100.00%
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ATTACHMENT J

City of Sultan
Customers Managing Accounts on MY RESOURCES:
Customer Emails:

1214

2

##############################################
# Sultan Link/Button Clicks
##############################################
Occurrences
/municipality/sultan-wa
Link/Button Click
122
MONDAY & TUESDAY
COLLECTION MAP
17
Schedule Service
10
SultanServiceGuide2020-2021
9
SERVICE GUIDE
7
425-977-4125
6
FAQs
5
What time do my containers need
to be at the curb?
5
SultanResiRates2022
5
Pay Bill
4
Expand Topic
4
Recycling Simplified
4
Sharps Disposal Services
4
LOGIN TO YOUR ACCOUNT
(CHAT WITH A LIVE AGENT)
3
CONSTRUCTION & DEMO
3
Which holidays will affect my pick
up day?
3
RESIDENTIAL RATES
(EFFECTIVE 1/1/22)
3
Hide Chat
2
How CLEAN does recycling need
to be?
2
Collapse Topic
2
CART PLACEMENT
2
Chatbot Link republicservices.com/shop
2
Start a New Service
2
RECYCLING
(ACCEPTABLE/UNACCEPTABLE
)
2
Are window glass and mirrors
recyclable?
1
Are plastic CD covers recyclable?

SR-1

1
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ATTACHMENT J

City of Sultan
Phone Performance
April 2022
Call Volume
Calls Answered
Average Speed of Answer
Abandoned Calls
Abandonment Rate
Average Time to Abandon
Number of call Escalated
Average Hold Time

SR-1

88
79
0:00:37
4
4.50%
0:00:06
0
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Total
88
79
0:00:37
4
4.50%
0:00:06
0
0:05:02
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ATTACHMENT J

City of Sultan
Bulky Waste

Date
January
February
March
April
May
June
July
August
September
October
November
December

SR-1

Material Collected
No bulky waste
No bulky waste
No bulky waste
No bulky waste

Facility

Customer
Account

TOTAL
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Customer
Charges

$

-
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ATTACHMENT J

City of Sultan
Reportable Accidents/Infractions

Date
January
February
March
April
May
June
July
August
September
October
November
December

SR-1

no accidents
no accidents
no accidents
no accidents

Explanation

Citation Issued
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
None
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ATTACHMENT K

CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET
DATE:

July 25, 2022

SUBJECT:

Public Works Project – Update

CONTACT PERSON:

Ben MacDicken, Public Works Operations Manager

WATER
• Locates and customer service
• Inspections
• Meter installations
• Vegetation mowing (Plant, raw gravity line and the watershed
WASTWATER
• Bio Solids handling/loading out
• Sewer TV inspection
• Customer service/new services
STREETS
• Ongoing pothole patrols
• Street Sweeping
• Mowing of right of way
STORMWATER
• Mowing of city-maintained ponds and swales.
• Preparing for August ditching
FACILITYIES MAINTENANCE
• Future parking lot construction (Contract pending approval)
• ADA Ramp at River Park complete after crew paints handrails.
MISCELLANIOUS
• Shin Dig preparation pre and post event.

SR-1
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ATTACHMENT K

CEMETERY
• Customer service
• Mowing, line trimming and blowing
PARKS
• Routine maintenance/park checks
• Trail maintenance
• Mowing of all parks and open space
• Park reservations
• Graffiti in parks (Still active but not terrible)
• Osprey Park irrigation improvements
• Special event preparations

SR-1
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Staff Report No. 2
SUBJECT
DATE:

Community Development Department Monthly Report
DEPT:

7/28/2022

Com Dev

CONTACT:
Andy Galuska

PRESENTER:
Andy Galuska

/
Dates Presented:

7/28/22

Attachments:

A. Project Updates/Long Range Planning Updates

ITEM:
Staff Report #2

REQUESTED ACTION: None
DESCRIPTION/BACKGROUND
The Department is providing two attachments. The first summarizes the land use
permitting actions that are currently being processed by the Planning Department. The
second gives an update on all ongoing long range and code development projects the
department is currently reviewing. Both tables will be updated monthly. If you want more
information or an update on any of the projects listed, please feel free to contact the
Planning Director.

SR-2
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ATTACHMENT A

Project Updates
Residential Projects
Project Name
Cobble Hills (128 Lots)

Location
31129 124th St SE

Update
Civil construction and
final plat completed
Final Plat Recorded.
Developer is working
on addressing some
drainage issues with
the plat’s system.
Final plat recorded

Next Step
Houses under
construction
Houses under
construction

Daisy Meadow (70
Lots)

East of Sultan Road
North of Bryant
Rd/135th St SE

Daisy Crossing (FKA
Green’s Estates) (79
Lots)
Skyridge Estates (258
Lots)
Wyndham Highlands 1
(171 Lots)
Wyndham Highlands 2
(30 Lots)
Wyndham Highlands 3
(14 Lots)
Daisy Grove (33 lots)

Southeast of Sultan
Basin and 132nd St
31419 124th St SE (East
of City’s Water Plant)
13104 Sultan Basin RD

Phase 2 final plat
completed
Civil plans approved

31831 135th St SE

Civil construction and
final plat completed
Civil construction and
final plat completed
Preliminary Plat
application received
Preliminary Plat
application received
Preliminary Plat
Approved

Houses under
construction.
Applicant completing
civil construction
Houses under
construction
Houses under
construction
Hearing scheduled for
August 3rd
Hearing scheduled for
August 3rd
Waiting for civil plan
submittal

Daisy Brook (28 lots)

13527 Sultan Basin Rd

Blue Mountain
Meadow (19 lots)

1000 Eagle Drive

1308 9th St
13409 Sultan Basin Rd

Houses under
construction

Commercial Projects
Project Name
O’Reilly Auto Parts
(7,453 sq. ft. New Retail
Building)
RV Campground

SR-2

Location
923 Main St

Update
Nearing completion
and opening

Next Step
City is inspecting work
as completed

339th Ave SE and US 2

Phase 1 Completed and
operating

Applicant is working on
Phase 2
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ATTACHMENT A

Long Range Updates
Title
Housing Action Plan

Description
Policy document to analyze the
city’s housing needs including
dwelling types and affordability

Storefront Studio

Partner with the University of
Washington to provide design
and architectural assistance with
our downtown.
Minor updates to stay compliant
with the National Flood
Insurance Program
Code to address issues code
enforcement has encountered
with parking of large vehicles
Correcting unintentional errors
from last’s update as well as
some minor cost updates
School district is updating their
School District Capital Facilities
Plan. Adoption of the new plan
will significantly increase school
impact fees.

Floodplain Development
Update
Oversized Vehicle Code
Comp Plan Docket: Chapter 9
Update
Comp Plan Docket: Sultan
School District Capital Facilities
Plan

SR-2

Update
First draft completed and
presented at the 5/26 joint
meeting. Working on creating
stakeholder groups. Getting
the word out about the
Final presentation at July 7th
Council Meeting
Public Hearing for Council
Meeting on July 7, 2022
Public Hearing before Planning
Board at July 12, 2022
Public Hearing before the
Planning Board held on July
19th
Public Hearing before the
Planning Board to be held in
August
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
19

05

�4'lt1N G,._l

DATE:

Consent Agenda No. 1
DEPT:

07/28/2022
Dates Presented:

CONTACT:

Finance

Lisa Erdman

PRESENTER:

None

ITEM:

Consent 1

CM 07/28/2022

REQUESTED ACTION:
Approve the Vouchers through adoption of the consent agenda.
DESCRIPTION/BACKGROUND

Attached are the July 28, 2022, accounts payable vouchers in the amount of $209,178.79, payroll
#13, and payroll benefits #13 in the amount of $103,494.72, excise taxes in the amount of
$17,256.23, bank fees in the amount of $3,998.49 and bond payment in the amount of $3,589.53
all to be drawn and paid on the proper accounts.
FISCAL IMPACTS
Total Fiscal Impact is $337,517.76

EXPENDITURE AMOUNT: $337,517.76

AMOUNT BUDGETED: $337,517.76

BUDGET MODIFICATION REQUIRED: YES OR NO
ATTACHMENTS
A/P Check Register

C-1
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ATTACHMENT A

City of Sultan
Voucher Approval
July 28, 2022

I, Lisa Erdman, 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.
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:

iM�

Lisa Erdman, Finance Director

ITEMS

Bank Fees
AP Computer Cks PR Benefits #13
Direct Deposit PR#13
Electronic AP IRS PR Benefits#13
AP Computer Cks 41057-41096,
Electronic AP Excise Taxes & Bond

Amount

$3,998.49
$16,854.70
$63,485.93
$23,154.09
$209,178.79
$20,845.76
i337 1517.76

TOTAL

Conner Morgan, Councilmember

Date

Joseph Neigel, Councilmember

Date

Stephanie Aldrich, Councilmember

Date

Christina Sivewright, Councilmember

Date

Cory Dearborn, Councilmember

Date

Jeffrey Beeler, Councilmember

Date

Joseph Hund, Councilmember

Date

C-1
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Accounts Payable
Computer Check Register

19

User:

Christine.Krygcr

Printed:

07/21/2022 - 8,00AM

Batch:

00008.07.2022 - AP 7128/2022
TREAS

Bank Account:

05

:a:

�

IN

Check

Vendor No

Vendor Name

41057

AmTcst

AM Test

Date

Invoice No

amount

128197

25.00

7128/2022

25.00

Check 41057 Total:
41058

Bam10n

Bannon Lumber, Inc

7/28/2022
612482
612926
615180
612985
613710
613737
614185
614458
614575
614584
614866
615108
615148

577.35

Check 41058 Total:
Berl

4l059

Berliner Seifabrik Play Equip1

7/28/2022
4421700-138955

bluclinc

Blueline

7128/2022
23861

Bobcat

Bobcat ofMmysvil\c

7/2812022
PSl-116280

Central\V

Central Welding Supply, Inc

7128/2022
WV206645

CIAIV

Cities Insurance Association c

7128/2022
15076

Code

Code Publishing Company

7128/2022
GC0007660

AP�Computcr Check Register (07/21/2022 - 8:00 AM)

C-1

1,000.00
1,000.00

Check 41063 Total:
41064

236.93
236.93

Check 41062 Total:
41063

518.23
518.23

Check 41061 Total:
41062

749.25
749.25

Check 41060 Total:
41061

579.00
579.00

Check 41059 Total:
41060

68.08
261.58
26.17
10.89
11.99
17.45
17.45
34.54
27.02
13.82
29.98
10.46
47.92
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Vendor No

Check

Vendor Name

Date

Invoice No

895.44

Check 41064 Total:
41065

ComW\VTP

7/28/2022

Comcast

0058.07-08.2022

crystal

Crystal Springs

7128/2022
17160480070622

DOE

Department of Ecology - Casi

7/28/2022
!3\VAR311540-1

rdunlap

Richard Dunlap

7128/2022
Dunlap2ndqtr

DuvallA

Duvall Auto Parts

7128/2022
5204-582127
5204-582127

EFM

Enterprise Fleet Management

7/2812022
FBN4516741

Steel

7/2812022

Everett Steel

362706

FusionTk

7/28/2022

FusionTek

19261

gcnpac

General Pacific

7128/2022
1441101

Grainger

7128/2022

Grainger

9332729582

HcrBus

Herald Business Journal

7128/2022
7.2022rcncw

Ibershof

Will Ibershof

7128/2022
Reinbursement
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37.00

Page 2

AP-Computer Check Register (07/21/2022 - 8:00 AM)

C-1

213.79
213.79

Check 41075 Total:
41076

726.60
726.60

Check 41074 Total:
41075

1,455.39
1,455.39

Check 41073 Total:
41074

4,504.74
4,504.74

Check 41072 Total:
41073

1,999.64
1,999.64

Check 41071 Total:
41072

6,624.60
6,624.60

Check 41070 Total:
41071

39.42
39.42
78.84

Check 41069 Total:
41070

510.30
510.30

Check 41068 Total:
41069

771.45
771.45

Check 41067 Total:
41068

102.66
102.66

Check 41066 Total:
41067

278.71
278.71

Check 41065 Total:
41066

amount

Page 4 of 8

Check

Vendor No

Vendor Name

Date

Invoice No

37.00

Check 41076 Total:
JoMech

41077

Johansen Mechanical

7/28/2022
59733

Kenyon

Kenyon Disend

7/28/2022
1092203
1092204
1092205
1092207
1092208

Kool

Kool Change Printing Inc.

7/28/2022
50224

!owes

Lowes

7/28/2022
901977
902402
901849
901197
902494
902843

maid2

Maid 2 Shine Cleaning Servic

7/2812022
965

MurrayS

Murraysmith

7/2812022
19-2667.01-17
20-2784.00-17R

OfcDepot

Office Depot

7/2812022
252492212001
252492212001
252492212001
252492212001
252492212001
252498215001
252498215001
252498215001
252498215001
252498215001

Pitney

Pitney Bowes - Purchase Pow

42.64

170.55
0.43
0.44
0.43
0.44
1.73

7/28/2022
5863 06.2022
5863 06.2022
5863 06.2022
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75.11
25.04
20.03

Page 3

AP-Computer Check Register (07/21/2022 - 8:00 AM)

C-1

42.64
42.64
42.64

344.58

Check 41083 Total:
41084

21,163.00
8,080.75
29,243.75

Check 41082 Total:
41083

1,200.00

1,200.00

Check 41081 Total:
41082

58.57
119.25
211.21
488.83
429.38
148.78

1,456.02

Check 41080 Total:
41081

351.10
351.10

Check 41079 Total:
41080

2,134.00
58.00
13.50
1,578.45
4,451.37
8,235.32

Check 41078 Total:
41079

341.48
341.48

Check 41077 Total:
41078

amount
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Check

Vendor No

Vendor Name

Date

Invoice No

amount

5863 06.2022

23.37
23.37

5863 06.2022

166.92

Check 41084 Total:
41085

PUD I

PUD

7/28/2022
155227760
109124673
161586769
158419146
132227609
132227608
158416389

431.26

Check 41085 Total:
41086

PSE

Puget Sound Energy

7/28/2022
9430.06-07.2022
3531.06-07.2022
9627.06-07.2022
9627.06-07.2022
9627.06-07.2022

SkyCC

Sky Valley Chamber of Comn

7/28/2022
467
468
470

EvDC

Snohomish County District Ci

7/28/2022
!000595476

SRDTF

Snohomish County Sheriff

7/28/2022
!000595194

Titan

Titan Electric

96,934.92
96,934.92

Check 41089 Total;
41090

1,744.28
1,744.28

Check 41088 Total:
41089

1,500.00
1,500.00
1,500.00
4,500.00

Check 41087 Total:
41088

40.70
38.40
11.92
12.27
11.92
115.21

Check 41086 Total:
41087

25.97
72.00
25.23
69.39
113.16
70.53
54.98

7/28/2022
724.42
724.42

Check 41090 Total:
41091

USBank

7/28/2022

US Bank

085.06.30.2022

32.00

Check 41091 Total:
USBankP

41092

US Bank

7/28/2022
JG.720438
'li\.016933
TA.016933
TA.016933

TA.016933
TA.016933
CB.012133
CB.012133

AP-Computer Check Register (07/21/2022 - 8:00 AM)

C-1

32.00
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150.00
4.44
4.44
4.44
4.44
4.44
26.24
52.48
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Check

Vendor No

Vendor Name

Date

Invoice No

amount

CB.012133
POCONO6.2022
POCONO6.2022
POCONO6.2022
POCONO6.2022
KUHL01728906
KUHL01728906
KUHL01728906
KUHL01728906
KUHL0l728906
RE.003437
CD.9841718674
RE.2798920
CD.3210057
CD.3210056
RE.2799613
RE.2799703
RE.2799907
AG.3246970002
Wl.157131513
Wl.56481
IA0P5EA89FDE
BM.8156

52.48
98.50
98.50
98.50
98.50
38.84
38.84
38.84
38,84
38.84
114.75
50.16
76.33
15.27
177.84
115.08
115.79
122.29
404.64

}NNM48JMDT5
C.7JN2T6R7T5L
BM.692069

Wl.73921
BM.692076
Wl.102208
CK.22-72833
Wl.113-3884562
BM.91301
IM.220621-1007
Wl.l 13-3884562
:VNQXH28HZB

BM.8276
WI.153407120

NM.14762759
NM.14762759
Wl.3248956381
NM.14762759
Wl.40546
.AB0049580003
NM.14762759

NM,14762759

NM.202531
NM.202531
NM.202531
NM.202531
NM.202531
NM.3247549618
NM.3247549618
NM.3247549618
NM.3247549618
NM.3247549618
TP.TT6.l4.2022

TP.10066471

)RCGPRO-6293

CS.Chcvron6.21

AP-Computer Check Register (07/21/2022 - 8:00 AM)

C-1
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43.64

37.94
112.50
939.93
575.00
575.00

501.06

21.88
237.91
30.80
75.00
16.32
199.23
114.30
17.34
325.00
1,107.45
133.97
3.80
3.80
467.58
3.80
239.80
185.36
3.80
3,80
6.96
6.96
6.96
6.95

6.95

80.92
80.93
80.93
80.93
80.93
9.91
383.72
130.79
26.37
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Check

Vendor No

Vendor Name

Date

Invoice No

amount

CS.parking7:27
CS.parking6
CS.parking6:00

1.25
9.00
9.00
18.00
7.57
15.77
51.49

CS.1-5774
CS.043599
CS.533954
CS.019512
CS.810718858
JS.1000002958
JS.48763
JS.WA0002370
JS.13940
JS.13940
JS.13940
JS. 13940
\1/637922487526

Check 41092 Total:
blubook

41093

USA Blue Book

7/28/2022

Check 41093 Total:
UV

UV Doctor Lamps LLC

7/28/2022

West Coast Code Consultants

7/28/2022
2022-S1N-JUN2
2022-STN-JUN

Check 41095 Total:
Whitney

41096

Whitney Equipment

11,382.81
8,003.21
19,386.02

7/28/2022
95643

Check 41096 Total:

209,178.79

AP-Computer Check Register (07/21/2022 - 8:00 AM)
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888.07
888.07

Report Total:

C-1

10,196.38

10,196.38

Check 41094 Total:
wccc

26.60
656.92
683.52

15599

41095

86.22
124.95
104.00
18.72
18.72
18.72
18.73
250.00
10,318.62

007946
007738

41094

516.51
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Agenda Bill No. 2
SUBJECT

June 2, 2022, Council Workshop Meeting Minutes

DATE:

DEPT:

CONTACT:

PRESENTER:

ITEM:

7/28/2022

Administration

Tami Pevey

Tami Pevey

Consent #2

Dates Presented: 7/28/2022
Attachments:

A. June 2, 2022 Council Workshop Meeting Minutes

REQUESTED ACTION: Approve the minutes of the June 2, 2022, Council Workshop
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ATTACHMENT A

CITY OF SULTAN COUNCIL WORKSHOP – June 2, 2022
Mayor Wiita called the regular meeting to order at approximately 7:00 p.m. The meeting was a hybrid with attendees
both in person at City Hall Council Chambers and via Zoom Internet Conference Service. Mayor Wiita called roll and
the following were in attendance:
Councilmembers: Morgan, Aldrich, Dearborn, Hund, Sivewright, and Beeler.
Councilmember Absent: Neigel.
Staff: City Administrator Ibershof, Public Works Director Morgan, Community Development Director Galuska, Finance
Director Erdman, and Deputy Treasurer Kryger.
CHANGES/ADDITIONS TO THE AGENDA
None Noted
DISCUSSION
2023 Budget
Finance Director Erdman started the discussion with the current budget thru May 31, 2022. She reviewed the budgeted
revenues versus expected revenues in relationship to year-to-date revenues while taking into account one-time
revenues over the expected budget. She also reviewed the expense budget analysis taking into account the same
factors. She reminded council that the 90-day cash reserves are being projected to increase as expenses increase as
well. She explained this review included items that are being prepared for a budget amendment approval and she
reviewed the items requiring budget amendment coming forward at a future council meeting.
Deputy Treasurer Kryger reviewed the revenue assumption process beginning with the cash fund balance and estimate
revenues anticipated. She explained how taxes are reviewed to determine what is anticipated regarding the upcoming
budget preparations.
Finance Director Erdman reviewed the expenditure assumption process to determine salary, benefits, consumer price
index, allocations, and potential public works projects being planned. She then reviewed the budget process timeline
and statutory deadlines per Municipal Research and Services Center of Washington (MRSC).
Deputy Treasurer Kryger explained the trend of the revenues and expenditures and that revenues are trending upward
while expenses are trending below budget. In addition, she explained the 2023 budget expects strong one-time
revenues.
Administrator Ibershof explained that due to expenses, staff is focusing on a smaller number of projects in 2023 that
will be the most impactful for the city moving forward. He then turned the discussion over to departmental project
review.
Community Development Director Galuska presented the projects planned for 2023 include the following:
• Prepare for the 2024 Comprehensive Plan Update by working with consultants on the update, as well as
researching new approaches.
o Discussed the current Housing Action Plan, Transportation Element, and Pros Plan, as well as
seeking grants to help with the funding.
• Continue to invest in Economic Development after processing the Storefront Studio Project results by offering
Downtown Façade Grants and other related projects that can be incorporated into the 2023 budget.
Discussion held regarding what portion of the work can be done in house versus utilizing consultants. Galuska
confirmed the skills needed will require outside; however, he did explain that the department is working in advance of
other cities in Snohomish and King Counties who are also up against a 2024 Comprehensive Plan Update deadline to
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ATTACHMENT A

CITY OF SULTAN COUNCIL WORKSHOP – June 2, 2022 (continued)
account for the staffing setbacks that might occur in finding consultants and getting them up to speed on the project.
Administrator Ibershof stated the state is allocating $125,000 to cities to assist with the cost involved in the update.
Discussion also touched on the Chamber of Commerce budget and ARPA funds being utilized regarding the Economic
Development Director position and sustaining that position into future years with ongoing revenues.
Public Works Director Morgan presented the projects planned in the Public Works Department for 2023 as follows:
• Wastewater Treatment Plant Upgrades in construction phase now anticipated to continue through 2024.
• Water Treatment Plant Construction Design anticipated to be completed September 2022 and applying for
grants thru the Dept of Health in October 2022; with construction anticipated to start in 2023.
• Street projects for 2023 to include US 2 Corridor Design and US 2/Main Street Roundabout Design with grant
funding secured for US 2/Main Street Roundabout Design and property acquisition needed when design is
completed.
• Discussion on a new requirement due end of 2023 regarding an ADA transition plan.
• Create a Storm Water system comprehensive plan to guide the growth and planning for the stormwater utility
as it grows and will complement the comprehensive plan work being performed.
• New park on Sultan Basin construction as design will be completed early 2023 and grant funding will be
available to construct the minimum aspects and amenities discussed.
Councilmember Beeler inquired if the city is considering adding speed reminder signs at various intersections and
roads within the City in the upcoming budget year. Also, inquiry if intersection issue corrections and signal realignment
possibilities for US2/Sultan Basin Road intersection as well as Sultan Basin Road/Eagle Drive intersection were being
considered to assist traffic and safety issues at these two intersections. Public Works Director Morgan explained lane
and signal changes affecting US2 would need to be reviewed by WSDOT, but that the city in collaboration with TSI are
working to obtain approval for known issues at various intersections within the city along US 2 as a stop gap while they
work on the longer-term solution regarding US 2 troubles. In addition, Public Works Director Morgan confirmed striping
issues are part of general maintenance planned for streets in 2023 and confirmed that staff would review speed
reminder sign budgeting as requested.
Councilmember Sivewright requested safety and traffic impacts be considered for the upcoming bus barn relocation
on Cascade View Drive; and a new crosswalk be considered at High Street due to many students jaywalking as they
travel to and from the Elementary School to the High School. Also expressed desire to not utilize a 1% sales tax
because of other increases that will impact the citizens as the city considers updated utility rate increases for 2023.
Councilmember Hund inquired about photo enforcement signs versus speed reminder signs and felt they are more
impactful to citizens and have enforcement fees help pay for the cost of the signs. Public Works Director Morgan
confirmed staff will review that option to see what requirements are needed as well as the cost. Administrator Ibershof
explained the city does have a mobile speed sign that counts traffic and provides data.
Councilmember Morgan confirmed prior park discussions had involved the park construction in phases and Public
Works Director Morgan confirmed the basic elements planned for 2023 would include parking, bathrooms, and a small
playground but that staff would be looking to grants to see how many additional elements could be incorporated in the
initial construction. Councilmember Morgan also requested staff to review upgrades to various streets that are still
graveled to see if they can be paved. Public Works Director Morgan confirmed the various streets the city is maintaining
that are gravel, but that staff can review pricing needed to pave those streets. Councilmember Morgan also requested
expansion and additional pedestrian safety features be incorporated that are missing at various intersections on Sultan
Basin Road from US 2 up to 124th Street. Public Works Director Morgan discussed various gap improvements that are
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CITY OF SULTAN COUNCIL WORKSHOP – June 2, 2022 (continued)
being reviewed as the city waits for development to fully incorporate the various areas, as well as improvements needed
in county areas that the city is working with Snohomish County to correct.
Administrator Ibershof then shifted the discussion to ARPA funds and reminded council that the funds need to be
allocated no later than 2024. Staff requested confirmation from council on how much they wanted to see allocated for
the storefront façade program. He also discussed the Build Back America plan and grant opportunities coming available
through that plan. He then discussed the third element of focus is US 2 improvements and expansion challenges and
provided updates on work with TSI and WSDOT discussions being held to date. Requesting input from council on
funding they anticipate the city should budget toward this and other projects.
Mayor Wiita requested the focus be on uncommitted ARPA funds currently at $1.2 million as this will help guide staff
in preparing the 2023 budget projections. In addition, he reminded council that staff is trying to ensure that the projects
determined for the final budget are attainable and manageable by the current staffing levels.
Councilmember Dearborn asked if the city could assist the school district in security improvement funding as they lack
the funding necessary to make these improvements as well as technology improvements the school needs to stay
competitive in education. Administrator Ibershof discussed the current security measures implemented at the school
with the goal currently in keeping children safe. Ibershof did share discussions with the Mayor and Police Chief to
provide additional security officers and the challenges the Sheriff’s Office is current facing regarding staffing. Mayor
Wiita confirmed city staff will continue discussion with the School and the role the city might play in security measures
needed at the school while keeping mindful of funding provided directly to schools by the state.
Councilmember Sivewright acknowledged conversations regarding safety where the city and school meet such as gate
access and other areas where the city can assist.
Councilmember Hund suggested ARPA funding to go to Sultan Education Foundation for seniors graduating and
moving on to college. Also inquired if budget cost suggestions had been presented regarding the Storefront Studio
Project suggestions and would like to see most of the ARPA dollars go towards those city improvements. Staff
confirmed no budget dollars had been suggested or discussed yet regarding the storefront studio improvement ideas.
Administrator Ibershof and Mayor Wiita encouraged continued consideration and input regarding ARPA funding
allocations and decisions that need to be reviewed to help move the projects and ideas forward. Ibershof discussed
the various budget amounts anticipated and suggested for the various projects presented and stated staff will be
bringing rate increase discussions forward over the next 60 days as the current rate study progresses forward.
Administrator Ibershof stated the only other department that wasn’t presented this evening is the clerk’s office. He
explained the clerk’s office is reviewing a potential Electronic Content Management System for the city in 2023 and will
be presenting that to council at a later date during the budget discussions.
Administrator Ibershof then switched gears to discuss current projects wrapping up in 2022 to include Travelers Park
improvements, evacuation trail lighting, city hall parking lot improvements and the work that has been completed by in
house staff. He briefly touched base on various maintenance improvement projects planned for 2023 to include VIC
roof and flashing replacement, public works shop roof replacement, as well as dog water drinking fountains being
added to the dog parks, as well as park benches and trash receptacles to enhance park enjoyment.
Lastly Administrator Ibershof expressed his desire to continue the Communications Specialist position in 2023 to
continue to be shared between the City, Fire District, and School District. Brief discussion on possible additional
partnership with the City of Gold Bar regarding the communications specialist and the pros and cons of this possibility.
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CITY OF SULTAN COUNCIL WORKSHOP – June 2, 2022 (continued)
Councilmember Sivewright inquired about the possibility of having a student representative back on the council board
in the upcoming school year. Mayor Wiita discussed the challenges the school has faced during Covid and confirmed
he will be meeting with the school in the next weeks on ways the students can be engaged in the community to include
a student representative on council.
Council also suggested review of potential staffing increases needed to accommodate the additional work anticipated
in the upcoming budget year. Confirmation of Mayor and Administrator that staff keep this in consideration as they
move forward in the budget planning process. Staff did express appreciation to council for additional positions they
have been authorized to add to date to include an additional deputy treasurer position.
Homework for council was additional input regarding amounts they would like to see placed in the various projects
discussed and encouraged councilmembers to reach out to staff if they have additional questions that would help them
in this decision.
PUBLIC COMMENT:
None Noted.
ADJOURNMENT
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Aldrich the meeting was ended at approximately
8:30 pm. The Zoom meeting connection was disconnected shortly thereafter.
Russell Wiita, Mayor
Tami J. Pevey, City Clerk
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda No. 3
SUBJECT

June 9, 2022, Council Meeting Minutes

DATE:

DEPT:

CONTACT:

PRESENTER:

ITEM:

7/28/2022

Administration

Tami Pevey

Tami Pevey

Consent #3

Dates Presented: 7/28/2022
Attachments:

A. June 9, 2022, Council Meeting Minutes

REQUESTED ACTION: Approve the minutes of the June 9, 2022, Council Meeting
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ATTACHMENT A

CITY OF SULTAN COUNCIL MEETING – June 9, 2022
Mayor Wiita called the regular meeting to order at approximately 7:04 p.m. The meeting was a hybrid with attendees
both in person at City Hall Council Chambers and via Zoom Internet Conference Service. Mayor Wiita called roll and
the following were in attendance:
Councilmembers: Morgan, Aldrich, Hund, Neigel, Sivewright, and Beeler
Councilmember Absent: Dearborn
Staff: Community Development Director Galuska, Public Works Director Morgan, and City Clerk Pevey.
CHANGES/ADDITIONS TO THE AGENDA
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Sivewright, the following changes to the agenda
items were approved with motion passing 6-0.
1) Add excused absence of Councilmember Dearborn to the consent agenda
2) Add an executive session at the end of the meeting to discuss Collective Bargaining Agreement
3) Add an action item to reschedule the June 23, 2022 council meeting.
PUBLIC HEARING
AB22-40_2023-2028 Six Year Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP)
Presentation on file with the City Clerk’s Office
Minutes of the public hearing under separate cover
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Aldrich, council continued the public hearing
regarding the changes to the 2023-2028 Transportation Improvement Plan; Motion passed 6-0.
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
Jeff Estes – link to meeting not clickable; speaking on behalf of the school and in support of the school’s request to the
city to increase the school impact fees as he feels they are too low and below those of districts in surrounding areas.
Ron Kraut, Bryant Road –Expressed concerns with elements of the TIP to include concerns regarding East West
Connector at Bryant Road and proposed a different location not currently listed on the Transportation Improvement
Plan.
COUNCILMEMBER COMMENTS
Morgan: Thanked citizens for input and look forward to hearing from staff regarding questions raised.
Sivewright: Thanked citizens for input; Addressed a safety issue that occurred in the city yesterday and advocating
continued city support for social and community services.
Beeler: Acknowledged Walbrun Road and desire to fix that connection with US 2 for safety concerns; also
acknowledged there is never a set decision of council and changes put into place can be changed later as
councilmembers change.
MAYOR COMMENTS
Mayor Wiita explained the City Administrator is attending District 5 recovery open house for Snohomish County’s Office
of Recovery where they are discussing the ways the county will spend their ARPA funds. The city suggested that the
county supplement city efforts regarding ARPA funds.
CITY ADMINISTRATOR COMMENTS
Community Development Director Galuska explained the final Storefront Studio Project open house was held last
Friday and it was successful. The UW Students are finalizing the project plan and it will be presented to council upon
completion. Suggested council and citizens review the QR code in this month’s city newsletter that links them to the
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ATTACHMENT A

CITY OF SULTAN COUNCIL MEETING – June 9, 2022 (continued)
US 2 Survey and encouraged all citizens and users of US 2 to participate in the survey. The city just completed the
first meetings with the US 2 technical group, regional group, and citizen advisory group. The next round of meetings
will be held on July 11, July 18, and July 25th and staff will keep council updated on the progress. On Monday July 13th
the new Communications Intern will start work and split their time between the city, fire department and school district.
Staff is also working with FCS Group continuing the rate study work and will be presenting their findings at an upcoming
council meeting.
CONSENT AGENDA
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Aldrich, the following consent agenda items as
amended were approved with motion passing 6-0.
1) Voucher Approval thru June 9, 2022, accounts payable vouchers in the amount of $239,603.95, and payroll
benefits #9 in the amount of $67,909.92 all to be drawn and paid on the proper accounts.
2) Excused Absence of Councilmember Dearborn
ACTION ITEMS
AB22-08_Three Party ILA re: Communications Intern
An interlocal agreement between the city, fire department, and school district to share the Communications Intern over
the summer with the aim of improving communications with/for all three agencies. On a motion by Councilmember
Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Aldrich, council authorized the Mayor to sign a three-party ILA with the City of
Sultan, the Sultan School District and Fire District 5; Motion passed 6-0.
AB22-07_Contract with Snohomish County for Utility Assistance
Planning Director Galuska stated the city acknowledges the pandemic continues to impact citizens as they recover
financially. Council and Utility Billing Specialist Mann discussed the pros and cons of offering an additional option for
citizens and the reasons for needing additional assistance. On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by
Councilmember Aldrich, council authorized the Mayor to sign an agreement with Snohomish County Human Services
low-income household water assistance program; Motion passed 6-0.
Rescheduling June 23rd Council Meeting to June 30th
Mayor Wiita explained three city managers, the mayor, and one council member will be in attendance at the AWC
Conference set for June 21-June 24, 2022. On a motion by Councilmember Aldrich, seconded by Councilmember
Morgan, council rescheduled the June 23rd Council meeting to June 30, 2022; motion passed 6-0.
DISCUSSION
AB22-44_2022 Comprehensive Plan Update
A) Sultan School District Capital Facilities Plan 2022-2027
Community Development Director Galuska provided the basic background information of the comprehensive plan
update and the docket process where applications are accepted. Two applications were received during the docket
process in 2022 from the School District and the City itself. Discussion tonight is the first of several more meetings
planned over the next few months.
Galuska explained the biggest change to the comprehensive plan would be increasing the school impact fee for single
family residences from $2,966 to $14,842 and 2+ bedroom multi-family units from $2,685 to $9,576.
School Superintendent Dan Chaplik explained the school has 5-year capital facilities plan in place and that it gets
updated every two years. Requesting that the city update the impact fee portion of this plan into the comprehensive
plan as soon as possible. The challenge the school faces is that they don’t have regular building plans going on all the
time as they are a small school district. The last significant construction work at the school district was 2006-2007
timeframe. The school acknowledged the significant growth the city is experiencing, and the school district is trying to
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CITY OF SULTAN COUNCIL MEETING – June 9, 2022 (continued)
make sure all the impact fees are fair. Discussion amongst council with Superintendent Chaplick on the reason for the
high increase and other factors that went into the decision.
B) Draft Chapter 9 Capital Facilities Plan Update
Community Development Director Galuska explained last year’s update included an unintentional error to the final
document that was presented to council, therefore staff is presenting last years intended changes as well as a few
small updates to sewer project estimates based on the recent bid on the Sewer Treatment Plant. He explained the cost
estimates for the sewer plant included a 35% increase to costs. Galuska explained the city will be updating the entire
comprehensive plan in 2024 but think these changes are necessary in this year’s docket update to keep the document
up to date. Discussion amongst council about cost increase impact.
Galuska explained the next steps will be to move this discussion to the Planning Board for approval before being
brought back to council for final adoption.
EXECUTIVE SESSION:
Collective Bargaining Session
Mayor Wiita explained the executive session needed to be a closed session and therefore would occur after the meeting
ended. It should be noted that the closed session started at approximately 8:03 p.m. and ended at approximately 8:25
pm.
ADJOURNMENT
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Aldrich the meeting was closed at approximately
8:02 p.m. The Zoom meeting connection was disconnected shortly thereafter.
Russell Wiita, Mayor
Tami J. Pevey, City Clerk
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Consent Agenda No. 4
SUBJECT

June 30, 2022, Council Meeting Minutes

DATE:

DEPT:

CONTACT:

PRESENTER:

ITEM:

7/28/2022

Administration

Tami Pevey

Tami Pevey

Consent #4

Dates Presented: 7/28/2022
Attachments:

A. June 30, 2022, Council Meeting Minutes

REQUESTED ACTION: Approve the minutes of the June 30, 2022, Council Meeting
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ATTACHMENT A

CITY OF SULTAN COUNCIL MEETING – June 30, 2022
Mayor Wiita called the regular meeting to order at approximately 7:05 p.m. The meeting was a hybrid with attendees
both in person at City Hall Council Chambers and via Zoom Internet Conference Service. Mayor Wiita called roll and
the following were in attendance:
Councilmembers: Morgan, Aldrich, Dearborn, Hund, Neigel, Sivewright, and Beeler. (Noted that Beeler entered a short
time after the meeting started.)
Staff: City Administrator Ibershof, Community Development Director Galuska, Public Works Director Morgan, and City
Clerk Pevey.
CHANGES/ADDITIONS TO THE AGENDA
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Hund, the following changes to the agenda
items were approved with motion passing 6-0.
1) Add a Discussion Item to discuss the Sultan Basin Area Park.
PRESENTATION:
AB22-46_US 2 Public Engagement Round 1 City Council Check-in
Presentation on file with City Clerk’s Office
Victor Salemann, President of Transportation Solutions Inc (TSI) provided the council with an update on the US 2 public
engagement process. An open house was held in conjunction with an on-line survey and the city has received 900
responses to date. Three working groups (technical, regional, and local) have been formed and provided a summary
of their progress to date. Explained four alternatives to US 2 are being reviewed along with four alternatives for an east
west connector and it has been confirmed that an east west connector will not sustain traffic flow along. An additional
east west connector across the River to connect with Old Owen Road is also being reviewed at the request of WSDOT.
He further explained US 2 alternative three which would make US 2 four lanes with multi lane roundabouts is standing
out as the preferred alternative. He then provided the feedback from the three working groups regarding the options
being reviewed. Further work being completed by TSI and next steps in the process were discussed. Upon further
discussion, council confirmed their desire to see more information on regional trips versus local trips, as well as the
number of trips not stopping versus those utilizing local services.
PUBLIC HEARING
AB22-40_2023-2028 Six Year Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP)
Presentation on file with the City Clerk’s Office
Minutes of the public hearing under separate cover
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Hund, council closed the Public Hearing
regarding the 2023-2028 Transportation Improvement Plan; Motion passed 7-0.
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC
Ron Kraut, Bryant Road: Expressed his interest in serving on the US 2 input board and questioned why Walbrun Road
was not being considered as a potential east west connector route and provided reasons why it should be considered.
COUNCILMEMBER COMMENTS
Many councilmembers thanked the public for their comments and provided their thoughts to the public in response. In
addition, they also acknowledged the hard work being done by public works staff in keeping the city looking clean and
well maintained.
CM Sivewright encouraged councilmembers to attend the annual AWC Conference in the future and shared highlights
from some of the classes she attended. Suggestion of future council workshop topic regarding emergency
communications and how to support the city in an emergency.
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MAYOR COMMENTS
Mayor Wiita also acknowledged the training sessions and networking that was done at this years AWC annual
conference; and shared lobbying efforts to have AWC add public safety and other legislative priorities to their lobbying
priorities as well. Encouraged council to consider attending AWC January advocacy days in 2023.
CITY ADMINISTRATOR COMMENTS
Community Development Director Galuska stepped in for City Administrator Ibershof and provided council with a brief
storefront studio project update to include the report that had been released. He discussed the housing action plan
outreach, survey, and announcements that would be kicking off starting with public outreach. Shared the Alliance
Summer Kick off event was a success for its first year.
CONSENT AGENDA
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Aldrich, the following consent agenda items as
amended were approved with motion passing 7-0.
1) Vouchers in the amount of $155,142.52, payroll and payroll benefits #10 & #11 in the amount of $217,194.20,
bank fees in the amount of $7,889.72, taxes in the amount of $16,297.01 and bond payment in the amount of
$3,589.53 all to be drawn and paid on the proper accounts.
2) 5/5/2022 Council Workshop Minutes
3) 5/12/2022 Council Meeting Minutes
4) 5/26/2022 Joint Council and Planning Board Meeting Minutes
DISCUSSION
AB21-35_Sultan Basin Area Park
Discussion amongst council and staff regarding community outreach for naming of the park, an update on the next
steps, as well as a timeline. Public Works Director Morgan explained the timeline and restrictions but confirmed he
would check with the consultant to confirm if it could be sped up. Mayor confirmed staff to research the best way to
proceed regarding naming of the park.
ACTION ITEMS
AB22-48_Confirm RaeAnna Marshall to the Alliance Board
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Sivewright, council confirmed Mayor Wiita’s
appointment of RaeAnna Marshall to the Sultan Community Alliance Board of Directors. Motion passed 7-0.
AB22-40_Resolution 22-05_2023-2028 Transportation Improvement Plan
Discussion amongst council and staff regarding priorities on various projects with emphasis on US 2 improvement over
east west connectors being considered. On a motion by Councilmember Neigel, seconded by Councilmember Beeler,
council adopted Resolution 22-05 approving the 2023-2028 Transportation Improvement Plan. Motion passed 7-0.
AB21-36_Sultan Basin Area Park Design Contract
Public Works Director Morgan acknowledged council direction for full design to be broken into phases for construction
to allow for budget constraints. On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Aldrich, council
approved a contract with KPG Psomas for an amount not to exceed $409,782.95 to design the Sultan Basin Area Park.
Motion passed 7-0.
AB22-47_Evacuation Trail Lighting Project
Public Works Director Morgan discussed with council the current challenges affecting price and purchasing of
equipment. He also explained there would be an additional cost of approximately $3000 - $5000 to connect the
lighting to PUD and confirmed he would provide council with an update as the project progresses. On a motion by
Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Hund, council approved the purchase of all equipment for the
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CITY OF SULTAN COUNCIL MEETING – June 30, 2022 (continued)
evac trail project that will be installed by public works staff for an amount not to exceed $63,842.17 which includes a
30% contingency. Motion passed 7-0.
AB22-49_Data Sharing Agreement with the State Auditor’s Office
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Hund, council authorized the mayor to sign a
three-year data sharing agreement with the State Auditor’s Office. Motion passed 7-0.
AB22-50_USPS Lease Agreement
Discussion confirmed the lease agreement included a consumer Price increase (CPI) each year. On a motion by
Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Hund, council authorized the Mayor to sign a five-year
agreement with the United States Postal Service (USPS). Motion passed 7-0.
AB22-43_SAFEbuilt Agreement_On Call building Inspections and Plan Review
Planning Director Galuska explained the need for on call services while staff are being trained and brought up to speed.
Discussion and clarification regarding rates shown as presented. On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded
by Councilmember Beeler, council authorized the Mayor to sign a two-year agreement with SAFEbuilt for on-call
building inspections and plan review. Motion passed 7-0.
ADJOURNMENT
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Beeler the meeting was closed at approximately
8:48 p.m. The Zoom meeting connection was disconnected shortly thereafter.
Russell Wiita, Mayor
Tami J. Pevey, City Clerk
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Consent Agenda No. 5
SUBJECT

Public Hearing Minutes re: AB22-40_2023-2028 Six Year Transportation
Improvement Plan

DATE:

DEPT:

CONTACT:

PRESENTER:

ITEM:

7/28/2022

Administration

Tami Pevey

Tami Pevey

Consent #5

Dates Presented: 7/28/2022
Attachments:

A. Public Hearing Minutes re: AB22-40_2023-2028 Six Year Transportation
Improvement Plan

REQUESTED ACTION: Approve the Public Hearing Minutes re: AB22-40_2023-2028 Six
Year Transportation Improvement Plan
Note:
The written comments received are attached as referenced in the minutes. It should be noted that
attachments referenced in the emails are not included due to space configurations for the council
packet but were emailed to city council members and are on file with the city clerk’s office.
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AB22-40_2023-2028 Six Year Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP)
Public hearing date: June 9, 2022, and June 30, 2022
June 9, 2021
Held during the City of Sultan Council Meeting and presentation on file with the city clerk’s office
At approximately 7:07 p.m. Mayor Wiita opened the public hearing and read the public hearing procedures. The meeting
was a hybrid with attendees both in person at City Hall Council Chambers and via Zoom Internet Conference Service.
Mayor Wiita called roll and the following were in attendance:
Councilmembers: Morgan, Aldrich, Hund, Niegel, Sivewright, and Beeler.
Councilmembers Absent: Dearborn
Staff: Public Works Director Morgan, Community Development Director Galuska, and City Clerk Pevey.
Staff Report
PW Morgan provided background on the Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) and the reasons for its adoption each
year. He emphasized that the city can only apply for state grant funding for those street projects that are listed in the
TIP, but that not all projects on the list have been assessed for feasibility. Morgan then presented the projects listed.
He explained seven projects carried over from the previous year as follows:
• T-39_Pavement Maintenance Program
• T-51_3rd Street Reconstruction
• T-72_Old Owen Road Reconstruction
• NM-3_Sidewalk Spot Improvements
• T-36_138th Street Extension
• T-34_E US 2 Intersection Improvements Main St - Install Roundabout
• T-35_Cascade View Drive Reconstruction
Morgan then discussed 6 new projects being added and the reasons for each project listed as follows:
• T-34A_US 2 - Intersection Improvements at Old Owen Road
• NM-5_US 2 Route Corridor Trail Phase 1
• T-57_New East-West Connector #1 Trout Farm Rd/307th Ave NE to 124th St SE
• T-73_New East-West Connector #2 311th Ave SE to 130th St SE/Sultan Basin Rd
• T-75_New East-West Connector #3 8th St to 135th St SE/Bryant Rd
• T- 74_New East-West Connector #4 Fir Ave to Sultan Basin Rd/148th St SE.
In addition, Morgan explained the items on this list have also been adopted as part of the Comprehensive Plan,
Transportation Element prior to being listed on the 6-Year TIP per state requirements.
Council Questions and Discussion
None noted
Public Comment
Ron Kraut, Bryant Rd, Sultan – Written comments received expressing concerns with the east west connector projects
being considered. (Exhibit A).; Mr. Kraut also provided verbal comments expressing additional concerns with the east
west connector projects being considered. Additional documents provided to council (Exhibit B)
Staff Response to Comments
None at this time; PW Morgan requested additional time to respond.
Motion
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Aldrich, council continued the Public Hearing
regarding the changes to the 2023-2028 Transportation Improvement Plan; Motion passed 6-0.
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AB22-40_2023-2028 Six Year Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) (continued)
June 30, 2021
Held during the City of Sultan Council Meeting and presentation on file with the city clerk’s office
At approximately 7:26 p.m. Mayor Wiita opened the public hearing and read the public hearing procedures. The meeting
was a hybrid with attendees both in person at City Hall Council Chambers and via Zoom Internet Conference Service.
Mayor Wiita called roll and the following were in attendance:
Councilmembers: Morgan, Aldrich, Dearborn, Hund, Neigel, and Sivewright, and Beeler. (Noted that Beeler entered a
short time after the meeting started.)
Staff: City Administrator Ibershof, Community Development Director Galuska, Public Works Director Morgan, and City
Clerk Pevey.
Staff Report
PW Morgan provided background on the Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) and the reasons for its adoption each
year. He reminded council that per state RCW it was due to be adopted on or before July 1st of each year and explained
that having projects on the TIP made them eligible for grant funding opportunities, but that not all projects on the list
were planned to be completed immediately. He then reviewed the projects as follows:
He explained seven projects carried over from the previous year as follows:
• T-39_Pavement Maintenance Program
• T-51_3rd Street Reconstruction
• T-72_Old Owen Road Reconstruction
• NM-3_Sidewalk Spot Improvements
• T-36_138th Street extension
• T-34_E US 2 Intersection Improvements Main St - Install Roundabout,
• T-35_Cascade View Drive Reconstruction.
Morgan then discussed 6 new projects being added and the reasons for each project listed as follows:
• T-34A_US 2 - Intersection Improvements at Old Owen Road
• NM-5_US 2 Route Corridor Trail Phase 1
• T-57_New East-West Connector #1 Trout Farm Rd/307th Ave NE to 124th St SE
• T-73_New East-West Connector #2 311th Ave SE to 130th St SE/Sultan Basin Rd
• T-75_New East-West Connector #3 8th St to 135th St SE/Bryant Rd
• T- 74_New East-West Connector #4 Fir Ave to Sultan Basin Rd/148th St SE.
He confirmed there had been a change to the TIP since the last public hearing on June 9th to NM-3_Sidewalk Spot
improvements to improve the verbiage to include gaps in the city’s sidewalk system. He also confirmed grants had
been obtained for NM-5_US 2 Route Corridor Trail Phase 1 to design and construct in 2025 and 2026.
Council Questions and Discussion
None noted
Public Comment
Colleen Rupke, Bryant Road: written comment expressing concerns (Exhibit C).
John DeBiase, Loves Hill Drive: Written comment expressing concerns (Exhibit D). Also provided verbal comment
expressing his concerns with east west connector being considered at Bryant Road and requesting better
communication as it was not disclosed during the purchase of his property in October 2021.
Judy Heydrick: Written comment expressing concerns (Exhibit E).
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AB22-40_2023-2028 Six Year Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) (continued)
Ron Kraut, Bryant Road: Provided Written comment expressing concerns (Exhibit B); also provided verbal comment
expressing concerns with Bryant Road east west connector being considered and suggested other alternatives to
review.
Jocelynne Fallgatter, Trout Farm Road: Written comment expressing concerns (Exhibit F).
Jeff Estes, Startup: Expressed his preference for 2 lane roundabouts versus traffic light and his view of traffic issues
after 30 years of travel in the area. Provided his preference for where roundabouts would be more beneficial.
Staff Response to Comments
None Noted.
Motion
On a motion by Councilmember Morgan, seconded by Councilmember Hund, council closed the Public Hearing
regarding the 2023-2028 Transportation Improvement Plan; Motion passed 6-0.
Russell Wiita, Mayor
Tami J. Pevey, City Clerk
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EXHIBIT A
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

cohobanger@aol.com
Joseph Hund; Cory Dearborn; Jeffrey Beeler; Christina Sivewright; Joe Neigel; Stephanie Aldrich; Conner Morgan; Russell Wiita; Tami Pevey
Public hearing on the 2023-2028 Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) AB21-59
Thursday, June 9, 2022 3:48:50 PM
Bryant landslide documentations.pdf
NaturePreserveCouncil.PDF
EvacuationRouteWalburn.pdf
80%SlopesEagleRidgeSEPA.pdf
ConnectorRoadSlope.pdf
IneligibleGrantsConnectors.pdf
T-44 connector WaterPlan.pdf
E.Ridge CommonAreas.pdf
2020costestimate connector rd.pdf
slopefailure E.Ridge ph III 199909025007.pdf
NGPA E.Ridge2 199911015002.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the
content is safe.

Tami please incorporate this email and attachments into the record for tonight's public hearing.

Dear Mayor and City Council,

The city appears to be missing a golden opportunity to acheive the goal of a long anticipated connector road. I
am at a loss as to why the city is not considering the T-44 /T-43 Walburn Rd./Pine St./Sultan Basin Road
Connector. It is by far the cheapest option (less than half the cost of the next closest option) based upon the
city's comprehensive plan. It appears to have far more upside than any other option.
Some of the major benefits of this connector road are:
1. It removes Walbrun Road access from Highway II. I've had more than one hair raising encounter with
vehicles exiting Walbrun pulling out in front of me on Highway II, not to mention the delays created by vehicles
trying to access Walbrun from Highway II, blocking traffic while waiting for an opening to get into their Cul-de
Sac. Attachment:  2020costestimate connector:
2. It is the city's ONLY adopted evacuation route designated in our comprehensive
plan. Attachment: EvacuationRouteWalburn
3. There is a required water main upgrade identified in the newly adopted water plan which is dependent upon
the construction of the T-44 Walbrun Connector. The water plan specifically cites the proposed T-44
connector. From the water plan: "...will be implemented in coordination with CIP T-44 of the City’s
Transportation Improvement Program". Attachment: T-44 connector WaterPlan
Perhaps the worst option is the T-75 Bryant Connector.
1. The city cannot complete this connector without acquiring private citizens land. The city is dealing with
property owners who are unwilling to sell. Those property owners are me and my wife. This means the city will
have to ultimately initiate eminent domain proceedings against a retired senior citizen couple who has been in
their home for 28 years.
Not a good look for the city.
2. The T-75 Bryant Connector is riddled with fundamental problems, such as a proposed route which must
navigate thru city council approved Open Space, Native Growth Protection Area and Nature Preserve, as well
as Geologically Hazardous Slopes in excess of 40%, all of which prohibit the construction of connector roads
per the Sultan Municipal Code.
3. The 1996/1997 landslide on the slopes of both my property and on the proposed Plat of Eagle Ridge II was
still fresh in the minds of the City Council in 1999. That is when the Council approved a Nature Preserve
Easement within the Plat of Eagle Ridge II. The nature preserve extends directly thru, and beyond the
proposed path of the T-75 Bryant Connector. Attachment: NaturePreserveCouncil   Attachment:  NGPA E.Ridge2
Attachment: Bryant landslide documentations

4. The Public Hearing Packet indicates that "Staff will be seeking grant funding" for the T-75 Bryant
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Connector. The T-75 Bryant Connector is not grant eligible. See the 2020 TRANSPORTATION IMPACT
FEE RATE ANALYSIS adopted by the city council in 2020 simultaneously with the 2020 Transportation
Element Update.
Attachment: IneligibleGrantConnectors

COMPILED FROM CITY OF SULTAN MUNICIPAL CODE, 2020 & 2021
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATES, ASSOCIATED EARTH SCIENCES INC 2020
ENGINEERING REPORT, ENGINEERING RECORDS FOR EAGLE RIDGE &
EAGLE RIDGE II AND 1997 LANDSLIDE REPORT FOR RON KRAUT PROPERTY
1
2
3
T-43 & T-44
T-57 TROUT T-73 311 AVE
SULTAN BASIN
FARM RD/ 307 SE TO 130 ST
RD TO
AVE SE TO 124 SE TO SULTAN
WALBRUN RD
BASIN RD
ST SE
TO PINE ST

ROUTE
ALTERNATIVES

4

5

T-74 FIR AVE
TO SULTAN
BASIN RD

T-75 8 ST TO
135 ST
SE/BRYANT
RD

NOT ELEGIBLE FOR
GRANT FUNDING
PER 2020
1
TRANSPORTATION
IMPACT FEE RATE
ANALYSIS

?

?

?

X

X

ROUTED THROUGH
EAGLE RIDGE
GEOLOGICALLY
2
HAZARDOUS/OPEN
SPACE/COMMON
AREAS

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

X

?

?

?

?

X

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

X

?

X

?

?

X

?

?

?

?

X

X

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

REQUIRES “OPEN
SPACE” SULTAN
MUNICIPAL CODE
AMENDMENT PER
SMC 16.62.060A

3

4

5

6

7

ROUTED THROUGH
EAGLE RIDGE
GEOLOGICALLY
HAZARDOUS/NATIVE
GROWTH
PROTECTION
AREAS
REQUIRES CRITICAL
AREA CODE
AMMENDMENT PER
SMC 17.10.325
1996 -1997
DOCUMENTED SITE
OF LANDSLIDE BY
PROFESSIONAL
ENGINEERS
SULTAN ADOPTED
EVACUATION
ROUTE PER
COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN UPDATED IN
2020 & 2021
IDENTIFIED IN 2019
GENERAL WATER
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PLAN FOR
CONCURRENT
8
X
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
DEVELOPMENT
CONNECTOR ROAD
WITH WATER MAIN
UPGRADE
2021 CAPITAL
9
FACILITIES
$2,468,000.00
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
ELEMENT COST
2020
10 TRANSPORTATION $2,468,000.00 $9,600,000.00 $9,520,000.00 $10,260,000.00 $5,520,000.00
ELEMENT COST

Attachment: slopefailure E.Ridge III: City approved subdivision in which a Geotech Engineer documents existence of unstable slopes
with building restrictions in the path of Bryant Connector T-75.
Attachment:  NGPA E.Ridge2: Document proves existence of city approved NGPA in the path of Bryant Connector T-75.
Attachment:  Bryant landslide documentation: Document proves the existence of a landslide by a Geotech Engineer in the path of the
Bryant Connector T-75.
Attachment:  E.RidgeCommonAreas: Document proves the existence of city approved and protected Eagle Ridge common areas in
the path of the Bryant Connector T-75.
Attachment: 80%SlopesEagleRidgeSEPA: Environmental Document approved by the City's Resposible Official and created by a
Professional engineer, documents 80% slopes in Eagle Ridge II and documents the lansdslide in the path of T-75 Bryant Connector.

Possible Connector Roads identified in 2020 Transportation Element and 2021 Capital
Facilities Element:
Attachment:  2020costestimate connector:
2020 Transportation Element
Table 8-16. Documents estimated east/west connector from 2020 city approved Transportation Element:

T-44 T-43 Walburn Rd./Pine St./Sultan Basin Road Connector Total Cost: $2,468,000.00
(includes the only Emergency Evacuation Route identified in the comprehensive plan see Chapters 8 and 9. Also includes water main
upgrade to be completed concurrent with T-44 connector road See newly adopted City Water Plan Attachment: T-44
connector WaterPlan)
T-57 Trout Farm Rd/307th Ave NE to 124th St SE Total Cost: $9,600,000
T-73 311th Ave SE to 130th St SE/Sultan Basin Rd  Total Cost: $9,520,000
T-74  Fir Ave to Sultan Basin Rd/148th St SE  Total Cost: $10,260,000
T-75 8th St to 135th St SE/Bryant Rd.  Total Cost: $5,520,000
Attachment: IneligibleGrantConnectors:

Connector Roads not Eligible for Grant Money per 2020 TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE
RATE ANALYSIS:
T-73 East-West Arterial Connector 311th Ave SE to 130th St SE/Sultan Basin Rd.
T-75 East-West Arterial Connector 8th St to 135th St SE/Bryant Rd

Attachment: EvacuationRouteWalburn

T-44 T-43 Walburn Rd./Pine St./Sultan Basin Road Connector Is the Officially adopted
Evacuation Route per The Sultan Comprehensive Plan.

Attachment: ConnectorRoadSlope:
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Proposed Connector Roads on Slopes in Excess of 40% as documented by Associated
Earth Sciences:
T-57 East-West Arterial Connector #1 Trout Farm Rd/30th Ave NE to 124th St SE
T-75 East-West Arterial Connector 8th St to 135th St SE/Bryant Rd

Sultan Municipal Code Prohibits any alteration of slopes in excess of 40%
"SMC 17.10.325 Performance standards – Alteration of geologically hazardous areas. A. Alteration of land with slopes over 40
percent shall be prohibited."

Please do the taxpayers a favor, consider ALL options,
Sincerely,
Ron Kraut
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EXHIBIT B
cohobanger@aol.com
Joseph Hund; Cory Dearborn; Jeffrey Beeler; Christina Sivewright; Joe Neigel; Stephanie Aldrich; Conner Morgan;
Russell Wiita; Tami Pevey; Nate Morgan
Public Hearing Comments: Regarding Agenda Bill No. 22-40
Thursday, June 30, 2022 12:08:33 PM
SEPA_Register_2020_Tranportation_Element_Update (1) (1).pdf
Bryant landslide documentation (1).pdf
Wiita Planning study with TSI task order signed (1).pdf
TransE.false (1).pdf
workshop agenda (1).pdf
councilworkshopminutes (1).pdf
Comments for March 11, 2021 request notification capital facilities Sultan City Council meeting.pdf
Enlarged Image of Houses in Path of Proposed Road.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Tami, please incorporate these comments, attachments and links into the record for
the public hearing on June 30, 2022.
Regarding Agenda Bill No. 22-40 and the City's DNS CITY OF
SULTAN DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE (DNS) Project: Update of
Chapter 9 of the Comprehensive Plan – Capital Facilities. Dated June 6, 2022.
Dear Mayor and City Council,
The T-75 Bryant Connector proposal is not a legal, safe or fundable proposal as
defined by Sultan and State code because:
1. City code does not allow ANY alteration of slopes in excess of 40% (SMC
17.10.325)
2. City code does not allow roads in areas designated as open space (SMC
16.62.060A)
3. Violations of Sultan code are detrimental to the health, safety and welfare,
and declared a public nuisance (SMC 16.01.030)
4. The Bryant Connector is not listed in the city's capital facilities plan element
of the comprehensive plan (RCW 82.02.050(5)(a))
The minutes of the June 24, 2021 Council Meeting indicate the Mayor referenced
some of the items being considered in this years 2023-2028 Transportation
Improvement Plan (TIP) and Capital Facilities Element Update/Threshold
Determination; which includes the Bryant Connector Road T-75, designated in city
funded studies to run through and destroy mine and my neighbor's homes.
See attachment Enlarged Image of Houses and link:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/11FYE-2wX5HRO2NySRliUozgoYtkOKPF1/view

From the minutes of the Mayors statement:
"Mayor Wiita gave a statement acknowledging public comments expressing concerns
about their view of a lack of public engagement and transparency on the part of the
city. He also addressed accusations aimed at city staff while acknowledging healthy
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skepticism of government activities by the public. He explained the city would be
moving forward with a focus on public engagement and transparency while
working to build public trust before proceeding with further decisions on this
issue".
Unfortunately the record shows, there has been no promised advertised public
engagement with regard to workshops or solicitation of public input regarding
ALL connector road options. No comprehensive plan information binders are
available at city hall or in the library as required by SMC16.86.050. It appears to
me that Sultan has a preconceived agenda to exclude the cheapest and longest
standing connector road option proposal. It is the Walbrun/Pine St Connector T-43
and T-44, which is the city's adopted evacuation route in the 2020 Transportation
Element. The T-44 route is also addressed in the city's water plan as part of a needed
water main upgrade.

I. False claims by the city appear to have resulted in up to $51,000.00
in contracts with Transportation Solutions Incorporated (TSI) to study
in part, the Bryant Connector.
The city of Sultan Updated their Transportation Element in Oct. 2020.

https://www.ci.sultan.wa.us/DocumentCenter/View/5288/Ordinance-1329-20-Transportation-Element-Update-pdf

Prior to that October 2020 update, it appears the city approved at least two Task
Orders with TSI, which included false claims regarding a nonexistent recently updated
transportation element. The Task Orders appear to have been the genesis of the
Bryant Connector proposal T-75 thru my property.
It appears the result of the Task Orders, was connector routes unauthorized by the
then current city of Sultan Comprehensive Plan. The existing transportation element
at the time of the task orders, had already been subjected to environmental review
and a previous Environmental Impact Statement, which included proposed connector
routes which the city seems to have abandoned without environmental analysis.
I am concerned that false statements about a "recently updated transportation
element" contained in the two task orders, authorized by city officials, may have
resulted in consultants performing work and analysis they otherwise would not have,
had they not been misinformed by city officials.
It is my belief that falsehoods included by city officials on these Task Orders has
resulted in unfair and unjust bias with regard to the city's support for the Bryant
Connector T-75 and the possible resulting condemnation of my land.
City documents appear to show that on January 17, 2020 the Mayor signed a Task
Order with TSI not to exceed $35,000. The contract falsely states:"The City of
Sultan recently updated the transportation element of the City’s comprehensive
plan"
The contract appears to authorize TSI to "evaluate up to three possible connector
routes" not listed in the city's adopted comprehensive plan at the time.
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See attachment Wiita Planning study with
Then, one month later, on February 27, 2020 the City Council authorized the Mayor to
sign a Task Order not to exceed $16,060.00 with TSI. That Task Order falsely again
states: "The City of Sultan recently updated the transportation element of the
City’s comprehensive plan"
The Task Order appears to have authorized TSI to review and update the CITY’s
traffic model to include... future east/west connections.
"Review and Update Traffic Model CONSULTANT will review and update the CITY’s
traffic model to include current and future growth assumptions, pipeline
developments, transportation improvement plan to include future east/west
connections."
See attachment TransE.false
The T-75 Bryant Connector has never been identified on a city capital facilities
element or transportation improvement program. Despite this fact, in February of
2021, based upon another falsehood propagated by a city official, the city
council approved 30% design of the T-75 Bryant Connector. The
council also authorized $600,000.00 to be appropriated from the city's transportation
impact fee fund to be utilized for funding the design of the Bryant Connector
Road. This, despite the fact that the Bryant Connector has never been, and still isn't
listed in the city's TIP and is ineligible for funding because it is not listed in the capital
facilities element. Andy Galuska falsely represented the T-75 Bryant connector
as being one of "...two projects from our six-year transportation improvement
plan that we feel are the most impactful." See attachments workshop agenda and
councilworkshopminutes
Based on documents acquired thru a public records request in 2021, the proposed
changes to the TIP and CFE, if approved, has the potential to devastate my home,
my neighborhood and an adjoining Native Growth Protection Area. See attachment
Enlarged Image of Houses
The TIP as well as the CFE proposal presented for the DNS are fundamentally
flawed. They should be rejected because; (1) They do not comply with Sultan's
requirements regarding the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA); (2) They do not
comply with requirements of the Growth Management Act (GMA) (3) Sultan Municipal
Code Prohibits building a new road from Bryant Road to the downtown area.
Additionally, as previously indicated, it appears that city officials utilized false and
erroneous information when they authorized the use of funds with regard to the T-75
Bryant Connector Road, the 2021 6-Year TIP, and false claims of a recently updated
Transportation Element in the first half of 2020. Finally, the process by which
the City has added this proposal, without adequately informing the public and without
following through on promises to reach out to the public, should cause the Council to
stop and direct City staff to review adopted procedures and follow them.
The City should postpone taking action with regard to the T-75 Bryant Connector and
Capital Facilities Element until the City addresses and corrects these issues. I first
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brought some of these issues to attention in my letter to the Mayor and Council, dated
February 25, 2021. That letter is attached to this email for inclusion in the record. I am
providing more information explaining these issues below to help you make a more
informed decision/recommendation. See attachment 20210225 Letter to City
Council.
II. RCW 43.21C REQUIRES ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW, INCLUDING ISSUING AN
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
The Department of Ecology SEPA Register states that it has no record to indicate that
Sultan issued a Determination of NonSignificance for it's 2020 Transportation
Element Update. As a result, it appears the Sultan Planning Board conducted
their Transportation Element Update public hearing on July 7, 2020 prior to the
publication of a DNS in the SEPA Register. This appears to indicate that the 2020
Transportation Element Update, the first official city planning document to include the
T-75 Bryant Connector, was concocted devoid of required public notice and
required environmental review. Specifically, in violation of Sultan Municipal
Code Public Notice 17.04.170.
See attachment SEPA_Register_2020_Transportation

The city has claims in June of 2021, that the Bryant Connector will not result in the
damage or loss of any homes. City documents recieved thru public records request
appear to show this to be another falsehood propogated by city officials. City
documents show that any Bryant Connector option will result in the damage or loss of
at least 2 homes, possibly many more. See City Document in the following link:

https://drive.google.com/file/d/11FYE-2wX5HRO2NySRliUozgoYtkOKPF1/view

The City has not considered the environmental impacts that may occur as a result of
amending the TIP or the Capital Facilities Element. The proposed TIP ordinance nor
the SEPA Checklist do not identify any environmental documents as the basis for the
TIP or SEPA Checklist. No existing environmental documents have been identified by
the city per WAC 197-11-630 and WAC 197-11-965. Best available science must be
utilized as the basis for SEPA decisions: RCW 43.21C.030: "(a) Utilize a systematic,
interdisciplinary approach which will insure the integrated use of the natural and
social sciences and the environmental design arts in planning and in decision making
which may have an impact on the environment;".
Because the City does not cite any environmental analysis or any feasibility studies,
based on the DNS, a rational person could not know if it is reasonable to add or
exclude any of the alternatives, or which one, if any, is the most viable. This is
particularly important in light of the fact that in a conversation with me in June of
2021, the Public Works Director wrongly stated that the Walburn Road project was
not in the Comprehensive Plan and once again this year, T-43 and T-44
Walburn/Pine/SBR Connector is not listed on the proposed TIP and is being dropped
as an option in the proposed CFE Update

III. False Statement's by the responsible official on the Environmental
Checklist.
Andy Galuska states in the CFE SEPA Checklist that "The proposed critical area
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regulations are not proposed to be altered. The proposed updates are not
expected to have any impact on environmentally sensitive areas or areas
designated for government protection". Mr. Galuska further states in his checklist
response to the query: Identify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with
local, state, or federal laws or requirements for the protection of the environment. "No
conflicts with local, State, or federal laws or requirements for the protection of
the environment are expected."
His Statements are not supported by scientific documents readily available from the
city or the Sultan Municipal Code:
As I have expressed and documented to the city staff and council on multiple
occasions in the public record over the past year, the proposed Bryant Connector site
(T-75) is documented to be burdened by geologically hazardous slopes with
steepness in excess of 40% and up to 80% by multiple professional engineers. It is a
well documented site of a landslide by professional engineers. The Bryant Connector
Site has been environmentally reviewed under SEPA for two different cluster
residential development approvals in the recent past, the SEPA documents for those
proposals resulted in the designation of the vast majority of the Bryant Connector
Site (T-75) as open space and Native Growth Protection area. The proposed Bryant
Connector Arterial in this proposed Capital Facilities Element is designated for a
location declared by the city council to be an environmentally sensitive area and an
area designated for government protection. Code change would be mandatory for any
arterial road in this area. Sultan Critical Areas Regulations expressly prohibit for
any reason, the alteration of slopes in excess of 40% (17.10.325 Performance
standards – Alteration of geologically hazardous areas).
See attachment Bryant Landslide documentation
Please see city financed connector road study (page 4) which indicates 114,000
cubic yards of earth will need to be excavated in and around the protected
geologically hazardous slopes of Eagle Ridge and my home:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/11FYE-2wX5HRO2NySRliUozgoYtkOKPF1/view

Also see the 2020 East-West Road Connector preliminary geotechnical feasibility
assessment by Associated Earth Sciences: "The portions of the slope along the
conceptual road alignments at 141st Street SE and Bryant Road locations
classify as Landslide Hazard Areas based on topographic conditions (ie.,
presence of slope inclinations over 40 percent over a height of at least 10
feet),and the presence of mapped landslide deposits".
See pages 2, 6 and 9 of the following link: https://www.ci.sultan.wa.us/DocumentCenter/View/4892/AES---

Memo---East-West-Connector-2132020-PDF?bidId=

Failing to look at other alternatives that have been in the City’s Plan since at least
2011, if not 2004, is particularly important in light of the GMA goal to protect private
property rights. RCW 36.707(6) states, “Private property shall not be taken for public
use without just compensation having been made. The property rights of landowners
shall be protected from arbitrary and discriminatory actions.”
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The Department of Ecology has adopted rules determining review, which are required
to be considered before committing to a particular course of action. These rules can
be found in WAC 197-11, and are explained in the Washington State Department of
Ecology Publication # 98-114 , dated September 1998, Updated 2003. WAC 197-11055(1) requires that the SEPA process occur “at the earliest possible time to ensure
that planning and decisions reflect environmental values, to avoid delays later in the
process, and to seek to resolve potential problems.”
IV. OUTDATED COMPREHENSIVE PLAN ELEMENTS AND INCONSISTENT
UPDATES MAKE IT IMPOSSIBLE TO ACHIEVE CONSISTENCY
RCW 36.70A.120 requires that they City “perform its activities and make capital
budget decisions in conformity with its comprehensive plan.”
Cost analysis in the CFE and TIP for the Bryant Connector and all other proposed
connector roads ignore orders from the GMHB. There is no mandatory analysis of
required sewer costs that must be calculated with the proposed road construction
starting 2025 and anytime thereafter. Further, it appears the water and sewer plans,
much like the CFE and CIP, do not provide a six-year plan to fund capital projects
thru 2027, 2028 or 2029.
From the current and proposed CFE, 9.5.2 Regulatory Requirements and 9.5.4
Future Needs:
"All new streets in the UGA will be built with sewer mains because no new on-site
septic systems are allowed in the UGA. The Growth Hearings Board has ordered
that the City’s revised capital facilities plan show how all unsewered portions of
the UGA will be served by 2025. Therefore, the sewer system future needs outlined
here include sewer main extensions on all existing streets in the UGA."
The City of Sultan has chosen not to conduct or properly or effectively advertise
threshold determinations, public hearings or public participation events regarding the
city's capital facilities element or capital improvement plan/program (CIP) since at
least 2011. Some city staff seem to be unaware of any updates to the CIP since
2006, while until recently other city staff believed they had updated the CFE last
year. City staff’s confusion regarding the City’s planning process is clearly reflected in
the various versions of the Comprehensive Plan and its elements posted on the City’s
website.
The proposed Bryant Connector is not listed as a project to be completed in the 20
year time horizon planned for in the adopted Capital Facilities Element and Land Use
Element. Therefore, the proposed TIP and Capital Facilities Element are procedurally
flawed because they consider projects not included as part of the 20 year Land Use
Element transportation corridors. Because of this, the city's proposal does not meet
minimum requirements under the GMA as reflected in the City's Adopted
Comprehensive Plan.
The analysis and data within the Transportation Element and Land Use Elements and
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their associated maps, are inconsistent with and do not accurately reflect City
boundaries, UGA boundaries, critical areas, capital facilities, various public corridors,
planning data and analysis as reflected in the following: Ch. 1 – Introduction; Ch. 2 –
Community Ch.3 - Land Use; Ch.4- Housing; Design; Ch. 5. Natural Environment; Ch.
6 – Economic Development; Ch. 9 – Capital Facilities; and Ch. 10 – Utilities, all of
which have not been updated since 2011.
V. The City Attorney has determined the city's Capital Facilities Element has
serious scriveners error and "...lacks consistency with other portions of
Sultan’s 2011 Comprehensive Plan."
See attachment Kraut_Heydrick_GMHB
VI. The proposed Bryant Connector is not identified or anticipated in the Land
Use Element of the City's Comprehensive plan as required by law:
"RCW 36.70A.150 Identification of lands useful for public purposes:
Each county and city that is required or chooses to prepare a comprehensive land
use plan under RCW 36.70A.040 shall identify lands useful for public purposes such
as utility corridors, transportation corridors, landfills, sewage treatment facilities,
stormwater management facilities, recreation, schools, and other public uses. The
county shall work with the state and the cities within its borders to identify areas of
shared need for public facilities. The jurisdictions within the county shall prepare a
prioritized list of lands necessary for the identified public uses including an estimated
date by which the acquisition will be needed.
The respective capital acquisition budgets for each jurisdiction shall reflect the jointly
agreed upon priorities and time schedule."
Further, the Land Use Element of the city's comprehensive plan (last updated in
2017) identifies only three transportation corridors in the City of Sultan: US
Highway 2, the Skykomish River and the railroad. The Land Use Element must be
consistent with and implement the comprehensive plan. Placing connector roads over
the bluffs of Sultan is not consistent with the transportation corridors identified in the
Land Use Element of the comprehensive plan as required by 36.70A.150. Therefore
the proposed T-75 Bryant Connector is not allowed by the GMA. Even if the Bryant
Connector was consistent with the Land Use Element. The Bryant connector and
many other aspects of the TIP and CFE have not been subjected to any
environmental review based on science, as required by law and are not allowed
under GMA and SEPA.
VII. SULTAN MUNICIPAL CODE PROHIBITS LOCATING An EAST-WEST
CONNECTOR ROAD AT BRYANT ROAD
Roads are not a permitted use in the open space areas of Eagle Ridge and Eagle
Ridge II:
SMC 16.62.060 Open space standards.
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A. Open Space permitted Uses. Permitted open spaces uses include the following:
1. Floodways and environmentally sensitive areas as defined by Chapter 17.10 SMC;
2. Lands with slopes of 25 percent or more;
3. Utility easements;
4. Passive recreation uses including nature interpretive areas, bird watching facilities,
unimproved trails, and similar uses as approved by the director;
5. Drainage facilities, including any of the following:
a. Unfenced detention, retention and wet ponds;
b. Stormwater treatment wetlands;
c. Stormwater infiltration trenches and bioswales that serve more than one dwelling;
and
d. Vegetated areas located above underground detention facilities.
The proposed Bryant Connector Site is a geologically hazardous area, Therefore no
development activities of any kind are allowed:
17.10.325 Performance standards – Alteration of geologically hazardous areas.
A. Alteration of land with slopes over 40 percent shall be prohibited.
17.10.320 Definitions.
The following terms, when used within this chapter, shall have the following
definitions:
"Alteration" shall mean modification of soil or vegetation by any means including
mechanical, chemical application, or hand work, in any area designated, or having the
potential to be designated as a geologically hazardous area under the provisions of
this chapter.
The city's engineering consultant Associated Earth Sciences, states that the average
slope incline over height of the Bryant Connector site are 45%. See page 2,5 and
9.
https://www.ci.sultan.wa.us/DocumentCenter/View/4892/AES---Memo---East-WestConnector-2132020-PDF?bidId=
Also please see attachment Letter to City Council

VIII. SPECIFIC EXAMPLES OF INCONSISTENCIES WITH COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN GOALS AND POLICIES
The following goals and policies from the adopted City Comprehensive Plan cannot
be implemented consistently or in concert due to the aforementioned drastic
inconsistencies and variabilities between the various elements of the Comprehensive
Plan and lack of a six-year capital improvement program:

2.3.2 Outdoors access
One of Sultan's most important assets is its proximity to a rich and unique landscape.
However, residents participating in this update indicated that they feel they are
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gradually losing the ability to access that surrounding landscape. Access to the
wooded hillsides and plentiful streams and rivers is an essential element to Sultan’s
quality of life, and this plan must facilitate its preservation and the community’s
access to it. Many residents chose to invest and live in Sultan because of the
outdoors lifestyle that it promises.
Given that Sultan’s rural character is seen as a critical portion of its identity, many of
this plan’s policies act to preserve it, including:
Land-use strategies that discourage sprawl. This and other policies urge Sultan to
weigh expansion judiciously, favoring development onto lands capable and
suitable for development – with the additional benefits of reducing automotive
traffic and ensuring the vitality of its existing urban fabric.
Support for the conservation and preservation of critical areas.
Support for work protecting the presence, function and overall appearance of
working farms near Sultan, coordinating closely with Snohomish County to help
keep agriculture viable in the Skykomish River Valley.
Integrating open space into development projects. Sultan’s growth will cause
development to reach into sensitive environmental territory, providing the
opportunity to incorporate those sensitive environmental elements into project
design. Inclusion of these open spaces and the preservation of their functions and
values will reinforce the community’s commitment to the health and respect of its
natural surroundings.
3.1 Land Use Introduction:
"It is important to note that the Land Use chapter does not stand alone, it works in
concert the other elements of the plan like housing, natural environment,
transportation, and capital facilities. Identifying the location, intensity, and density of
land uses allows the City to adequately plan for traffic, drainage, community services,
and utilities in a cost effective manner."
Page1-2
Additionally, every seven years cities and counties must review their classification,
designation, and protection measures to ensure they are consistent with any changes
made in the GMA.
Page 1-13:
Chapter 9: Capital Facilities This Plan element addresses Sultans need to provide
timely and adequate public services and facilities. Each individual capital facility –
including water, sewer, and stormwater – is discussed in detail and includes projected
needs, costs, and potential funding sources. This plan also identifies other public
utilities such as police, fire, and administrative facilities like City Hall and
libraries. Finally, this element includes the City’s six-year financial plan to finance
Sultan’s public facilities.
1-15
The GMA states that regulations shall be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan
and capital budgeting and spending shall be in conformance with the Comprehensive
Plan.
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TR 1.10.1
"Coordinate transportation plan improvements to be consistent with the Capital
Facilities Plan and the goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan
Page 9-3
Washington State’s Growth Management Act requires that the City of Sultan adopt a
Capital Facilities Plan element that includes the following (RCW 36.70A.070 (3)):
an inventory of existing capital facilities owned by public entities,
a forecast of the future needs for such capital facilities;
the proposed locations and capacities of expanded or new capital facilities;
at least a six-year plan that will finance such capital facilities within projected
funding capacities and clearly identifies sources of public money for such
purposes; and
a requirement to reassess the land use element if probable funding falls short of
meeting existing needs"
CF-2.3 "Plan Coordination Maintain a coordinated capital facilities program and fiscal
strategy that support the implementation of the comprehensive plan elements
including land use, transportation, public services, and other infrastructure services.
Re-examine the phasing sequence envisioned between land use, infrastructure, and
other comprehensive plan elements in the event city revenues and fiscal strategies
are not able to fund the plan’s growth requirements."
UT 8.3 "Coordinated construction programs On an annual basis, provide public and
private utility companies copies of the Sultan Capital Facilities Program (CFP),
particularly the schedule of proposed road and public utility construction projects so
that the companies may coordinate construction, maintenance, and other needs in
efficient manners."
Env-1 "All jurisdictions shall protect and enhance natural ecosystems through their
comprehensive plans, development regulations, capital facilities programs, and
management practices. Jurisdictions should consider regional and countywide
strategies and assessments, as well as best available qualitative and quantitative
information, in formulating plans and regulations that are specific to their community."
Page 5-2:
"This plan addresses these issues and the caring for the natural environment through
its policy framework. It identifies through a series of maps, the complex tapestry of
wetlands, floodplains, geologically hazardous areas, and aquifer vulnerability areas
and provides strategies to balance the mandate of protecting these critical areas with
the desire for growth and development. This chapter suggests a variety of strategies,
from the adoption of conservation policies to the designation of land uses and open
spaces, as appropriate, to accomplish that balance. Finally, the Natural Environment
Chapter suggests a need for collaboration with Snohomish County in the 2015
planning update to evaluate future policy related to population allocation."
Page 5-4
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"5.6 Critical Areas The GMA requires that cities and counties designate and protect
critical areas within their jurisdiction. RCW 36.70A.030 (5) defines critical areas as the
following ecosystems: Wetlands, Areas with a critical recharging effect on aquifers
used for potable water, Frequently flooded areas, Geologically hazardous areas and
Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas. This comprehensive plan designates
critical areas within Sultan’s jurisdiction. Sultan also adopted critical area regulations
and the Department of Ecology’s Stormwater Manual to protect the functions and
values of the critical areas identified above."
Page 366
"The first step created a new geographic data layer call Sultan's transportation
analysis zones to reflect previous work by the City. The second step removed lands
impacted by critical areas: wetlands, steep slopes, streams, and floodplains. For
wetlands and streams lands within buffer areas were also removed; it was assumed
the largest buffers would be in place."
4-10 Housing Goals and policies
"Creatively manage housing projects to respect the impacts and essential
environmental function of the community’s critical areas, an important consideration
given Sultan’s challenging network of watercourses, wetlands, steep slopes and flood
plains. ƒ Encourage the development of multi-family housing types, particularly near
areas of more intense, mixed-use development."
Discussion and Analysis:
Capital Facilities Element Page 9-83
The CFE and TIP proposal don't consider these options from adopted Capital
Facilities Element:
"T-44 Extend Pine St. East to Walburn to provide east west access from Sultan Basin
Rd. To downtown Sultan. Emergency Evacuation Route"
Page 9-84
"T-49 Extend Gohr Rd north to the proposed 132nd Ave. Extension."
EN 1.1.4
"Establish standards governing development of land or soil areas subject to moderate
or severe hazards – wetlands, aquifer re-charge areas, fish and wildlife habitat
conservation areas, flood prone lands, and geologically hazardous areas – based
upon best available science in accordance with RCW 36.70A.172 and WAC 365-195,
Section 9, in accordance with GMA guidelines (RCW 36.70A.030(5)."
AND
EN 1.6.2
"Establish standards for pre and post development on erodible soils (located on steep
slopes and/or composed of soil types, ground covers, surface drainage features, or
other characteristics that are susceptible to high erosion risk – based upon best
available science, the stormwater management guide for Western Washington and
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implementation of innovative building techniques such as low impact development."
EN 4.5.1
"Establish hillside/woodland clustering guidelines or other innovative techniques that
conserve or increase woodland habitats and wildlife corridors and to reduce landslide
hazards.
Discussion and Analysis:
Policy EN 4.2 Wildlife corridor:
"Promote the use of clustered development patterns, common area conservancies,
native growth areas and other innovative concepts that conserve or allow the possible
coexistence of wildlife corridors within or adjacent to Sultan's developing urban area."
Analysis:
The T-75 Bryant Connector will significantly degrade "common area conservancies,
native growth areas and other innovative concepts that conserve or allow the possible
coexistence of wildlife corridors". The path of the proposed Bryant connector will
destroy the very natural corridors created as a condition of plat approvals. All phases
of the Eagle Ridge development are "clustered development" which by under the
GMA allowed density bonuses in exchange for the protection of natural areas.
Routing a 6,000 trip per day arterial thru a documented Geologically Hazardous Area
that has been designated a native growth protection area and common area as a
condition of approval for clustered developments will clearly degrade the open space
and NGPA created thru previous environmental review and the basic intention and
requirements of the GMA.
5.6.4
"Geologically Hazardous Areas Geologically hazardous areas are susceptible to
erosion, sliding, earthquake, volcanic eruptions and tsunamis, posing a threat to the
health and safety of residents. Generally, geologically hazardous areas are not well
suited to development… Future building in geologically hazardous area will require
rigorous development standards to protect the health and safety of people and
property."
AND
Page 352 Comprehensive Plan:
"Geologically hazardous areas - means areas that because of their susceptibility to
erosion, sliding, earthquake, or other geological events, are not suited to the siting of
commercial, residential, or industrial development consistent with public health or
safety concerns."
Please reject the T-75 Bryant Connector and include the Walbrun Connector.
Sincerely,
Ron Kraut

C-5

7/28/2022 Council Meeting Packet_Page 97 of 154

Page 21 of 32

ATTACHMENT A
EXHIBIT C
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

COLLEEN RUPKE
Tami Pevey
Citizen Comment for Public Hearing on AB 22-40 - 6 Year TIP
Wednesday, June 29, 2022 10:35:44 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Tami: Please provide these comments to Council and include them in the public
record as public testimony in regards to AB22-40:
Mayor and Council:
I am registering my opposition to inclusion of Options T57 and T75 in the 6 Year TIP.
Both of these alternatives have already been identified by engineering professionals
as being on slopes that are in excess of 40%. The alteration of slopes of this nature
are prohibited by SMC 17.10.325. Ignoring this regulation is a danger to the health
and safety of the citizens of this community. It is also a flagrant abuse of
representative power.
I am also opposed specifically to the Bryant Road T75 option's inclusion in the TIP for
these additional reasons:
(1) This connector would impose upon designated open space area, Native Growth
Protection Area, and a nature preserve. SMC 16.62.060A does not permit roads to be
constructed in areas of this nature. Again, disregard of this regulation in favor of
pursuit of this option is a danger to health and safety and a flagrant abuse of
representative power.
(2) The agenda bill states that Police and Fire have requested an additional eastwest evacuation route. Oddly, there is no reference made to the EXISTING and
APPROVED (longstanding) evacuation route already designated (T44/T43 Walbrun
Rd / Pine St / Sultan Basin Rd). This option has been identified all along as an
approved evacuation route and identified in city planning document for further
expansion for substantially less cost and less impact with greater benefit, especially
to the Walbrun residents who have always had a very dangerous access point onto
and off of Highway 2. The City's own newly adopted water plan identifies a required
water main upgrade that is dependent on the construction of T44. Not T75. T44. I
question, truly, whether Police and Fire are driving the additional east-west connector
at this point in time, and specifically the laser focus on the Bryant Road option. This
seems to be more likely driven by current development in and around Bryant Road
and its developers and their friendly relationship with city officials. It would certainly
solve a lot of their current level of service failures while destroying a lot of health and
safety safeguards for the city's residents. To say nothing of the devastation to
property owners along this proposed Bryant Road connector route.
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(3) The cost of the Bryant Road Connector is substantially larger than other options
on the TIP list. I would also note that it is very likely the cost estimate presented to
Council and in public documents is severely underestimated. And does not account at
all for the litigation you can be certain of if you proceed.
(4) T75 has never been included in previous TIPs, nor has it been included in the
Capital Facilities Element of the Comp Plan. And yet it has become the favored option
and even has had lots of funds directed toward and expended for it. How is that even
possible for something that has not previously been identified in the City's long-term
planning documents? How is it possible when there has never been any real or
sincere public outreach and discussion on this matter? Why is this being steamrolled
over citizens without the citizen's input? And please spare me the "you have your
chance in this public hearing" tripe. That is not outreach or discussion. That was
promised to us by the City officials. And yet that has never occurred. A discussion
after all of the wheels are in motion is just theater. And that is exactly what appears
to be in the works.
I have made an appeal to council before regarding the folly of planning and laying out
taxpayer funds for an east-west connector. These connectors do not solve the
greatest traffic problem current residents face which is not being able to get to the
grocery store or out of town easily or readily on weekends because of out-of-town
traffic. All of these connectors dump a vehicle off downtown where they will again
have to wait for access onto the highway in order to get to the services or locations
they are intending to go. You are literally spending millions of our dollars to move us
to another location to again be landlocked.
These connectors will ultimately be used the most by the cut-through highway traffic
we are currently plagued by. Why would the Sultan Council feel compelled to provide
additional cut-through locations for out-of-towners at the expense of its citizens? Why
would you commit our funds to that provision? That is absolute insanity. It is an
insult. Again, I strongly protest the expenditure of city funds to benefit developers and
out of town traffic at citizens' expense. I resent the flagrant disregard of private
property rights to current Bryant Road residents while we have had to listen to
Council's endless prattle about the private property rights they defend as they expand
our city borders and increase the density allowed in development AFTER public
hearings have ended. You are willing to protect property rights when it comes to
development. You are willing to trounce on property right when it comes to your own
citizens.
I am asking you to remember who it is you represent. I am asking you to remember
your obligations to the City's regulations -- not the workarounds. I am asking you to
stop obligating our finances to folly and devastation.
Reject this east-west connector insanity.
But definitely pull from your list those options which pose the greatest impact to
critical areas and area residents and which are in violation of the Code you are
obligated to follow.
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Colleen Rupke
Bryant Road
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John DeBiase
Tami Pevey
kstenger@gmail.com; Joseph Hund; Cory Dearborn; Jeffrey Beeler; Christina Sivewright; Joe Neigel; Stephanie
Aldrich; Conner Morgan; Russell Wiita
For inclusion into the record regarding Agenda Bill No. 22-40
Thursday, June 30, 2022 8:53:13 AM
06302022 letter to city.docx

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Good morningAttention Tami Pevey,
Please incorporate these comments (below) into the record for the public hearing on June 30,
2022 regarding Agenda Bill No. 22-40.
I have also included these in the attached MS Word document.
Thank you!
John DeBiase

To Whom It May Concern:
We purchased a home at 1217 Love’s Hill Dr in October of 2021.   Just recently we
have learned that the city plans a connector road from Bryant Road over the cliff that
is Eagle Ridge to 8th St. (T75) We are opposed to this construction for several
reasons and dismayed that there was no information available about this plan when
we did our due diligence before securing this property.
We specifically purchased this property for its features of privacy and seclusion which
would be absolutely destroyed by the planned connector road both during and after
construction of a road. Besides significantly lowering the value of our property, it
seems the plan for this would also require a major forfeiture of our land to allow for
grading of the ridge. Instead of set back off of a cul de sac, our property would
become a roadside residence, the exact opposite of the reason we purchased this
land.
While this is obviously unsatisfactory to us personally, it also seems to be a very
forced approach and not well examined; the area under concern includes not only
private property with several different homeowners and existing structures involved,
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but there is a protected natural growth area and also a nature preserve that would be
destroyed to put traffic through a 40-80% slope grade where landslide has occurred
as recently as 1997.
The project itself seems designed to promote driving by the businesses in the
downtown Sultan area rather than serving the citizens currently living in the affected
area. The project’s true aim seems to suit the continued development of north Sultan
area, giving developers preferential treatment over some city residents that have lived
here for decades. Growth is necessary but it shouldn’t come at the expense of
residents, some who have planned all their lives to retire in this beautiful and naturally
scenic area.
It is our understanding there are other options, so we kindly ask you to consider those
or explore even others. Currently, we have placed our own projects to increase the
value of our property on hold while this option is still being considered. We would like
to avoid any protracted disputes with the city over this project so that we can return to
our quiet serenity.
Best regards,
John DeBiase
1217 Love’s Hill Dr.
Sultan, WA 98294
John.DeBiase@varian.com
(206) 450-9694
Kathy Stenger
1217 Love’s Hill Dr.
Sultan, WA 98294
kstenger@gmail.com
(206) 755-9218

Varian Confidential
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Judy Heydrick
Tami Pevey; Conner Morgan; Stephanie Aldrich; Cory Dearborn; Joseph Hund; Joe Neigel; Christina Sivewright;
Jeffrey Beeler; Russell Wiita; Will Ibershof; Andy Galuska; Nate Morgan
Public Hearing, 2023-2028 6 year Transportation Improvement Plan, AB 22-40
Thursday, June 30, 2022 11:23:27 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Council, Mayor and Staff
Please include my comments in the record.
My concerns are related to the East-West connectors proposed in the City of Sultan's 20232028 Transportation Improvement Plan. All of the proposed projects require significant
alteration of critical areas, however, the record fails to include site specific environmental
studies, supporting these proposals.
Resolution 22-05, Attachment A, asserts "Whereas an environmental review was conducted
for the 2020 revised Transportation Element in accordance with the provisions of the
Washington State Environmental Policy Act..." I searched the record cited in Resolution 2205, but did not find the referenced supporting documentation.
1. The 2020 Transportation Element, Chapter 8, Clean and Final does not include an
environmental study in the update. The TE only shows a Topography Map (Page 12), Figure
8-A prepared by the city's Transportation consultant showing a thick dark outline of the bluff
separating the lower valley from the upper plateau, noting in the margin that the entire length
of the bluff has slopes greater than 33%.
2. June 19, 2020 Notice of a Public Hearing before the Planning Board regarding the
Transportation Element Update includes a SEPA Determination with the Planning Director's
conclusion "that this project does not have a probable significant adverse impact on the
environment. An environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required under RCW
43.21C.030 (2)(c). This decision was made after review of a completed environmental
checklist and other information on file with the lead agency."
3. Review of the referenced SEPA checklist also failed to provide environmental information.
Question #8 asks the SEPA official to list any information you know about that has been
prepared or will be prepared directly or indirectly to this proposal. Answer: None
4. City of Sultan Council Workshop- February 4, 2021 Attachment A, Discussion,
Transportation Issues Facing Sultan "Public Works Director Morgan explained the
(Connector) options being presented are very conceptual suggestions and actual technical
studies have not been completed to determine feasibility."
Based on significant and costly actions being proposed in the 2023-2028 TIP, compliance
with RCW 43.21C.030 (2) (c) is applicable and required by law.
(2) all branches of government of this state, including state agencies, municipal and public
corporations, and counties shall:
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(c) Include in every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation and
other major actions significantly affecting the quality of the environment, a detailed
statement by responsible official on:
(i) the environmental impact of the proposed action;
(ii) any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should the
proposal be implemented;
(iii) alternatives to the proposed action;
(iv) the relationship between local short-term uses of the environment and the
maintenance and enhancement of long-term productivity; and
(v) any irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources which would be
involved in the proposed action should it be implemented.
The only recent environmental study was commissioned by the developers of Wyndham
Highland, whose consultant, Associated Earth Sciences, Inc. performed a Connector Road
Feasibility study in 2019. Study concludes:
1. The valley floor is separated from the upland plateau by a steep slope. Landslide hazards
and subgrade stability on this slope are the primary geotechnical issues associated with road
construction feasibility.
2. "Bryant Connector's (T-75) approximate average slope height is 160 feet and the
average inclination over height of the slope is 45%. Study indicates that the Bryant
Road classifies as Landslide Hazard Area based on topographic conditions (i.e. presence
of slope inclinations over 40% over a height of at least 10 feet) and the presence of
mapped landslide deposits."
3. "124th Street Connector's (T-57) approximate average slope height is 260 feet and the
average inclination over height of the slope is 65%. The portion of the slope crossed by
the conceptual road alignment that lies within the City of Sultan classifies as a Landslide
Hazard Area due to the presence of slope inclination over 40% over a height of at least
10 feet."
Based on this study, T-75 and T-57 are not permitted under SMC 17.10.325 "Alteration of
land with slopes over 40% shall be prohibited." Other city proposed East-West road
connectors were not included in the study.
Plan as proposed is also not consistent with the GMA ... requires that cities and counties
designate and protect critical areas within their jurisdiction. RCW 36.70A.030 (5)
defines critical areas as the following ecosystems: Wetlands, Areas with a critical
recharging effect on aquifers used for potable water, Frequently flooded
areas, Geologically hazardous areas and Fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas.
Projects proposed in areas of geologic instability, with a pattern of landslides, pose significant
threats to public health and welfare and are prohibited by Sultan code, if slopes exceed the
40% threshold.   I urge Council to base 6 year 2023-2028 TIP Connector decisions on
complete environmental analysis and feasibility studies before seeking public funding for
projects that don't appear to be in the public interest and could displace long time Sultan home
owners whose property rights would be violated.
Judy Heydrick
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Jocelynne Fallgatter
Russell Wiita; Conner Morgan; Stephanie Aldrich; Cory Dearborn; Joseph Hund; Joe Neigel; Christina Sivewright;
Jeffrey Beeler; Tami Pevey
Comments on AB22-40 – Resolution 22-05 – 2023-2028 Transportation Improvement Plan (6 Year TIP)
Thursday, June 30, 2022 4:24:41 PM
2022-06-30_Fallgatter-Ltr_6-Yr_TIP.pdf
Email_Exchange_Kraut_PRR_re_CIP.pdf
Email_Exchange_Heydrick_TIP_2020.pdf
2022-06-19_ABC_News_Article_Inflation_Taking_Bite_Out_of_New_Infrastructure_projects.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Mayor and City Council Members,
Please include my comment letter and attachments in the record for tonight's public hearing on
Resolution 22-05
Thank you,
Jocelynne

--

Jocelynne R. Fallgatter
Fallgatter Law Group, PLLC
13231 Trout Farm Rd.
Sultan, WA 98294
(206)-240-5320

******************************************

This e-mail and any attachments thereto are intended only for use by the
addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally privileged and/or
confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail,
you are hereby notified any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
email, and any attachments thereto, is strictly prohibited. If you receive this
email in error please immediately notify me at (206) 240-5320 and
permanently delete the original copy and any copy of any email, and any
printout thereof.

******************************************************************
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Fallgatter Law Group, PLLC

EXHIBIT F
13231 Trout Farm Rd.
Sultan, WA 98294
Phone: 206-240-5320
E-Mail: jrfallgatter.law@gmail.com

Submitted via email
Jocelynne R. Fallgatter
13231 Trout Farm Rd.
Sultan, WA 98294
June 30, 2022
Mayor Wiita
City Council Members
319 Main Street, Suite 200
Sultan, WA 98294
Re:

AB22-40 – Resolution 22-05 – 2023-2028 Transportation Improvement Plan (6
Year TIP)

Dear Mayor Wiita and Council,
The purpose of this letter is to provide comments for the public hearing on AB22-40
concerning the adoption of Resolution 22-05, approving the 2023-2028 Transportation
Improvement Plan. As you are aware, I represent Ron Kraut and Judy Heydrick, in an
appeal pending before the Growth Management Hearings Board regarding the City’s
adoption of the 2022-2027 6 Year TIP and the 2020 Capital Facilities Element (CFE) update
of the 2011 Comprehensive Plan.1 However, I am also a long-time owner of property
located on Trout Farm Road. I have witnessed first hand the deteriorating traffic conditions
that now make weekend travel nearly impossible. I request that before you adopt another 6
Year TIP, you address the planning issues that the City continuously neglects.
A. The 6 Year TIP is Fatally Flawed Because it is Based on an Outdated and
Erroneously Updated Capital Facilities Element
Last year, the City recognized that it does not regularly amend the Capital Facilities Element
(CFE) or the six-year Capital Improvement Plan (CIP). 2 Although the City believed at that
time it had not amended the CIP since 2006, the City did amend it in 2011, with the
adoption of the 2011 Comprehensive Plan. The six year CIP in the 2011 Plan encompassed
the years 2011 to 2016. That means that since 2017, there has been no six-year funding
plan in place. A capital facilities plan is a mandatory element of the City’s comprehensive
plan under the Growth Management Act (GMA).3

1 Ron Kraut and Judy Heydrick v. City of Sultan, CPSGMHB Case No. 22-3-0001.
2 See attached email exchange between Ron Kraut and Tami Pevey.
3 RCW 36.70A.070(3).
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When the City attempted to update the CFE last year, the City Council was presented, and
adopted, a version of the CFE, that was wildly different than what the Planning Board voted
to send to the Council for approval. The City has admitted that it made a mistake in
adopting the 2020 Capital Facilities Element update. In a filing with the Growth
Management Hearings Board, Sultan’s attorney stated: 4
The City has determined that Petitioners’ factual assertion that pages are
missing from the CFP Update is correct. That was an unintended, though
serious, scrivener’s error that omitted sections of the CFP Update that the
City had intended to adopt in CFP Ordinance No. 1359-21. The City is
currently taking steps to replace CFP Ordinance No. 1359-21 and is
evaluating the short- and long-term steps required to not only rectify the
situation but to prevent it from happening again. The City has docketed for
2022 a new CFP update (with all its pages), is preparing notices for a new
SEPA review, and is evaluating whether to repeal CFP Ordinance No. 135921 immediately or leave it in place until the new CFP update is adopted.
The omitted pages of the CFE removed the six year financing plan and the reassessment
strategy for ensuring that funding does not fall short of meeting existing needs. At page 336
of tonight’s agenda packet, AB 22-40 states:
In 2020 the city completed an update to the Transportation Element of the
comprehensive plan. Transportation capital projects are a subset of the 2020
update. Transportation capital projects are generated out of the 20-year list of
projects included in the Transportation Element. The funded projects included
in the six-year TIP are included in the six-year Capital Improvement Plan
adopted by the City Council during the budget process.
This statement is false because, as the City has admitted, during the budget process last
year, the City Council approved an CFE update that removed the six-year CIP. Likewise,
Resolution 22-05 contains the following erroneous finding: 5
C. The 2023-2028 TIP provides a multiyear financing plan based on the
needs identified in the comprehensive plan, the appropriate parts of which
serve as the basis for the six-year TIP required by RCW 35.77.010.
This finding cannot be true because the appropriate parts of the comprehensive plan
have been deleted.
B. The 6 Year TIP Should Not Be Adopted Until the City Reconciles it Planning
Deficiencies.
Included in tonight’s Council Agenda Packet is AB22-46 US2 Public Engagement. AB 2216 pertains to the City’s 2022 US2 Corridor Public Engagement Process and is inherently
connected to the decisions you make with respect to the 6 Yr TIP. But, the information
4 Ron Kraut and Judy Heydrick v. City of Sultan, CPSGMHB Case No. 22-3-0001, Respondent’s Prehearing Brief,
filed May 12, 2022, at 14.
5 Agenda Packet at page 341.
2
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presented to Council concerning this item is in conflict with the 6 Year TIP. On page 109 of
tonights agenda packet, there are options proposed that are not in the CFE or the
Transportation Element. It does not make sense to adopt a 6 Yr TIP that excludes other
possible options, and it doesn’t make sense to be spending money to gather public
feedback on options that are not in the City’s planning documents. On page 191, the “City
of Sultan Comprehensive Plan (City of Sultan 2019)” and the “City of Sultan Local Road
Safety Plan (City of Sultan 2020)” are referenced. Are these actual documents that exist?
And if they do exist, have they been adopted by the City, following adopted notice and
public participation requirements? These should be made available to the public to ensure
we are provide comments based on complete, current and accurate information.
C. The 6 Year TIP Should Not Be Adopted Until the City Council Verifies the Actual
Costs of the Proposed Improvements.
AB22-46 also identifies, at page 91, the number of new single-family dwelling units build or
in the pipeline since 2019. It provides the following:
385 new SFDUs complete since 2019 Comp Plan update
793 SFDUs and 15 new employees in near-term development pipeline
693 SFUDs and 2,072 new employees anticipated by 2040
PM peak hour demand will increase by 4,187 PM peak hour trips from 2021-2040
Is this information accurate? It does not seem to be consistent with other reports provided
by City staff.
Furthermore, in 2020 Judy Heydrick commented on the proposed 2020 Transportation
Element update, pointing out that the numbers had not been adjusted to reflect 2020-2026
costs.6 The response from City staff was to increase the costs by 14% for the time period
from 2011 to 2020. Is that an accurate measure of the true costs to build the project in the
proposed 2023-2028 TIP? Has the City taken into account the spiking rate of inflation and
the impact that it has on the cost to build infrastructure? 7
I respectfully request that you do not move forward with the adoption of Resolution 22-05,
approving the 2023-2028 Transportation Improvement Plan until you are certain that it is
based on valid planning assumptions.
Sincerely,
s/ Jocelynne R. Fallgatter
Jocelynne R. Fallgatter
cc:

Ron Kraut
Judy Heydrick
Colleen Rupke

6 See attached email exchange between Judy Heydrick and Nate Morgan
7 See the attached news article concerning the impact that recent inflation rates have had on jurisdiction trying to
provide infrastructure.
3
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Agenda Bill No. 22-61
SUBJECT
DATE:
7/28/2022

Purple Heart City
DEPT:
Administration

CONTACT:
Will Ibershof

Dates Presented:

7/28/2022

Attachments:

A. Purple Heart Resolution

PRESENTER:
Will Ibershof

ITEM:
Action Item No.1

REQUESTED ACTION: Authorize the Mayor to sign Resolution 22-07 designating Sultan
as a Purple Heart City.
DESCRIPTION/BACKGROUND
The Purple Heart is a highly recognized award. It is awarded to any servicemember wounded in
battle.
The city has a strong history of recognizing our servicemembers. This is one such step.
With the support of VFW post 2554, the Mayor presents this item before council.
TIME CONSTRAINTS
There are none.
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RESOLUTION NO. 22-07
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SULTAN,
WASHINGTON, DESIGNATING SULTAN AS A “PURPLE
HEART CITY”.
WHEREAS, on August 7, 1782, George Washington established the Badge of Military
Merit, which was the first medal authorized for enlisted soldiers in the Continental Army
to recognize a “singularly meritorious action” by a solider; and
WHEREAS, on February 22, 1932, US Army Chief of Staff Douglas MacArthur
established the Purple Heart Award in the spirit of the Badge of Military Merit in honor of
George Washington’s bicentennial birthday and authorized the award for soldiers in the
United States Army for soldiers who are wounded or lose their lives in military action
and August 7th is annually recognized as Purple Heart Day; and
WHEREAS, in 1942, President Franklin D. Roosevelt expanded the Purple Heart Award
to other branches of the United States military by authorizing the Navy Department to
award the Purple Heart to personnel wounded or killed in action beginning with the
attack on Pearl Harbor on December 7, 1941; and today the Purple Heart is authorized
for people serving in all branches of the United States military who are wounded or lose
their lives in military actions; and
WHEREAS, the designation as a “Purple Heart City” recognizes the commitment of a
community to honor military personnel wounded or killed in combat; and
WHEREAS, following the attack at Pearl Harbor, until the day she passed away,
Eleanor Roosevelt carried in her wallet a piece of paper with the following written upon
it: “Dear Lord, lest I continue in my complacent ways, help me to remember that
somewhere someone died for me today. And if there be war, help me to remember to
ask, ‘Am I worth dying for?’”; and
WHEREAS, in our own daily walk, we should always remember those serving and their
families and honor their service and their sacrifices in our words, hearts, and actions;
and
WHEREAS, the Stoehr-Glidden Veterans of Foreign Wars Post 2554 represents and
advocates for veterans in the Sultan community; and
WHEREAS, the City of Sultan has a strong history of recognizing and honoring the
bravery of those who have served in defense of our freedoms,
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED,
Section 1. THAT, the City of Sultan City Council does hereby declare the City of
Sultan to be a Purple Heart City; and
Section 2. THAT, we commit ourselves and our community to honoring
recipients of the Purple Heart Award in our words, hearts, and actions.
CITY OF SULTAN
______________________________
Russell Wiita, Mayor
ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:
______________________________
Tami Pevey, City Clerk
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Agenda Bill 22-56

SUBJECT

Ordinance 1371-22 for Adoption of Updated Floodplain Management
Regulations

DATE:

DEPT:

7/28/22

Com Dev

CONTACT:
Andy Galuska

PRESENTER:
Andy Galuska

Discussion:

CM 07/28/22 (PH) PB 4.05.22 06/07/22 (PH)

Attachments:

A. Ordinance 1372-22

ITEM:
Action #2

REQUESTED ACTION: Pass Ordinance 1371-22 updating Chapter 17.08 SMC Flood
Damage Prevention
DESCRIPTION:
Passage of the attached ordinance would adopt new Floodplain Management Regulations.
These regulations require structures and development activities within the Floodplain and
Floodway areas to comply with additional regulation meant to prevent and reduce the amount
of damage caused by flooding. The proposed changes include adopting the most up to date
floodplain maps and updating definitions and verbiage to match the federal and state
standards.
The National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) is a national program under FEMA with the
goal of reducing the impact of flooding by providing affordable insurance to property owners,
renters, and business owners. Communities can only participate in the program if they have
sufficient floodplain regulations adopted. In the past few years, FEMA has been working on
an updated Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM).
The changes this year are extremely minor and are mostly clarifying the requirement that
mechanical systems must be installed two feet above the flood level. There will be no change
in how we administer the flood requirements, but the code now makes this requirement clear.
This change is required for the city to comply with the NFIP requirements. The changes were
presented to the Planning Board at a public hearing during their regularly scheduled meeting
on June 7, 2022. Their recommendation was to adopt the changes as proposed.
FISCAL IMPACTS
Adopting new floodplain regulations does not have any direct fiscal impact, however, this is
required to remain in the NFIP which reduces the cost of flood insurance for property
owners in the City.
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ALTERNATIVES
The Council can choose to not pass the attached ordinance and the City will continue to use
the currently adopted flood management regulations. This may result in the City being removed
from the National Flood Insurance Program.
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CITY OF SULTAN
WASHINGTON
ORDINANCE NO. 1371-22
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SULTAN, WASHINGTON, AMENDING
SULTAN MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 17.08; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
WHEREAS, the Legislature of the State of Washington has delegated the responsibility to local
governmental units to adopt regulations designed to promote the public health, safety, and
general welfare of its citizenry; and
WHEREAS, the City of Sultan participates in floodplain management, which under federal
regulations means the operation of an overall program of corrective and preventive measures
for reducing flood damage, including but not limited to emergency preparedness plans, flood
control works, and floodplain management regulations; and
WHEREAS, the City of Sultan is completing a mandatory update to Chapter 17.08 of the Sultan
Municipal Code (“amendments”) as a requirement of the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (“FEMA”) to continue eligibility for the National Flood Insurance Program (“NFIP”); and
WHEREAS, the amendments, as proposed, were each mandated by FEMA; and
WHEREAS, on November
management regulations; and

19,

2020,

the

City

adopted

updated

floodplain

WHEREAS, on December 16, 2021, the City received additional comments from
FEMA on how the regulations could be clarified; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 16.86 SMC and Ch.86.16 RCW, adoption of the amendments
involved significant public process, including public hearings and mandatory approvals from
Washington State agencies; and
WHEREAS, the Planning Board held a Public Hearing regarding changes to the Floodplain
Management Regulations at their June 7, 2022 meeting and voted to recommend adoption of
the proposed amendments; and
WHEREAS, the City Council held a Public Hearing regarding the proposed changes to the
Floodplain Management Regulation at their July 28, 2022 meeting; and
WHEREAS, the loss of eligibility for the NFIP would prevent citizens of Sultan from receiving
new federal flood insurance policies or renew federal flood insurance policies; and
WHEREAS, the Council finds it is in the best interest of the City to adopt clarified floodplain
management regulations;
NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF SULTAN, WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS
FOLLOWS:
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Section 1. Chapter 17.08 SMC Amended. Chapter 17.08 of the Sultan Municipal Code
entitled “Flood Damage Prevention” is hereby adopted to read as set forth in the
attached Exhibit A, which is incorporated by this reference though fully set forth.
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 preemption 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 28th DAY
OF JULY 2022.
CITY OF SULTAN

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

______________________________
Russell Wiita, Mayor

____________________________
Tami Pevey, City Clerk
Approved as to form:
______________________________
Hillary Evans, City Attorney
Date of Publication:
Effective Date:
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Agenda Bill No. 22-55
SUBJECT
DATE:
7/28/2022

Request for Approval to Purchase a New Mower
DEPT:
Public Works

CONTACT:
Ben
Macdicken

Discussion:

7/28/2022 CM

Attachments:

A) Precision Turf Equipment, LLC

PRESENTER:
Nate Morgan

ITEM:
Action #3

REQUESTED ACTION: Authorize staff to purchase a new Lazer Z-Series 31 HP zero turn
mower with a FX921V w/60 deck through the state contract for an amount not to exceed
$18,900.00 which includes a 20% contingency without prior authorization from council.
SUMMARY:
City staff prepared an equipment plan for city council with replacement times for our used
equipment. Per the plan and the 2022 budget we are to replace a 2003 cub cadet mower. We
have been facing challenges with vendors being able to supply equipment and quote terms. On
Tuesday July 19th the operations manager was in conversation with a local dealer that has one
new mower that meets our needs in stock and available now. Staff hopes that at the time of
approval the mover is still available and has not been sold.
This mower is a key piece of equipment that will be used in various parks and open space as well
as work very well in our city cemetery. Staff hopes that at the time of approval the mover is still
available and has not been sold.
FISCAL IMPACT:
The funds for this purchase will be coming out of the Capital Equipment Fund and is listed within
our equipment plan. This action will not require a budget amendment since staff budgeted for a
new backhoe in 2022. Due to price increases the backhoe purchase will be pushed back a few
years which allows additional funds in the current budget to cover the increased cost.
RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Authorize the purchase of the Lazer Z-Series 31 HP zero turn mower with a FX921V w/60.
EXPENDITURE AMOUNT:
2022 BUDGET AMOUNT FOR CAPITAL EQUIPMENT FUND:
BUDGET MODIFICATION REQUIRED:
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Agenda Bill No. 22-57
SUBJECT

City Hall Parking Lot Bid Award

DATE

DEPARTMENT

CONTACT

PRESENTER

ITEM

7/28/2022

Public Works

Nate Morgan

Nate Morgan

Action item 4

Dates presented:

CM 7/28/2022

Attachments:

A – AA Asphalt Quote

REQUESTED ACTION: Award the bid for the parking lot paving to AA Asphalting LLC
for an amount not to exceed $40,000.00 which includes a 25% contingency without
prior authorization from council.
BACKGROUND
The city has owned the lot behind city hall for many years and there has been a need to add
additional parking in the downtown area and at city hall. As we are coming out of COVID, we are
seeing issues with parking when we have meetings or scheduled events in the council chambers
and at city hall and in the downtown area.
City staff did all the prep work for this project. Using the new equipment that was purchased in
2020, staff was able to remove the topsoil and the large stump that was on the existing lot. They
installed and compacted the subgrade and installed a new privacy fence between the parking lot
and the neighbors to the east.
Unfortunately, the one thing we do not have the skills or equipment for is to complete the paving
portion of the project. Per the city purchasing policy, staff put out an invitation to bid to the small
works roster that was produced using the MRSC website. The invitation went out to 17 companies
and the city received the following bids back:
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Company
Granite Construction
Lakeridge Paving Co., LLC
Fidalgo Paving & Construction, LLC
AA Asphalting LLC
Watson Asphalt Paving
Pony Up Parking Lots, Inc

Bid
$72,755.87
$39,528.85
$33,393.24
$32,445.92
$54,979.60
$40,333.71

Staff called and checked references and is recommending you award the bid to AA Asphalt LLC.

FISCAL IMPACTS:

This work was budgeted for in the 2022 Building fund. The current bids with the contingency are
within the budget.
EXPENDITURE AMOUNT:
2022 BUDGET AMOUNT FOR THIS PROJECT:
BUDGET MODIFICATION REQUIRED:
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Agenda Bill No. 22-58
SUBJECT

Post Office HVAC Bid Award

DATE

DEPARTMENT

CONTACT

PRESENTER

ITEM

7/28/2022

Public Works

Nate Morgan

Nate Morgan

Action Item 5

Dates presented:

CM 7/28/2022

A - Johansen Quote
B.- Pacific Air Quote
C.- DK System Response
REQUESTED ACTION: Award the bid for the Post Office HVAC to Johansen Mechanical
for an amount not to exceed $47,000.00 which includes a 25% contingency without prior
authorization from council.
BACKGROUND
Since staff was looking at the new lease with the post office, we decided we should also look at
the HVAC to see what kind of condition it was in. Staff found the HVAC system had not been
replaced in sometime and was likely as old as the building.
Attachments:

Knowing the HVAC system needed to be replaced, staff decided to use a limited public works
process and send out a request for proposal to three contractors per the city's purchasing policy.
These contractors were Pacific Air Control Inc. who had previously done the work at City Hall, DK
systems who had recently done work at the police station and Johansen mechanical who recently
did the Visitor Information Center and the Public Works office. The proposals were due back to
the city on Friday, July 8, 2022:
Contractor
Johansen Mechanical
Pacific Air Control Inc
D.K. Systems

Bid
38,000
39,160.00
NO bid due to current workload

Johansson mechanical is the low bidder and staff is recommending we award the bid to them as
we have worked with them on the Visitor Information Center and the Public Works facility in the
past.
FISCAL IMPACTS:
This work was not budgeted for and will require a budget amendment. Staff plans to use the
general funds ending fund balance to pay for this project.
EXPENDITURE AMOUNT:
2022 BUDGET AMOUNT FOR THIS PROJECT:
BUDGET MODIFICATION REQUIRED:
A-5/AB22-58

7/28/2022 Council Meeting Packet_Page 131 of 154

$47,000.00
$0.00
YES
Page 1 of 7

ATTACHMENT A

Date: July 7, 2022
Ben MacDicken
City of Sultan

Proposal#: JRT2234
Sultan Post Office AC Budget
Sultan, WA

We are pleased to offer the following budget proposal to add AC for the above referenced project
per site visit.

Option #1 (ADD AC to existing Furnace System) Includes:
 Dismantle existing top-discharge supply air plenum for main building air handling
furnace
 Re-route existing flue vent to accommodate new cooling coils
 Install two (2) 4-ton cased coils
 Fabricate and install new supply air ductwork in mechanical room to accommodate new
coils
 Replace flexible connection at furnace discharge
 Furnish and install two (2) 4-ton side-discharge AC condensing units between outside
wall and existing curb (pads, if required by others) (power and disconnects by others:
208/1phase, MCA=24.3, MOCP=40)
 Hole cutting/coring for refrigeration piping and condensate drain to outside
 Provide and install insulated refrigeration linesets
 Provide and install condensate drain piping to outside
 Replace existing thermostat(s) with programmable models
 Low-voltage wiring for new thermostat(s)
 Revise gas piping as required
 Air balance
 System check, test, start, and standard one year warranty on items installed for this
proposal
 Mechanical permit
Budget Pricing
For the above-described HVAC work, excluding Washington State sales Tax, the
Cost is: $ 42,000.00

A-5/AB22-58
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Option #2 (Replace Existing Furnace and Add AC) Includes:
 Dismantle and remove existing gas furnace in mechanical room
 Demo select sections of ductwork in mechanical room
 Furnish and install two (2) new 80MBH gas furnaces (115v)
 Furnish and set two (2) outdoor AC units (4-tons each)(208/1phase power by others:
MCA=26.2, MOCP=45)(concrete work, bollards, fencing by others)
 Furnish and install cooling coils at new furnaces
 Fabricate and install duct connections from new furnaces to existing ductwork air
distribution system
 Hole cutting/coring for refrigeration piping and condensate drain to outside
 Provide and install insulated refrigeration linesets
 Provide and install condensate drain piping to outside
 Replace existing thermostat(s) with programmable models
 Low-voltage wiring for new thermostat(s)
 Revise gas piping as required
 Revise flue venting as needed
 Air balance
 System check, test, start, and standard one year warranty on items installed for this
proposal
 Mechanical permit
Budget Pricing
For the above-described HVAC work, excluding Washington State sales Tax, the
Cost is: $ 38,000.00

A-5/AB22-58
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General Exclusions:
 Energy code upgrades to building envelope, glass, lighting, building components
 Upgrades/alternates per permitting authorities
 Repair or replacement of existing HVAC equipment
 HRV/ERV (DOAS) equipment
 Smoke detectors, duct smoke detectors, wiring, testing, operational check
 Line voltage electrical work, disconnects, conduit, safe-off
 Roofing, hole cutting, patching, sealing, painting
 Fire Suppression, sprinkler piping, control interlocks, alarm panel work and testing
 Fire dampers, smoke/fire dampers, and connections to alarm systems
 Structural upgrades
 Schedule acceleration or deceleration
 After-hours work, overtime
 Vibration isolation
 Screening, fencing, bollards, concrete work
 Sound/noise analysis and mitigation
 Plumbing, piping, fixtures, water balance, condensate receptacles
 Painting. Patching, sealing, hole cutting and framing
 Specialty coatings or materials
 Fire and life safety systems and the electrical control wiring to associated systems.
Should our proposal meet with your approval please fax or e-mail (jefft@johansenmech.com) a
signed copy to my attention. This quote is valid for 30 days. Thank you.
Sincerely,
Jeff Tweedy
Account Manager
206-854-0208

Approved by ___________________________________ Date ______________________
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Pacific air control, inc.

1

Air conditioning, Heating, Controls
Sales, Service, Installation

Date: 07/18/2022

Proposal 220524

Attention: Will Ibershof
319 Main Street
Sultan, WA 98294
Phone: 360.913.0196
will.ibershof@ci.sultan.wa.us

Project:

4 4th St
Sultan, WA 98294

Subject: Sultan Post Office Furnace Replacement/AC Add

Will,
Our proposal to replace the existing Lennox furnace and ad DX coils for cooling at the above referenced
location is as follows:

Items Included – Split System Heat Pump:
• Safe off power/gas to existing furnace
• Disconnect existing furnace from ductwork
• Demo and remove existing furnace
• Furnish and install new furnace with DC cased coils
• Modify ductwork to reconnect new furnace to existing ductwork
• Furnish and install new condenser unit at east parking space outside mechanical room
• Coring through wall for refrigerant lines
• Install refrigerant lines between indoor and outdoor unit
• Connect indoor unit condensate to existing condensate drain
• Add eight (8) supply runs and diffusers to the existing trunkline to serve the second floor
• Air balance system
• Mechanical permit
• System check, test, start, and standard one-year warranty on items installed for this proposal
• Mobilization, coordination, project management, and regular shift labor

1916 220th St SE, Suite M101, Bothell, WA 98011
Ph: (206) 682-6393 Fax: (206) 340-2270
WA Contractors License # PACIFAC230P8
L&I License # PACIFAC101DC
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Pacific air control, inc.

2

Air conditioning, Heating, Controls
Sales, Service, Installation

Date: 07/18/2022

Proposal 220524

Items Excluded:
• Washington State Sales Tax
• Shift work and overtime labor cost
• Equipment screening, chain link fence
• Concrete pad modifications if needed
• Controls, control wiring, programming, graphics
• Warranty or fitness of existing equipment, ductwork and controls
• Control wiring and control interlock wiring to any fire, security and life safety devices
• Code upgrades to existing conditions

We are pleased to quote for a lump sum price of …………………………………$ 39,160.00 + WSST

Because of the rising cost of raw materials this price quoted is valid for 15 days.
Delivery of equipment may be delayed by the manufactures due to the shortage of raw materials.

______________________________________
David Denisiuk
Pacific Air Control
Project Engineer/PM

1916 220th St SE, Suite M101, Bothell, WA 98011
Ph: (206) 682-6393 Fax: (206) 340-2270
WA Contractors License # PACIFAC230P8
L&I License # PACIFAC101DC
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ATTACHMENT C
From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Darron Drake
Will Ibershof; Nate Morgan
Ben MacDicken
RE: Quote
Thursday, July 7, 2022 10:51:01 AM
image001.png
image002.jpg
image003.jpg

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

I appreciate the opportunity but D.K. Systems will not be bidding on this job due to work load to
employee ratio.

Darron Drake

D.K. Systems, Inc.
Office: 360-755-1555
Fax: 360-588-2418
darron@dksystemsinc.com
www.dksystemsinc.com
Controls Graphic

Celebrating 20 Years in Business!
2002 ~ 2022
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Agenda Bill No. 22-59
SUBJECT
DATE
7/28/2022

Mental Health Counselor
DEPT

CONTACT

Administration

Discussion:

CM 7/28/22

Attachments:

A.

Will Ibershof

PRESENTER
Will Ibershof

ITEM
Action Item 6

Three party agreement with VOAWW, City of Monroe, and City
of Sultan

REQUESTED ACTION: Approve the Mayor to sign a third-party agreement with the
Volunteers of America Western Washington Chapter, City of Monroe, and City of
Sultan for a mental health counselor for an amount not to exceed $30,275.50.
DESCRIPTION
In October of 2021, Deborah Knight, City Administrator of Monroe, reached out to me regarding
a potential partnership for a mental health counselor. I expressed an interest and if there were
grant dollars to contribute to the investment. The program would be for one year.
In December of 2021, Deborah reached out again with additional information and the interest in
Volunteers of America Western Washington (VOAWW) participating in the program. A similar
program is working well with the cities of Arlington, Lake Stevens, and the Marysville. The idea
would be a partnership with Monroe, Sultan, Snohomish Regional Fire, and VOAWW.
Discussions continued with VOA, Snohomish Regional Fire, Monroe Police Department and the
City Administrators of Monroe and Sultan. As time progressed Snohomish Regional Fire
dropped off and the focus turned to Monroe, Sultan, and the VOAWW.
In February and March of 2022 an application with the Snohomish County’s Office of Recovery
and Resiliency was submitted and approved to 50% of the investment towards a counselor. The
grant is for $60,551.00. The cities of Monroe and Sultan would each contribute $30,275.50
towards the program. Each city would utilize ARPA grant dollars for the program. The total
investment in this program would be $121,102.00.
The counselor would be an employee of the VOAWW and would be in the VOA campus in
Sultan. The three organizations are looking at September 1, 2022, as a start date.

A-6/AB22-59
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The final agreement is attached. It has been reviewed by the City Attorney, VOAWW, and the
City of Monroe.
Staff has worked with VOAWW and the City of Monroe on the attached agreement. It is ready
for your consideration.
If council has any questions or concerns on this item, please reach out to me.
FISCAL IMPACT:
Staff has reviewed the ARPA requirements and this investment fits within the parameters of the
grant. Therefore, staff is recommending that council utilize the resources of the APRA grant to
finance this program.
The 2022 budget reflects $1,050,000.00 in ARPA investments for 2022. Of which the city has
invested $145,315.58 and has $904,684.42 remaining.
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CITY OF SULTAN

CONTRACT NUMBER

319 Main Street #200 • Sultan, WA 98294 • Phone: (360)-793-2231 • Fax: (360) 793-3344 • Web: www.ci.sultan.wa.us

AGREEMENT FOR SERVICES
Insurance Required

YES

If Yes – See Attached Insurance Addendum,
incorporated here by this reference

This Agreement (hereinafter “Agreement” or “Contract”) is made and entered, by and between
the City of Sultan, a Washington municipal corporation (“Sultan”), the City of Monroe, a Washington
municipal corporation (“Monroe”) and the Volunteers of America Western Washington, a nonprofit
organization (“VOA” or “Consultant”).
Project Description: East County Mental Health Clinician
Commencing: September 1, 2022
Terminating: December 31, 2023
WHEREAS, Monroe and Sultan (each a “City” and together, “the Cities”) have determined that
there is an urgent need for a mental health professional to assist our communities and have established a
partnership to establish mental health support; and
WHEREAS, the Cities determined that the best approach to providing the service is through the
Volunteers of America Western Washington; and
WHEREAS, Monroe and Sultan applied for and were awarded a grant from Snohomish County for
a mental health counselor totaling $60,550; and
WEREAS, Monroe and Sultan will use the grant funds to pay for a mental health professional to
assist these communities in cooperation with law enforcement, first responders, and community
organizations; and
WHEREAS, separate from and in addition to the grant funds, Monroe and Sultan will each
contribute $30,275.00 of the funding for the position; and
WHEREAS, the VOA is uniquely qualified to provide these services; and
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual benefits and conditions set forth below, the
parties hereto agree as follows:
1. Scope of Services to be Performed by Consultant. The Consultant shall perform those services
described in Exhibit “A” of this Agreement and may hereinafter by referred to as the “Work”. In
performing such services, the Consultant shall comply with all federal, state, and local laws and
regulations applicable to the performance of such services. The Consultant shall perform services
diligently and completely and in accordance with professional standards of conduct and performance.
2. Contract Documents. The Agreement consists of the following documents, which are all incorporated
by reference:

City of Sultan, City of Monroe, and VOAWW Agreement for Services – July 28, 2022
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a. This Agreement and all exhibits attached thereto;
b. The scope of work provided by the VOA
c. All documents required under this Agreement, including but not limited to documentation
evidencing insurance, if applicable;
d. W-9 Request for Taxpayer Identification Number; and
The intent of these documents is to include all labor, materials, and services of every kind necessary
for the proper execution of the Work, and the terms and conditions of payment therefore. The
documents are to be considered as one, and whatever is called for by any one of the documents shall be
as binding as if called for by all.
3. Contribution.
a. The Snohomish County grant funds, totaling $60,550.00 will be paid directly to Sultan for the
purposes of funding the East County Mental Health Clinician pursuant to this agreement.
b. The City of Sultan shall contribute $30,275;
c. The City of Sultan shall be responsible for paying the VOA; see Section 4.
d. The City of Monroe shall pay to the City of Sultan $30,275.00 in 12 monthly installments of
$2,522.92.
4. Payment to VOA. Sultan shall pay the Consultant for the Work rendered according to the following
procedures and subject to the following requirements and pursuant to the rates set forth in Exhibit A.
That sum shall not exceed $121,100.00.
3.1 The Consultant shall submit invoices for work performed using the form set forth in “Exhibit
B – Request for Consultant Payment.”
3.2 The Consultant shall submit properly certified invoices to the City of Sultan Finance
Department, for the Work performed. Sultan shall pay the Consultant for the actual work
completed to the satisfaction of the Cities and in conformance with this Contract. Sultan shall pay
the Consultant for services satisfactorily rendered within ten days after Sultan City Council
approval of each such payment or as authorized by Sultan.
3.3 The Consultant shall complete and return the attached Form W-9, “Request for Taxpayer
Identification Number” prior to or along with the first invoice submittal. In order for you to receive
payment from the City of Sultan, the Consultant must have either a Tax Identification Number or
a Social Security Number. The Internal Revenue Service Code requires a Form 1099 for payments
to every person or organization other than a corporation for services performed in the course of
trade or business. Further, the law requires Sultan to withhold 20% on reportable amounts paid to
unincorporated persons who have not supplied us with their correct Tax Identification Number or
Social Security Number.
3.4 If, during the Contract, the Work rendered does not meet the requirements set forth in the
Contract, the Consultant shall correct or modify the required Work to comply with the requirements
of the Contract. Sultan shall have the right to withhold payment for such Work until it meets the
requirements of the Contract. No payment shall be made for any Work performed by the Consultant
except for the Work identified and set forth in this Contract.
4. Termination.
4.1 Each City reserves the right to terminate or suspend this Agreement at any time, with or without
cause, upon seven days prior written notice. In the event of termination or suspension, all finished

City of Sultan, City of Monroe, and VOAWW Agreement for Services – July 28, 2022
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or unfinished documents, data, studies, worksheets, models, reports or other materials prepared by
the Consultant pursuant to this Agreement shall promptly be submitted to the Cities.
4.2 In the event this Agreement is terminated or suspended, the Consultant shall be entitled to
payment for all services performed and reimbursable expenses incurred to the date of termination.
4.3 This Agreement may be canceled immediately if the Consultant's insurance coverage is
canceled for any reason, or if the Consultant is unable to perform the services called for by this
Agreement.
4.4 The Consultant reserves the right to terminate this Agreement with not less than fourteen days
written notice, or in the event that outstanding invoices are not paid within sixty days.
4.5 This provision shall not prevent the Cities from seeking any legal remedies they may otherwise
have for the violation or nonperformance of any provisions of this Agreement.
5. Indemnification/Hold Harmless. Consultant shall defend, indemnify and hold the Cities, their
officers, officials, employees and volunteers harmless from any and all claims, injuries, damages, losses
or suits including attorney fees, arising out of or resulting from the acts, errors or omissions of the
Consultant in performance of this Agreement, except for injuries and damages caused by the sole
negligence of the Cities.
5.1 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 Consultant and
the Cities, their officers, officials, employees, and volunteers, the Consultant's liability, including
the duty and cost to defend, hereunder shall be only to the extent of the Consultant's negligence.
5.2 It is further specifically and expressly understood that the indemnification provided herein
constitutes the Consultant'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.
5.3 Each City shall protect, save harmless, indemnify and defend the other City, its elected and
appointed officials, officers, employees and agents from and against any loss or claim for damages
of any nature whatsoever, including claims by third parties or employees against which it would
otherwise be immune under Title 51 RCW or other law, arising out of any act or omission in
performance of this Agreement, its elected or appointed officials, officers, employees or agents,
except to the extent the loss or claim is attributable to the negligence or willful misconduct of the
indemnified City, its elected or appointed officials, officers, employees or agents.
The provisions of this Section 5 shall survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement.
6. Independent Contractor. The Consultant and the Cities agree that the Consultant is an independent
contractor with respect to the services provided pursuant to this Agreement. The Consultant will solely
be responsible for its acts and for the acts of its agents, employees, sub-consultants, or representatives
during the performance of this Agreement. Nothing in this Agreement shall be considered to create the
relationship of employer and employee between the parties hereto.
7. Non-Discrimination. The Consultant shall not discriminate against any employee, applicant for
employment, or any person seeking the services of the Consultant under this Agreement, on the basis

City of Sultan, City of Monroe, and VOAWW Agreement for Services – July 28, 2022
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of race, color, religion, creed, sex, age, national origin, marital status, or presence of any sensory,
mental, or physical handicap.
8. Non-Endorsement. As a result of the selection of a consultant to supply services to the Cities, the
Consultant agrees to make no reference to the Cities in any literature, promotional material, brochures,
sales presentation or the like without the express written consent of the Cities.
9.

Non-Collusion. By signature below, the Consultant acknowledges that the person, firm, association,
co-partnership, or corporation herein named, has not either directly or indirectly entered into any
agreement, participated in any collusion, or otherwise taken any action in restraint of free competitive
bidding in the preparation or submission of a proposal to the Cities for consideration in the award of a
contract on the specifications contained in this Agreement.

10. Wages and Other Costs. The Cities assume no responsibility for the payment of any compensation,
wages, benefits or taxes owed by the Consultant by reason of this Agreement. The Consultant shall
indemnify and hold the Cities, its officers, agents, and employees harmless against all liability and costs
resulting from the Consultant’s failure to pay any compensation, wages, benefits, or taxes.
11. Waiver. Waiver by the Cities of any breach of any term or condition of this Agreement shall not be
construed as a waiver of any other breach.
12. Assignment and Subcontract. The Consultant shall not assign or subcontract any portion of the
services contemplated by this Agreement without the prior written consent of the Cities.
13. Suspension and Debarment. The Consultant certifies that neither the Consultant nor its Principals are
presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded for
the award of contracts by any Federal governmental agency or department. “Principals”, for the
purposes of this certification, mean officers; directors; owners; partners; and, persons having primary
management or supervisory responsibilities within a business entity (e.g., general manager; plant
manager; head of subsidiary, division, or business segment; and similar positions). Further, the
Consultant shall provide the Cities immediate written notice if, at any time during the term of this
Agreement it learns that its certification was erroneous when made or has become erroneous by reason
of changed circumstances.
14. Conflict of Interest. The Cities insist on the highest level of professional ethics from their consultants.
Consultant warrants that it has performed a due diligence conflicts check, and that there are no
professional conflicts with the Cities. Consultant warrants that none of its officers, agents or employees
is now working on a project for any entity engaged in litigation with the Cities. Consultant will not
disclose any information obtained through the course of their work for the Cities to any third party,
without written consent of the Cities. It is the Consultant's duty and obligation to constantly update its
due diligence with respect to conflicts, and not the Cities' obligation to inquire as to potential conflicts.
This provision shall survive termination of this Agreement.
15. Licenses. In addition to remaining licensed as a Mental Health Professional, pursuant to the Scope
of Services, the Consultant, consultant’s contractors, subcontractors, and suppliers shall procure and
maintain business licenses in accordance with city, county and state requirements, prior to beginning
work under this Agreement. Consultant assumes responsibility for and ensures that all contractors,
subcontractors, and suppliers shall obtain business licenses .
16. Non-appropriation of Funds. If sufficient funds are not appropriated or allocated for payment under
this Agreement for any future fiscal period, the Cities will so notify the Consultant and shall not be
City of Sultan, City of Monroe, and VOAWW Agreement for Services – July 28, 2022
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obligated to make payments for services or amounts incurred after the end of the current fiscal period.
This Agreement will terminate upon the completion of all remaining services for which funds are
allocated. No penalty or expense shall accrue to the Cities in the event that the terms of the provision
are effectuated.
17. Entire Agreement. This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the parties, and no other
agreements, oral or otherwise, regarding the subject matter of this Agreement shall be deemed to exist
or bind either of the parties. Either party may request changes to the Agreement. Changes which are
mutually agreed upon shall be incorporated by written amendments to this Agreement. Nothing
contained herein is intended to, nor shall be construed to, create any rights in any third party, or to form
the basis for any liability on the part of the Parties or their officials, officers, employees, agents or
representative, to any third party.
18. Record Keeping and Reporting. The Consultant at such times and in such forms as the Cities may
require, shall furnish to the Cities such statements, records, reports, data, and information as the Cities
may request pertaining to matters covered by this Agreement. All of the reports, information, data, and
other related materials, prepared or assembled by the Consultant under this Agreement and any
information relating to personal, medical, and financial data will be treated as confidential only as
allowed by Washington State laws regarding disclosure of public information, Chapter 42.56 RCW.
18.1 The Consultant shall at any time during normal business hours and as often as the Cities may
deem necessary, make available for examination all of its records and data with respect to all
matters covered, directly or indirectly, by this Agreement and shall permit the Cities or their
designated authorized representative to audit and inspect other data relating to all matters covered
by this Agreement. The Cities shall receive a copy of all audit reports made by the agency or firm
as to the Consultant’s activities. The Cities may, at their discretion, conduct an audit, at its expense,
using their own or outside auditors, of the Consultant’s activities which relate, directly or indirectly,
to the Agreement.
18.2 Consultant will provide all original operation and maintenance manuals, along with all
warranties, from the manufacturer for any equipment or items installed or supplied to the Cities as
part of this contracted project.
18.3 The Consultant shall maintain accounts and records, including personnel, property, financial,
and programmatic records, which sufficiently and properly reflect all direct and indirect costs of
any nature expended and services performed pursuant to this Agreement. The Consultant shall also
maintain such other records as may be deemed necessary by the Cities to ensure proper accounting
of all funds contributed by the Cities to the performance of this Agreement.
18.4 The foregoing records shall be maintained for a period of seven years after termination of this
Agreement unless permission to destroy them is granted by the Office of the Archivist in
accordance with RCW Chapter 40.14 and by the Cities.
19. Ownership of Documents. On payment to the Consultant by Sultan of all compensation due under
this Contract, all finished or unfinished documents and material prepared by the Consultant with
funds paid by the Cities under this Contract shall become the property of the Cities and shall be
forwarded to the Cities. Any records, reports, information, data or other documents or materials
given to or prepared or assembled by the Consultant under this Contract shall not be made available
to any individual or organization by the Consultant without prior written approval of the Cities or by
court order.

City of Sultan, City of Monroe, and VOAWW Agreement for Services – July 28, 2022
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20.

Security. Consultant will protect confidential information provided by the Cities pursuant to this
Agreement by adhering to policies governing physical, electronic, and managerial safeguards against
unauthorized access to an unauthorized disclosure of confidential information. Security standards
shall meet or exceed Washington State Office of the Chief Information Officer Standard No. 141.10.
Only authorized employees of the Consultant shall have access to the Cities’ confidential information,
and only for the purposes specified in this Agreement. Consultant shall, within 24 hours of discovery,
report to the Cities any use, access to or disclosure of the Cities’ confidential information not
previously authorized by the Cities.

21. Notices.

Notices to the City of Sultan shall be sent to the following address:
City of Sultan
Physical Address: 319 Main Street #200
Mailing Address: PO Box 1199
Sultan, WA 98294
Telephone Number: (360) 793-2231
Notices to the City of Monroe shall be sent to the following address:
City of Monroe
Physical Address: 800 West Main Street
Mailing Address: 800 West Main Street Monroe, WA 98272
Telephone Number: 360-794-7400

Notices to the Consultant shall be sent to the following address:

Company Name:

Volunteers of America Western Washington

Contact Name:

Brian Smith COO

Street Address:
Telephone
Number:

2802 Broadway Everett, WA 98201

Email:

bsmith@voaww.org

425-259-3191

22. Applicable Law; Venue; Attorneys’ Fees. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in
accordance with the laws of the State of Washington. In the event any suit, arbitration, or other
proceeding is instituted to enforce any term of this Agreement, the parties specifically understand and
agree that venue shall be exclusively in Snohomish County, Washington. The prevailing party in any
such action shall be entitled to its attorneys’ fees and costs of suit, which shall be fixed by the judge
hearing the case and such fee, shall be included in the judgment.
23. Severability. If any provision of this Agreement is held invalid, the remainder shall not be affected
thereby if such remainder would then continue to conform to the terms and requirements of applicable
law, and shall continue in force and effect.
24. Legal Compliance. In the performance of work under this Agreement, the Consultant shall comply
with all federal, state and municipal laws, ordinances, rules and regulations that are applicable to the
Consultant’s business, equipment, and personnel engaged in operations covered by this Agreement or
accruing out of the performance of such operations.
25. Risk of Loss. The Consultant shall be solely responsible for the safety of its employees, agents and
subcontractors in the performance of the work hereunder and shall take all protections reasonably
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necessary for that purpose. All work shall be done at the Consultant’s own risk, and the Consultant
shall be solely responsible for any loss of or damage to materials, tools, or other articles used or held
for use in connection with the work.
26. Miscellaneous. The Sultan Mayor and the Monroe City Administrator shall jointly administer this
Agreement. As between the Cities, no joint acquisition and/or disposition of property is contemplated
hereunder. A copy of this Agreement shall be posted on Sultan’s website.
By signing below, you agree to all the terms and conditions herein.
CITY OF SULTAN, WASHINGTON:
By:

Date:

Print Name: Russell Wiita

Title: Mayor, City of Sultan

CITY OF MONROE, WASHINGTON:
Date:
Print Name: Geoffrey Thomas

Title: Mayor, City of Monroe

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:
By:

Date:

Print Name: Jodi Wycoff

City Clerk, City of Monroe

APPROVED TO AS FORM:
By:

Date:

Print Name: Zach Lell

City Attorney, City of Monroe

By:

Date:

VOLUNTEERS OF AMERICA WESTERN WASHINGTON:
Print Name: Brian Smith

Title: Chief Operations Officer

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:
By:

Date:

Print Name: Tami Pevey

City Clerk, City of Sultan

APPROVED TO AS FORM:
By:

Date:

Print Name: Hillary Evans

City Attorney, City of Sultan
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EXHIBIT A
Scope of Work

Scope:

The East County Mental Health Clinician, also known as the East County Co-Response Clinician (“CoResponder”) will function as a team member of Volunteers of America Western Washington (VOAWW).
They will be supervised by the VOAWW. They will be, embedded with Emergency Medical Technicians
as first response support. The Co-Responder will respond to individuals in social or emotional crisis to
include those with symptoms of mental illness, substance use disorder, homelessness, and more alongside
emergency personnel with the objective of reducing high utilization of emergency response, reducing
reliance on hospital emergency departments, and improving people’s lives by connecting them to longterm, community-based systems of care.
The Co-Responder will perform crisis intervention to reduce hospitalizations, effectively link consumers
with on-going mental support services, contact Care Crisis Response Services to initiate designated crisis
response (DCR) when appropriate, and provide a lens to view behavioral health challenges as manageable
episodes. The Co-Responder accompanies EMTs and first responders to calls and provides outreach to
individuals after acute medical needs have been resolved.
Work is performed to provide coverage during a set shift. That shift will be determined by the needs of
Monroe and Sultan. Response locations for those experiencing behavioral health crisis varies, and can
include visits at hospitals, emergency departments, jails, encampments, or client’s residence under the
direction and supervision of an assigned manager.
Major Responsibilities
•

Provides mobile crisis intervention and stabilization in varied environments in throughout
community.

•

Provides screening and triage services by telephone and face-to-face.

•

Familiar with the challenges faced by those living in rural communities.

•

Provides outreach, engagement and liaison support to those people that are seen on a recurring basis
which may require short term intensive case management. Facilitates services for high-need
individuals across all involved systems of care

•

Responds to requests for information about available services for individuals who are high utilizers
of emergency services, elderly, homeless, individuals with significant behavioral health disorders,
and those with other human and social service needs. Makes referrals to appropriate service
providers and coordinate seamless connections to needed services.
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•

Maintains familiarity with and handles client information in accordance with Federal Regulations
(HIPPA, 42 CFR, Part 2 and 45 CFR), and other applicable laws pertaining to confidentiality of
client and staff information.

•

Maintains timely and accurate documentation in accordance with Washington State law, and
current best practices.

•

Demonstrates proficiency in utilization of electronic medical record system.

•

Performs other duties as assigned.

Experience and Education
•

License issued by the State of Washington (LICSW, LASW, LMFT, LMHC, etc.) preferred, must
qualify as a Mental Health Professional under RCW 71.34.020.

•

A valid Washington State Driver’s License.

•

Successful completion of a comprehensive background investigation.

•

Preferred: Experience working within first responder agencies, psychiatric units, or hospital
system, and multilingual abilities.

Skills and Abilities
•

Knowledge of symptoms, common behavioral and social characteristics and other manifestations
of the disabilities affecting the population served.

•

Knowledge of conflict resolution principles, de-escalation, crisis intervention and planning,
motivational interviewing, and problem-solving techniques.

•

Knowledge of presentation of mental illness related behaviors.

•

Ability to work in high stress, high demand environment while communicating clearly and
effectively.

•

Ability to provide clear documentation of assessments and dispositions.

•

Ability to work collaboratively as part of a team and respectfully manage differences, opposing
perspectives, opinions, and interests.

•

Ability to remain flexible and adaptable to change.

•

Strong critical thinking skills, ability to conceptualize and implement creative solutions.

•

Promote and champion the values of partnership, teamwork, compassion and integrity in all
dealings within and outside of VOAWW.

•

Ability to quickly develop knowledge of community systems including programs, services, and
systems of care.

City of Sultan, City of Monroe, and VOAWW Agreement for Services – July 28, 2022

A-6/AB22-59

7/28/2022 Council Meeting Packet_Page 148 of 154

Page 9 of 14

Page 11 of 16

ATTACHMENT A

Working Conditions
•

Field work may include performing duties in hazardous areas, such as: street surfaces, rights-ofway, medians; homeless encampments; alleys; wooded areas, confined spaces; around potential
biohazards such as used needles and human waste.

•

Ability to walk significant distances, climb stairs, be on one’s feet for prolonged periods, lift and
carry equipment and to work outside in all types of weather conditions.

•

Manual dexterity and visual acuity to operate a personal computer.

•

Visual acuity to read and compose various correspondence and other documentation.

•

Ability to hear and speak to communicate and provide information with others in person or on the
telephone.

Starting salary range of $75,000 - $85,000, depending on experience and parity within the organization.
VOAWW provides comprehensive benefits for full-time employees including medical/dental/vision plan
options, retirement plan options through a 403 (b) system, a generous PTO package, and more. Find more
information at www.voaww.org.
The total budget for the program is $121,100, of which Snohomish County will support $60,550.
Separately, the City of Sultan will contribute $30,275 and the city of Monroe will contribute $30,275.
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ADDENDUM FOR REQUIRED INSURANCE
1. Insurance. The Consultant shall procure and maintain insurance as required in this section, without
interruption from commencement of the Consultant’s work through the term of the Contract and for
thirty (30) days after the physical completion date, unless otherwise indicated herein. Any payment
of deductible or self-insured retention shall be the sole responsibility of the Consultant.
2. No Limitation. Consultant’s maintenance of insurance, its scope of coverage and limits as required
herein shall not be construed to limit the liability of the Consultant to the coverage provided by such
insurance, or otherwise limit either City’s recourse to any remedy available at law or in equity.
3. Minimum Scope of Insurance. Consultant required insurance shall be of the types and coverage as
stated below:
a) Automobile Liability insurance covering all owned, non-owned, hired and leased vehicles.
Coverage shall be at least as broad as Insurance Services Office (ISO) form CA 00 01.
b) Commercial General Liability insurance shall be at least as broad as ISO occurrence form CG 00
01 and shall cover liability arising from premises, operations, independent contractors, productscomplete operations, stop gap liability, personal injury and advertising injury, liability assumed
under an insured contract, blanket contractual, products/completed operations; broad form
property damage, explosion, collapse and underground (XCU) if applicable, and employer’s
liability. The Commercial General Liability insurance shall be endorsed to provide a per project
general aggregate limit using ISO form CG 25 03 05 09 or an equivalent endorsement. There shall
be no exclusion for liability arising from explosion, collapse or underground property damage.
The Cities shall be named as an additional insured under the Consultant’s Commercial General
Liability insurance policy with respect to the work performed for the Cities using ISO Additional
Insured endorsement CG 20 10 10 01 and Additional Insured-Completed Operations endorsement
CG 20 37 10 01 or substitute endorsements providing at least as broad coverage.
c) Workers’ Compensation coverage as required by the Industrial Insurance laws of the State of
Washington.
d) Professional Liability insurance appropriate to the Consultant’s profession (if applicable).
4. Minimum Amounts of Insurance. Consultant shall maintain the following insurance limits:
a) Automobile Liability insurance with limits no less than $1,000,000.00 combined single limit per
accident for bodily injury and property damage;
b) Commercial General Liability insurance written on an occurrence basis with limits no less than
$1,000,000.00 combined single limit per occurrence and $1,000,000.00 aggregate for personal
injury, bodily injury, and property damage.
c) Worker’s Compensation insurance at the limits established by the State of Washington.
d) Professional Liability insurance (if any) shall be written with limits no less than $1,000,000.00 per
claim and $1,000,000.00 policy aggregate limit.
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5. Cities Full Availability of Consultant Limits. If the Consultant maintains higher insurance limits
than the minimums shown above, the Cities shall be insured for the full available limits of Commercial
General and Excess or Umbrella liability maintained by the Consultant, irrespective of whether such
limits maintained by the Consultant are greater than those required by this contract or whether any
certificate of insurance furnished to the Cities evidences limits of liability lower than those maintained
by the Consultant.
6. Other Insurance Provision. The Consultant’s Automobile Liability and Commercial General
Liability insurance policies are to contain or be endorsed to contain that they shall be primary insurance
as respect the Cities. Any insurance, self-insurance, or self-insured pool coverage maintained by the
Cities shall be excess of the Consultant’s insurance and shall not contribute with it.
7. Acceptability of Insurers. Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current A.M. Best rating of
not less than A: VII.
8. Verification of Coverage. Consultant shall furnish the Cities with original certificates and a copy
of the amendatory endorsements, including but not necessarily limited to the additional insured
endorsements, evidencing the insurance requirements of the Consultant before commencement of
the work. Upon request by the Cities, the Consultant shall furnish certified copies of all required
insurance policies, including endorsements, required in the contract and evidence of all
subcontractors’ coverage.
9. Subcontractors’ Insurance. The Consultant shall cause each and every Subcontractor to provide
insurance coverage that complies with all applicable requirements of the Consultant-provided
insurance as set forth herein, except the Consultant shall have sole responsibility for determining
the limits of coverage required to be obtained by Subcontractors. The Consultant shall ensure that
the Cities are an additional insured on each and every Subcontractors’ Commercial General liability
insurance policy using an endorsement at least as broad as ISO Additional Insured endorsement
CG 20 38 04 13.
10. Notice of Cancellation. The Consultant shall provide the Cities and all Additional Insureds for this
work with written notice of any policy cancellation within two business days of their receipt of
such notice.
11. Failure to Maintain Insurance. Failure on the part of the Consultant to maintain the insurance as
required shall constitute a material breach of contract, upon which the Cities may, after giving five
business days’ notice to the Consultant to correct the breach, immediately terminate the contract
or, at its discretion, procure or renew such insurance and pay any and all premiums in connection
therewith, with any sums so expended to be repaid to the Cities on demand, or at the sole discretion
of the Cities, offset against funds due the Consultant under this Agreement.
12. Insurance held by Cities. Each City shall maintain its own insurance and/or self-insurance for its
liabilities from damage to property and /or injuries to persons arising out of its activities associated
with this Agreement as it deems reasonably appropriate and prudent. The maintenance of, or lack
thereof of insurance and/or self-insurance shall not limit the liability of the indemnifying part to
the indemnified party(s). Each party shall provide the other with a certificate of insurance or letter
of self-insurance as the case may be upon request. The parties mutually acknowledge that each
City’s obligations under this Section 12 shall be deemed satisfied by that City’s continued
membership in the Washington Cities Insurance Authority and/or Association of Washington
Cities/Risk Management Services Agency risk pools.
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EXHIBIT B
REQUEST FOR CONSULTANT PAYMENT

INVOICE #

DATE OF INVOICE:

CONSULTANT:

CONTRACT #:

MAILING ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE:

EMAIL:

CONTRACT PERIOD:

REPORTING PERIOD:

to

REQUESTED AMOUNT IN THIS INVOICE: $
SPECIFIC PROGRAM:
___________________________________________________
AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE
PROJECT MANAGER/STAFF CONTACT
Attach Itemized Description of Services Provided
For Department Use Only

Total Contract Amount:

Authorization to Consultant $

Previous Payments:

BARS Code:

Current Request:

Date:

Balance Remaining:
APPROVED FOR PAYMENT BY:
___________________________________________________________________
DATE:_________________________________________________________________
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SULTAN CITY COUNCIL
Agenda Bill No. 22-60
SUBJECT
DATE:
7/28/2022

Canceling Council workshops and meetings in August
DEPT:
Administration

Dates Presented:

7/28/2022

Attachments:

None.

CONTACT:
Will Ibershof

PRESENTER:
Will Ibershof

ITEM:
Action Item No.7

REQUESTED ACTION: Requesting council to cancel council workshops and meetings for the
month of August 2022.
DESCRIPTION/BACKGROUND
The city staff has a few key projects that we would like to complete in August. They range from
the Cemetery, to organizing and cataloging the numerous documents, to a review of city
processes and procedures. With the recess in August, staff will be able to focus efforts on these
projects.
Staff performed this same break last year and found it to be successful and wish to repeat this
break again this year.
Following the recess staff will be able to focus its efforts on the 2023 budget in partnership with
the council.
TIME CONSTRAINTS
There are none.
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