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RESOLUTION NO.__12-001

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
Washington amending the City Council Administrative Procedures
and repealing Resolution 11-006 related to Council Committee
meeting times.

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to »eliminate the current Council Committee
structure and replace it with Council Study Sessions; and

WHEREAS, it is necessary adopt a meeting schedule by formal Resolution in order to
comply with the Open Public Meetings Act;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,
WASHINGTON HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:

Section 1. The City Council Administrative Procedures are hereby amended as follows:

Section 2. Presiding Officer

(A)  All Resular—and-Speciel-Meetings of the City Council shall be presided over by the
Mayor, or in his/her absence, by the Deputy Mayor. If neither the Mayor nor the Deputy
Mayor are present at a meeting, the Presiding Officer for that meeting shall be elected by
a majority of those Councilmembers presents-provided thereis-a-guorum,

(B) In the absence of the City Clerk, the Deputy City Clerk or other qualified person
appointed by the City Manager may perform the duties of the City Clerk at such meeting.

(C)  The appointment of a Councilmember as Mayor or Deputy Mayor shall not in any way
abridge his/her right to vote on matters coming before the Council at such meeting.

(D)  The Mayor shall preserve strict order and decorum at all meetings of the Council. The
Mayor shall state all questions coming before the Council, provide opportunity for
discussion by Councilmembers, and announce the decision of the Council on all subjects.
Procedural decisions made by the Mayor may be overruled by a majority vote of the
Council.

Section 3. Council Committees and Representatives

A—Hhere—are—estuehshed—the—toHevanedom—{H—StandirsComerttecs—otthe by
Covretb-thathatlcenststotf net-morcthanthree-Bmombe s—cach—lhe Adevor




(BA) The Mayor or a majority of the City Council may establish such Ad Hoc
Committees as may be appropriate to consider special matters that-do-rotreadiby
fit—theStandineCommittee—strueture—or—that require a special approach or
emphasis. Such Ad Hoc Committees may be established and matters referred to
them at Regular Council Meetings. The Mayor shall appoint Council
representatives to intergovernmental Councils, Boards and Committees, including
such Ad Hoc Committees.

[ (€B) Ad Hoc Council Committees shall consider matters referred to them. The
Committee Chair shall report to the Council on the final findings of the
Committee and shall provide interim status to the Council at a frequency
determined by the Mayor. Committees may refer items to the Council with no
Committee recommendation.
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Section 4. Meetings

(A)

=)

Meetings declared open and public. All meetings of the City Council and its
Committees shall be open to the public and all persons shall be permitted to attend any
meeting of these bodies.

Studyv Sessions. The City Council shall hold Studv Sessions on the second and fourth
Tuesday of each month at 4:00 p.m. except if at anv time anv Study Session falls on a
holiday, the Council shall meet on the next business day at the same hour. The City
Council shall meet at SecaTac City Hall, unless otherwise publicly announced. Meetings
may be canceled by majority vote of the Council and public notice given by posting such
potice at City Hall.

(C) ___Regular Meetings. The City Council shall meet regularly on the second and fourth

(€D)

(PE)

(EE)

(FG)

(GH)

(HI)

(D)

Tuesday of each month at 6:00 p.m. except if at any time any Regular Meeting falls on a
holiday, the Council shall meet on the next business day at the same hour. The City
Council shall meet at SeaTac City Hall, unless otherwise publicly announced. Meetings
may be canceled by majority vote of the Council and public notice given by posting such
notice at City Hall.

Special Meetings.  Special Meetings may be called by the Mayor or three
Councilmembers by written notice delivered to each member of the Council and City
Clerk at least 24 hours before the time specified for the proposed meeting. Legal and
public notice requirements must be met by posting the appropriate notice of the Special
Meeting at City Hall. See RCW 42.30.080.

Adjournments. Any Regular, adjourned Regular, Special or adjourned Special Meeting
may be adjourned in the manner as set forth in RCW 42.30.090.

Continuances. Any Hearing being held or ordered to be held by the City Council may
be continued in the manner set forth by RCW 42.30.100.

Executive Sessions. The City Council may hold an Executive Session during a Regular
or Special Meeting to consider certain matters as set forth in RCW 42.30.110, or as
otherwise permitted by law.

Quorum. At all Meetings of the City Council, four members shall constitute a quorum
for the transaction of business.

Seating. Members of the City Council will be seated at the Council table according to
position number of Councilmembers, except that, at the Mayor’s discretion, the Mayor
may be seated at the center seat and the Deputy Mayor may be seated directly to the left
of the Mayor.

Minutes. Minutes of Regular-and-Speetatall meetings of the Council Ceunetl-Meetings:
and-minutes—synopsis-of-Council-Committee-Meetings;-will be included in the Regular
Meeting Consent Agenda for consideration and approval. Regular Council Meetings
shall be recorded and such recordings shall be maintained and kept for future reference,
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in accordance with the applicable records retention schedule.

Section 5. Format for Agendas for Council Meetings

(A)

(B)

The City Manager and the City Clerk will prepare a proposed agenda for all meetings of
Council. which shall be approved by the Mavor or designee. aecordingte—the-orderof
bustress—After the proposed agenda has been approved, by-the Mayvor—ordesicnee-the
City Clerk shall prepare the final Council packet, which shall be distributed.

The City Council shall hold Study Sessions in order to address Citv business in advance

of Regular Council Meetinus. A majoritv of Councilmembers present may place items

addressed at Studv Sessions on the next Regular Council Meeting agenda.  Ordinarily,
items mayv not be referred to the Recular Council Meeting on the same dav as the Study
Session _in which the ifem was discussed. unless the Mavor or a majority of the
Councilmembers present agree that there are extraordinary or urgent circumstances or
that it is in the best interest of the Citv. A majority of Councilmembers present may also
refer an item to a subsequent Study Session in order to study the item further.

(C)  The format of the Regular City Council Meeting agenda shall substantially be as follows:

(1) Call to Order.

(2) Roll Call.

(3) Pledge of Allegiance.

(4) Initial Public Comments.

(a) Individual comments shall be limited to three minutes in duration and
group comments shall be limited to ten minutes. To constitute a group,
there must be four or more members, including the speaker, at the
meeting. The Mayor or designee shall be responsible for the allocation of
the appropriate time limitations.

(5) Presentations, including introduction of new employees, awards, and Certificates of
Appointment, Appreciation, or Recognition.

(6) Public Hearings.

(a) At Public Hearings required by City, State, or Federal law or as Council
may direct, where a general audience is in attendance to present input or
arguments for or against a public issue:

e The City Manager or designee shall present the issue to the
Council and respond to questions.

e Members of the public may speak for no longer than five minutes.
No member of the public may speak for a second time until every
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(b)

person who wishes to speak has had an opportunity.

Councilmembers may ask questions of the speaker and the speaker
may respond, but may not engage in further debate. As a general
rule, the Council will not respond to requests by members of the
public for information, but staff shall respond as soon as possible
and shall advise the Council.

The public comments will then be closed but Councilmanic
discussion may ensue if the Council so desires. In the alternative,
the Public Hearing may be continued by majority vote, or the
Council may recess to deliberate and determine findings of fact, if
appropriate, and to reach a final decision which may be announced
immediately following such deliberations or at a subsequent date.

The following procedure shall apply to quasi-judicial Public Hearings:

The Hearings Examiner, City Manager, or designee will present a
summary of the subject matter and any findings and will respond
to Council questions.

The proponent spokesperson shall speak first and be allowed
twenty minutes and Council may ask questions.

The opponent spokesperson shall be allowed 20 minutes for
presentation and Council may ask questions.

Each side shall then be allowed five minutes for rebuttal. -
After each proponent and opponent has used his/her speaking time,
Council may ask further questions of the speakers, who may

respond.

The Mayor may exercise a change in the procedures, but said
decision may be overruled by a majority vote of the City Council.

(7) New Business (as related to a Public Hearing).

(8) Discussion Items.

(a)
(b)

Summary of $5,000 - $35,000 Purchase Requests.

Summary of Donations Received by the City.

(9) Agenda Bill Presentations. This section of the agenda shall include Ordinances,
Resolutions, and Motions. The following procedures shall apply:

(a)

The Chairperson or designee may read the item by title only, or if
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(b)

(d)

requested by any Councilmember, the document may be read in its
entirety.

The City Manager or designee will give a presentation. When Staff gives a
presentation which includes a recommendation from a City Commission
or Advisory Committee then that Commission or Advisory Committee, or
a designee, shall be given an opportunity to express its viewpoint during
this presentation.

The Council may then discuss the item and/or question the presenter of the
item.

The Council shall determine what action should be taken regarding the
presented item [i.e. placement on Consent Agenda, placement under
unfinished business, place item on future Council Agenda, or refer item
back to Council Committee].

(1) Any presented item may be postponed and placed on the next Council
agenda upon the request of one Councilmember. However, this subsection
does not apply if the presented item had been previously postponed or
formally presented to the Council at a previous Council meeting.

(10) Consent Agenda.

(a)

(b)
(c)

Contains items placed on the Consent Agenda by the Mayor and Council
including but not limited to:

e Approval of vouchers.

e Approval of $5,000 - $35,000 purchase requests.
e Approval of donations received by the City.

e Approval of minutes.

e Enactment of Ordinances, Resolutions, and Motions when placed on
the Consent Agenda by Council consensus.

e Notwithstanding the above, any item may be removed from the
Consent Agenda if so requested by any Councilmember.

A motion at this time will be in order.
Public Comments regarding Consent Agenda.
e Individual comments regarding the Consent Agenda shall be limited to

one minute in duration and group comments shall be limited to two
minutes. The Mayor or designee shall be responsible for the allocation
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(BD)

(1)

(13)

(14)

(15)
(16)

(17)

of the appropriate time limitations.
(d) The Council will vote upon the Consent Agenda.
Public Comments regarding items placed on Unfinished Business.

Individual comments shall be limited to two minutes in duration and group
comments shall be limited to five minutes. The Mayor or designee shall be
responsible for the allocation of the appropriate time limitations.

Unfinished Business. This section of the agenda shall include Ordinances,
Resolutions, and Motions previously discussed at a Regular or Special Council
Meeting and items that had been discussed earlier at the Meeting under Section 9,
Agenda Bill Presentations, but not placed on the Consent Agenda. The following
procedures shall apply:

(a) The item being discussed will be identified.

(b) A motion at this time will be in order.

(©) The Council may then discuss the item.

(d) The Council will vote upon the item under consideration.

New Business (not related to a Public Hearing). This section of the agenda shall
include Ordinances, Resolutions, and Motions not previously discussed at a
Regular or Special Council Meeting. The procedures that apply during this
section shall be the same as those under Unfinished Business. The time limit for
public comment is the same as provided by subsection 11, and shall be allowed
prior to Council action.

City Manager Comments. Reports on special interest items from the City
Manager.

Council Comments.

Executive Session, if scheduled or called. However, an Executive Session may be
scheduled or called at any time if deemed by the Mayor or by action of the
Council to be appropriate at some point in time other than at the end of the
meeting. The procedure for conduct of an Executive Session is set forth at
Section 12 of these Administrative Procedures.

Adjournment. A Motion to Adjourn.

The format of any Special Meeting shall be as follows:

Special Meetings are meetings in which the date and/or time are set outside of a regular
schedule. Only the designated agenda item(s) shall be considered. The format will
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follow that of a Regular Meeting, as appropriate. Applicable provisions of Section 7
shall govern conduct of Special Meetings.

Section 2. All Meetings of the City Council shall be open to the public and shall be held at
the SeaTac City Hall, 4800 South 188" Street, SeaTac, Washington 98188, as follows:

Study Sessions. 3:00 p.m. on the second and fourth Tuesday of each month.

Regular Council Meetings. 6:00 p.m. on the second and fourth Tuesday of each month.,

and except that, if any such meeting shall fall upon a holiday, the scheduled meeting shall be
held on the next business day, commencing at the same hour.

Section 3. Resolution 11-006 is hereby repealed.

PASSED this /£// day of I_ZQ 1Ll A 5@; , 2012 and signed in authentication
: L2012,

thereof on this /%A __ day of __

CITY OF SEATAC

i -

L vavey
Tony Anderson . Mayor
J ;
/

ATTEST:

/"’3/’;(.d,.(;'k,:;uzt} kL '1!/3 %&/

Kl‘i}!lilla Gregg, City Clerk {J(

Approved as to Form:

Mary E. Mirante Bartolo, City Attorney

ICouncil Procedures and Repeal Resolution 11-006]
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RESOLUTION NO,  12-002

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
Washington endorsing a Safe & Complete Streets Plan.

WHEREAS, the City of SeaTac received a Communities Putting Prevention to Work
(CPPW) grant, which allowed the City to research and develop a Safe & Complete Streets Plan;
and

WHEREAS, the City Council wishes to endorse the Safe & Complete Streets Plan; and

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,
WASHINGTON HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:

The SeaTac City Council endorses the Safe & Complete Streets Plan, which is attached to

this Resolution as Exhibit A. Elements of the Safe & Complete Streets Plan should be
incorporated as practicable into future Comprehensive Plan amendments.

PASSED this ‘,;QZ:/SL/I day of , 2012 and signed in
authentication thereof on this C;LW\- day of Qa/ﬂud/\é}" ,2012.

CITY OF SEATAC

() derson, Mayor

Y
ATTEST:

/ a1

istina Gregg, City Clerk

5

Approved as to Form:

// /
i A

Mary E erante Ba:rtolo Cy{y Attorney

[Safe & Complete Streets Resolution]
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January 24, 2012

SUBJECT: Draft SeaTac Safe & Complete Streets Plan

Dear SeaTac residents, workers, and visitors,

i am pleased to present you with the City of SeaTac’s Draft Safe & Complete Streets
Plan—a document that provides a vision for Sealac's goal of becoming a more
walkable, bikeable City. The proposed Draft Safe & Complete Streets Plan is a long-
range plan that outlines proposed goals for the development of pedestrian and bicycle
networks through the year 2040, with ideas on how to make it safer and easier to walk
or bike, whether young or old, walker or wheelchair user, bus rider or business owner.

The Draft Safe & Complete Streets Plan is intended to be a resource for the upcoming
Transportation Plan update and the 2014 Major Comprehensive Plan update. The
recommendations identified within the Plan are anticipated to be integrated within and
considered for adoption as part of the Transportation Plan and Comprehensive Plan
update processes.

Thank you for taking the time to read the Draft Safe & Complete Streets Plan. If you
have any suggestions or comments that you would like to have considered regarding

the Plan, please contact Kate Kaehny, Seniar Planner, Department of Community and
Economic Development, at 973-4750.

Sincerely,

Todd Cutts,
SeaTac City Manager
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Executive Summary

INTRODUCTION

Whether you walk, drive, bike or take transit, Sealac’s streets and street networks are to serve a wide range
of appropriate users in a safe and convenient way. Sealac’s Draft Safe & Complete Streets Plan was
developed to ensure that residents, businesses, employees and out-of-town guests have enjoyable and
safe experiences utilizing the City’s transportation facilities, especially while walking and bicycling in SeaTac’s
neighborhoods.

PURPOSE AND GOALS

The Draft Safe & Complete Streets Plan is a long-range plan that outlines goals for the development of
SeaTac’s pedestrian and bicycle networks through the year 2040. The recommendations identified within
the Plan are anticipated to be integrated within and considered for adoption as part of the upcoming
Transportation Plan and Major Comprehensive Plan update processes.

The specific goals of the Plan are to:

* |mprove safety for all users and all modes in the right-of-way;

Support efforts to define and complete the City’s pedestrian and bicycle networks;

Focus improvements to the pedestrian and bicycle network to where they do the most good;
Encourage multi-modal transportation including walking, biking, and transit within SeaTac; and,

Create more opportunities for Sealac’s residents, workers, and visitors {o enjoy an active lifestyle through
walking and bicycling.

GUIDING POLICIES

While the Safe & Complete Streets Plan is already supported by existing policies in the City’s 2011
Comprehensive Plan, enhancements have been achieved by the proposed new and revised policies
identified in this Draft Plan. These policy proposals are provided in their entirety in Appendix A: Proposed
New and Revised Policies.

DEMAND FOR NON-MOTORIZED TRANSPORTATION IN SEATAC

In developing a non-motorized network, it is important to ascertain where people are most likely to walk or
ride their bikes currently and in the future. Using the Non-Motorized Transportation Demand Map developed
by the Neighborhood Sidewalk Ad Hoc Committee, the following locations were identified as those locations
where people are most likely to walk or bicycle:

® B @ @

Schools

Neighborhood Commercial Areas
Medical Centers

Libraries

Churches

City Facilities

® & € @ B @

o
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PEDESTRIAN NETWORK
EXISTING CONDITIONS

Sealac’s existing pedestrian system is made up of sidewalks, paved shoulder
walkways, paved separated walkways, and multi-use trails. Pedestrian facilities
exist along most of the arterial road network which has been built out with
sidewalks or paved designated walkways on at least one side of the roadways.
However, a majority of non-arterial neighborhood streets do not have
pedestrian facilities that separate the users from the street.

GAP ANALYSIS

in order to evaluate where gaps in the pedestrian network currently exist, an
analysis was undertaken where a range of gaps were identified including short
“missing links” on a specific street or path corridor, to “system gaps”, where
larger areas lack appropriate pedestrian facilities. The Pedestrian System Gap
Analysis Map identifies gaps in the existing network of on-street bicycle and
multi-use trail system.

PROPOSED PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

The City of SeaTac wants to develop a pedestrian network that provides
pleasant, safe and direct access to community destinations including parks
and schools, commercial and civic services and facilities, and transportation
facilities. This Plan proposes a pedestrian network that fills in existing facility
gaps, and enhances and better connects the city’s overall road system.
Because a majority of Sealac’s arterial streets have been built out with
pedestrian facilities, most of the recommended network improvements are
located on local neighborhood (non-arterial) streets. Specific recommendations
for improving Sealac’s pedestrian routes can be found in the Draft Proposed
Pedestrian Network Map.

BICYCLE NETWORK
EXISTING CONDITIONS

The City of SeaTac existing bike network includes both on-street and off-street
facilities including bike lanes and multi-use trails. The Bicycie Route Existing
Conditions Map defines and identifies specific locations of bicycle lanes and
trails.
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GAP ANALYSIS

Bikeway gaps exist in various forms, ranging from short segments on a specific
street or path corridor, to larger geographic areas with few or no facilities at all.
The best general street connectivity exists 1o the east of Sealac international
Airport in the McMicken Heights neighborhood centered around 34th Ave S &
S 170th St, where the denser street grid and lower traffic speeds and volumes
allows bicyclists a greater range of route choices on local access or non-
arterial streets. However, even in this neighborhood, north-south connectivity
is limited, and few alternatives exist to the higher speed arterial streets. The
Bikeway System Gap Analysis Map identifies gaps in the existing network of
on-street bicycle and multi-use trail system.

BICYCLE NETWORK DEVELOPMENT

The City of SeaTac wants to develop a bicycle network that provides safe and
direct access 1o key local and regional destinations while accommodating the
full range of the street network’s users. The proposed bicycle network
recommends a combination of bike lanes or other separated facilities on
arterial streets, and shared bicycle and roadway facilities on lower volume
residential streets. Specific recommendations for improving the SeaTac bicycie
network can be found on the Draft Proposed Bicycle Network Map that foliows
this discussion. The map shows both the existing and proposed facility types.

SAFE & COMPLETE STREETS FACILITY IMPLEMENTATION

Once the policy framework and Plan are in place, at the time of the
Transportation Plan adoption, there are a variety of implementation strategies
that can be used to move the Safe and Complete Streets Plan forward.

Two tools are presented in the Safe & Complete Streets Plan for use in future
planning and implementation work. The Non-Motorized Alternative Facilities
Matrix is an at-a-glance matrix that overlays land uses and street classifications
to provide guidance on the types of pedestrian and bicycle facilities that would
be appropriate for these spaces. In the Non-Motorized Facilities Matrix Fact
Sheets, definitions and images are provided for each pedestrian and bicycle
facility option listed in the Matrix in order to give users of the plan illustrative
axamples of these facilities.
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The City of SeaTac is committed to making our community a welcoming place.
Whether you walk, drive, bike or take transit, our streets should serve everyone
in a safe and convenient way. SeaTac’s Safe & Complete Streets Plan was
developed to ensure that our residents, businesses, employees and out-of-
town guests have enjoyable and safe experiences on the City’s roads,
especially while walking and bicycling in SeaTac’s neighborhoods. As home to
the Seattle-Tacoma International Airport, SeaTac is unique in that it must serve
not only the community within the city limits, but also the region as a hub fo
major economic and commercial activities. SeaTac recognizes that, in addition
to pedestrians, bicyclists and fransit vehicles, freight and other commercial
vehicles must be accommodated along major arterials. Because of this, it is
important to note that SeaTac’s Safe & Complete Streets Plan does not intend
for all of the City’s streets to accommodate all users, but rather, the Plan
encourages the development of a safe and complete network of streets that
accommodates all users in the most appropriate locations.

In many ways Sealac has been ahead of its peers in thinking about how it
uses and manages its public rights-of-way with a robust Neighborhood
Sidewalk Program and pedestrian-friendly plans for the City Center and S.
154th St. Station Area. Concerns about livability, economic competitiveness,
active living and community vitality have made many communities reconsider
how to make streets safer and more attractive for everyone, while supporting
economic development. For example, families and friends walking to and from
schools or parks need safe places to walk; many employers support transit
use by their employees and need connections to and from regional fransit
services; senior citizens, who may no longer feel comfortable driving, require
stable ground to walk on and accessible transit to get around. The Safe &
Complete Streets Plan focuses on pedestrians and bicyclists, but it also aims
to support the full variety of users that utilize the different parts of SeaTac's
motorized and non-motorized transportation systems.
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PURPOSE

The Safe & Complete Streets Plan is a long-range plan that outlines goals and
policies that support the development of Sealac’s pedesirian and bicycle
networks through the year 2040. This Plan compiles the existing and proposed
information about the pedestrian and bicycle networks into one document to
make it easier to reference the information in the future.

The main purpose of the Plan is to encourage the development of safe streets
for all users and all transportation modes by creating robust pedestrian and
bicycle networks within the existing SeaTac roadway system. The Plan identifies
the locations where Sealac would like to focus the bicycle and pedestrian
activities within the City. By creating a layered network of Safe and Complete
Streets that work together to accommodate ftransit, freight, bicycles,
pedestrians and other vehicles, SeaTac can strategically address a variety of
user types while implementing improvements. As a result, some streets will
have more non-motorized priority and some will have more freight priority. This
Plan will allow the City to continue to provide transportation choices to the
people who visit, work and live in SeaTac.

RESOURCE FOR TRANSPORTATION PLAN AND MAJOR
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATES

It is also important to note that the Safe & Complete Streets Plan is intended to
be a resource for the upcoming Transportation Plan update and 2014 Major
Comprehensive Plan update. The recommendations identified within the Safe
& Complete Streets Plan, which include refined pedestrian and bicycle policies,
networks and implementation tools, are anticipated to be integrated within and
considered for adoption as part of the Transportation Plan and Comprehensive
Plan update processes.

wneh.
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GOALS

The specific goals of the Plan are to:

@

Improve safety for all users and all modes in the right-of-way;

Support efforts to define and complete the City’s pedestrian and bicycle
networks;

Focus improvements to the pedestrian and bicycle network where they
serve the most users;

Encourage multi-modal transportation including walking, biking, and transit
within Sealac; and,

Create more opportunities for Sealac’s residents, workers, and visitors to
enjoy an active lifestyle through walking and bicycling.

The Plan accomplishes these goals through the following actions:

®

e 2 @ @

o

January 24, 201

Providing information on existing pedestrian and bicycle policies, routes
and facility implementation;

Developing implementable, consistent policy recommendations;
Identifying current gaps in the pedestrian and bicycle networks;

Proposing future bicycle and pedestrian networks;

Ensuring that recommendations on non-arterial streets shall be consistent
with the existing Neighborhood Sidewalk Program;

identifying pedestrian and bicycle facility typologies, which are based on
existing functional street classifications, that can implement the goals of
the plan; and,

Positioning SeaTac for external project funding.

e
[#3]
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GENERAL DISCUSSION

While the Safe & Complete Streets Plan is supported by existing policies in the
City's 2011 Comprehensive Plan, policy support is enhanced by the proposed
new and revised policies identified in this Plan. The policy proposals advocated
within the Safe & Complete Streets Plan are highlighted in the following
discussion and provided in their entirety in Appendix A: Proposed New and
Revised Policies. These policy proposals are intended to inform and be a
resource for the upcoming Transportation Plan and Major Comprehensive Plan
updates.

IDENTIFICATION OF EXISTING AND PROPOSED POLICIES

Existing Safe & Complete Streets Policies in 2011 Comprehensive Plan

Sealac’s Comprehensive Plan encourages walking, bicycling and other
aspects of safe and complete streets. Goals and policies are inciuded within
the following Elements: Transportation, Land Use, Economic Vitality,
Community image and Parks, Recreation and Open Space. Several of the
most relevant Comprehensive Plan goals and policies are noted below:

¢ Transportation Goal 3.1: To promote the safe and efficient mobility of
people and goods of Sealac residents, businesses and visitors through a
multi-modal transportation system that encourages alternative travel
modes, which help promote a healthy community.

¢ Transportation Goal 3.3: To develop facilities for pedestrians and bicyclists
as alternative travel modes, as well as for recreational purposes.

¢ Land Use Policy 1.5B: Develop a system of distinctively designed
pedestrian/jogging/ bicycle/horse trails throughout Sealac that could also
connect fo regional trail systems.

¢ Economic Vitality Element 7.6C: Multi-Modal Transportation Strategy.
Facilitate a multi-modal transportation strategy which enhances the
movement of people and goods to, from and throughout the City.

e Parks, Recreation and Open Space Policy 9.3E: Improve bicycle access
and safety throughout the Sealac area and provide new bicycle lanes and/
or trails, when new roads or transportation facilities are constructed or
improved.

While these and other current Comprehensive Plan goals and policies provide

a sound policy basis for the Safe and Complete Streets Plan, an even more
robust set of policy proposals are identified within this Plan.

January 24, 2012



Policies Proposed in Safe & Complete Streets Plan

In order to better support the goals of the Safe & Complete Streets Plan, new
and revised policy proposals were developed. These policy refinements can
be categorized as changes to the Comprehensive Plan that address the
following objectives:

Integration of Safe & Complete Streets terms and concepts;

¢ Consistency of Safe & Compilete Streets goals, policies and implementation
strategies;

e Fiexibility in design guidelines and standards; and,

¢ Introduction of Multi-Modal Level of Service (MMLOS) concepts.

GUIDING POLICIES

In order to accomplish these objectives, the Safe & Complete Streets Plan
identifies 34 new and revised policies. A table listing the proposed policy
changes is provided below. All of the policy proposals are available in their
entirety in Appendix A: Proposed New and Revised Policies.

List of Proposed Safe & Complete Streets Policy Refinements to 2011
Comprehensive Plan

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN PROPOSED NEW/REVISED

ELEMENT DEFINITIONS, GOALS &
POLICIES

Note: Full text of proposed policies is located in Appendix A: Proposed New and Revised

Policies

GLOSSARY New Definitions:

Active  Transportation, Safe &
Complete Streets, Low Impact
Development, Vulnerable  User,
Walkable Zone, Amenity Zone

TRANSPORTATION Revised Goals:

3.1

Revised Palicies:

3.2A, 3.2k, 3.2G, 3.2K, 3.3A, 3.3B,
3.3D, 3.3E, 3.3F, 3.4, 3.2M, 3.3C
New Policies:

3.3G, 3.3J, 3.3K
COMMUNITY IMAGE Revised Policies:
6.1B, 6.1C, 6.1k, 6.1F, 8.2H, 6.21, 6.2X,
6.2Y, 68.5B
ECONOMIC VITALITY Revised Policies:
76C,7.7B
PARKS, RECREATION AND Revised Palicies:
OPEN SPACE 9.3D
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BACKGROUND

One of the first steps in developing a non-motorized network is to ascertain
where people are most likely to walk or ride their bikes currently and in the
future. In order to understand where there is the most demand for walking
and bicycling, facilities that generate potential walkers and cyciists are
identified such as schools, parks, shops, public facilities, multi-purpose trails
and fransit stops.

In the case of the Safe & Complete Streets Plan, the non-motorized demand
assessment developed by the Neighborhood Sidewalk Program Ad Hoc
Committee was utilized to help identify locations with existing and future
demand for walking and bicycling in Sealac. Although the Neighborhood
Sidewalk Program assessment was done with a focus on pedestrian usage,
facilities that generate pedestrian demand can also be used to demonstrate
the potential demand for bicycling.

For more information on the Neighborhood Sidewalk Program, please see
Appendix B. '

MAPPING THE DEMAND FOR NON-MOTORIZED TRANSPORTATION

The adjacent map, which was developed by the Neighborhood Sidewalk
Program Ad Hoc Committee, shows areas of the city with potential demand
for non-motorized transportation. The map identifies the following locations in
SeaTac where people are most likely to walk or bicycle, per the Ad Hoc
Committee’s scoring system, including:

Schools

Public Parks

Community/Senior Centers
Neighborhood Commercial Areas
Public Buildings

Churches or Places of Worship

¢ @ @ B @ 8

In future revisions, the Non-Motorized Transportation Demand Map should be
updated to include Sound Transit Link Light Rail stations serving SeaTac.

How to Read the Non-Motorized Transportation Demand Map

Areas on the map that are highlighted in blue indicate the highest level of
potential pedestrian and bicycle activity.
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This section of the Safe & Complete Streets Plan contains the following items:

e Existing Conditions: Review of the existing pedestrian network,

e Gap Analysis: Analysis completed to identify gaps in the pedestrian
network,

e Network Development: Recommendations for an updated City of SeaTac
Pedestrian Network.

BACKGROUND

The baseline for the proposed Sealac pedestrian network was developed
using the Neighborhood Sidewalk Program. In 2008, the Neighborhood
Sidewalk Ad Hoc Committee recommended a program that identified twelve
miles of sidewalk to be built on non-arterial roads throughout the City, in
addition to sidewalks built as part of arterial improvements. Each vyear,
sidewalk projects totaling $1.5 million dollars are constructed through the
Neighborhood Sidewalk Program. For more information on the Neighborhood
Sidewalk Program, including the previous version of the City of Sealac
Sidewalk Map — All Existing and Future, please see Appendix B.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

SeaTac’s existing pedestrian system is made up of sidewalks, paved shoulder

walkways, paved separated walkways, and multi-use trails. Pedestrian facilities < %

exist aiong most of the arterial road network which have been built out with
sidewalks or paved designated walkways on at least one side of the roadway.
A majority of local access roads, or non-arterial neighborhood streets, do not
have delineated or designated pedestrian facilities. Multi-use trails and park
circulation trails are typically located within or adjacent to Sealac parks
including North SeaTac Park, Valley Ridge Park and the Des Moines Creek
Trail.

The Sidewalk/Pedestrian Existing Conditions Map defines and identifies
specific locations of SeaTac’s current pedestrian facilities as of July 2011.

GAP ANALYSIS

This section provides a summary of gaps in the current pedestrian network
within the City of SeaTac. The gap analysis highlights corridors and areas
where there are opportunities to provide facilities and improve safety for people
walking within the City and connecting to neighboring communities. The
information provided in this analysis was used to inform potential priority
pedestrian network improvement.

DEFINING PEDESTRIAN GAPS

Pedestrian system gaps exist in various forms, ranging from short “missing
links” on a specific street or path corridor. The adjacent diagram shows the
types of gaps identified.
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For purposes of this Plan, pedestrian gaps have been defined as one of the
following categories:

e Connection gaps: Connection gaps are missing segments (one-quarter
mile or less) on an identified and connected walkway. Closing connection
gaps can occur on street or via trail connections along or through public or
private property.

¢ Lineal and Corridor gaps: Similar to connection gaps, lineal gaps are one-
quarter to one-half mile long missing link segments on a clearly defined
and otherwise well-connected pedestrian network typically located along
a street. Corridor gaps are missing links longer than one-half mile. These

~ gaps may include an entire street corridor where pedestrian facilities would
connect to other parts of the network.

e Facility quality gaps: In some cases, an existing pedestrian facility itself
may represent a gap despite ifs status as part of a designated network.
This condition typically occurs when a corridor (often a major street) lacks
the type of pedestrian facilities to comfortably accommodate pedestrian
travel adjacent tc the current level of motor vehicle use. For example, a
sidewalk that is narrow (less than four feet recommended by the Americans
with Disabilities Act) may need to be improved to increase safety and
comfort within the pedestrian network.

e System gaps: Larger geographic areas (e.g., a neighborhood or business
district) where few or no pedestrian facilities exist would be identified as
system gaps. System gaps exist in areas where there is a lack of enough
pedestrian facilities to make neighborhood connections.

28 January 24, 2012



ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY AND DATA GATHERING

The Pedestrian Network Gap Analysis identifies gaps in the existing network
of pedestrian facilities. The information needed to perform that gap analysis
was gathered from existing available data and field visits to the streets.
Connections o adjacent cities were also considered.

Gaps were identified based on the existing network of sidewalks, walkways
and shared use paths. Facility quality gaps were noted where facilities were
identified on one side of the roadway, or where traffic volumes warranted a
greater level of separation between the pedestrians and the vehicles than what
currently exists. Roadways within the Sealac International Airport boundaries
were excluded from this analysis. The analysis considered that pedestrians
should have consistent and safe access to all areas of the city. The following
steps were taken to address the pedestrian network gaps:

s Step 1: ldentify network gaps.

e Step 2: Evaluate appropriate range of gap closure measure types based
on pedestrian network development strategy.

¢ Step 3: Develop a pedestrian network that proposes potential gap closure
measures.

IDENTIFIED CONNECTION, LINEAL AND CORRIDOR GAPS

Connection, lineal and corridor gaps exist where there are missing links be-
tween existing facilities, such as:

e A connection gap exists on the 154th Avenue S overpass of State Route
518, between the sidewalks present on both ends. Currently under
construction. This project is currently under construction.

e Alineal gap exists on S 142nd St/S 144th St where a connection could link
24th Avenue S with the trail along Des Moines Memorial Drive. Extending
these pedestrian facilities along 16th Avenue S would connect S 144th St
1o S 146th St

¢ | onger corridor gaps exist on S 154th St between 24th Ave S and 32nd
Ave S where sidewalks exist on both ends. This project is currently under
construction and is set to be compieted 2012,

s An additional corridor gap exists on S 200th St, where pedestrian facilities
are lacking between 28th Ave S and Des Moines Memorial Drive.

IDENTIFIED FACILITY QUALITY GAPS

Facility quality gaps commonly exist when the current pedestrian facilities are
inadequate to offer a safe, comfortable pedestrian experience given the volume
and/or speed of motor vehicle traffic. Principal or minor arterials carrying more
than 3,000 motor vehicles per day should ideally provide pedestrian facilities
with greater separation than is available with a shoulder walkway. These gaps
are present on Military Road and Des Moines Memorial Drive.



Additional facility quality gaps exist where a pedestrian facility is provided on
one side of the road only. As a general rule, facilities ideally should be provided
on both sides of a roadway to minimize unnecessary crossings, and encourage
safe pedestrian travel. The provision of one sided facilities may not be an
impediment to pedestrian travel if traffic volumes are iow enough for easy
roadway crossing, or if there are no destinations or access points on the side
of the roadway without the facility.

For the purposes of this analysis one sided facilities are considered a gap in all
but one area along S 154th Street. One sided pedestrian facilities will be
included as segments that need improvement during pedestrian network
development.

IDENTIFIED SYSTEM GAPS

System gaps cover outer portions of Sealac’s city limits to the northeast,
southwest and east of the airport. Land use in these areas consists mainly of
single family residential housing and local pedestrian generators such as
schools or parks. In addition, these locations can provide key connections to
adjacent cities.

Many of these gaps will be addressed by completion of pedestrian facilities
that are planned projects in the City’'s existing Neighborhood Sidewalk
Program. These planned projects are shown in yellow and labeled as SeaTac
Future Improvement on the Draft Pedestrian Network Gap Analysis Map that
follows. The neighborhoods east of the airport and Bow Lake have limited
opportunities for connection due to the limited access through the gated
developments.

EVALUATION FOR NETWORK DEVELOPMENT

The City of Sealac wants to develop a pedestrian network that provides
pleasant, safe and direct access to community destinations shown in the Non-
Motorized Transportation Demand Map including parks and schools,
commercial and civic services and facilities, and transportation facilities. The
Pedestrian System Gap Analysis identified opportunities to improve pedestrian
connectivity throughout SeaTac. SeaTac will also coordinate with other South
King County communities to make consistent local and regional connections
to adjacent cities. Opportunities to expand the Sedlac pedestrian network
were based off three principle strategies:

. Community Access Network: Provide clear and consistent general
access through neighborhcoods to community resources such as
schools and parks. Route spacing is assumed at approximately every
1/4 mile. This route saturation is designed to maintain a primary network
that reduces the need to travel on roadways without pedestrian
facilities.

. Commercial Access Network: Arterial corridors provide access to and
contain many commercial destinations. These routes must have
comfortable accommodations along their entire length to safely
accommodate pedestrian travel.
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° Community Transit Access Points: Hotspot locations such as transit
stations, popular parks and other community resources should have |
enhanced access on the adjacent streets. Considerations for enhanced |

pedestrian network should examine a 1/2 mile radius from these =

locations.

The grid spacing of these three strategies was overlaid on the existing

pedestrian network, gaps were located and a recommended network was | &

identified. The recommendations provide the framework for a core pedestrian
network to be built over time.

The diagram above demonstrates the network design framework that provided
the basis for the following pedestrian network recommendations.

PROPOSED PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

This Plan proposes a pedestrian network that fills in existing facility gaps, and
enhances and better connects the city’s overall road system. Improvements
identified for non-arterial streets are almost identical to those forwarded by
the Neighborhood Sidewalk Ad Hoc Committee in 2008.

ADDRESSING THE GAPS

Because a majority of Sealac’s arterial streets have been built out with
pedestrian facilities, most of the recommended network improvements are
located on local neighborhood (non-arterial) streets. This is particularly true in
areas within the central and northern neighborhoods of the city, which were
identified as having one or more System Gaps in the Draft Pedestrian Network
Gap Analysis Map.
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This map shows existing pedestrian facilities as defined
by the City of SeaTac, and proposed pedestrian facility
improvements, including:

New Pedestrian Facility: New sidewalk or other
pedestrian facility that provides a separate walkable
zone.

Improved Pedestrian Facility: Sidewalk or other
improvement that increases width or separation of the
pedestrian facility or adds a facility to complete both
sides of the roadway.

Concrete Sidewalk: Concrete sidewalks are
placed alongside paved roadways. These facilities
typically include a curb and gutter and may include
a planting strip,

Paved Separated Walkway: These walkways are
typically constructed from asphalt and separated
from the vehicle travel lane by a curb or planting strip.

and recreation purposes and accommedate a variety of
nonmotorized uses, including pedestrians and bicycles.
These frails typically connect several destinations.
SeaTac only maintains trails that fall within the city limits.

Park Circulation Trails: These multi-use trails provide
internal circulation within SeaTac's parks. They serve a
variety of nonmotorized uses, including pedestrians
and bicycles.

Bow Lake and 32nd Ave Trail Constraints: Note that the

trail proposed around Bow Lake is highly conceptual.
Environmental and private property impacts must be
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Specific recommendations for improving SeaTac’s pedestrian routes can be
found in the Draft Proposed Pedestrian Network Map on the following page.
The map shows the proposed pedestrian network by identifying the existing
and proposed facilities.

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

In addition to installing new facilities to complete the network, there is aiso a
need to bring existing pedestrian facilities up to current engineering design
standards. For example, the existing facilities on S 146th St and S 148th St are
only one-sided. Additionally, new right-of-way accessibility standards and
guidelines may also require upgrades 1o increase access at existing
intersections for residents with mobility impairments or to improve safety.

Engineered facilities are only one part of the solution in creating a great
pedestrian environment. As this Plan is integrated into the update of the Sealac
Transportation Plan and 2014 SeaTac Comprehensive Plan major update, other
pedestrian-related issues should be considered including: aesthetic/landscape
buffers, personal security and pedestrian lighting to support an improved
pedestrian network. ‘
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bicycle route categories have been merged. Facilities
displayed on this map include:

Bicycle Lanes: Bicycle lanes are delineated by painted
lane markings within the pavement width of urban arterials
or coliector streets.
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Bicycle Route/Shared Lane: These facilities
accommedate cyclists and motorists in the same
travel lane. In some cases an extra three feet of

width is provided. Facilities in this category may also
accommodate cyclists riding on the roadway shoulder.
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Multi-Use Trail: These trails are built for transportation
and recreation purposes and accommodate a variety of i
nonmotorized uses, incluting pedesinans and oycies,
These trails typically connect several destinations.

SeaTac only maintains trails that fall within the city limits. i

Park Circulation Trails: These multi-use trails provide
internal circulation within SeaTac’s parks. They serve a
variety of nonmotorized uses, including pedestrians
and bicycles.
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This section of the Safe & Complete Streets Plan contains the following items:

e Existing Conditions: Review of the existing bicycle route network.

¢ Gap Analysis: Analysis completed to identify gaps in the bicycle network.

s Network Development: Recommendations for an updated City of Sealac
Bicycle Network.

BACKGROUND

The City of Sealac recognizes that bicycling is a viable non-motorized
transportation alternative within the community. Though bicycle facilities are
typically included in arterial street improvement proiects, the City does not
have a bicycle network development program that is used to identify bike
network improvements similar to the Neighborhood Sidewalk Program. As a
rasull, the existing bicycle network is not as robust as the pedestrian network.

The Sealac Comprehensive Plan currently includes a bicycle facilities map
that identifies a network of routes covering much of the city (see Appendix C:
Existing Bike Map). This map is a good first step to establishing a bicycling
system; however, there are gaps throughout the mapped network that can
create uncomfortable bicycling conditions. In general, no areas of Sealac offer
the adequate connectivity of a formalized bicycle network.

Respondents to the Active Living Questionnaire (see Appendix F), noted that
while they occasionally used their bikes for exercise or recreational purposes,
few used their bikes as a frequent transportation mode. When they used their
bike, most respondents rode on sidewalks rather than using the street network,
perhaps reflecting the lack of on-street bicycle facilities.

In Washington State, bicycles are allowed on all streets except where sighed
as restricted by the City of SeaTac, the Port of Seattle or the Department of

Transportation. It is important to note that bicycles riding on the street are |

considered vehicles and must obey the traffic laws.

EXISTING CONDITIONS

The City of SeaTac existing bike network includes both on-street and off-street

facilities including bike lanes and multi-use trails. The Comprehensive Plan |

currently identifies some of the existing network segments as “bicycle route/

shared roadway” fo indicate that the street is the preferred location for
bicyclists to ride on the roadway. However, it is important to note that this is an
existing planning designation for the City of SeaTac and does not indicate that
there are accommodations specific to bicycles, other than signage, on the
roadway. There are currently bike lanes on sections of S 154th St, 24th Ave S,
S 154th, S 170th and a segment of Military Road from S 188th St to S 170th St.
The Des Moines Creek multi-use trail provides bicycles with an off ~street
facility to connect to City of Des Moines, and the West Side Trail provides off-
street bicycle facilities along a portion of Des Moines Memorial Drive adjacent
to North SeaTac Park.

©



The best general street connectivity exists to the east of SeaTac International
Airport in the McMicken Heights neighborhood centered around 34th Ave S &
S 170th St, where the denser street grid and lower traffic speeds and volumes
allows bicyclists a greater range of route choices on local access or non-
arterial streets. However, even in this neighborhood, north-south connectivity
is limited, and few alternatives exist to the higher speed arterial streets.

The Bicycle Route Existing Conditions Map defines and identifies specific
locations of bicycle lanes and trails.

GAP ANALYSIS

This section provides a summary of the gaps in the current bike network within
the City of Sealac. The gap analysis identifies corridors and areas in the
SeaTac where there are opportunities to increase the bike network and provide
additional local and regional connections to and from the city. The information
provided in this analysis was used to inform the bicycle network
recommendations.

DEFINING BIKEWAY GAPS
Bikeway gaps exist in various forms, ranging from short segments on a specific
street or path corridor, to larger geographic areas with few or no facilities at all.

The following diagram shows the types of gaps identified.

For purposes of this Plan, bicycle gaps have been defined as one of the
following five categories:
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Spot gaps: Spot gaps refer to point-specific locations lacking dedicated
facilities or other treatments to accommodate safe and comfortable bicycle
travel. Spot gaps primarily include intersections and other areas with
potential conflicts with motor vehicles. One example of a spot gap is when
a bicycle lane on an arterial ends before the intersection to make way for a
right turn lane.

Connection gaps: Connection gaps are missing segments (one-quarter
mile or less) on a clearly defined and otherwise well-connected network.
Major barriers standing between destinations and clearly defined routes
also represent connection gaps. Some exampies of connection gaps are
when a bicycle lane on an arterial ends for several blocks to make way for
on-sireet parking or when a principal arterial is located between a
neighborhood and a nearby school.

Lineal and Corridor Gaps: Similar to connection gaps, lineal gaps are one-
guarter to one-half mile long missing link segments on a clearly defined
and otherwise well-connected bikeway. On clearly defined and otherwise
well-connected network, corridor gaps are missing links longer than one-
haif mile. These gaps will sometimes encompass an entire street corridor
where bicycle facilities are desired but do not currently exist.

System Gaps: Larger geographic areas (e.g., a neighborhood or business
district) where few or no facilities exist would be identified as system gaps.
System gaps exist in areas where a minimum of two intersecting facilities
would be desired to provide connections io local and regional
destinations.

Facility Quality Gaps: In some cases, an existing facility or signed route
itself may represent a gap despite its status as part of an existing
designated network. This condition typically occurs when a corridor (often
a major street) lacks the type of bicycle facilities to comfortably
accommodate a broader user base, including infrequent or less confident
bicyclists. Another facility quality gap includes roadway corridors that

lacking formalized facilities (e.g., bike lanes) where conditions such as .

higher vehicle speeds and volumes would otherwise justify greater |
delineation or physical separation between motorists and bicyclists.

ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY AND DATA GATHERING

The Bikeway System Gap Analysis identifies gaps in the existing network of '-{
on-street bicycle and multi-use trail system. The gap analysis was developed |

based on field visits to the streets and from existing available data. The review &2

identifies gaps based on the existing on-street bicycle network and shared
use paths. Facility quality gaps were noted where a roadway was classified as
part of the designated bike network, but is otherwise lacking design features
appropriate for the prevailing auto speeds and volumes. Roadways within the
Sedlac International Airport boundaries were excluded from this analysis. The
following steps were taken to address the bicycle network gaps:

&

®

Step 1: Identify network gaps.

Step 2: Evaluate appropriate range of gap closure measure types based
on the bicycle network development strategy.

Step 3: Develop a bicycle network that proposes potential gap closure
measures.




IDENTIFIED SPOT GAPS

There are a number of spot gaps along existing bicycle facilities. Spot gaps
typically occur in Sedlac at freeway interchange areas with heavy volumes of
right turning traffic or slip lanes that do not require vehicles to stop. In these
locations, bike lanes end, shoulders are eliminated and there is a lack of
direction for proper cyclist navigation which creates uncomfortable conditions
for bicycle users (e.g., Des Moines Memorial Drive and State Route 518 and S
170th at Airport Expressway). :

Other intersections were identified as a spot gap for bikeway users when
shoulders/bike lanes end and/or right turn lanes are added. Intersection spot
gaps exist at:

¢ Des Moines Memorial Drive at S 156th St,
e Military Road at S 188th St, and
S 176th between International Boulevard and 34th Avenue S.

Additional spot gaps exist where one facility transitions to another without
adequate guidance for users. For example, the shared-use path paralleling
Des Moines Memorial Drive contains a spot gap at the interchange with 518,
as there is no direction for users on transitioning to the bicycle route to the
south. Similarly, there are spot gaps at the entrance and exit of the side running
multi-use trail on S 156th St/S 154th St, where transition out of the facility is
undefined. In many situations, application of minimal treatments would resuit
in enhanced system connectivity.

QOverpasses over freeways that create constrained conditions for bicyclists
leading were identified as spot gaps in the bikeway network. At both S 178 St
and Military Road, the Interstate 5 overpass eliminates the shoulder for
bicyclists, without providing an sidewalk alternative.

CONNECTION, LINEAL, AND CORRIDOR GAPS

Connection and lineal gaps exist where there are missing links between
existing facilities such as:

e S 154th St from 24th Ave S to International Boulevard (currently under
construction) this will complete an east-west connection from the side path
and bike lanes in SeaTac to the current bike lanes in Tukwila.

¢ 10th Ave S between S 176th St and S 170th St

Longer corridor gaps exist in locations such as:

e Alink along S 182nd St from 42nd Ave S to Military Road would connect
three existing bikeways, and provide access o the Seattle Christian
School’s site along S 182nd St,

¢ A small connection along S 204th St from 28th Ave S to 32nd Ave S could
link two existing bikeways and provide additional access to Madrona
Elementary School, and

o



¢ 8§ 208th St and S 188th St to provide for east-west travel along major
corridors in Sealac,

e 34th Ave S could serve as a potential north-south alternative to international
Boulevard.

IDENTIFIED SYSTEM GAPS

System gaps cover outer portions of SeaTac’s city limits to the northeast,
southwest and east of the airport. Land use in these areas consists mainly of
single family residential housing. These neighborhoods have a grid of primarily
lower-volume, lower speed streets offering good potential as shared roadway
bicycle routes, but street connectivity is limited, generally only providing east-
west through access. Alternative routes heading north-south through these
neighborhoods will be circuitous, if they are possible at all.

The system gap socuth of Angle Lake is a neighborhood composed of higher
density multifamily housing and commercial uses along International Boulevard.
Local access non-arterial connectivity is limited in all directions, leaving
collector and minor arterial streets as the only viable alternatives for those
traveling by bicycle through the neighborhood.

IDENTIFIED FACILITY QUALITY GAPS

Facility quality gaps exist where an existing bike route on a roadway is identified
in a bicycle plan. Motor vehicle speeds and volumes on these roadways make
lane sharing between bicyclists and motor vehicles unsafe or uncomfortable.
Facility quality gaps include International Boulevard, Air Cargo Road and 28th
Ave S, limiting north-south connectivity and access to the SeaTac International
Alrport.

International Boulevard is a major facility quality gap in the bikeway network. pu

As an existing central segment of the Sealac bikeway network, the lack of
adequate existing facilities does not provide a safe place for bicyclists to ride.
Given the lack of continuous parallel streets to International Boulevard, there
are few north-south alternative options available to improve alternative facilities
to using this principal arterial. Two of these alternative options could include
using 34th Ave S as an alternative bike route where possible, and the use of
buses or light rail o carry bikes along the International Boulevard corridor. In
coordination with Washington State Department of Transportation, international
Boulevard should be analyzed further to assess its potential to accommodate
bicycle facilities for safer bicycle travel.

The following Draft Bicycle Network Gap Analysis Map identifies the results of
the analysis.

EVALUATION FOR NETWORK DEVELOPMENT

The City of SeaTac wants to develop a bicycle network that provides safe and
direct access to common community destinations and connections to regional
services. The bicycle network should provide opportunities to make short trips
for daily needs such as accessing transit or running errands and make longer
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This map shows existing bicycle facilities as defined by the
City of SeaTac. The shared roadways and

bicycle route categories have been merged Facilities
displayed on this map include:

Bicycle Lanes: Bicycle lanes are delineated by painted
lane markings within the pavement width of urban arterials
or collector streets.

Bicycle Route/Shared Lane: These facilities
accommodate cyclists and motorists in the same
travel lane. in some cases an exfra three feet of

width is provided. Facilities in this category may also
accommodate cyclists riding on the roadway shoulder.

Multi-Use Trail: These trails are built for transportation
and recreation purposes and accommodate a variety of
nonmotorized uses, including pedestrians and bicycles.
These trails typically connect several destinations.
SeaTac only maintains trails that fall within the city limits.

Park Circulation Trails: These multi-use trails provide
internal circulation within SeaTac’s parks. They serve a
variety of nonmotorized uses, including pedestrians
and bicycles.
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trips for commuting and recreational access through regional connections. in
addition, the bicycle network must also accommodate a wide range of users
including experienced everyday bicyclists to children, families and recreational
riders. The following three principle strategies guided recommendations of the
bicycle network:

Community Access Network Coramercial Access Network Jobs Access Netwark.
Access to community resources via fys Access to commercial destinations via Access 1o job cefiters via sepa
{low speed/valume separated Booe

oys (bikee Lanes, paths) rated Bikeways (Dike Lanes. paths)

ay) Arterial Corridors/ 1 mile spacing Locally identihed Comdors

e  Community Access Network: The network should provide a fine grained
network of low stress bikeways that facilitate access through neighborhoods
and to community resources such as schools and parks. Low stress
bikeways are generally located on low speed and volume shared roadways.
Route spacing should be every 1/2 mile to ensure all users have an off |
network trip of no more than 1/4 mile. \

e Commercial Access Network: An arterial based network of separated |
bikeways should provide for clear access to commercial destinations. '
Common facilities are bike lanes and shared-use paths. Route spacing is |
generally every 1 mile, along arterial streets to provide broader network [= =
connections, B

¢ Jobs Access Network: The network should include an employment center 1000
access network, designed to provide bicycle facilities to key community
employers and institutions. The City of SeaTac bike network considered
access to local Commute Trip Reduction businesses and nearby
employment centers such as Kent, Burien, Renton, and Tukwila. There is
no standard for route spacing with corridors located in response to the
local context.

The results of these theoretical strategies were overlaid on the existing bicycle
network, gaps were located and a recommended bicycle network was
identified. The bicycle network recommendations define locations where
bicycle facilities are needed and whether it should be a separated or shared
roadway condition for bicycles.
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This map shows existing and proposed bicycle system
.| improvements, inciuding:

Bikeway (undefined shared): New or improved facility
where bicycles can share the travel lane with motor
vehicles due to lower traffic volumes and speeds.

Bikeway (undefined separated): New or improved
facility that requires a designated separation for bicycles
from motor vehicle traffic due to higher traffic volumes
and speeds.

Bicycle Lanes: Bicycle lanes are delineated by painted
lane markings within the pavement width of urban
arterials or collector streets.

Shared-Use Path: These frails are built for transportation
and recreation purposes and accomrmodate a variety of
nonmotorized uses, including pedestrians and bicycles.
These trails typically connect several destinations.
SeaTac only maintains trails that fall within the city limits.

Park Circulation Trails: These multi-use trails provide
internal circulation within SeaTac's parks. They serve a
variety of nonmotorized uses, including pedestrians
and bicycles.

Bow Lake and 32nd Ave Trail Constraints: Note that the
trail proposed around Bow Lake is highly conceptual.
Environmental and private property impacts must be
considered.
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The diagram on the previous page demonstrates the network des.ign framework
that provided the basis for the following bicycle network recommendations.

PROPOSED BICYCLE NETWORK

This Plan proposes a bicycle network built upon the existing SeaTac bicycle
network. Bike facilities and routes are identified in the Comprehensive Plan.
(See Appendix C: Existing Bike Map)

ADDRESSING THE GAPS

The proposed bicycle network recommends a combination of bike lanes or
other separated facilities on arterial streets and shared bicycle and roadway
facilities on lower volume residential streets. Further engineering studies along
major arterial corridors are needed to identify the appropriate separated facility
to increase bicyclists’ safety. Depending on the traffic conditions, shared
roadways along residential streets could be a combination of shared lane
makings or bicycle boulevards.

As noted previously in this Plan, International Boulevard, the City’s main north-
south arterial, lacks adequate bicycle facilities. Alternative options to
International Boulevard for cyclists to consider include using 34th Ave S where
possible, and encouraging the use of buses or light rail to carry bikes along
the International Boulevard corridor.

In addition to the on-street facilities, multi-use trails or shared-use paths are
recommended along the SR 502 Corridor and in order t0 increase the off street
connections to the Des Moines Creek Trail. The City of Sealac is currently

coordinating with King County, Renton and Tukwila to design and fund the __

Lake to Sound Trail. Additionally, in the long term, should the opportunity |

become available; the City would like to explore the option to provide a shared
path or multi-use trail to serve the Bow Lake neighborhood. It is understood

that there could be significant potential environmental and private property | & *

impacts associated with implementing that facility.

Specific recommendations for improving the Sealac bicycle network can be |

found on the Draft Proposed Bicycle Network Map that follows above this
discussion. The map shows both the existing and proposed facility types.
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in this section of the Plan, a range of pedestrian and bicycle facility types that
can implement safe and complete streets are identified, as are potential
funding potential funding mechanisms.

FACILITY IMPLEMENTATION TOOLS

With the policy framework and plan in place, there are a variety of
implementation strategies that can be used to move the Safe and Complete
Streets Plan forward.

Facility Implementation Tools

On the following pages, two tools are presented for use in future planning and
implementation work. These tools should be shared with public and private
sector partners to help provide guidance and surety about the City’s
expectations for Safe and Complete Streets implementation.

Non-Motorized Facilities Matrix

The Non-Motorized Alternative Facilities Matrix is an at-a-glance matrix that
overlays land uses and street classifications to provide guidance on the types
of pedestrian and bicycle facilities that would be appropriate for these spaces.
This is not intended to be a prescriptive document but rather a jumping off
point where a range of facility options can be considered for a single location.
(The City of SeaTac’s land use and transportation codes should be reviewed
for specific site requirements.)

How the Matrix Works

Pedestrian or bicycle facility optlions for a specific road classification can be
found by matching the road classification listed in the columns on the top of
the matrix with the appropriate land use/zoning designation described in the
rows on the left-hand side of the table. A plus sign (+) denotes that the facility
is in the 2007 King County Road Standards as adopted by the SeaTac Municipal
Code.

Non-Motorized Facilities Matrix Fact Sheets

Definitions and images are also provided for each pedestrian and bicycle
facility option listed in the Matrix in order to give users of the plan illustrative
examples of these facilities.



NON-MOTORIZED ALTERNATIVE FACILITIES

Functional Minor and Collector | Local Access Roads | New Private Roads
Arterials (Non-Arterial) (Non-Arterial)

Classification Principal Arterials

r‘;
A
-

Single-family
UL-[all sizes], MHP
EIE]
EIEIE]
2

sizes|, Townhouse

Multi-family
UM-[all sizes| UH-[all
(5]
(]

EIEIE]

-

@

CM, CB, CB-C,
AVC
of
5
P
3

Commercial
NB, O/C/MU, O/

()
r
oF
3

Industrial
BR AVB, AVO, |
()

LEGEND

+ These tools are in the 2007 King County Road Standards per SeaTac Municipal Code, 11.05.100, sidewalks can be asphalt or
concrete.

For facilities owned and operated by other agencies, bicycle and pedestrian connections should be made to regional shared-use
paths that are located within the City of SeaTac, where appropriate. Traffic controls such as signals, markings, controls and
wayfinding should be considered when implementing these facilities.

~
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DEFINITION AND DISCUSSION

Sidewalks are paved horizontal surfaces, typically within the public right-of-

' way, used for walking. Sidewalks are typically vertically separated from the

roadway surface due to the need to install a curb and gutter to manage
stormwater.

Sidewalks can be constructed from a number of hard paving materials including
concrete, pervious concrete, asphalt, and porous asphalt,

~ AASHTO, A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets, 6th Edition L
Access Board, Accessible Rights of Way: A Design Guide, http:/www.access- |

board.gov/prowac/

King County, 2007 Road Design and Construction Standards, http//www.
kingcounty.gov/iransportation/kcdot/Roads/EngineeringServices/
RoadStandards2007.aspx



‘DEFINITION AND DISCUSSION

Trails can be a lower cost alternative to the traditional sidewalk. This facility is
a hard, level surface, placed between private property and the travel lanes.
Trails can be straight or can meander and can be constructed out of a number
of paving materials including concrete, pervious concrete, asphalt, porous
asphalt and crushed stone.

Where sidewalk installations traditionally necessitate installation of a curb and
gutter to manage stormwater runoff, trails lend themselves to using other
stormwater management methods, such as low impact development. Using
permeable paving and bioretention facilities, trails can be installed on
residential streets in a way that can help reduce project costs.

GUIDELINES, STANDARDS AND REFERENCES

AASHTO, A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets, 6th Edition

Access Board, Accessible Public Rights of Way, htip://www.access-board.
gov/prowac/ and Qutdoor Developed Areas, http://www.access-board.
gov/outdoor/

King County, 2007 Road Design and Construction Standards, http:/www.
kingcounty.gov/transportation/kcdot/Roads/EngineeringServices/
RoadStandards2007.aspx

o
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DEFINITION AND DISCUSSION

Painted walkable areas are one of the most cost-effective solutions for
retrofitting a walkable zone on streets that are appropriate for them: local
streets in single-family neighborhoods. This strategy demarcates a hard
surfaced zone and a 6 foot vertical clear space.

With the lower volume and lower speed streets within the single-family zoned
areas of the City, this sfrategy can be very simple to implement. it is nof,
however, generally considered an adequate facility for streets with higher
speeds or greater volumes.

GUIDELINES, STANDARDS AND REFERENCES

AASHTO, A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets, 6th Edition | =

Access Board, Accessible Rights of Way: A Design Guide, http://www.access- | =
board.gov/prowac/ A

King County, 2007 Road Design and Construction Standards, http:/www. & 7
kingcounty.gov/transportation/kcdot/Roads/EngineeringServices/ j
RoadStandards2007.aspx
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A buffered bike lane on E. Marginal Way | attle. Photo by flickr user SDOT Photos

DEFINITION AND DISCUSSION

Bike lanes are dedicated harizontal zones within the street right-of-way that |
are intended solely for bicycle use. The lanes are generally placed to the right |

side of the roadway, between the travel lane and parked cars moving in the
same direction of traffic. However, there is a great varisty in how bike lanes
have been implemented in communities around the United States including
center bike lakes, contra-flow (against traffic) bike lanes and buffered bike
lanes.

Buffered bike lanes provide cyclists with an even greater sense of security by
providing larger horizontal separation between the rider and the fravel lanes.
Most often this is achieved with simple striping. The reduced lane width for
cars slows vehicular traffic and the greater separation for bikes increases
safety for all users.

GUIDELINES, STANDARDS AND REFERENCES

AASHTO, A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Stireets, 6th Edition

AASHTO, Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, 3rd Edition

Access Board, Accessible Rights of Way: A Design Guide, http:/www.access-
board.gov/prowac/

NACTO, Urban Bikeway Design Guide, http:/nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/
design-guide/

King County, 2007 Road Design and Construction Standards, http/www.
kingcounty.gov/transportation/kcdot/Roads/EngineeringServices/
RoadStandards2007.aspx

January 24, 201



DEFINITION AND DISCUSSION

A combination of the words “share” and “arrow,” sharrows, or shared lane
markings, are a newer bicycle facility that are being used in many situations
where there is not adequate space for an on-street bike lane. The marking
signals to both cyclists and drivers that the road is meant to be shared by all
users.

Sharrows are typically placed on the right-hand side of a street to indicate that
cyclists should ride closer 1o the shoulder o allow for cars to pass, when
appropriate. Recent studies of the sharrow’s effectiveness have shown that
cars pass at a further distance from cyclists when sharrows are present versus
when they are not.

Sharrows should be implemented as part of a larger non-motorized plan
implementation with public education efforts complementing the installation of

GUIDELINES, STANDARDS AND REFERENCES

AASHTO, A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets

AASHTO, Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities

Access Board, Accessible Rights of Way: A Design Guide, http:/www.access-
board.gov/prowac/

NACTO, Urban Bikeway Design Guide, http:/nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/
design-guide/

FHWA, Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices for Streets and Highways,
2009 Edition
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DEFINITION AND DISCUSSION

Cycletracks are bike lanes that are separated from traffic by some sort of
vertical element. This can be a vertical curb, a sidewalk, stanchions or bollards.
For many cyclists, these facilities feel safer than other on-street cycling
facilities. However, their installation takes up more horizontal space in a street
than is often available, which is why they are relatively rare.

Cycletracks can be one-way or two-way, as shown above. Travel along a route
is relatively straight-forward but special attention should be paid to intersections
where vehicular and bicycle traffic interact. For example, the image above
provides an example of using a raised crossing to allow pedestrians to get to
the transit island for loading and unloading buses.

GUIDELINES, STANDARDS AND REFERENCES

AASHTO, A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets

AASHTO, Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities

Access Board, Accessible Rights of Way: A Design Guide, http:/www.access-
board.gov/prowac/

NACTO, Urban Bikeway Design Guide, hitp:/nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/
design-guide/

King County, 2007 Road Design and Construction Standards, http:/www.
kingcounty.gov/transportation/kcdot/Roads/EngineeringServices/
RoadStandards2007.aspx
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DEFINITION AND DISCUSSION

Neighborhood greenways are a relatively new strategy that combines a number
of non-motorized facilities--signage, traffic calming, pavement markings--to
create designated, prioritized routes for biking and walking on local streets.
Pioneered in Portland, Oregon, neighborhood greenways are created through
modest, low-cost interventions on existing low-volume streets as a means of
creating safer streets for everyone. Local roads with less than 1,000 ADT
(Average Daily Traffic) are typically the best candidates for this treatment.

For example, stop signs may be turned so that perpendicular traffic must stop,
but cyclists and joggers can travel unimpeded. The most intensive interventions
occur where greenways cross arterials and pedestrian signals, refuge islands,
signage and other traffic control devices are used to make safe crossings.

Neighborhood greenways can also be developed in tandem with stormwater
programs by creating “green streets” aiong the route, using low impact
development techniques. The blog Streetfiims has an excellent primer on
Portland’s neighborhood greenways at: htip:/www.streetfilms.org/. :

GUIDELINES, STANDARDS AND REFERENCES

AASHTO, A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets, 6th Edition

AASHTO, Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, 3rd Edition

Access Board, Accessible Rights of Way: A Design Guide, http:/www.access-
board.gov/prowac/

NACTO, Urban Bikeway Design Guide, hitp:/nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/
design-guide/

FHWA, Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices for Streets and Highways,
2009 Edition



DEFINITION AND DISCUSSION

Shared-use paths--also called multi-use paths, hiker-biker trails, greenways
and regional trails--are off-street facilities designed for a variety of non-
motorized uses. The Green River Trail, the Des Moines Creek Trail and the
Lake to Sound Trail are all local examples of this type of facility.

Many shared-use paths are built on old rights-of-way--like the Burke-Gilman
Trail in Seattle, which uses an old railroad grade--or share the right-of-way
with other infrastructure projects, like the proposed extension of the Lake to
Sound Trail, which will share the right-of-way with the SR 509 extension. The
costs associated with a dedicated right-of-way means that, while popular,
there are also relatively few shared-use paths.

Because of the many users, urban shared-use paths are typically more
recreational in nature when compared to on-street facilities, especially on the
weekends. They are exceptions of course. The Burke-Gilman Trail, with is
congested and has many crossings, still has an 85th percentile speed (the
standard gauge of the average cycling speed on a trail) of around 17-18 miles
per hour on many stretches of trail.

GUIDELINES, STANDARDS AND REFERENCES

AASHTO, A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Streets, 6th Edition

AASHTO, Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities, 3rd Edition

Access Board, Accessible Rights of Way: A Design Guide, http:/www.access-
board.gov/prowac/

NACTO, Urban Bikeway Design Guide, htip:/nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/
design-guide/ :

King County, 2007 Road Design and Construction Standards, http:/www.
kingcounty.gov/transportation/kcdot/Roads/EngineeringServices/
RoadStandards2007.aspx
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DEFINITION AND DISCUSSION

Whether referred to as woonerfs, festival streets, home zones or some other
name, shared sireeis are quickly becoming a popular strategy for reclaiming
the street right-of-way by signalling that cars are the guests, but that the street
is truly designed for people. These facilities are typically on low-volume streets
where traffic is already slow and destinations are few, i.e. there will not be
speeding through traffic.

For example, the term home zones--popularized in England--referred to
streets without a ot of traffic that were made safer for the chiidren living on
that street through traffic calming and signage sirategies. Many times these
streets were are dead ends or dis-continuous road segments.

Shared streets are not appropriate in all locations. Low volumes and a varisty
of traffic calming measures are important to signal to drivers that this is not a
typical street design and that there are a different set of expectations in place.
They have, however, been implemented successfully in the United States and
are quite popular in residential contexts.

GUIDELINES, STANDARDS AND REFERENCES

AASHTO, A Policy on Geometric Design of Highways and Sireets, 6th Edition

Access Board, Accessible Rights of Way: A Design Guide, http/www.access- |

board.gov/prowac/

NACTO, Urban Bikeway Design Guide, http:/nacto.org/cities-for-cycling/

design-guide/

King County, 2007 Road Design and Construction Standards, http:/www.
kingcounty.gov/transportation/kcdot/Roads/EngineeringServices/
RoadStandards2007.aspx



POTENTIAL FUNDING MECHANISMS

The pedestrian and bicycle network recommendations in this Plan can be
implemented via existing and potential new funding mechanisms over the next
20+ years. Some of these possible funding mechanisms are identified below.

EXISTING CITY OF SEATAC FUNDING MECHANISMS

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (CIP)

The City of SeaTac’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP) is a six year funding
plan for capital projects and equipment over $100,000, and includes projects
such as the construction of transportation infrastructure. Major studies like
the Transportation Improvement Program are included in the six year CIP. The
current CIP can be found on the City of SeaTac website at:
www.cl.seatac.wa.us/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=2555

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)

The City of SeaTac, along with all cities in the State of Washington, is required
to adopt a minimum six year Transportation Plan (TIP) by July 1st of each year.
Sealac elected to have the plan cover a ten year period. Each June, a public
hearing is held to gather input from the citizens for the next TIP. The plan is
formally adopted through a Resolution. The TIP is a planning document. The
City uses it to identify future transportation improvement projects and to
request State and/or Federal funds. Many projects on the plan are funded,
some are delayed and others may not receive funding.

The current TIP can be found on the City of SeaTac website at:
http://www.ci.seatac.wa.us/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=3930

NEIGHBORHOOD SIDEWALK PROGRAM

The City of SeaTac’s Neighborhood Sidewalk Program is a 20-year program to
construct twelve miles of sidewalk throughout the City. This annual program is
incorporated in the City's Transportation Improvement Plan. it was created in
2008, based on the recommendations of a City Council-appointed Ad Hoc
Committee comprised of seven Sealac residents. It should be noted that the
2012-2017 CIP indicates that a new funding source is needed for the
Neighborhood Sidewalk Program beginning in 2016. More information on the
Sidewalk Ad Hoc Committes can be found in Appendix B.
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NEIGHBORHOOD TRAFFIC CONTROL PROGRAM

The Neighborhood Traffic Safety Program represents the commitment of the
City of Sealac o the safety and livability of residential neighborhoods. The
three-phase program addresses neighborhood traffic safety concerns while
enabling citizens and community groups to become involved with the
improvement process. Each phase of the Neighborhood Traffic Safety Program
contains specific techniques for addressing fraffic concerns in
neighborhoods.

¢ PHASE | or Neighborhood Enhancement Phase - passive, less restrictive
measures.

e PHASE I or Physical Devices Phase - more restrictive physical devices if
needed.

e PHASE Il or Major Projects Capital Improvement Program (CIP),
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), or other special funding.

Detailed information on the program can be found at:
hitp:/www.ci.seatac.wa.us/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=81

POTENTIAL NEW FUNDING MECHANISMS

In addition to the City’s possible funding mechanisms, State, non-profit and
federal partners have a number of potential funding opportunities that may be
used by the City of SeaTac to leverage other investments and make resources
go further. These programs include such diverse sources as State and federal
Safe Routes to School programs, federal Community Action Grants,
Transportation improvement Board Urban Sidewalk Program grants and REl
Bicycle Friendly Communities Grants. [t should be noted that, typically, these
grants are restricted to arterial streets.

Additionally, since the right of way also serves as a critical component of a
city’s stormwater management and conveyance infrastructure, utility grant
programs aiso offer a cost offsetting opportunity. For example, the Washington
State Department of Ecology Stormwater Grants can be used to implement
low impact development features which can include streeiside planting in
bioretention areas and porous pavement applications for sidewalks.
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APPENDIX A: PROPOSED NEW AND REVISED POLICIES

\Ihe following proposed new and revised policies were developed as part of the
preparation of the Safe and Complete Streets Plan. These policies will be
reviewed during the Transportation Master Plan and the 2014 Comprehensive
Plan ‘major update. In addition to the existing policies, these recommended

changes strengthen the policy language to support the implementation of Safe
and Complete Streets in the City of Sealac.




GLOSSARY

i safeand’
. Complete .
Streets (NEW) -

IGLOSSARY .

GLOSSARY

GiossARY

GLOSSARY

Transportation
{NEW)

Law Impéct
Development
{NEW)

Walkable Zone
(NEW)

. -Amenity Zone i
1 (NEW) 49

. Safe and compléte streets are streets for everyone. They are designed, operated and maintained

k,fwalk to and from transit statians.

_As defined by Washmgtan State Iaw a "vulnerable user ofz pu e way" means: pedestnans“ @

foot scooter; or 3 motorcycle., X,
:Note: This was adopted as HB1339. It is not yet part of the WAC since the !aw does not take

An kamenity'r zane (s a horizontal zone within the figfu of wayy between the "walkable zdhe," which -1
“is typically closer to the buildings and the curb/travel lanes that is used to place amenities and |
sutilities like landscaping, street trees, junction boxes, light poles, mail boxes, benches, signage,

Active transportation refers to non-motorized transpertation modes, such as bicycling and
walking, that are well integrated with public transportation. People are more active when they
ride a hike, walk or take public transportation, resulting in better public health and less impact on
the environment.

‘to enable safe access for all users and all modes. Pedestrians, bicyclists, freight drivers, motorists !
and transit riders of all ages and abilities should be able to safely and appropriately move along
nd across a safe and complete street. Safe and complete streets make it easy to cross the street, |
alk to shops, and bicycle ta wark. They aﬂow buses to runon nme and make it safe for people tow

Low impact development is a :.tormwater management and land deveicpment sirategy tha{
emphasizes conservation and use of on-site naturai features integrated with Pnglneered, small-
scale hydrologic controis to mare c(oseiy mimic predevempmem hydroiopac functions

‘person riding an animal; or a person operating any of the following on a public way: a farm
tractor ar implement of husbandry, without an enclosed shell; a bicycle; an electric-assisted
bicycle; an electric personal assistive mobility device; a moped; 2 motor-driven cycle; 2 motorized:

effect until July 2012. i
A walkable zone is horizontal zone > within the r!ght of way or esaomom tha? is at le‘ast 4 feet wgde
and ideally has a 2% cross slope. The walkable zone shall be un-obstructed, stable surface and
free of above grade utilities, shrubs or trées. Vehicles should not be aliowed to park in these
zones.

| 64
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CHAPTER 3: Goal 3.1 To promote the safe and efficient moBiIity of people'and goods for of SeaTac's residents,

TRANSPORTATION businesses and visitors through a multi-modal transportation system that encourages
alternative travet and active transportation modes, which help promote a healthy
community.

Discussion: This goal acknowledges the need for alternative trevetand active

tranportation modes to meet the transpertation mobility needs of the City. In the short- to
mid-range (zero- to 10-year) horizon, this plan includes improvements to the arterial and
freeway system, including improvements and additions to existing transit service and
nonmotorized facilities. The plan also promotes reducing transportation demand, especially
during peak travel periods, by encouraging active transporiation modes as an alternative
travelmodes-to single-occupan tcy vehicles. Sound Transit’s light rail transit system (HCT)
opened in 2009 with the Tukwila International Boulevard Station at S. 154th St. and the
SeaTac/Airport station in 2010. Personal Rapid Transit (PRT) has been considered to connect
travelers to the light rail stations, the Airport, hotels and other destinations in the City
without increasing congestion on the roadways, but is not currently available to meet the
transportation needs of the City.

The PRT option, or options for a similar type of system that would provide a similar function,
should be considered when the technology demonstrates that such a system is feasible for the
City. Implementation actions should be pursued according to the design and financial
feasibility of any HCT system, and supportive land use actions pursued that will be consistent
with its future success.
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CHAPTER 30
TRANSPORTATION

- Policy3.2A

- '  , better should be considered acceptable on col}ector arter
i :The Cm/ s Dnrector of Pubhc Works ; Fit

prmcqpal arteﬂals if future lmprovements are mciuded m
: plan The C:ty should also ;mmde exceptlons where the C ;

T serwce pohcy atthe foi!cwmg two intersections: S. 188th Street}intematxona% B

“ intersections and roadways .

.-%% and cities have recently begun moving toward adopting multi-modal level of service analyses
- that account for all trips that occur in the right of way. This type of aﬁﬂ;ﬂ s me

. concurrency requirements.

e better goal for coilecror arteri

Th prmapai and/or minor an:ena{s,

Establ |sh a level of service (LOS) standard for mtersectlons and roadways thh LOS Eor bener
as-bemg-aeeep%abie— should be considered acceptable on principal.or mmor arterlals LOS D o,
nd lower classification streets. .

s ing state and regional

u!evard and
‘”S 200th Street/lnternat;onal Bouievard The decision on any exceptions shou(d be ‘reﬂectwe
‘of acceptable traffic engineering methodologies. As resources become available, f

establish a multi-modal level of service (MMLOS) standard tailored to Sea-Tac's conditions for

NOTE: Multimodal level of service evaluations provide engineers, public works officials and
elected officials with a mére complete analysis of a street’s multimodal performance.
‘Whereas traditional level of service would have provided one data point regarding vehicle
_throughput, a MMLOS evaluation might provide 4 data points’tbfev&iu "t;«e’;the tradeoffs for
different modes of travel, in accordance with the methodology described in the 2010
'Highway Capacity Manual (HCM). This is also in line with active transportation guidance
rovided by PSRC.

~“Discussion: The Growth Management Act (GMA) reguires that o Ievel af service standard be
,estabhshedfor arterial routes. Traditional traffic engineering analyses have focused level of
“service discussions exclusively on automobile throughput without regard to other

transportation modes, such as transit. Traffic engineers have been re-examining this practice

ower c!ass:f ication streets acknawledges the des:re to
m:mm:ze the use of these facilities 4 through traffic. The

excep tions to the “L OS ES standard on minor and principal arterigls: reﬂect that% e City:has
deve]oped the transportation plan ‘based on a forecast level of deve!opment Many of 1 the e
ma;, r transportatzon :mprovements wdl take six or more years to 1mplement ”LOS F” o
.~ conditions already exist /

mdud;ng S. 188th Street/Intern: '\fonal Bouievard and S.
, : eet/!ntematmnal Boulevnrd Due to'the time lag in Imp «entmg major pmjects the
- ( zty should alfow: developments that are. consystent with the development assumpt; [
' Jamt TranSportat:on Study (.I TS) ta p ceed subject to the Pubhc Warks D:recror’s approval
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Policy 3.2E, p. Major capacity improvements should focus on the principal and minor arterials, with @

3-8

Policy 3.2G,
p3-8.

Policy 3.2K

‘Define design elements, facilities and amenitie 5heu4d—be—ée~ﬁaeé—far arterials and local

accnmmod e and encourage aiternatlve and active transportatlon modes such as trans:t

o prmapal arterials and ]ocal streets. The des:gn ‘elements also should indicate the City’s desire’
- pullouts, HOVlanes, queue. bypass lanes at mtersect:ons} .and for nonmotorized travel b‘or

- since there may be physlml‘limltatfons, cast sonstramts,

. on transit and freight capacity improvements. These improvements
should be supplemented with safety, eapacity-accessibility and active transportation su-
medat improvements on high priority streets within the City.

coordinated emph

Discussion: In order to minimize congestion in the City, the principal and minor arterials need
additional-roadway-capeasity to be reviewed for appropriate transit and freight movement,
signal timing and traffic management for gfl modes . Providing improved controfs edditienal-
eapaceity- on the principal and minor arterials also will minimize traffic cutting through
residential neighborhoods. Spot improvements to eliminate existing safety and capacity
problems throughout the City also should receive a high priority.

streets based on balancing the functional classrﬂcat&on needs of the facility and the needs of

the .J‘Jj cent: p@ejec—teelliand uses and their users. The des&gn elements shouldebe—eempat«iéie-

HOV, pedestrians, and bicycles as approprlate for each functional classification. Amenities
sheuld enhance the mobility options by providing an improved environment for all users.

1S ion: The design elements for a facility shwld reﬂect the mtended funct;on of the :
Pnnc:pa:‘ arterials should have design elements that provide for the movement of
igh rave! with limitations on the type and gmount of direct-access. Local streets should
hgve . elements that prawde for property access and a‘:scourage through traﬁﬁc. Design
elements for minor: and caliector artermls shouid reﬂect their funcnons between those for

forithe type and level of treatment for trans:t/hlgh occupam:y vehicle needs (for example bus

example, paved shoulders, s:dewalks, on-street b;ke lanes). These definitions are tmporrunt

or mmlmal rlghts~of way insome.

comdors

To es*&ablzs% appropriat

Discussion: Street classifications and purposes are established in the SeaTac Transportotion
Master Plan. Estoblishment of speed limits should take into occount existing conditions of the
roadway, including design parameters, any public health and safety concerns, the type and

density of fand uses und access. %ﬁﬁ%&mm@#&#t&#el&%—p#meﬁ%#@néed-m-
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|CHAPTER 3:
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CHAPTER 3:
TRANSPORTATION

|cHAPTER 3

CHAPTER 3:
TRANSPORTATION

TRANSPORTATI‘ON i

p.3-10

’Goa|’3.3,
p.3-12

 Policy 3.34,
p3

Policy 3.3B,
p.3-12

: and other:mpravements These plans and programs can hefp mm;mlze e mtrus:o of non- .

od tr STIJL Cd:ﬂ’ﬂﬂ g een{-Fel—;ssues ina wmprehenswe fash:on

he Ctty shall address ne;ghbo

local automabile treffic into residential areas, as well as prowcle for SIdewalks to cohnect to 3
schools, public transportation facilities and other community destinations. Refer to this
Comprehensive Plan’s Transportation Background Report and the SeaTac Safe and Complete
Streets Plan for more information on these plans and programs. ;

NOTE: At thls point thls pollcv is being flagged and it is noted that it will be necessary to :
1e Safe and Complete Streets Plan. It is as yet uncertain * ’
1 or support the Pedestrlan Fa 1 an and/or the

To pian for md Ie deve!op a y stem of ua-mporf stion fauhtles f’l!‘ all users and all modes of
the city’s transportation system including pedestrians, and-bicyclists and transit users.
alternative travel modes;as-well-asforrecreational-purposes.

Discussion: Facilities for bicycles and pedestrians are very important transportation features
for the City of SeaTac, particularly where they connect to destinations like food
establishments and transit stops. Pedestrian and bicycle connections are also important
considerations in neighborhoods, providing safe access to schools and parks. Safe pedestrian
and bicycle facilities are needed to encourage and support active transportation modes. The
following policies provide direction for developing pedestrian and bicycle facilities within the
City.

Recogmze safe pedestrsan movement as a basic means of transpor‘catlon and assure adequate
pedestr:an facilities, amenities and connec tions are provrded for in conjunction thh other

ransportation facilities and developments:

Provide sidewalks or other designated pedestrian facilities {reluding-erossings} on both sides
of the street along principal and minor arterials and some designated collector arterials (as
defined in the transportation improvement plan project list), where appropriate. Provide
crossings, markings and traflic controls at all street intersections, where appropriate. Work to
provide walkable zones an all other roadways.

Discussion: The high traffic volumes and higher speeds along arterial routes make it difficult
and create potential safety hazards for non-motorized travel. Therefore, sidewalks, paved
shoulders, or other adequate facilities (as defined by the roadway design standards and the
Safe and Complete Streets Plar ) need to be provided to promote nen-reterized-travel active
transportation in the City. Crosswalks, signing, and pedestrian-activated signals should
conform to the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD).
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|CHAPTER 3:.

TRANSPORTATIC!N; o

Poiu:y 3. 3C p' 'Focus safety and pedestnan eapae&-wmprovements onroutes that prowde accessto local
xdestmattons such as food estabhshments shared use paths schoois parks transrt facﬂtties ,
b fand other pubhc facilities. . :

“above with the ex:stmg srdewalk program cnterm. o

eets P‘aﬂ}:r guida nee or ments and’

1 prioritized se

CHAPTER 3:
TRANSPORTATION

CHAPTER 3:
TRANSPORTATION

CHAPTER 3:
TRANSPORTATION
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Policy 3.3D,

p.3-13

Policy 3.3€, p. I
SO i

=i to cregte a connected ._uf_mt facility netwo

Policy 3.3F

s and for connechons to region faculmes The bicy

g D:scusston Blcyclrsts shauid be dxrer:ted m use the most convement yet safe,’ blcycle
" within the City of SeaTac ;

 Coordinate planning,

 bicycle facilities shou be based on the most current local and national desig
" guidelines PR

Coordmate with the Port of Seattle and transit agencies to explore the p0551ble development

The type provision of pedestrian facilities on one or both S|des of non- arterlal streets should
be flexible to allow for consideration of the physical constraints, economic feasibility, and
neighborhood context specific to a particular location, while ensuring minimum “watkable
zone” and safety standards are met.

Discussion: tisrecognized The City recognizes that building sidewalks on both sides of local
access streets is desirable for creating walkable communities, but may not be feasible or
practical in all situations. At the Public Works Director’s discretion, sidewalks may be
constructed on only one side of the street. Factors to be considered include physical
constraints such as topography or sensitive areas, abutting land uses, pedestrian safety
considerations, and community context.

NOTE: This revision is intended to meet ADA/PROWAG guidelines and standards. See
Glossary for walkable zone definition.

;Develop a-sy-szem etwo k of bicycle facilities routes-providing for safe travel within the City :

e netwark should t'ararwc:to majoriocal

HJI’LJ ]

th adjacentjurisdictidns
ork and should be consistent with regional plans e~

agional-bi a Leipe Gs-GRa gy . The

designing, and constructing these fafn':rfr_'s v

emplayment center

of a-bicycle routes and facilities as described in the Safe and Complete Streets Plan, to-the-
N%peﬁ#em—Seuth—]:S%@h—%d—Seuth—l—l@ Streets:

Discussion: Bicyclists must now use International Boulevard between South 188 " Street and
South 170th Street. This section of roadway has a very high volume of traffic and numerous
access drives, which make bicycle travel difficult. A new route to the Airport terminal area
would eliminate the need for bicyclists to use International Boulevard by connecting the
bicycle route on 24th Avenue South with bicycle facilities on South 188th Street and the
proposed 28th/24th Avenue South corridor. The City should coordinate closely with the Port
of Seattle to explore the potential of deveioping a route to maximize bicycle access and
safety.

NOTE: Once the Safe and Complete Streets plan is adopted, the City may want to include
the more specific language in the Comprehensive Plan to instead speak toward
collaboration with SeaTac's external partners.
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TRANSPORTATION NEW

CHAPTER 3: -
TRANSPORTATION

CHAPTER 3: Policy 3.3G  Coordinate with the Highline School District to support “Safe utes to School” programs.
TRANSPORTATION  NEW

CHAPTER 3: Policy 3.3J, Coordmate wuth ‘{l‘d mi service provi

CHAPTER 3: . Goal3a4,

Discussion: The City and Highline Schoal district may work together to conduct enforcement,
© education and encouragement programs, as well as to pursue grant and partnership
oppaortunities. Additionally, the City will coordinate with the school district to ensure
effective engineering solutions are provided for children and families around the school.

'NOTE Du |ng the proc ss of worklng on the CPPW grant, a good working relationship has
‘. been strengthened between the C:ty of SeaTac and the H:ghhne School Drstrlct ThIS should
s:x_;be supported and contmued' : b o ‘ : :

ders ] expand mobility for all residents ‘chrough
integration of pedestrian and bicycle facilities and transit networks.

Discussion: Partner agencies, like Metro and Sound Transit, are key partners in developing a
strong pedestrian and bicycle network. Recent rule changes from the Federal Transit Agency
have resulted in greater ability for transit agencies to partner with and fund pedestrian and
bicycle facilities which act as de facto transit facilities within g given radius of a transit stop.

* support education efforts relating to traffic, transit use, and bicycle and pedestrian safety. | -

- Discussion: Education and encouragement are critical strategies in commute rrr'p ‘rea’uctiary." e
{CTR) programs and ‘o, gertrng more peo;n!e wan'kmg, biking and usmg rrans:t EREN

To encourage the use of tran5|t and other ngh Occupancy Veh|cles (HOV)/muItl modal t—Fave#
transportation modes to accommodate a larger proportion of existing and future travel trips
in and adjacent to the City of SeaTac.

Discussion: Area residents and elected officials identified the need for improved transit service
and programs to increase the use of high occupancy vehicles in the City of SeaTac.
Furthermore, increased transit, cctive transportation and Transportation Demand
Management programs will be needed to reduce the need for continued widening or new
construction of arterials. The success of these programs is an important consideration in
establishing the acceptable level of service standard for principal and minor arterials at LOS E
or better. The following policies are identified to implement this goal.

TRANSPORTATION p.3-14
70
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CHAPTER 6: COMMUNITY  Policy 6.1B,  Preserve existing vegetation and street trees.

IMAGE p. 6-5
Discussion: The trees that contribute most to the City's image and waikability are the mature ones
that already exist. Measures must be taken to ensure that large trees are retained.

CHAPTER 6 COMMUNITY Poltcv 6 1C p.
IMAGE T RS

Continue tc 'prb:met'e the f‘ih‘syt;éifatian ofé tfees arid:);}th'e'r Vegetation aldng streets. :

L C g trees along streets is a powerfu! way of changmg the character of an area
o owever ; o be effect:ve and. have an Jmmedfate im, ,(izct street trees must be of a certain type and -
e sfze and be appropﬂately 5paced and /ocated Aiso trees help defme and, protect space for e =

alled an amemty zone.. Many mumcnpaht;es have this. feature, whlch isa.zone wuthm the i
, ,y Lh etween the "walkable zone, which is typlcauy closer to the bu:!dmgs and the curb

CHAPTER 6: COMMUNITY  Policy 6.1E, p Encourage the connectlon and llnkage of parks, beui vards, nei thu -‘hood greenways, open spaces
IMAGE 6-7 and greenbelts.
Discussion: Greenbelts, open natural areas and parklands are less effective if they are isolated or
made up of small parcels of land. Over time, ways should be found to link greenbelts to ensure
continuity, both functionally and visually. Linkages should be considered within SeaTac and across
city boundaries.

jCHAPTER 6 COMMUNITY. ,Poficy 6.1F, p.yProv’ide‘ for ﬁu“c-:lifﬁ-" y-accessibié open spacein commeruat districts and business park developments '
i‘5-7 . g DI S : : : : : .

Dlscussron The prows:on of open‘spaceiin mmmerc:al -greas. and busmess drstr;cts isa valuable
amemty to res:dents and’ employees in the City It also aﬁersf visual re!:ef to the expanse and
[intensity af the bu;lt enwranment. Such apen space moy mclu e lcmdscap/ng and des:gn features

B devefapments should be encauraged to m::orporate open space '-a 3 part of therr stte deve opment
: Ope space shauld be imked between developments where poss;ble : ¥

NOTE Many of‘the beuefits ofthe open space hsted inthe dlscussmn pOl’thﬂ assume that the
~open space is: publ:ciy-accessnbie. What has been added hereisa clanfymg modlﬁer to ensure that
,’this Kas clear. Cean o

CHAPTER 6: COMMUNITY  Policy 6.2H, Establlsh a vanety of publlc spaces throughout the Urban Center

IMAGE p. 6-14

Discussion: Public space comes in many forms: streets, large parks, small parks, pocket parks, plazas,
courtyards, gardens, and so forth. An urban center must, over time, provide « diversity of public
spaces . Some will be developed by the City or other agencies, while some will be privately provided. It
is important that there be some form of public space associated with each major development
project, so that eventually there can be a wide variety of types and sizes throughout the center. The
City particularly encourages pockets of public space in the City Center, to help create a greater sense
of identity and place that can be enjoyed by both residents and visitors.

NOTE: This policy has great similarities with 6.2Y. The City may want to combine and/or delete one
of the policies.
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COMMURITY IMAGE
Comprehensive Plan Element lﬂmm

Revisions

CHAPTER 6: COMMUNITY  Policy 6.2X, p. Encourage pedestrian connections through large blocks.

IMAGE 6-21
Discussion: The Urban Center will likely require a new pattern of streets and blocks to open up access

and allow for internal circulation without adding congestion to International Boulevard. While it is
desirable to keep blocks as small as possible, it is likely that they will be somewhat large. Therefore,
the city will need to negotiate with private developers to create through corridors iwill-be-necessary-

to-secure-corridors-thateut-through-blocks- so that people will be able to conveniently walk between

destinations. Some of these connections should be outside the buildings, while others could be
interior.

NOTE: See note above.

CHAPTER 6: COM
IMAGE

CHAPTER 6: COMMUNITY  Policy 6.58,

IMAGE p.6-33 community.
Discussion: The Airport is a built-in source of customers, visitors and employees. All of these people

need to be able to have safe, convenient, multi-moda! access to areas outside the Airport. A
collaborative effort between the City and the Port could reveal interesting and imaginative ways of
linking the nearby neighborhoods, commercial areas, and the Airport.
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k Policy 7:6C Multr-Modal Transportatmn Strategy. Facilitate a muiti-modal transportauon strategy whtch enhances the

CHAPTER 7: ’ECDNOMI
ment of peopte and gcods to, from and throughout the Crty

VITAL!TY

“Discussion: AJr serwce {Seattle Tm:oma' tematwna A:rportj harbar sefwce {Part of S attle and Tacoma ]acrhne

Enhance reskid”ential livability within the City. Identify and implenﬁenty strategies that will enhance the Iivabilitykbfk k

CHAPTER 7: ECONOMIC  Policy 7.7B

VITALITY parks, street trees,

residential neighborhoods within the City, such as neighborhood cleanups, sidewalks, bike fanes,

signage, code enforcement, etc.
Discussion: Enhancing residential neighborhoods within the City will increase livability and the probability that both

employers and employees may locate in SeaTac and/or nearby areas.

CHAPTER 9: PARKS, Policy 9.3D, Improve bicycle access and safety throughout the SeaTac area and provide new bicycle facilities
RECREATION, AND p.9-8 lanes-andfertralls-when new reads-erpublic or private transportation facilities are constructed or
OPEN SPACE improved, as appropriate.
Discussion: It is important to promote multiple uses of existing and future rights-of-way. The City
should also consider establishing bicycle lanes or trails along major streets as improvements to

these streets are made.
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APPENDIX B: SEATAC NEIGHBORHOOD SIDEWALK PROGRAM

In 2006, the Sealac City Council formed. the Sidewalk: Ad Hoc Advisory
Committee, composed of seven residents from around the City. This group
was charged with developing recommendations for Council consideration
regarding sidewalk funding, construction, and future maintenance for local
streets in Seadlac neighborhoods. Over an 18-month period, the committee
discussed funding options, examined other cities’ sidewalk programs, created
a priority point system for sidewalk selection, reviewed maps, and conducted
independent field work of recommended sidewalk routes. In May 2008, the
commiitee recommended a 20-year program to construct twelve miles of
sidewalk throughout the City.
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ANNUAL SIDEWALK PROGRAM

Each year, one segment from the routes identified by the Sidewalk Ad Hoc
Committee in its Sidewalk Program has been constructed. At full build-out,
twelve miles of new sidewalk will have been constructed in Sealac’s
neighborhoods. Following is a list of segments constructed by the publishing
of this Plan:

e 2009/10: 42nd Avenue South (S 176th St to S 188th St)

»  Using the Sidewalk Ad Hoc Committee’s recommendations, 42nd Avenue
South, was chosen for the first annual sidewalk project. |t was designed in
2009 and constructed in 2010.

e 2010/11: South 138th Sireet (24th Ave 8 to Military Road S)

e The second annual project was on South 138th Street east of the
Community Center. It was constructed in 2011,

TWENTY YEAR NEIGHBORHOOD SIDEWALK PROGRAM MAP

The Neighborhood Sidewalk Program’s twenty year sidewalk map which was
developed by the Ad Hoc Committee can be found on the facing page.
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APPENDIX C: EXISTING BIKE MAP

This existing bicycle facilities map was developed as part of the Joint
Transportation Study in 2000.
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APPENDIX D: DRAFT PROJECT EVALUATION WORKSHEETS FOR
PEDESTRIAN AND BIGYCLE PROJECTS

Jhe following worksheets were prepared as examples for Sealac to use in
selecting bicycle and pedestrian projects that support the network. These
worksheets are meant to provide both a quantitative and gualitative method to
support the selection of projects for implementation.




DRAFT
Annual
Neighborhood Sidewalk Project Selection Worksheet

The following recommended project development priorities can be used as a framework to
select a package of corridors each year that is aligned with the City’s priorities and will build out
the pedestrian network systematically as funding allows.

This worksheet applies primarily to residential streets in the city. Sidewalk development on
arterial streets will be determined each year through the TIP process.

Based on funding allocated or won through grants each year, a number of selected segments
can be combined as one project for implementation. As an example, a project may combine 4
road segments on different roadways all providing sidewalk infill improvements on routes to
school.

Quantitative Measures for Proximity 2 pts

Schools 1/4 mile  1/2 mile
How close is the proposed project to an existing o o
school?

Transit 1/4 mile  1/2 mile
How close is the proposed project to an existing o o
transit stop?

Neighborhood Destinations 1/4 mile  1/2 mile
How close is the proposed project to a
neighborhood desitination (e.g. post office, O O
community center, grocery, etc)?

Connectivity Yes No
Does the project complete a gap in the city's o o
pedestrian network?

Quantitative Totals

Balancing Factors

Is there a strong, compelling community demand
for this project?

Is there a complementary project that is occurring
adjacent to the proposed project that presents a
unigue opportunity?

Are there grant funds available that can be
leveraged for this project?

Are there immediate safety concerns that
accelerate project implementation?




DRAFT

Bicycle Project Selection Worksheet

The following recommended project development priorities can be used as a framework to
select a package of corridors each year that is aligned with the City’s priorities and will build out
the bicycle network systematically as funding allows.

Based on funding allocated or won through grants each year, a number of selected segments
can be combined as one project for implementation.

Quantitative Measures for Proximity 2 pts 1pt

Schools 1/2 mile 1 mile
How close is the proposed project to an existing
O O
school?
Transit 12 mile | 1 mile
How close is the proposed project to an existing
. O O
transit stop?
Neighborhood Destinations 1/2 mile | 1 mile
How close is the proposed project to a
neighborhood desitination (e.g. post office, O O
community center, grocery, etc)?
Connectivity Yes No
Does the project complete a gap in the city's
: O O
bicycle network?
Quantitative Totals

Balancing Factors
Is there a strong, compelling community demand

for this project?

Is there a complementary project that is occurring
adjacent to the proposed project that presents a
unique opportunity?

Are there grant funds available that can be
leveraged for this project?

Are there immediate safety concerns that
accelerate project implementation?
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APPENDIX E: PUBLIC OUTREACH SUMMARY

+In preparation of this Plan, the City of Sealac undertook a series of public
involvement efforts in order o learn about pedestrian and bicycle needs of the
community. Following is a description of those activities.
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COMMUNITY EVENTS AT THREE LOCAL ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

During the Fall of 2011, the City of SeaTac participated in three “Walk-in Movie
Night” Events at Madrona, McMicken Heights, and Hill Top elementary schools.
The City partnered with school staff and PTA members at these events to
provide information on the draft Safe & Complete Streets Plan to students and
their parents in addition to the schools’ regular “Movie Night” activities. Over
100 Active Living Questionnaires were filled out at these events.

MADRONA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL WALKING AUDIT

In February 2011, the City of SeaTac participated in a Safe Routes to School
Walking Tour at Madrona Elementary. The event was facilitated by the non-
profit group Feet First as part of the Highline School District’s Safe Routes to
School activities. SeaTac employees joined school district personnel, and
Madrona Elementary parents, students, and teachers, on a guided tour of
commen routes that students currently use to walk to and from school.
Through its participation in this tour, the City learned about challenges and
opportunities present for children walking to and from school in SeaTac.

GLOBAL CONNECTIONS HIGH SCHOOL STUDENT PROJECT

For their Junior Project, two Global Connections High School Bike Ciub
members developed a survey about bicycle lanes in SeaTac and distributed it
to their classmates. This project helped the City better understand the
condition of various bike routes around the city. The Global Connections High
School Bike Club is supported by the Cascade Bicycle Club Education
Foundation’s Major Taylor Project. As described on the CBCEF web site:

“The Major Taylor Project is an after-school cycling program for young
people aged 11-18 integrating bicycie riding, healthy living, cycle
maintenance, road safety awareness, and the importance of working
toward individual goals.” ‘

ACTIVE LIVING QUESTIONNAIRES

In order to gain public input about walking and bicycling in SeaTac for this
plan, two questionnaires were created and distributed in the fall of 2011. See
Appendix F: Active Living Questionnaires for more detailed information about
the questionnaires and findings from the responses.
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APPENDIX F: ACTIVE LIVING QUESTIONNAIRES

In order to gain public input about walking and bicycling.in Sedlac for this
plan, two questionnaires were created and distributed'in the fall of 2011. One
guestionnaire addressed Sealac residents and individuals who work in the
city, and the other addressed Sedlac employers. These questionnaires were
made available on the City’s web site, were distributed as an insert in the
Highline Times newspaper. They were also distributed at school events
attended by the City of Sealac as part of its outreach efforts for this plan.

The results of the questionnaires are described in the following three sections:

» Section 1: Overview of Findings — This section provides an overview of
findings from all responses to the Active Living Questionnaires,

Section 22 Summary of Findings — This section compiles guestionnaire
responses into tables for easier use,

Section 3: Diagramming of Responses to Each Question — ThIS section
includes responses io each guestion on the guestionnaires and provides
associated diagrams.
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SECTION1: OVERVIEW OF FINDINGS

The Active Living Questionnaires reveal a community that walks, bikes and
takes transit to a number of different destinations. On average, most residents
walk more than they bicycle, largely related to concerns about the safety of
biking on the street network.

Many of the respondents from the outreach events at schools noted that they
walked to school, with nearly 30% walking on a daily basis. Following walking
to school walking did not appear to be a part of respondents’ daily
transportation experience, but rather a recreational activity. For most
respondents, bicycling, oo, was viewed as a recreational activity rather than a
mode of travel. These findings are consistent with other suburban
communities.

Respondents noted that many of the things that would make the walking and

biking environment in the City of SeaTac better are items that the City has-

direct control over primarily through its Public Works programs, including the
TIP and Neighborhood Sidewalk Program. Physical challenges that make
walking and biking difficult included: lack of sidewalks, gravel shoulders, heavy
volumes of traffic and a lack of separation between pedestrian/bicycle/
vehicular traffic.

These results were elaborated upon by the responses to the question: “What
are the top three things the City should think about when choosing projects to
improve walking and bicycling in Sealac?” When asked to select the top
improvements to the ped/bike network, nearly one-third of respondents chose
one of the following responses:

¢ Safety - Improve locations where accidents happen (41%),
Most users - build sidewalks and bike routes that will serve the most users
(35%),

¢ Complete missing pieces - Create continuous routes that will serve the
most users (32%), and

¢ Maintenance - Maintain existing walkways and bike routes (29%}).

These findings suggest that safety is the number one priority, but that building
infrastructure that adds to an overall network and benefits the most users is
important to the questionnaire respondents. Once the infrastructure is built,
respondents aiso expect that these facilities will need to be maintained.
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The City of SeaTac is currently working on developing a Safe

& Complete Streets Plan for Pedestrians and Bicycles. Your
answers will help this effort by providing information about
walking and bicycling in SeaTac’s neighborhoods.

Please Note: This is not meant to be a scientific survey, but will
help the city plan for street networks for pedestrians, bicycles,
transit and cars.
1. Do youlive _]or work [ in SeaTac? (check all that apply)

[ Yes

3. Whatis the closest intersection or landmark near your home
or work in SeaTac? (e.g. Main St. near ist Ave)

2. Is your mobility impaired in any way?[ | No

4. How often do you walk:

Daily  Weekly Monthly Never
... to run errands? ] M I ]
... to buy groceries? ] ] ‘ 1
... to a transit stop? N ] ] L]
.. to work? = ] ] LJ
... to school? O ] ] 7
... to local parks? M I ] L]
... for exercise or recreation? [ N ] ]
..other 2 ] O ] ]

o

How ofteri do you walk on:

Daily  Weekly Monthly Never
... sidewalks? O] ] il U
.. trails? [ L ] J
.. school property? ] ] Cl

. L]
... the side of the road? ] ] ] ]

6. What would make walking maore inviting in SeaTac? (check
all that apply)
[7] More/better quality sidewalks
(] Parks/stores closer to my home
] Greater feeling of personal safety
[7] Separation from traffic
{ ] Signage/designated walking routes
["] Other

7. Where are the most difficult places for walking in SeaTac?
Please also tell us why it’s difficult to walk. (For example:
“It’s difficult to cross the street on Maple Street and 1st
Avenue because there is a lot of traffic and there is no cross
walk”)

8. Where are the best places for walking in SeaTac? Please
also tell us why it's a good place to walk. (For example: *l
like to walk to North SeaTac Park because it's close to my
house and fun to watch people there.”)

For mare information see the City of SeaTac's CPPW
web page at http/fwww.ci.seatac.wa.us/index
aspx”page=590, or call (208) 973-4830

[ds)

9. Do you have a bike? [Yes [INo

10. How often do you bike:

Daily  Weekly Monthly Never
... 1o run errands? [] ] ] —
... to buy groceries? [ 1
... to a transit stop? ] O] ] ]
... to work? ] ] ] r
... to school? U] ] ] 0
... to local parks? ] T ] ]
... for exercise or recreation? [ ] ] M Ol
.other 2 [ ] ] ]

11. How often do you bike on:

Daily  Weekly Monthly Never
... sidewalks? M 1l M M
... roads? i ] ] ]
... trails? ] O o
.. school property? ] ] n i

12. What would make cycling more inviting in SeaTac? {check
all that apply)
[7] Separation from traffic (e.g., bike lanes)
"] Parks/stores closer to my home

[ ] Better road pavement conditions

L

L

] Greater feeling of personal safety
| Signage/designated cycling routes
| Other

i

13. Where are the most difficult places for biking in SeaTac?
Please also tell us why it's difficult to bike.

14, Where are the best places for biking in SeaTac? Please also
tell us why it's a good place to bike.

15. From the list below, what are the top three things the City
should think about when choosing projects to improve
walking and bicycling in SeaTac?

1.

2.

3.

Safety - Improve locations where accidents happen
Complete missing pieces - Create continuous routes for
walking and biking

Most users - Build sidewalks and bike routes that will serve
the most users

Destinations - Make it easy to go to shop, eat, work & play
Balance - Invest similarly in various neighborhoods
Transit - Improve access to bus stops and light rail
Schools - Build projects near schools and school bus stops
Maintenance - Maintain existing walkways and bike routes
Accessibility (ADA) - Adeguate facilities present

Other — (Please describe)

16. May we contact you with further questions about active

living in SeaTac? [JVYes [1No
Name
Email Address
_PhoneNumber ___—— ~~ (optional)
Made possible by funding from the i b i
Department of Health and Human Services . e-r' 1
and Public Health - Seattle and King County. -"E‘- l Sdothls

2012
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Active Living: A Questionnaire
for Business Owners and

‘/ [

i R .L" B,

Managers inSeaTac @ %

The City of SeaTac is currently working on developing a Safe

& Complete Streets Plan for Pedestrians and Bicycles. Your
answers will help the city's planning by providing information
about walking and bicycling in SeaTac’s neighborhoods.

Please Note: This is not meant to be a scientific survey, but will
help the city plan for street networks for pedestrians, bicycles,
transit and cars.

1. What is the name of your busmess/orgamzahon?

2. What is your position in your business/organization?

3. Do you offer a shuttle to the airport for your clients/
customers? [TIYes [INo

4. Do you provide clients/customers a map of SeaTac and the

surrounding area? [(lYes [MNo
5. Do you provide transit information for your clients?
[Yes [ No

6. How often do you see your clients/customers or employees
walking when:

Daily  Weekly Monthly Never

... visiting your business? [ ] ] O ]
... commuting to work? 1 M i N
... running errands? M M ] M
... buying groceries? L ] [:] il
... going to lunch/dinner? [ | [] O M
... going to a transit stop? [ 7 R 1
... going tothe airport? 7 ] M ]
... going to local parks? 1 H 1 M
.. exercising? ] ] M M

other ¢ ? ] O ] Il

7. What would make walking more inviting for your clients,
customers and employees? (check all that apply)
7] More/better quality sidewatks
"1 Parks/siores closer to my business
] Greater feeling of personal safety
[T] Separation from traffic
[T Signage/designated walking routes
71 Other

8. Where do your clients and employees avoid walking in
SeaTac? Why is it difficult to walk there? (For example:
- “It's difficult to cross the stresf on Maple Streel and 1st
Avenue because there is a lot of traffic and there is no cross
walk”)

For mere information sea lhe City of SeaTac's CPPW web page at
http:liwww.ci.sealac wa.us/index.aspx?page=590, or call (206) 673-4830

January 24, 2012

9. Where do your clients and employees go to waik in SeaTac?
Please also tell us why it's a good place to walk. (For
example: “Our clients like walking fo North SeaTac Park
becauss it's close”)

10. How often do you see your clients, customers or employees

biking when:
Daily Weekly Monthly Never

... running errands? R O O] ]
... buying groceries? O Ll O O]
... going to lunch/dinner? ] ] O L]
... going to a transit stop? [ | . ] L
... going to work? ] L] L L
... going to school? ] L] L L
... going to local parks? ] ] L LJ
.. exercising? O] [ L Ll
.other 7 ] ] ] U]

11. What would make cycling more inviting to your clients,
customers and employees? {check all that apply)
(] Separation from traffic (e.g., bike lanes)
7] Parks/stores closer to my business
[7] Better road pavement conditions
[ Greater feeling of personal safety
[1 Signage/designated cycling routes
] Other

12. Where are the most difficuit places for biking in SeaTac for
your clients and employees? Please also tell us why it's
difficult to bike there.

13. Where do your clients go to bike in SeaTac for your clients
and employees? Please also tell us why it's a good place to
bike.

14. From the list below, what are the top three things the City
should think about when choosing projects to improve
walking and bicycling in SeaTac?

1.

2.

3.

Safety - Improve iocations where accidents happen
Complete missing pieces - Create continuous routes for
walking and biking

Most users - Build sidewalks and bike routes that will serve
the most users

Destinations - Make it easy to go to shop, eat, work & play
Balance - Invest similarly in various neighborhoods

Transit - Improve access o bus stops and light rail
Schools - Build projects near schools and school bus stops
Maintenance - Maintain existing walkways and bike routes
Accessibility (ADA) - Adequate facilities present

Other — (Please describe)

15. May we contact you with further questions about active

living in SeaTac? [1Yes [] No
Name
Email Address
Phone Number

{optional)

Ly ﬁ{ﬁr"r" m.r:'."
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SECTION 2: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

WALKING: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

How often do you walk?: Daily Weekly | Monthly | Never
To run errands 17% 8% 7% 38%
To buy groceries 10% 14% 5% 42%
To a transit stop 11% 5% 7% 48%
To work 14% 1% 1% 54%
To school 29% 9% 7% 28%
To local parks 16% 14% 17% 27%
For exercise or recreation 23% 29% 7% 17%
On sidewalks 37% 14% 9% 16%
On trails 8% 8% 1% 42%
On school property 31% 13% 4% 24%
On the side of the road 27% 16% 7% 25%

January 24, 201



BICYCLING: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

How often do you ride your| Daily Weekly | Monthly | Never
bike?:

To run errands 4% 4% 6% 52%
To buy groceries 4% 3% 1% 58%
To a transit stop 2% 2% 1% 61%
To work 2% 2% 2% 61%
To school 4% 2% 2% 58%
To local parks ' 5% 13% 8% 46%
For exercise or recreation 11% 13% 11% 40%
On sidewalks 13% 10% 7% 43%
On roads 5% 7% 8% 49%
On trails 4% 5% 5% 52%
On school property 4% 6% 3% 53%
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SECTION 3: DIAGRAMMING OF RESPONSES TO EACH QUESTION
1 6 6 responses

Do you live or work in SeaTac?
Live 106 67%
Work 38 24%

Live

Wik

People may select more than one checkbox, so percentages may add up to more than 100%.
] a1 2 [~} L] 308 128

Is your mobility impaired in any way ?
Yes 9 5%
No 127 77%

What is the ciosest intersection or landmark near your home or work in SeaTac?

Tukwila Tukwila 32nd Avenue 176 Main Street  N/A  200th N/A 216th Madrona 168th and 38th Pac Hwy 164th and Military Rd McMicken Elementary  Interurban Blvd 166 Military
Rd 37thand S, 166th Close to Military 160th Street N/A S, 170th & 31st Avenue S.  170th & Military Road  Military and 170th Street S. Safeway 37thand 166th N/A  Military

Road 166th Military Road and 164th  32nd Avenue N/A  188th & 42nd Avenue N/A  McMicken School  N/A  Near the school (McMicken)  176th and Military Road 8. N/A N/A N/A N
/A N/A Aubumn N/A  170th N/A Near school McMicken Heights 164th and 42 Avenue  Hwy 99 21803 30th Avenue S. N/A  N/A  204th street 33rd and 211th  30th Avenue M

How often do you walk.

to run errands?

Daily 28 17%
Weekly 14 8%
Montly ’ 11 7%
Never 63 38%
How often do you walk.... - ... to buy groceries?
Daity 16 10%
Dty Weekly 24 14%
Vokly Montly 9 5%
Never 69 42%
Mewmy
repw
& L] “ 2 5 o
How often do you walk.... - ... to a transit stop?
Daity 18 M%
Oty £ Weekly 9 5%
Weskdy Montly 12 ) 7%
- Never 79 . 48%
: R -
Pagrvrer
& 5% ey 28 & =
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How often do you walk.... - ... to work?

Daily 24 14%
o ek 2 o
o
VWesidy ' Montly 1 1%
Never 89 54%
Larnip l
RS vl i &
B T 3% 54 & i
How often do you walk.... - ... to school?
Daily 48 29%
o
Never 47 28%
- |
Naver
o 10 20 il 40 S0
How often do you walk.... - ... to local parks?
Daily 26 16%
Danlly Weekly 24 14%
N e L Montly 29 17%
Wespidy L0 4 _.-';"’x iy
—— - — Never 44 27%
Moty i
H
Nover
[} 9 e o - L]
How often do you walk.... - ... for exercise or recreation?
Daily 38 23%
o v e L B Weeky “ 20%
Never 28 17%
v [
Never
% i z wm @ @
How often do you walk.... - other?
Daily 8 5%
Diady Weekly 4 2%
Weely Montly 5 3%
Never 71 43%
Mordyy
Never | )
: S J——
% 5 il 42 3 e o
How often do you walk on: - ...sidewalks?
Daily 61 37%
Dty Weekly 24 14%
. TN Monthly 15 9%
bl ‘
Never 27 16%
Vaoatriy
o
Never Ll
8 wm m 4 w72 O
O
i
L
&
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How often do you walk on: - ...trails?

Daily 13 8%
Weekly 14 8%
Monthly 18 1%
Never 69 42%
How often do you walk on: - ...school property?
Daily 51 31%
- NSNS Weskly 2 1%
Never 40 24%
fbanitily
0 16 26 3 46 56 60
How often do you walk on: - ...the side of the road?
Daily 45 27%
Daily vy & Weekly 26 16%
Weskly Monthly 12 7%
——— Never 41 25%
onty
Newver
o 8 18 27 s 48
What would make walking more inviting in SeaTac?
More/better quality sidewalks 49 32%
Morebener qual _ Parks/stores closer to my home 37 24%
Parka/siores clos.... i Greater feeling of personal safety 39 26%
. Segregation from traffic ' 18 12%
Greater feekng 0. _ Signage/designated walking routes 13 9%
Segregation from - Other 66 43%
Signage/designate - People may select more than one checkbox, so percentages may add up to more than 100%.
Other

(=3
.
w
2
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<«
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Where are the most difficult places for walking in SeaTac? Please also tell us why it's difficult to walk.

No difficulties ~ Usually do not walk Main Street Main street due to lack of sidewalks N/A |haven't found any difficult places to walk N/A I haven't found any difficulty N/A We need speed

bumps, signage and more stop signs enforced It is hard to cross at Military Road. There are no cross walks. 164th and Military, so much going on that pedestrians and bikers are not

noticed N/A 168th to Military Rd S. during morning and afternoon hrs ~ Along Military Rd  Difficult to cross Military Rd at 168th  Busy sireats  Walking on International Bivd  N/A  40th Avenue S.

- no sidewalks Crossing Military Rd  N/A  42nd Avenue Military Ro

Where are the best places for walking in SeaTac? Please also tell us why it's a good place to walk.
idon't know Not much of a walker |like walking Agen Lake Ange Lake N/A SeaTacin general N/A Around my home/neighborhood Angle Park McMillian Heights At the parks

and long stretch of Military Rd to the I-5 entrance N/A  N/A At the North Seattle Parks  School, it is close to home  Around the park School N/A S. 170th, a lot of people and fire
station Close to the school, 40th Avenue S. N/A  Crest Park  Where there are sidewalks School Valley Ridge Atschool Angile Lake 172nd and Pac Hwy because there is a safe
sidewalk Friends house 188th by the YMCA  Residential neighborhoods N/A  On sidewalks N/A N. SeaTac Park and Valley R
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Do you have a bike?

.to run errands?

How often do you bike...

How often do you bike.... - ... to buy groceries?
Cratty .
Heekdy .

]

L1} 19 ] 57 i ¥ 1a

How often do you bike.... - ... to a transit stop?
Drmily l
Weeidy I

Aoty l

How often do you bike.... - ... to work?
Daity
Pewsdy
MorSy
[AS———— ey p—
Newer | 4! o L
' 4 L =

¢ m A & 8 00

How often do you bike.... - ... to school?
nsiy
Wu-wl
Mo Sy l
- e T N
] 19 W s2 % $ s

January 24, 2012

Yes

Daily
Weekly
Montly

Narver

Daily
Weekly
Montly

Never

Daily
Weekly
Montly
Never

Daily
Weekly
Montly

Never

Daily
Weekly
Montly

Never

79
53

10
87

97

102

101

96

48%
32%

4%
4%
6%
52%

4%
3%
1%
58%

2%
2%
1%
61%

2%
2%
2%
61%

4%
2%
2%
58%
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How often do you bike.... - ... to local parks?

. Daity
Ciaity Weekly
et ; Montly
: Never
Blarilly
e
9 5 0 45 W 75 %
How often do you bike.... - ... for exercise or recreation?
- — Daily
D F Py Y il Weekly
Weesny Montly
Never
Maonsy
Mewree
% W% W™ 2 e B
How often do you bike.... - other?
Dally
Dialy I Weekly
Vet l Montly
Never
Rbewrifhy I
How often do you bike on: - ...sidewalks?
Daily

-

Never
e
| EROEEE T
[} 14 o a2 56 o 0E
How often do you bike on: - ...roads?
e Daily
Dasly Weekly
Wesidy Monthly
Never
Loty ‘ L
Never
i i ] 32 S o o ob
How often do you bike on: - ...trails?
. Dally
Daly . Waekly
Wesidy . Monthly
Never

sty .
e R

21

76

22
18
€6

86

22
16
12
7

11

81

87

5%
13%
8%
46%

1%
13%
1%
40%

1%
3%
1%
52%

13%
10%

7%
43%

5%
7%
8%
49%

4%
5%
5%
52%



How often do you bike on: - ...school property ?

. Daily 6 4%
Daty Weekly 10 6%
Weekly Monthly 5 3%
i Never 88 53%
Koty ;
i
Never i : , i
0 18 38 54 72 90
What would make cycling more inviting in SeaTac?
Separation from traffic (e.g., bike lanes) 56 41%
Separalion from 1... ‘ Parks/stores closer to my home 29 21%
Parks/siores clos... | g Better road pavement conditions 38 28%
s Greater feeling of personal safety 42 31%
Better road pavem... Signage/designated cycling routes 29 21%
Greater feefing o.. Other 58 43%
Signaga/designate People may select more than one checkbox, so percentages may add up to more than
100%.

Cther
2 i2 24 88 48 60

Where are the most difficult places for biking in SeaTac?
Hills The hills Sidewalk and road not enough for SeaTac N/A Hard toride ongrass N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A On all roads with gravel sidewalks N/A N

/A Along Military Road ~ Military Road...the whole road N/A  Everywhere N/A  N/A N/A  N/A  Near major roads N/A (my children ride everywhere though) Rocky

roads N/A Atthelibrary atroad intersections N/A N/A  Streets with no sidewalks School Main roads with a lot of traffic  Roads with no sidewalks N/A  Roads with no
designation between cycle/pedestrian or car N/A  Hills  Hills  No sidewalks where people walk N/A  N/A  Military and 163rd A highway Where there are no

sidewalks N/A N/A N/A N/A NA NA 216th bike

From the list below, what are the top three things the City should think about when choosing projects to improve walking and bicycling in SeaTac?

| - _ Safety - Improve locations where accidents happen 57 41%
Salety - Improve ... [ "ﬂ.-,' el Complete missing pieces - Create continuous routes for walking and biking 44  32%

Most users - Build sidewalks and bike routes that will serve the most users 48 35%

Complete missing ..

Destinations - Make it easy to go to shop, eat, work & play 18 13%
Mos! users - Buil. Balance - Invest similarly in various neighborhoods 1 8%
Destinations - Ma.. Transit - Improve access to bus stops and light rail 8 6%
Schools - Buiid projects near schools and school bus stops 25 18%
Balsnce - ioves! .. Maintenance - Maintain existing walkways and bike routes 41 29%
Transil - Improve....: Accessibility (ADA) - Adequate facilities present 6 4%
Other 98 71%

Schonls - Build p...-

People may select more than one checkbox, so percentages may add up to more than

Maintenance - Mal 100%

Accessibllity (AD...
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APPENDIX G: SAFE AND COMPLETE STREETS
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND RESOURCES

The City of Sealac has identified a number of resources to help create Safe
and Complete Streets in our community. These planning documents, maps,
studies and programs will help the City of Sealac and our citizens as we work
to implement the Safe and Complete Streets Plan.
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CITY OF SEATAC RESOURCES

PLANS
SEATAC COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

The SeaTac Comprehensive Plan (2010) sets forth the vision for how the City
will grow. Safe and complete streets concerns are substantively woven through
the document in a variety of ways, particularly in the non-motorized section of
the transportation element. Significantly, there is strong comprehensive plan-
level integration between transportation and land use issues. This link between
land use and transportation is critically important for crafting a community with
safe and complete streets.

CITY CENTER PLAN

The SeaTac City Center Plan (1999) sets forth the vision for how the City Center
will grow, with the goal of “promol[ing] integrated development, pedestrian
oriented design, diversity of uses within close proximity, link[ing] open spaces
to the residential areas and creatfing] a centerpiece; a Civic Center...”. Many of
the recommendations align well with safe and complete streets principles and
set forth a vision that can significantly improve the current built environment in
the City Center area. A number of streetscapes are recommended in the City
Center plan, which have “healthier” elements that could encourage more active
transportation in that area, such as generous sidewalks widths, landscape
buffers from cars and a “porous” street wall, filled with glass windows, lighting
and other urban design tools to break down the barrier between street and
building.

SOUTH 154TH STREET STATION AREA ACTION PLAN

The South 154th Street Station Area Action Plan provides a vision for developing
SeaTac in the area adjacent o the Tukwila/International Boulevard Link Light
Rail Station. The vision offers a diversity and intensity of land uses that will
create a mere pedestrian-friendly cityscape than is there now. There are also a
number of streetscape sections identified in the plan that are more appropriately
scaled to a pedestrian-oriented built environment. The vision outlined in the
plan including--mixed land uses, pedestrian-oriented design, a dense
intersection transportation grid and provision of a farmer's market-- coordinates
well with the goals of safe and complete streets.

JOINT TRANSPORTATION STUDY (JTS)

This document, developed in partnership with the Port of Seattle, lays out a
number of non-motorized projects and policies on which the City and the Port
could collaborate. Though never formally adopted, the JTS did provide the
conceptual framework for the non-motorized position of the 2010 SeaTac
Comprehensive Plan.
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PROGRAMS
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a multi-year capital
transportation project planning program within the City’s Public Works
Department. This program allows the City 1o plan for future projects of all sizes
and begin to identify funding partners. These projects are managed by the
City of SeaTac’s Public Works staff, with engineering performed either in-house
or by outside experts. As part of the TIP, monies are directed toward
implementation of the Neighborhood Sidewalk Program.

THE NEIGHBORHOOD SIDEWALK PROGRAM

In 2006, the SeaTac City Council took the first step toward developing a
neighborhood sidewalk construction program by forming an ad hoc advisory
committee composed of seven residents from around the City. This group was
charged with developing recommendations for Council consideration regarding
sidewalk funding, construction and future maintenance for local streets in
SeaTac neighborhoods. Over an 18-month period, the committee discussed
funding options, examined other cities’ sidewalk programs, created a priority
point system for sidewalk selection, reviewed maps and conducted
independent field work. In May 2008, the committee recommended a 20-year
program to construct twelve miles of sidewalk throughout the City. This annual
program is incorporated in the City’s Transportation Improvement Plan.

NEIGHBORHOOD TRAFFIC CONTROL PROGRAM

The City of SeaTac has a two-step process for addressing neighborhood traffic
control (traffic calming) problems. Measures available range from neighborhood
monitoring of traffic speeds 1o physical control devices such as speed humps
and traffic circles. Traffic calming solutions depend on the location and the
extent of the problem.

OTHER

The City of SeaTac recently announced the publication of the City of SeaTac
Walking Map. Created for anyone who resides, works or visits the city to get
them to connect to the community, live a healthy lifestyle and enjoy local
businesses, parks and amenities. The map was made possible by a grant from
Public Health — Seattle & King County’s Communities Putting Prevention to
Work program.

Copies of the Sealac Walking Map are available 1o the public at no charge at
the following locations: City Hall, the Community Center and the Seattle
Southside Visitors Center. The Sealac Walking Map is available online at:
http/www.ci.seatac.wa.us/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=4616

pu

January 24, 2012



January 24, 2012

OTHER RESOURCES

NATIONAL COMPLETE STREETS COALITION

The National Complete Streets Coalition http:/www.completestreets.org/ is
the leading national organization working on creating complete streets for all
users and all modes. Instead of arguing for better streets block by block, the
National Complete Streets Coalition—comprised of, among others, America
Bikes, AARP, the American Planning Association, the American Public
Transportation Association, the American Society of Landscape Architects,
and the American Heart Association--seeks to fundamentally transform the
look, feel, and function of the roads and streets in our communities, by
changing the way most roads are planned, designed, and constructed.
Complete Streets policies direct transportation planners and engineers to
consistently design with all users in mind, in line with the elements of Complete
Streets policies.

BURIEN, SEATAC, TUKWILA, RENTON PARKS AND TRAILS MAP

The Burien, Sealac, Tukwila, Renton Parks and Trails Map is a regional trail
map developed in 2007, that identifies on-street and other trail systems in
South King County. With funding made possible by a grant from Public Health
- Seattle & King County’'s Communities Putting Prevention to Work program,
this map is being updated to include the City of Des Moines and other recent
changes to the regional trail system. The new version of the map should be
available in early 2012. The 2007 version of the map is available online here;
http://your.kingcounty.gov/fip/gis/Web/VMC/recreation/BurSeaTukRen.pdf
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The City of SeaTac has you
connected! With Link Light Rail
stations and an extensive bus
network serving our community,
including RapidRide bus rapid transit.
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the east edge of this park proveses Lae 5a-court basketball
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and skate park.

While visiting North SeaTac Park, be sure to stop by the
Highline SeaTac Botanical Garden {13735 24th Ave.S.).
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trails, and water features.
Adjacent to the botanical
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Westside Trail

{Des Meines Memorial Dr. from S. 138th St. to S. 156th St.)
This paeest shared-use trail for pecestrians, cyclists and
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RESOLUTION NO. 12-003

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
amending the City Council Administrative Procedures regarding
Format for Agendas for Council Meetings and Speaking
Procedures.

WHEREAS, RCW 35A.12.120 requires that the Council shall determine its own rules
and order of business and may also establish rules for the conduct of meetings and the
maintenance of order; and

WHEREAS, in conformance with these statutes, the Council has previously adopted
administrative policies and procedures; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds it appropriate to amend the City Council
Administrative Procedures in accordance with this Resolution;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,
WASHINGTON HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:

Section 1. Section 5 of the City Council Administrative Procedures is hereby amended to read
as follows:

Section 5. Format for Agendas for Council Meetings

(A)  The City Manager and the City Clerk will prepare a proposed agenda for all meetings of
Council, which shall be approved by the Mayor or designee. After the proposed agenda
has been approved, the City Clerk shall prepare the final Council packet, which shall be
distributed.

(B)  The City Council shall hold Study Sessions in order to address City business in advance
of Regular Council Meetings. The City Manager shall provide appropriate Staff,
appropriate_members of City Commissions or Advisorv Committees. or appropriate
subiject matter experts to provide presentations and be available to answer any questions
posed by the City Council. Items addressed at a Study Session will be referred to the
next Study Session agenda unless:

¢ On a future Council Agenda as a item on the Consent Agenda;
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¢ On a future Council Agenda as an Action Item:

e On a future Studyv Session Agenda; or

(2) a majority of the membership of the City Council determine that the item should no
longer be discussed at a Study Session or Regular Council Meeting.

at-Study Sessions-on-the-next-Regular-Counetb-Meeting-aponda—Ordinarily, items may
not be referred to the Regular Council Meeting on the same day as the Study Session in
which the item was discussed, unless the Mayor or a majority of the Councilmembers
present agree that there are extraordinary or urgent circumstances or that 1t is in the best

interest of the City. A-majority-of-Councilmembers-present-may—
subsequent-Study-Session-in-order-to-study-the-tem-farther-

(C)  The format of the Regular City Council Meeting agenda shall substantially be as follows:

(1) Call to Order.

(2) Roll Call.

(3) Pledge of Allegiance.
(4) nitial-Public Comments.

(a) Individual comments shall be limited to three minutes in duratlon and
gmuwemme%%%l—%@%m&&ed«{e%ﬂ* HRHEES ORSH

(b) Group comments shall be limited to ten minutes. To constitute a group
there must be four or more members, including the speaker, at the
meeting. Members of the group shall sien in as a group and identify the
group’s spokesperson. Individuals identified as a part of the group will
not be allowed to speak individually.

{c) The Mavor or designee shall be responsible for the allocation of the
appropriate time limitations, and any Councilmember may raise a point of
order regarding comments that are disrespectful in tone or content, or are
otherwise inappropriate.

(5) Presentations, including introduction of new employees, awards, and Certificates of
Appointment, Appreciation, or Recognition.

(6) Consent Agenda.

(a) Contains items placed on the Consent Agenda by the Mavor or Council
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including but not limited to:

¢ Approval of vouchers.

e Approval of $5.000 - $35.000 purchase requests.

s Approval of donations and grant requests to be received by the City.

o  Approval of Councilmember and City Manager travel or
reimbursement requests.

¢ Approval of minutes.

¢ Fnactment of Ordinances, Resolutions, and Motions when placed on
the Consent Agenda at a Council Study Session or previous Council
Mcctmo

e Notwithstanding the above. any item mav be removed from the
Consent Agenda for consideration under unfinished business if so
requested by anv Councilmember.

(b) A motion at this time will be in order.

() Public Comments regarding Consent Agenda.

o Individual comments regarding the Consent Agenda shall be limited to
one minute in duration and group comments shall be limited to two
minutes. The Mayor or designee shall be responsible for the allocation of
the appropriate time limitations.

() The Council will vote upon the Consent Agenda.

(67) Public Hearings.

(a) At Public Hearings required by City, State, or Federal law or as Council
may direct, where a general audience is in attendance to present input or
arguments for or against a public issue:

e The City Manager or designee shall present the issue to the
Council and respond to questions.

e Members of the public may speak for no longer than five minutes.
No member of the public may speak for a second time until every
person who wishes to speak has had an opportunity.

s—Councilmembers may ask questions of the speaker and the speaker
may respond, but may not engage in further debate. As-a-generat

wle%h%@eﬁﬁeﬂ%ﬂ%—ﬂ%&espeﬁé—wwwque%&bmem%eﬁ«eﬁhe
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public-for-infermation—but-stafi-shall- respond-as-soon-as-possible
ane-shall-advise-the-Couneil:

The public comments will then be closed but Councilmanic
discussion may ensue if the Council so desires. In the alternative,
the Public Hearing may be continued by majority vote, or the
Council may recess to deliberate and determine findings of fact, if
appropriate, and to reach a final decision which may be announced
immediately following such deliberations or at a subsequent date.

(b) The following procedure shall apply to quasi-judicial Public Hearings:

The Hearings Examiner, City Manager, or designee will present a
summary of the subject matter and any findings and will respond
to Council questions.

The proponent spokesperson shall speak first and be allowed
twenty minutes and Council may ask questions.

The opponent spokesperson shall be allowed 20 minutes for
presentation and Council may ask questions.

Each side shall then be allowed five minutes for rebuttal.
After each proponent and opponent has used his/her speaking time,

Council may ask further questions of the speakers, who may
respond.

e The Mayor may exercise a change in the procedures, but said

decision may be overruled by a majority vote of the City Council.

(#8) New-BusinessAction Jtems (as related to a Public Hearing).

Br-Discussion—ttems:

(9) Agenda-Bill-PresentationsAction Items. This section of the agenda shall include

(a) The Chairpersen-Mayor or designee may read the item by title only, or if
requested by any Councilmember, the document may be read in its
entirety.

(b) The City Manager or designee will-may give a presentation_to provide
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clarification or to discuss changes in an agenda item from what was
discussed at a Study Sesmon Wheﬂm/\ppropmate Staff, anproprlate
members -of gives : : - :

a—City Commissions or Adv1sory Commlttee's or dpnronrlatc submut
matter _experts thea—that—Conunission—or -Advisory—Committee,—or—a
presentationshould be available to answer any gquestions posed by the City
Council.

() A motion at this time will be in order,

(d) The Council may then discuss the item. The City Manager or designee
will be available to answer anv questions by the Council.

(e) The Council will vote upon the item under consideration.

}t«ﬁpp}wﬂhe*ﬁreseﬂted
%WWWM%WW&@%WM
sent-Acenda:

QOﬂfsen{ Ag;eﬂda - -seﬂeqﬁe %eébw&ay-@e&%ﬁmembeﬁ
- b . his time-will beinordet:
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————A{e}——Public-Connments-regarding-Consent-Agenda:

w%ﬂéﬂfé%%emme%ﬁl&féiﬂg—ﬁ%@%@%&gﬁ&d&%hﬁﬁ%@«hm&e&%@
: amments-shall-be-limited-to-twe

imm%e{sw’?hé Maym—%@es& g{i%%b%ﬁ%%}b%e—faﬂheﬁ%t&&%

peRts- ©sarding-items-placed-on-b
b pydpvidhuat-corpments-shal-be-tmited—to—two--minutes—in-duration—and-group

#210) U nfimshed Busmess %w%%ﬁeﬂme#%hc -frgenda—shak-- me-}uée«@}d&mee&

proc;dmes that dDDI‘, durmg this section Shdll bc thc same as thosc undu Section

9. Action Items. Fhe-following-procedures-shall-apphy:

(@) The beine dise Lwill be identified.

(+311)New Business (not related to a Public Hearing). This section of the agenda shall
include Ordinances, Resolutions, and Motions not previously discussed at a Study
Session or Regular or Special Council Meeting. The procedures that apply during
this section shall be the same as those under Unfinished-BusinessSection 9,
Action Items. If the City Council votes on any item under this Section. public
comment shall be allowed, with individual comments limited to two minutes in

durdnon and group comments limited to five minutes in duration. Fhe-timetimit

f citb-ts—the-same-as--provided—by-subsection—t-and-shall-be

Ml@%&pﬂ@ﬂ@%@aﬂ@}lﬁﬂ%

(#412) City Manager Comments. Reports on special interest items from the City
Manager.

(#513) Council Comments.

(+614) Executive Session, if scheduled or called. However, an Executive Session may be
scheduled or called at any time if deemed by the Mayor or by action of the
Council to be appropriate at some point in time other than at the end of the



(D)

meeting. The procedure for conduct of an Executive Session is set forth at
Section 12 of these Administrative Procedures.

(#+#15) Adjournment. A Motion to Adjourn.
The format of any Special Meeting shall be as follows:

Special Meetings are meetings in which the date and/or time are set outside of a regular
schedule. Only the designated agenda item(s) shall be considered. The format will
follow that of a Regular Meeting, as appropriate. Applicable provisions of Section 7
shall govern conduct of Special Meetings.

Section 2. Section 7 of the City Council Administrative Procedures is hereby amended to read
as follows:

Section 7. Speaking Procedures

(A)

®)

Page 7

Speaking procedure for agenda items under consideration is as follows:

(D A Councilmember desiring to speak shall address the éhaﬁ—Maym or Presiding
Officer and upon recognition by-the-M : : ~shall confine him/
herself to the question under debate.

2) Any member, while speaking, shall not be interrupted unless it is to call him/her
to order.

3) Any member shall have the right to challenge any action or ruling of the Mayor or
Councilmember, as the case may be, in which case the decision of the majority
shall govern.

4) Any member shall have the right to question the City Manager on matters before
the Council. Under no circumstances shall such questioning be conducted in a
manner that would constitute a cross examination or an attempt to ridicule or
degrade the individual being questioned.

5 No Councilmember shall speak a second time upon the same motion before
opportunity has been given each Councilmember to speak on that motion.

Procedures for aAddressing the Council £ ssion-shall preeeed

be as follows:

(1) Any person, with the permission of the Mayor may address the Councﬂ bui-the
Mayer-shat-be required-to-giverecognition '

{ay——toa-person-designated-by-the-Maverto-introducethe-subjeet under-diseussion:
. la:

'D‘




(2) In addressing the Council, each person shall stand and, after recognition, give
his/her name and address. All remarks shall be civil and respectful in tone and

content, made to the Council as a body, and not to any individual member.

(3)  No person shall be permitted to enter into any discussion from the floor without
first being recognized by the Mayor.

4 Any person making personal; or impertinent er—slanderous—remarks while

addressing the Council shall be barred from further audience participation by the
Mayor unless permission to continue is granted by a majority vote of the Council.

PASSED this__ /A YA _dayof __‘Fylituare, . 2012 and signed in

ATTEST:

4 / :/4";*
A7 A 9\ (TN /T -
S MLTT1974) L]

|

Kristina Gregg, City Clerk// (]

Approved as to Form:

M phs, Matpnte B iioto

Maw Mirdsite Bartolo, City Attorﬁey

[Amend City Council Administrative Procedures]
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RESOLUTION NO. 12-004 (FAILED)

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
Washington encouraging City Council members to write trip
reports after traveling on City business.

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that it is appropriaic to encourage Ciiv
Councilmembers to write trip reports after traveling on City ?'w;tsinéss; and

WHEREAS, the writing of trip reports will promote open goveriment, tran’;-‘; rel @y, and
accountability of how City funds are spent with regard to Councilmember travel: and

WHEREAS, proactively providing information to the public relaied to Councilmember
travel will improve public access to the information, which can . vc the effect of decreasing
requests for information under the Public Records Act;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY Cf )UNC IL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,
WASHINGTON HERERY RESOLVES as follows: |

City Councilmembers are encouraged to write trip reports after traveling on City
husiness, especially when such travel involves an overnight stay. The purpose of
writing trip reports is to share newly acquired information with other
Councilmembers, staff, and the public, and so members of the public can more
easily sce how taxpayer funds are spent with regard to Councilmember travel. It
is recommended that trip reports contain information such as the location, dates,
and cost of travel, tie purpose of travel, highlights of travel (such as scanned
copies of agendas for meetings or training sessions), what, if anything, was
lcarned, and a description of any benefit to be realized by the taxpayers from the
trave! expense. The trip report may also include any recommendations regarding
similar iravel that may be contemplated by other City officials. Itis also intended
that any trip reports created by Councilmembers be posted on the City website.

Page - 1



PASSED this day of , 2012 and signed in

authentication thereof on this day of ,2012.

CITY Ol SEATAC

"-l-“ony Anderson, Ma: or

ATTEST:

Kristina Gregg, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

1/ i 4 ) W, .
MENA 1 54 1o

Mary E. Mitante Bariolo, City Aftorney

[Trip. [ yorts
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RESOLUTION NO. __12-005

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
Washington endorsing proposed Corner Stores policies and
regulations.

WHEREAS, the City of SeaTac received a Communities Putting Prevention to Work
(CPPW) grant, which allowed the City to research and develop a proposed Corner Stores policies
and regulations; and

WHEREAS, the City Council wishes to endorse the proposed Corner Stores policies and
regulations; and

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,
WASHINGTON HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:

The SeaTac City Council endorses the proposed Corner Stores policies and regulations,
which are attached to this Resolution as Exhibit A. The policies and regulations should be

incorporated as practicable into future Comprehensive Plan and amendments Zoning Code
Updates.

PASSED this 13th  dayof March , 2012 and signed in
authentication thereof on this 13th _ day of March .2012.
CITY OF SEATAC

A —~—_

Xnderson, Mayor
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ATTEST:

- ‘. | .‘"- 5 [',; .3 T
RLdlind> R LG
Kiristina Gregg, City Clerk/ !/

Approved as to Form:

/ d v i R P
Mak o Ml Patfple
Mary E. Mirahte Bartolo, City Attorney

[Corner Stores Resolution]
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Exhibit A
Proposed Corner Stores Policies and Regulations

This document contains proposed amendments for the Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Code.
They were developed through SeaTac’s Communities Putting Prevention to Work (CPPW) Grant
from Seattle-King County Public Health for endorsement by City Council. If endorsed, they will
move forward as part of the upcoming 2014 Major Comprehensive Plan Amendment and Zoning
Code Update Project as appropriate.

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS:

SUPPORT EXISTING AND POTENTIAL HEALTHY FOOD RETAILERS
NEAR RESIDENTIAL AREAS

Proposed new Comprehensive Plan policies:

e Economic Vitality Element:
Provide a mix of uses in a range of zones that allow for the daily needs of residents to be met
within SeaTac

e Land Use Element:
Provide opportunities for shops, and services, recreation, and access to healthy food sources
within walking or bicycling distance of homes, work places, and other gathering places

MOBILE VENDING OPPORTUNITIES

Develop new Zoning Provisions related to the following:

e “Mobile Farmers’ Markets”
o Allow food trucks that sell fresh produce only
o Other potential conditions:
» A certain distance from restaurants
= Allow only existing businesses to run trucks
= Allow only pilot program

¢ Temporary “Mini-Grocery Stores”
o Allow temporary miniature grocery stores such as modular units on private property
o Other potential conditions:
= A certain distance from restaurants
=  Assess types and design of structures that could be appropriate including units on
wheels
= Allow only pilot program
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COMMUNITY GARDENS

Proposed new and revised Comprehensive Plan policies (revisions to existing policies are
underlined):

Proposed New Glossary Definition:

Community Gardens: means a publicly accessible area of land managed and maintained by a
group of individuals to grow and harvest food crops and/or non-food, ornamental crops, for
personal or group use, consumption or donation. Community gardens may be divided into
separate plots or may be farmed collectively by members of the group and may include common
areas.

‘Proposed New Policy in Land Use Element:

Incorporate consideration of physical health and well-being into local decision-making by
locating, designing and operating public facilities and services in a manner that supports creation
of community gardens on public open space in accessible locations throughout SeaTac.

Proposed Revision to Discussion in Existing Policy 9.3B Parks, Recreation and Open Space
Element:
Encourage the development of recreation facilities that accommodate a range of ages and
activities.

Discussion: Age-appropriate facilities are needed to ensure that the recreational demands of
community members of all ages are met. As community demographics change, it is important that
the City provide adequate facilities for community members of a range of ages. Such facilities
may include jungle gyms, swings, or slides for young children, basketball courts, baseball fields,
or skate parks for teens, and trails or wildlife viewing areas for adults, or community gardens for

all ages.

FARMERS MARKETS

Proposed new Zoning Regulations:

Proposed New Definition:

“Farmers’/Outdoor Market: A public market at which farmers and often other vendors sell
agricultural produce and a variety of goods, which includes the sale of flowers directly to
consumers”

Proposed New Use in Use Chart:

“Farmers’/Outdoor Market”
o Allowed in commercial and neighborhood commercial zones
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OTHER

Proposed new Comprehensive Plan policy:

e Proposed New Policy in Land Use Element
o Support, policy, systems, and environmental changes that result in increased access to
healthy foods
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,12-006
JOINT RESOLUTION

* ‘lffbu XV Vs )b

City of Burien

/2

V=4l 818145

City of SeaTac “Highline School District
A JOINT RESOLUTION of the Burien, Des Moines, Normandy
Park, and SeaTac City Councils and the Highline School District
School Board, formally recognizing the Highline Communities
Coalition, committing to sustained participation, and giving
reasonable consideration to all efforts brought forward by the
group.
WHEREAS, in the spirit of cooperation and with the intent of maximizing the benefits to
the citizens of the Highline Community; and
WHEREAS, the Highline Communities Coalition (HCC) is a voluntary collaborative
made up of elected representatives from the Burien, Des Moines, Normandy Park, and SeaTac
City Councils and the Highline School District School Board; and
WHEREAS, it is the intent for the HCC to meet several times per year to discuss
potential areas where our municipalities can cooperate by leveraging our collective resources for
the betterment of our citizens; and
NOW, THEREFORE, WE HEREBY RESOLVE as follows:
1. The Highline Communities Coalition is formally recognized, and the
jurisdictions below are committed to sustained participation and will give

reasonable consideration to all efforts brought forward by the group.

2. Effective Date. This resolution shall take effect immediately upon passage by
each agency.
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12-006

JOINT RESOLUTION

FORMALLY RECOGNIZING HIGHLINE COMMUNITIES COALITION

The City of Burien City The City of Des Moines City

Council passed Resolution No. Council passed ResetutionNo.
_S30 atits Mey 1,202 Mattmm_atits W 5,0/2

Regular Council Meetmg Regular, ({ ouncil M eetlng

%W ,/&W( /w/;f/m

Brian Bennett, Mayor

.

Dadve Kaplan, Ma ow

Am@é/

Altdst/Authenticate
Monica Lusk, City Clerk

// Ny

Approve asto form
Craig D. Knutson, City Attorney

The City of SeaTac City

Council passed Resolutlon No.
R-006_atits 4[24 [/
Regular Council Meetlng

Attést/AuthentiCate
Sandy Paul, City Clerk

P&

NI rons
Approve as to form

Pat Bosmans, City Attorney

The Highline School District
School Board passed Resolution
No. AY¥E atits 4-45 -/2
Meeting.

&mﬁw v &/ VA

v‘-v

oh Anderson Mayor

est/Authenticate
Kristina Gregg, City Clerk

;lf Wl | Flo o
Approve as to form
Mary Mirante Bartolo,
City Attorney

]
4 v
(i

Angelica Alvarez, President

Attest/Authenticate
Dr. Alan Spicciati, Board Secretary

ol

Page -2

The City of Normandy Park
City Council passed Resolution

No. 857  atits &l-ie—1z

Regular Council Meeting.

(hucle o

Clarke Brant, Mayor

s \-*Lﬁu\\ e
Attest/ Authenticate
Debbie Burke, City Clerk

(ecSinx S Y0

Approve as\p form
James Hariey, City Attorney



RESOLUTION NO. _ 12-007

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
Washington confirming the appointment of Stephen K. Causseaux,
Jr. by the City Manager as the City Hearing Examiner, providing
for appointment of a Hearing Examiner Pro-Tem, and authorizing
the City Manager to enter into contracts for Hearing Examiner
services.

WHEREAS, Section 1.20.030 of the SeaTac Municipal Code provides for appointment
of the Hearing Examiner by the City Manager, subject to confirmation by the Council, to serve a
term of two years; and

WHEREAS, Section 1.20.060 of the SeaTac Municipal Code provides for appointment
of the Hearing Examiner Pro-Tem by the City Manager, subject to confirmation by the Council,
to serve a term of two years; and

WHEREAS, the City Manager appoints Stephen K. Causseaux, Jr. as the City Hearing
Examiner subject to confirmation of the City Council;

WHEREAS, the City Manager believes that Stephen K. Causseaux, Jr. is qualified to
serve as the City’s Hearing Examiner, based upon his qualifications, including their training,
actual experience in, and knowledge of administrative and quasi-judicial hearings on zoning,
subdivision, and other land use regulatory enactments; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that it is appropriate that the Hearing Examiner
appoint a Hearing Examiner Pro-Tem, as necessary, to fulfill the duties of the Hearing Examiner
set forth in the SeaTac Municipal Code;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,

WASHINGTON HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:
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1) The appointment by the City Manager of Mr. Stephen K. Causseaux, Jr. to the
position of City Hearing Examiner is hereby confirmed through December 31, 2013, as
specified by Ordinance, and the jurisdiction of Mr. Causseaux to perform all previous
official acts, hearings, and decisions are confirmed and ratified in all respects; and

2) The Hearing Examiner is authorized to appoint, as necessary, a Hearing Examiner
Pro-Tem, in order to fulfill the duties of Hearing Examiner as set forth in the SeaTac
Municipal Code; and

3) The City Manager is authorized to enter into contracts, in substantially similar form as

attached hereto in Exhibit A, for Hearing Examiner services with the Hearing Examiner
and Hearing Examiner Pro-Tem.

PASSED this @&ﬂ'\ day of Swneq , 2012 and signed in authentication

thereof on this __{ ) x)n dayof Y wne. 2012.

CITY O?SEATAC
VY

Tony r‘faerson, Mayor

ATTEST: \

f'y | b S ,/‘ N A
/.:/).T/i ) /{ i4) Qf\/{i vy
Kpi/stina Gregg, City Clerk ‘/\//

Approved as to Form:

/%ﬁt A St B s to

Mary E. Mhﬂmte Bartolo, City Attorney

[Confirmation of Hearing Examiner 2012]
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HEARING EXAMINER CONTRACT

THIS CONTRACT, is made and entered into effective on the date upon which the last party to
sign this Contract so signs the Contract, by and between the City of SeaTac, a municipal
corporation of the State of Washington, hereinafter referred to as the “City”, and Stephen K.
Causseaux, Jr., hereinafter referred to as the “Hearing Examiner.”

WHEREAS, the Hearing Examiner has been appointed as the Hearing Examiner for the City;
and;

WHEREAS, the City Council wishes to contract with the Hearing Examiner under the terms and
conditions set forth herein; and

In consideration of the mutual benefits to be derived by the parties herein, the parties agree as
follows:

1. EMPLOYMENT. The City hereby agrees to retain and employ the Hearing Examiner to
preside over quasi-judicial and appellate matters in accordance with Chapter 1.20 of the SeaTac
Municipal Code (hereafter SMC). The Hearing Examiner hereby agrees to serve the City
pursuant to this Contract.

2. SCOPE OF SERVICES. The Hearing Examiner shall perform all of the duties set forth in
Chapter 1.20 of the SeaTac Municipal Code, and all other actions reasonably necessary to fulfill
the obligations of the position, as established by State statute or City Ordinance. The provisions
of SMC 1.20 and Chapter 35.63.130 of the Revised Code of Washington (hereafter RCW) are
incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein.

3. TIME FOR BEGINNING AND COMPLETION. This Contract shall be effective
January 1, 2012, and continue in effect through December 31, 2013.

4. COMPENSATION. The Hearing Examiner shall provide services to the City at an
hourly rate of $150.00 for the performance of the duties described herein. Any additional costs
incurred in the performance of the Hearing Examiner’s duties that are subject to reimbursement
are stated below:

Secretary $35.00 per hour
Clerk $25.00 per hour

All compensation and costs that are billed at an hourly rate shall be billed in quarter-hour
increments. Other costs not specifically specified in this Contract will only be paid if mutually
agreed upon in writing between the City and the Hearing Examiner.

5. BILLING AND PAYMENT. The Hearing Examiner shall submit a final invoice to the
City within thirty (30) days after a hearing decision is rendered. The City shall make payments
to the Hearing Examiner within forty-five (45) days of receipt of the invoice. Each invoice shall
contain a detailed description of charges. The Hearing Examiner shall provide additional
information to the City explaining charges upon request.



6. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. The Hearing Examiner is an independent contractor
for the performance of services under this Contract. The City shall not be liable for, nor
obligated to pay to the Hearing Examiner, or any employee of the Hearing Examiner, sick leave,
vacation pay, overtime or any other benefit applicable to employees of the City, nor to pay or
deduct any social security, income tax, or other tax from the payments made to the Hearing
Examiner which may arise as an incident of the Hearing Examiner performing services for the
City. The City shall not be obligated to pay industrial insurance for the services rendered by the
Hearing Examiner. The Hearing Examiner will be solely responsible for the payment of any and
all applicable taxes related to the services provided under this Contract and if such taxes are
required to be passed through to the City by law, the same shall be duly itemized on any billings
submitted to the City by the Hearing Examiner.

7. RECORDS INSPECTION AND AUDIT. The Hearing Examiner shall keep all records
related to this Contract for a period of three (3) years following completion of the work for
which the Hearing Examiner is retained. The Hearing Examiner shall return the City's original
records to the City. The Hearing Examiner shall permit any authorized representative of the
City, and any person authorized by the City for audit purposes, to inspect such records at all
reasonable times during regular business hours of the Hearing Examiner. Upon request, the
Hearing Examiner will provide the City with reproducible copies of any such records. The
copies will be provided without cost if required to substantiate any billing of the Hearing
Examiner, but the Hearing Examiner may charge the City no more than 15 cents ($0.15) per page
for copies requested for any other purpose.

8. OWNERSHIP OF WORK PRODUCT. Any and all documents, drawings, reports, and
other work product produced by the Hearing Examiner under this Contract shall become the
property of the City upon payment of the Hearing Examiner’s fees and charges therefore. The
City shall have the complete right to use and re-use such work product in any manner deemed
appropriate by the City, provided, that use on any project other than that for which the work
product is prepared shall be at the City's risk unless such use is agreed to by the Hearing
Examiner.

0. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY. The Hearing Examiner shall strictly abide
by all local, state and federal equal employment opportunity laws and policies relating to the
establishment of non-discrimination in hiring and employment practices, and assuring the service
of all clients, customers or involved members of the public without discrimination.

10. INDEMNIFICATION. The Hearing Examiner shall indemnify and hold harmless the
City and its officers, agents and employees or any of them from any and all claims, actions, suits,
liability, loss, costs, expenses and damages of any nature whatsoever, by any reason of or arising
out of any negligent act or omission of the Hearing Examiner, its officers, agents and employees,
or any of them relating to or arising out of the performance of this Contract; and if final
judgment be rendered against the City and its officers, agents and employees or any of them, or
jointly against the City and the Hearing Examiner and their representative officers, agents and
employees, or any of them, the Hearing Examiner shall satisfy the same to the extent that such
judgment was due to the Contractor’s negligent act or omissions.

The City shall indemnify and hold harmless the Hearing Examiner and its officers, agents and
employees, or any of them from any and all claims, actions, suits, liability, loss, costs, expenses
and damages of any nature whatsoever, by any reason of or arising out of any negligent act or



omission of the City, its officers, agents and employees, or any of them relating to or arising out
of the performance of this Contract; and if final judgment be rendered against the Hearing
Examiner and its officers, agents and employees or any of them, or jointly against the Hearing
Examiner and the City and their representative officers, agents and employees, or any of them,
the City shall satisfy the same to the extent that such judgment was due to the City’s negligent
act or omissions.

11. GENERAL COMPREHENSIVE LIABILITY INSURANCE. The Hearing Examiner
shall secure and maintain a policy of comprehensive general liability insurance with an insurance
company licensed to do business in the State of Washington, with policy limits of not less than
$1 million dollars. Written proof of the insurance policy shall be filed with the City.

12. RESTRICTION AGAINST ASSIGNMENT. The Hearing Examiner shall not assign this
Contract or any interest herein, nor any money due or to become due hereunder without first
obtaining the written consent of the City. The Hearing Examiner shall not subcontract part of the
consulting services to be performed hereunder, without first obtaining the written consent of the
City.

13. TERMINATION OF CONTRACT. Either the City or the Hearing Examiner may
terminate the work in the event the other party fails to perform in accordance with the provisions
of this Contract. Termination of this Contract is accomplished by either party giving the other
party written notice of such termination, specifying the reason for the termination, the extent and
effective date thereof, by not sooner than sixty (60) days from date of such notice, providing that
the Hearing Examiner shall complete and be compensated for any duties previously assigned and
accepted. The Hearing Examiner recognizes that he may be removed from office at any time for
just cause by the affirmative vote of a majority of the whole membership of the City Council,
pursuant to SMC 1.20.040.

14.  CONTRACT ADMINSTRATION. This Contract shall be administered by Stephen K.
Causseaux. Jr. on behalf of the Hearing Examiner and by the City Manager on behalf of the City.
Any written notices required by terms of this Contract shall be served or mailed as follows:

If to the City: If to the Hearing Examiner:
City Manager Stephen K. Causseaux, Jr.
City of SeaTac McCarthy & Causseaux
4800 S. 188" St. 902 South 10" Street
SeaTac, WA 98188 Tacoma, WA 98405

15. CONSTRUCTION AND VENUE AND DISPUTE RESOLUTION. This Contract shall
be construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Washington. It is agreed that King
County, Washington shall be the venue for any arbitration or lawsuit arising out of this Contract.
Except as otherwise provided by law, it is expressly understood that neither party can institute
any legal action against the other based on this Contract until the parties have exhausted the
arbitration procedures required in the following paragraph.

If a dispute arises from or relates to this Contract or the breach thereof, and if the dispute cannot
be resolved through direct negotiations between the parties, then the parties agree to first settle
their dispute by arbitration, which shall be conducted under the American Arbitration
Association’s Arbitration Rules. The arbitrator may be selected by agreement of the parties or



through the American Arbitration Association. All fees and expenses for arbitration shall be
borne by the parties equally. However, each party shall bear the expenses of its own counsel,
experts, witnesses, and preparation of evidence.

16. MERGER AND AMENDMENT. This Contract contains the entire understanding of the
parties with respect to the matters set forth herein and any prior or contemporaneous
understandings are merged herein. This Contract shall not be modified except by written
instrument executed by all parties hereto.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQOF, the parties hereto have executed this Contract.

CITY OF SEATAC HEARING EXAMINER
By: By:

Title: City Manager Title: Hearing Examiner
Date: Date:

Approved as to Form:

Meahi ripnids Bertzolo

City Attome(y




RESOLUTION NO. 12-008
A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
Washington, adopting a Ten-Year Transportation Improvement
Program for the years 2013-2022.

WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 35.77.010, cities are required to adopt a six-year

comprehensive Transportation Improvement Program (TIP); and

WHEREAS, the Growth Management Act, at RCW 36.70A.070(6), similarly requires

adoption’ by the City of a Comprehensive Plan transportation element, including a ten-year
forecast of system and capacity needs and a plan of financing; and

WHEREAS, the City Council conducted a public hearing pursuant to state law, to hear

and receive public comment on the City's TIP; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that prioritized and regularly up-dated road and

street maintenance and capital irnprovemént projects are essential to growth management,
financial planning, and assurance of a comprehensive and coordinated transportation system;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,

WASHINGTON, HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:

1. The Ten-Year Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for the years 2013-2022, a
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, is hereby adopted. City staff will
make the appropriate applications for State and Federal grant funding for the projects
included in the TIP.

PASSED this _J (g4} day of dune. , 2012 and signed in authentication thereof this

A6 day of Juund 2012,
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ATTEST:

Kristina Gregg, Clerk

Approved as to Form:

! )

Mary Miranje Bartolo, City Attorney

At9to

[Ten-Year TIP 2013-2022]
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{ . ) Exhibit A D - DESIGN R/W - RIGHT OF WAY
S .- S-STUDY C - CONSTRUCTION
2013 - 2022 Transportation Improvement Program
Project No. RES 12 -
and
Priority Project Title and Description 2013 2014 2015 2016-2018 2019-2022
MP-033 |Commute Trip Reduction Annual Element
1 Provide for review, approval and monitoring of the CTR programs for major ($27,000 ($27,000 ($27,000 ($81,000 ($108,000
employers within the City including the implementation of the City's CTR program. WSDQOT) WSDOT) WSDOT) WSDOT) WSDOT)
. ) 2 1 ighborho i Project-S 16 d S to 34th
ST-829 ATe 2é )3 Neighborhood Sidewalk Project - S 168th Street (Military Rd S to 34t $1, 442,000 u
This is the fourth project in the Neighborhood Sidewalk Program. Improvements D $100,000
2 include construction of approximately 0.8 miles of new sidewalk on both sides of the C$1.3 4é 000
‘ street, with curb and gutter, storm drainage, retaining walls, and fencing. ! ! )
ST-122 [Military Road S Improvements (S 176th St to S 166th St) $1,900,000 $2218280 | 1 |
‘ Reconstruct roadway to include curb, gutter, sidewalk, bicycle lanes, storm D $100,000 C $3.600.000
3 drainage, landscaping, street lighting, traffic signal at S 170th Street, C $3,000,000 I8 $; 38; 740
channelization, paving and undergrounding aerial utility lines. (TIB $1,200,000) ( R ) ‘ B ’
ST-131 |[Connecting 28th/24th Ave S (S 200th St to S 208th St) $1,650,000 $1,950,000 $2,900,000 $2,000,000
D $600,000
Qonstruct a five Ianfe principal artgria! road.way .inc|}1ding bicyclg Iar.1es, curb, gutFer, ROW $350,000 C $7,000,000
sl o drlnage, St g, Sl hamtialon SN | gnaoooc0 | 0940000 | (FEDS1aN0000 | 654000000
nd utili n . Thi j onnecti in ,300,
4 24th Ave S improvements at S 208th St and the existing 26th Ave S at S 200th St. [ ROW $350,000 (?;D $11’4000 ’0000 00 7B ﬁ,:/’,O(I)BO’ 000 (7,_——’50 &31’%%033)%0
This project completes the gap in the overall 28th/24th Ave S corridor which 1B $1,000, S 1,000, )
extends from S 188th St and 28th Ave S to S 216th St and 24th Ave S. FMSIB $1,500,000)
$1,000,000)
GE-037 |Transportation Plan Update $500,000 $500,000
Conduct Transportation Study to evaluate transportation network. Update
5 transportation model. Identify operational and safety problems. Propose necessary S $500,000 S $500,000
mitigation projects. Estimate costs and propose funding measures.
2013/14 Neighborhood Sidewalk Project - S 204th St (30th to 32nd Ave S) & ndd B (xi ) -
ST-830 |33 Ave s (5 204th to S200th St) , $210,000 $790,000
This is the fifth project in the Neighborhood Sidewalk Program. Improvements
include construction of approximately 0.5 miles of new sidewalk on both sides of the )
6 street, with curb and gutter, storm drainage improvements, retaining walls, and D $180,000 C $1 ,200,000
fencing. Sidewalks are proposed for the south side of S 204th St and the eastside | ROW $35,000 (ST $410,000)
of 32nd Ave S. Sidewalks exist on the north side of S 204th St and the west side of
32nd Ave S within the project limits.
ST-883 |2013 Annual Street Overlays $400,000
Maintain and preserve the integrity of the City's existing roadway surfaces through a
7 combination of repair to major pavement failures, crack sealing of existing
pavements to extend their usable life and overlay pavements that are structurally
declining.
6/20/2012 Page 1




f , ‘\‘] Exhibit A D - DESIGN R/W - RIGHT OF WAY
A e S - STUDY C - CONSTRUCTION
2013 - 2022 Transportation Improvement Program
Project No. RES 12 -
and
Priority Project Title and Description 2013 2014 2015 2016-2018 2019-2022
ST-159 [Intersection Safety Improvements
Upgrade approximately 285 pedestrian signal heads with new countdown
8 signal heads, 92 pedestrian push buttons with audible pedestrian push C $350,000
buttons, and install yellow retroreflective sheeting on traffic signal back (FED $350,000)
plates at approximately 38 signalized intersections.
ST-145 |Connecting 28th/24th Ave S (S 208th St to S 216th St)
This is the Des Moines portion of the Connecting 28th/24th Project. This is also a
Outside City [segment of the Des Moines Gateway Project. Widen roadway to a five lane urban C C
Limits arterial and provide a continuous center turn lane, bicycle lanes, transit stops, curb Des Moines Des Moines
and gutter, landscaping and sidewalks.
ST-146 [S 216th Street (19th Ave S to 24th Ave S)
Outside Cit Segment 2 of the Des Moines Gateway Project. Widen roadway to a five lane urban c
Limits Y arterial and provide a continuous center turn lane, bicycle lanes, transit stops, curb Des Moi
and gutter, landscaping and sidewalks. es Moines
ST-147 |S 216th Street (24th Ave S to 29th Ave S)
Outside City Segment 1A of the De§ Moines Qateway Project. Widen rgadway to a five la.ne D c c
Limits urban arterial and provide a continuous center turn lane, bicycle lanes, transit stops, Des Moi Des Moi Des Moi
curb and gutter, landscaping and sidewalks. es Moines es Moines es Moines
Military Road S (S 150th to S 152nd St) & S 152th St ili Rd S t
ST-125 |Military Road S (S 150th to § 152nd SY) reet (Military Rd S to $300,000 $1,800,000 $1,980,000
International Blvd)
Widen existing roadway, construct sidewalks, pavement overlay, street lighting,
undergrounding of aerial utilities, landscaping, and storm drainage. Provide access D $300,000
9 and circulation irnprovements Con.struct right turn lane on S 152nd St from Military D $300,000 ROW $5(50,000 C $1.980,000
Rd S to International Blvd. These improvements support redevelopment of the S
154th Street Station Area and facilitate potential Military Rd closure between S C $1,000,000
152nd St and International Blvd.
ST-848 |Lake to Sound Trail (DMMD - City Limit @ SR 509 to S 156th St)
This portion of the multi-jurisdictional Lake to Sound Trail project is located in
SeaTac. A bicycle and pedestrian trail would be extended south from S 156th C $1.650,000
10 Street along Des Moines Memorial Drive to SR 509. The improvements are being Ki ’C ’ t
designed by King County. The Lake to Sound Trail would provide a trail connection Ing Lounty
from Lake Washington to Puget Sound.
ST-849 |Lake to Sound Trail, (DMMD - 8th Ave S to SR 509)
This portion of the multi-jurisdictional Lakes to Sound Trail project is located in
Outside Cit Burien. A bicycle/pedestrian trail would be extended south of SR 509 along Des C
Limits Y IMoines Memorial Drive to 8th Ave S. The improvements are being designed by Burien
King County. The Lakes to Sound Trail would provide a trail connection from Lake King County
Washington to Puget Sound.
6/20/2012 Page 2




} Exhibit A D - DESIGN R/W - RIGHT OF WAY
%, S- STUDY C - CONSTRUCTION
2013 - 2022 Transportation Improvement Program
Project No. RES 12 -
and
Priority Project Title and Description 2013 2014 2015 2016-2018 2019-2022
MP-025 |Link Light Rail (SeaTac/Airport Station to $ 200th St)
ST Construct separated rail tracks-and new station at S 200th St with pedestrian drop- C C C C
; off and bus station facilities. ST ST ST ST
ST-056 |Military Road S at S 200th St/I-5 SB Ramps
ST Widen 1-5 south bound off ramp to provide for a left turn lane. Reconstruct west leg WSDOT/ST
WSDOT |to provide left, thru and right turn lanes Modify signal to facilitate lane changes. $2,000,000
ST-831 [2014/15 Neighborhood Sidewalk Project $250,000 $1,440,000
Annual project as part of the Neighborhood Sidewalk Program to construct twelve
11 miles of sidewalks over twenty years. The project location will be considered from D $250,000 C $1,440,000
the Proposed Pedestrian Network map.
ST-884 [2014 Annual Street Overlays $400,000
Maintain and preserve the integrity of the City's existing roadway surfaces through a
12 combination of repair to major pavement failures, crack sealing of existing
pavements to extend their usable life and overlay pavements that are structurally
declining.
ST-832 [2015/16 Neighborhood Sidewalk Project , N $250,000 $1,406,000
; Annual project as part of the Neighborhood Sidewalk Program to construct twelve ;
13 miles of sidewalks over twenty years. The project location will be considered from D $250,000 C $1,406,000
_ |the Proposed Pedsstrian Network map. ‘
ST-885 [2015 Annual Street Overlays $450,000
Maintain and preserve the integrity of the City's existing roadway surfaces through a
14 combination of repair to major pavement failures, crack sealing of existing
pavements to extend their usable life and overlay pavements that are structurally
declining.
ST-065 |Des Moines Memorial Dr & S 200th St Intersection Improvements $200,000 $750,000 $750,000
Widen to provide left turn lanes on all legs, and right turn lane on east leg. C  $1,100,000 | C  $1,100,000
Construct traffic signal and channelization improvements. The improvements would P! P
15 ! o X . D $200,000 (Des Moines (Des Moines
be done in partnership with Des Moines. They are needed to facilitate the SR-509
Interim Trail. $350,000) $350,000)
~ 8T-126  |S 152th Street Improvements (30th Ave, S. to Military Road S) $800,000 $4,600,000 $4,600,000
Widen-existing roadway and construct sidewalks, street lighting, and storm
16 drainage. Provide access and circulation improvements for vehicle and pedestrian D $800,000 C $4,600,000 C $4,600,000
o movements in‘ support of redEVeIopment. ‘ ; B
ST-148 S 154th St Transit Station Area Improvements $1,000,000 $6,500,000 $6,500,000
Construct new streets as envisioned in the South 154th Street Station Area Plan. .
17 Improve and create pedestrian connections. Area generally bounded by S 152nd D $1,000,000 C $6,500,000 C $6,500,000
St, SR 518, 30th Ave S and International Bivd.
6/20/2012 Page 3




( "-.l Exhibit A D - DESIGN RW - RIGHT OF WAY
. : S-STUDY C - CONSTRUCTION
2013 - 2022 Transportation Improvement Program
Project No. RES 12 -
and
Priority Project Title and Description 2013 2014 2015 2016-2018 2019-2022
ST-833
§T-834 [Neighborhood Sidewalk Projects $5,273,000
ST-835 ) , e _
; Annual projects as part of the Neighborhood Sidewalk Program to construct twelve D $750,000
18 miles of sidewalks over twenty years. The project locations will be considered from C$4 525 000
the Proposed Pedestrian Network map. ! !
ST-886
ST-887 |Annual Street Overlays $1,350,000
ST-888
Maintain and preserve the integrity of the City's existing roadway surfaces through a
19 combination of repair to major pavement failures, crack sealing of existing
pavements to extend their usable life and overlay pavements that are structurally
declining.
ST-033 |international Blvd. at SR 518 $9,600,000 $5,400,000
Construct interchange improvements consistent with WSDOT's Route Development D $2,000,000
20 Plan. Elements may include modification to S 154th St exit ramp and new ROW $1,000,000 | C $5,400,000
eastbound exit ramp to northbound International Blvd. C $6,600,000
ST-836
ST-837 |\ eighborhood Sidewalk Projects $7,536,000
ST-838
ST-839 , , ,
Annual projects as part of the Neighborhood Sidewalk Program to construct twelve D $1,000,000
21 miles of sidewalks over twenty years. The project locations will be considered from c$ 6Y 536, 000
the Proposed Pedestrian Network map. s
ST-889
ST-890
Annual Street Overlays 1,800,000
ST-891 y $1,
ST-892
Maintain and preserve the integrity of the City's existing roadway surfaces through a
22 combination of repair to major pavement failures, crack sealing of existing
pavements to extend their usable life and overlay pavements that are structurally
declining.
6/20/2012 Page 4




Exhibit A D - DESIGN RAW - RIGHT OF WAY
S - STUDY C - CONSTRUCTION
2013 - 2022 Transportation Improvement Program
Project No. RES 12 -
and
Priority Project Title and Description 2013 2014 2015 2016-2018 2019-2022
ST-015 [34th Ave S Improvements (S 160th Stto S 176th St) $7,100,000
econstruct roadway install drainage, curb, gutter and sidewalks. Install traffic ,
23 R truct road i Il drai b, gutt d sidewalks. | Il traffi D $900,000
calming measures Underground utility lines. C $6,200,000
ST-022 |Military Rd S (S 128th Stto S 150th St) - $12,250,900
24 Reconstruct and widen to provide for drainage, bicycle lanes and pedestrian D $1,400,000
facilities. Provide for left turn lanes at significant intersections. C $10,850,900
ST-156 S 154th Pedestrian Grade Separation ~$12,925,000
Plan, design, construct a grade separated pedestrian crossing to directly link the S D $1,500,000
25 154th St Station Area with the Tukwila International Boulevard Station. ROW $250,000
N . C $10,000,000
ST-157 [32nd Ave S Improvements (S 152th St to S 154th St) - $1,600,000
26 Reconstruct and widen roadway; install curb, gutter, storm drainage and sidewalk D $250,000
; _|improvements. o , G $1,350,000
ST-158 |30th Ave S Improvements (S 152th to S 154th St) $1,000,000
27 Reconstruct and widen roadway; install curb, gutter, storm drainage and sidewalk D $150,000
improvements. o C $850,000
ST-024 |S 142nd St/S 144th St (Des Moines Memorial Dr S to 24th Ave S) $11,800,000
Improve existing arterial roads to serve planned north end development. Provide D $1,840,000
sidewalks and non-motorized path. Signal improvements at S 142nd/Des Moines ROW $960.000
28 Memorial Dr. C $10,000,000
(POS $1,000,000)
ST-141 |32nd Ave S (S 170th St to S 176th St) 5 $8,000,000
29 Heeonstruct roadway, install drainage, curb, gutter and sidewalks. Underground $8.000,000
|utility lines. , o v
ST-116 |Military Rd S & S 160th St (International Bivd to S 166th St) $7,400,000
Reconstruct and widen to provide for drainage, bicycle lanes, pedestrian facilities,
P o L ; i ) D $900,000
30 upgrade existing signals, channelization, street lighting, continuous left turn lanes C $6.500,000
’ and underground overhead utilities. o ’ !
ST-018 [Military Road S (S 188th St to I-5 south of S 200th St) $5,858,200
31 Reconstruct roadway to provide drainage and padestrian facilities along the D $600,000
, roadway. o C_$5258,200
ST-112  |Military Road S (S-200th St to S 208th St) $4,419,100
32 Reconstruct and widen to provide for drainage, bicycle lanes and pedestrian D $500,000
facilities. Provide for left turn lanes as needed. C $3,919,100
6/20/2012 Page 5
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Exhibit A D - DESIGN

S - STUDY C - CONSTRUCTION
2013 - 2022 Transportation Improvement Program
Project No. RES 12 -
and ]
Priority Project Title and Description 2013 2014 2015 2016-2018 2019-2022
ST-047 |Military Road S (S 208th St to S 216th St) $3,177,800
33 Reconstruct and wide roadway to provide for drainage and pedestrian facilities on D $300,000
both sides of the roadway. - C $2,877,800
ST-031 [Military Ad (South City Limits to S 216th St) $8,853,900
34 Reconstruct and widen roadway to provide for draindge -and pedestrian facilities on D $1,000,000
’ both sides of the roadway. ; C $7,853,900
ST-072 |Des Moines Memorial Dr. (S 136th St to SR'518) ~ $6,256,000
Reconstruct and widen roadway to 36 ft. to include storm drainage, landscaping, D $700,000
35 bicycle lanes, street lighting, channelization, signal modification, paving and modify C $5 556'5 000
’ the overhead utility lines. Install curb, gutter‘and sidewalk {one side). ! !
ST-028 [Des Moines Memorial Dr. (S 128th St to S 136th St) $4,175,600
; Reconstruct and widen roadway to 36 ft. to incliide storm drainage, curb, gutter, D $333,800
36 bicycle lanes, landscaping, street lighting, channelization, signal modification, R/W $841,800
paving and modification of overhead utility lines. C $3,000,000
ST-029 |[Des Moines Memorial Dr. (SR 518 to S 156th St) $4,352,400
Reconstruct and widen roadway to 36 ft. to include storm drainage, bicycle lanes, D $ 500000
37 landscaping, street lighting, channelization, signal modification, paving and modify C $385 2’ 400
the overhead utility lines. Install curb, gutter and sidewalks (one side). T
ST-049 |Des Moines Memorial Dr (S 156th St to SeaTac City Limits/SR 509) $5,135,300
38 Reconstruct and widen roadway to 36 feet to provide for drainage, bicycle and D $600,000
pedestrian facilities. C $4,535,300
ST-051 [Des Moines Memorial Dr. (S 194th St to S 208th St) ; $5,180,200
39 Reconstruct and widen roadway to 36 feet to provide for drainage, bicycle and D $650,000
©  |pedestrian facilities. ’ C  $4,530,200
ST-079 |S 144th St (24th Ave S to Military Rd S) $3,400,000
Reconstruct roadway to provide for drainage and pedestrian facilities. D  $400,000
40 Improvements include curb, gutter, sidewalk, storm drainage, landscaping, street c $3 006 000
lighting, channelization, paving and undergrounding of utility lines. T
~ ST-041 |S 170th St (Military Road S to 51st Ave ) $2,487,400
Reconstruct roadway to 36 feet to provide for drainage, pedestrian facilities, curb, D $400,000
41 gutter, sidewalk, storm drainage, landscaping, street lighting, channelization, C $2.0 7;3 400
paving, signalization and undergrounding of utilities. T
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Priority Project Title and Description 2013 2014 2015 2016-2018 2019-2022
S§T-084 [40th Ave S (S 176th St to S 166th St) $2,993,400
Reconstruct roadway to 36 feet to provide for drainage and pedestrian facilities
. . ) D $500,000
42 improvements could include curb, gutter, sidewalk, storm drainage, landscaping, C $2.493,400
street lighting, channelization, paving, signalization and undergrounding of utilities. ’ ’
ST-140 [s 216th St (I-5 to 35th Ave S) $350,000
43 Reconstruct roadway, install drainage, curb, gutter and sidewalks. Underground
utility lines. ’
ST-139 |16th Ave S (S 188th St to S 192nd St) $750,000
44 Reconstruct roadway, install drainage, curb, gutter and sidewalks. Underground
utility lines.
ST-150 (8th Ave S (S 186th St to S 188th St) $800,000
Reconstruct roadway, install drainage, curb, gutter and sidewalks. Underground
45 -
utility lines.
ST-044 |S 195th Street (International Blvd. to 28th/24th St) $1,734,100
Construct three | dway t id dditional int to th D $300,000
46 Asigfaéf,csﬁs?fets (r:eeentzre roadway to provide an additional access point to the R/W $450,000
' C $984,100
ST-069 |[S 208th Street (International Blvd. to 28th/24th St) $1,116,500
47 Widen roadway to three to five lanes depending on the existing and proposed level D $200,000
of development in the Aviation Business Center. C $916,500
ST-136 |32nd Ave S (S 200th St to S 204th St) ; ) , $1,500,000
48 This is a City project in conjunction with the SR 509 Extehsion. Install sidewalks and D $200,000
neighborhood traffic calming measures. C $1,300,000
MP-043 |SR 509 Extension (Des Moines Memorial Dr. S to I-5)
WSDOT Construct new 4 lane full access control freeway to connect existing SR 509 $1,500,000,000
freeway terminus with |-5. WSDOT
ST-132 |s 208th St (International Blvd to SR 509 & SR 509 to 34th Ave S
~ |In conjunction with the extension of SR 509, terminate roadway either side of SR $1,000,000
WSDOT |509. Widen roadway to 36 feet and construct sidewalks both sides on eastern WSD bT
B portion and west cul-de-sac.
ST-004 s 200th St (International Blvd. to South Access and SR 509 Ramps to Des $5,500,000
ST-077 |Moines Memorial Dr.) ’ ’
Widen to a three to five lane urban arterial the areas of S. 200th Street outside the
49 SR 509 Improvements with curb, gutter, sidewalk, bicycle lanes, associated D $500,000
intersection improvements, consolidation of driveways and possible undergrounding C $5,000,000
of overhead utility improvements.
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Project No. RES 12 -
and
Priority Project Title and Description 2013 2014 2015 2016-2018 2019-2022
MP-013 {South Access (Airport Drives to SR 509 Extension) $13,600,000
Port of |construct new arterial or limited access roadway to connect the south end of the (POS
Seattle [|Airport to the new SR 509 extension with at-grade intersection at S 200th St. $88,400,000)
ST-134 |S 204th St (32nd Ave S to 34th Ave S) ,
WSDOT | coniunction with SR 509 Extension, widen roadway to 36 feet. Construct $650,000
sidewalks on both sides. ) WSDOT
ST-133  [34th Ave S (S204th Stto S 211th St) )
WSDOT Iq cpnjunction with SR 509 Extension, construct new 36 foot wide roadway with $4,500.000
sidewalk on one side. WSDOT
ST-052 [Des Moines Memorial Dr. (S 208th St to Marine View Dr.)
. . D $824,000
Outside City Reconstrgct and W|d_en roadway to :?6 fget to |n<.:lude sto'rr‘n drainage, bicycle Ia.n.es, RW  $364,000
o landscaping, street lighting, channelization, paving, modification to overhead utility
Limits lines, curb, gutter and sidewalks (one side). c $4’55:_3’000
Des Moines
ST-050 |Des Moines Memorial Dr. (SeaTac City Limit to Normandy Park Rd)
Outside City |Reconstruct and widen roadway to 36 feet to provide for drainage, bicycle and $1,103,000
Limits pedestrian facilities. Burien
TOTAL $6,402,000 $7,908,260 $9,020,000 $31,479,000 $178,301,800
POS PORT OF SEATTLE
TIB TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT BOARD
FED FEDERAL GRANT
wWSDOT WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ST SOUND TRANSIT
TBD TO BE DETERMINED
Project adds Sidewalks in Residential Areas
Amounts shown in bold are City's net costs
6/20/2012 Page 8




RESOLUTION NO. 12-009

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
Washington, authorizing entry into a Development and Transit
Way Agreement between the City and Sound Transit.

WHEREAS, RCW 36.70B.170 through .200 and SMC 15.05.057 authorize the City to
enter into Development Agreements with persons or entities applying for code deviations which
are off-set by significant public benefits; and

WHEREAS, the Sound Transit Airport Link Project, as a regional transportation facility,
is an Essential Public Facility and no local comprehensive plan or development regulation may
preclude the siting of such facilities as per RCW 36.70A.200 and;

WHEREAS, notice was published pursuant to SMC 16A.13.010, and the Council held a
public hearing on June 12, 2012; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds that the proposed Development Agreement satisfies the
criteria of SMC 15.22.055 and remains generally consistent with current City development
regulations and provides significant public benefit;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,
WASHINGTON HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:

1. The City Manager is authorized to execute, on behalf of the City, a

Development Agreement with Sound Transit, generally in the form attached to

this Resolution as Exhibit A.

2. The City Clerk shall cause the fully executed document to be filed with the

King County Recorder, consistent with the terms of RCW 36.70B.190 and the
Development Agreement.

Page - 1



PASSED this a 'a*’b day of (ﬁ) Wy < , 2012 and signed in authentication
thereof on this 9\(_9 'l day of ¢ ) wne  ,2012.

CITY OF SEATAC

%W fderson, Mayor

ATTEST:

Kristina Gregg, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

irghte Bartolo, City Attorney

[Sound Transit Development Agreement]
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DEVELOPMENT AND TRANSIT WAY AGREEMENT
for

SOUND TRANSIT CENTRAL LINK LIGHT RAIL

SOUTH LINK PROJECT
between
CITY OF SEATAC, WASHINGTON

and

SOUND TRANSIT

Date: [ ]

PUBLIC HEARING HELD JUNE 12, 2012

Version: June 20, 2012
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This Development and Transit Way Agreement (“Agreement”) is entered into, by and
between the CITY OF SEATAC, a Washington municipal corporation (“City”), and the
CENTRAL PUGET SOUND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (“Sound Transit”),
a regional transit authority. For and in consideration of the mutual covenants contained
herein, the City and Sound Transit do hereby agree as follows regarding the Sound
Transit Central Link Light Rail South Link Project.

RECITALS

A. The City is a non-charter optional municipal code city incorporated under the
laws of the State of Washington, with authority to enact laws and enter into
development and right of way agreements to promote the health, safety and
welfare of its citizens.

B. Sound Transit is a regional transit authority created pursuant to chapters 81.104
and 81.112 RCW with all powers necessary to implement a high capacity transit
system within its boundaries in King, Pierce, and Snohomish Counties, including
the right to construct and maintain facilities in public rights of way without a
franchise (RCW 81.112. 100 and RCW 35.58. 330).

C. This agreement is authorized by RCW 36.70B.170 through .210. In addition, the
City has adopted regulations governing development agreements, as set forth at
SMC 15.22.055, and those regulations allow a property owner to apply to the City
to enter into a development agreement to address project development standards
including, design standards, mitigation measures, project phasing, review
procedures, vesting, and other appropriate development requirements.

D. The Growth Management Act (RCW 36.70A) requires that the City plan for and
encourage regional high capacity transit facilities such as South Link (RCW
36.70A.020) and accommodate within the City such essential public facilities
(RCW 36.70A.200). Likewise, the Growth Management Act grants authority to
the City to impose reasonable permitting and mitigation conditions on the Project.

Sound Transit requested approval of the Project through both a conditional use
permit and development agreement and submitted applications on August 16,
2011 and September 13, 2011, respectively. On February 16, 2012, Sound
Transit requested a code interpretation as to whether a conditional use permit is
required for projects that are processed and approved using a development
agreement. On March 19, 2012, the City issued a code interpretation
determination that “[a] Conditional Use Permit is not required if the City and
Sound Transit enter into a Development Agreement which explicitly states that a
Conditional Use Permit is not required.” In the interest of streamlining, and to
avoid duplication of processes, the City Manager has recommended that this
Development Agreement expressly not require a Conditional Use Permit for the
Project.



On November 5, 1996, central Puget Sound area voters approved local funding
for Sound Move, the ten-year regional transit system plan. Sound Move includes
three new types of regional transportation -- light rail, commuter rail, and a
regional express bus/HOV system -- which will be integrated with local transit
systems and use a single or integrated, regional fare structure.

One component of Sound Move is the Central Link Light Rail System (“Central
Link™), an electric light rail transit system connecting some of the state’s largest
employment and education centers, highest density residential areas, and highest
regional transit ridership areas.

On July 14, 2005, Sound Transit approved the alignment and station locations of
the Airport Link Project (“Project”) from the Tukwila International Boulevard
Station in Tukwila to 200™ Street South in the City, and selected the portion of
Airport Link from Tukwila International Boulevard Station to SeaTac/Airport
Station to be constructed and in operation before the end of 2009, as set forth in
Sound Transit Resolution R2005-16, incorporated by reference herein and
attached hereto as Exhibit A.

In 2006, the City issued approvals for the Airport Link Project and that segment
began revenue service in December 2009.

On Nov. 4, 2008, voters of the Central Puget Sound region approved the Sound
Transit 2 (ST2) ballot measure to provide an alternative to rising gas prices and
greenhouse gas emissions. The ST2 plan adds regional express bus and commuter
rail service while building 36 additional miles of light rail to form a 55-mile
regional system. The ST2 plan will extend Link light rail to the South 200™ Street
station and beyond, eventually making the South 200™ Street station an inline
station rather than the southern terminus of Link light rail. The ST2 plan
contemplates a light rail extension from SeaTac International Airport to the
Redondo/Star Lake area near Federal Way, with three planned new stations at
South 200th Street, the vicinity of Highline Community College, and
Redondo/Star Lake, each with a park-and-ride facility.

On September 9, 2010, the Sound Transit Board of Directors directed staff to
study the feasibility of accelerating the start of light rail service at the South 200th
Street Station by up to five years earlier than scheduled in the ST2 plan, so as to
coincide with the start of light rail service to the University of Washington (“U-
Link™) in 2016. On July 28, 2011, the Sound Transit Board adopted Resolution
R2011-05 to accelerate delivery of the South Link Project to open for service
before the end of September 2016. Sound Transit intends to use a design/build
procurement (“Design/Build”) method for the Project to meet the delivery
schedule goal.



The City owns and operates city streets and other infrastructure improvements
within the City boundaries where Sound Transit proposes certain Project
improvements. As described in this Agreement, and as was the case with the
Airport Link Project, Sound Transit will apply to the City for temporary right of
way use permits for construction of the Project and the City will grant Sound
Transit a non-exclusive use of a Light Rail Transit Way in the City for the
Project’s long term needs.

In anticipation of the Project, Sound Transit and the City have engaged in
planning efforts to identify capital improvements that would be necessary to
increase safe and efficient accessibility to the light rail station and mitigate project
impacts. The commitments contained in this Agreement regarding capital
improvements are intended by the Parties to fully mitigate project impacts and
satisfy Sound Transit’s financial contribution toward such capital improvements.

Sound Transit is proceeding to design and build the Project, and will seek various
land use, administrative and right-of-way approvals for construction and operation
of the system within the City. In recognition of the multiple development permits
and separate review processes, and the continuing potential for conflict, overlap
and duplication between such processes, the City and Sound Transit desire to
consolidate permit and environmental review processes for the benefit of both
parties and the public pursuant to the development agreement authority provided
in RCW 36.70B.170-.210 and SMC 15.22.055. In addition, the City recognizes
the public benefits which will accrue to the City and community from
development of the property for the Project.

Sound Transit has completed extensive environmental analysis of the Project. In
November 1999, U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Transit
Administration (“FTA”) and Sound Transit completed an Environmental Impact
Statement for the entire Central Link Light Rail Project; on November 18, 1999,
Sound Transit approved the alignment for construction of the Central Link Light
Rail System from South 200" Street in the City to Northgate in Seattle (Sound
Transit Resolution R99-34); on September 27, 2001, Sound Transit identified the
preferred Initial Segment extending from South 154" to Westlake, subject to
completion of environmental review (Sound Transit Motion M2001-103); on
November 16, 2001, the Final Supplemental EIS and a SEPA Addendum for the
Initial Segment was issued (“Tukwila SEIS”); on November 29, 2001, the Sound
Transit Board adopted the Initial Segment (Sound Transit Resolution R2001-16);
on February 5, 2002, an Environmental Assessment for the Initial Segment was
issued; on May 8, 2002, the FTA issued an Amended Record of Decision
(“ROD”) for the Initial Segment; on August 5, 2004, a SEPA Addendum to the
Tukwila SEIS was issued.



An Environmental Assessment for Airport Link and South Link, as part of the
Central Link Light Rail Transit Project, was issued on May 13, 2005 and the FTA
issued an Amended Record of Decision (“ROD”) on September 13, 2005. The
ROD states the FTA’s decision, identifies the alternatives considered by the FTA
in making its decision, and concludes that the federal environmental process is
complete for the Central Link Light Rail Transit and the Airport Link Project.

In 2011, Sound Transit issued a SEPA Addendum to the Environmental
Assessment referenced above. This Addendum analyzed project changes that
have been identified in the 2011 Design Refinements when compared to the 2005
Environmental Assessment. The probable significant adverse impacts of the
South Link project are addressed by the range of alternatives and impacts
analyzed in the existing environmental documents. The project changes in the
2011 Design Refinements do not substantially change the analysis of significant
impacts and alternatives in the previous EIS and EA/Addendum.

Sound Transit has adopted real property acquisition and relocation procedures and
guidelines that comply with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (PL 91-646, 84 Stat. 1894), as amended by the
Uniform Relocation Act Amendments of 1987 (PL 100-17, 101 Stat. 246-256)
and as implemented by the United States Department of Transportation (49 CFR
24), all of which establish a uniform policy for the expedient and consistent
treatment of owners subjected to land acquisition practices and provide for the fair
and equitable treatment of persons displaced as a result of public works programs
or projects of a local public body (hereinafter the “Federal Regulations”).
Pursuant to these policies and its statutory authority, Sound Transit has acquired
or will acquire such real property interests as are necessary to construct, maintain
and operate the Project, as described in Resolution 2005-16, Exhibit A attached
and incorporated herein.

Both Parties recognize the importance of extending the light rail system from the
Airport to South 200th and have mutually concluded that it is feasible to do so by
2016. Both parties will work in a collaborative effort to resolve any issues and
risks to ensure that the South Link Project begins operations by the end of 2016.

The City Council appointed an Ad Hoc Committee to review the Project on
February 22, 2011 and the Committee held meetings between November 14, 2011
and May 21, 2012. The Ad Hoc Committee’s role is to provide input on the
project, including the Development Agreement, to ensure the project is
compatible with nearby land uses, standard infrastructure, development
regulations, and the Comprehensive Plan, and has included appropriate and
adequate mitigations. The Committee’s recommendations were provided to the
City Council on May 31, 2012 attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit B.

Pursuant to RCW 36.70B.200 and SMC 15.22.055, the City held a properly
noticed public hearing, and the City Council finds: that the proposed Project is



generally consistent with the City development regulations and that any
departures therefrom provided by this Agreement are offset by the benefits to be
received from the Project including, increased transit service, transit oriented
development opportunities, infrastructure improvements, and enhanced
mitigations; that the proposed Project conforms with the criteria provided in SMC.
15.22.055; and has authorized the City Manager to enter into this Agreement.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of mutual promises and covenants herein
contained related to the approval of various development permits and a grant of a non-
exclusive use of a City right of way by the City to Sound Transit to construct, operate,
and maintain the Project, the Parties hereto agree to the terms and conditions as follows:

1.0

DEFINITIONS

For purposes of this Agreement, the following terms, phrases, words, and their
derivations shall have the meaning given herein where capitalized; words not
defined herein shall have their ordinary and common meaning. When not
inconsistent with the context, words used in the present tense include the future,
words in the plural number include the singular number, words in the singular
number include the plural number, and the use of any gender shall be applicable
to all genders whenever the sense requires. The words “shall” and “will” are
mandatory and the word “may” is permissive. References to governmental
entities (whether persons or entities) refer to those entities or their successors in
authority. If specific provisions of law referred to herein are renumbered, then the
reference shall be read to refer to the renumbered provision. References to laws,
ordinances or regulations shall be interpreted broadly to cover government
actions, however nominated, and include laws, ordinances and regulations now in
force or hereinafter enacted or amended.

1.1 Agreement. “Agreement” means this Development and Transit Way
Agreement approved by appropriate action of the City and of Sound
- Transit.

1.2 Approved Building Permit Plans. “Approved Building Permit Plans™
means prints showing in detail the proposed construction and
specifications of the Light Rail Transit System, including alignment
drawings showing the exact limits of the Light Rail Transit Way, and
further described in the building permits approved by the City.

1.3 City. “City” means the City of SeaTac and any successor or assignee
following an assignment that is permitted under this Agreement.

1.4 Design/Build Contractor. “Design/Build Contractor” means the entity or
entities that will contract with Sound Transit to complete the design of the
Project, to obtain all remaining permits for the Project, and to construct the
Project, all based upon a design/build procurement method.
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Design Submittal. “Design Submittal” means a set of design documents

for the Project that will be submitted to the City for review as the Project
moves through various review and approval processes. There shall be four
different phases of design submittal as follows:

(a)

(b)

(©)

(d)

"30% Design Submittal" means the Design Submittal that exists
at the time this Agreement is executed, which included
conceptual design of the alignment, station, and park-and-ride
facilities.

"50% Design Submittal" means a Design Submittal that presents
the basic concept of the overall Project including advanced detail
on route alignment, existing utilities and proposed major utility
line relocations, construction phasing, traffic lane configurations,
structural types, sizes and locations, urban design concepts, new
and proposed right-of-way limits, extent of roadway
modifications, retaining walls, soil nail/tie back depth, angles,
lengths and locations, and other supporting concepts to define the
intent of the Project. This submittal is intended to trigger any
requests for significant changes or corrections that may be
required by the City.

"100% Design Submittal" (or “Building Permit Submittal”)
means a Design Submittal that illustrates the entire scope of the
work under design so that all reviewers can comment on the
overall scope of the Project, including grade crossings, utility
relocation improvements, track plan and profile, retaining walls,
signal footprints, new traffic signaling plans, ADA crossings, and
grading plan. This submittal is intended to ensure that new,
never-before-seen items of significance do not appear for the first
time in the Issued for Construction Design Submittal. This
submittal shall constitute the Building Permit Submittal.

"Issued for Construction Design Submittal" means a Design
Submittal that has incorporated any corrections required based
on review of the 100% Design, or Building Permit, Submittal
and that is sufficiently complete for Project Approval and upon
which the Design/Build Contractor will rely in constructing the
Project, including but not limited to a complete set of
constructions plans, drawings, and specifications, draft
construction schedule, and traffic plan. The Approved Building
Permit Plans and the Final Right-Of-Way Plans shall not
materially differ from the Issued for Construction Design
Submittal.
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1.7

1.8

1.9

1.10

1.13

1.14

Emergency. “Emergency” means, except as otherwise provided, a sudden,
unexpected occurrence or set of circumstances demanding immediate
action.

Final Right-of-Way Plans. “Final Right-of-Way Plans” means prints
showing the proposed limits of the Light Rail Transit Way mathematically
tied to existing City monumentation.

Liability. “Liability” means all loss, damage, cost, expense (including
costs of investigation and attorneys’ fees and expenses at arbitration, trial
or appeal and without institution of arbitration or suit), liability, claims
and demands of whatever kind or nature (including those arising under the
Federal Employers Liability Act), arising out of an occurrence relating to
this Agreement or occurring on or relating to the Light Rail Transit
System described herein.

Light Rail Transit Facility. “Light Rail Transit Facility” means a

structure, rail track, equipment, maintenance base or other improvement of
a Light Rail Transit System, including but not limited to ventilation
structures, traction power substations, Light Rail Transit Stations and
related passenger amenities, bus layover and inter-modal passenger
transfer facilities, park-and-ride lots, and transit station access facilities.

Light Rail Transit System. “Light Rail Transit System” means a public
rail transit line that operates at grade level or above grade level, and that
provides high-capacity, regional transit service owned or operated by a
regional transit authority authorized under chapter 81.112 RCW. A Light
Rail Transit System may be designed to share a street right-of-way
although it may also use a separate right-of-way.

Light Rail Transit Way. “Light Rail Transit Way” means the areas of the
Public Right-of-Way occupied by Sound Transit for its Light Rail Transit
System after construction pursuant to this Agreement, as shown on the
record drawings of the Final Right-of-Way Plans approved by the City and
on file with the City.

Parties. “Parties” means the City of SeaTac and the Central Puget Sound
Regional Transit Authority.

Passenger. “Passenger” means any person who is not an employee or
agent of Sound Transit, and who is aboard any Sound Transit Light Rail
Transit System vehicle.

Project. “Project” or “South Link Project” means the light rail system as
described in Exhibit C attached and incorporated herein, and as approved
by the City pursuant to the approvals described in this Agreement. The
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1.16

1.17

1.19

South Link Project consists of the elements described in Exhibit C, all of
which Sound Transit will fund, design, and construct.

Public Right-of-Way. “Public Right-of-Way” means the areas above,
below, on and over public streets and easements which, under the SeaTac
Municipal Code, the City ordinances, and applicable laws, the City has
authority to grant rights of way, permits, or licenses for use thereof or has
regulatory authority therefore.

Routine Maintenance and Operation. “Routine Maintenance and
Operation” means Sound Transit’s maintenance and operation of the Light
Rail Transit System that does not require (1) the excavation of soil that
would alter or disturb the Public Right-of-Way; or (i1) the use of heavy
machinery within fifty (50) feet of or upon the Public Right-of-Way.

South 200th Street Station. “South 200th Street Station” or “Station”
means the Light Rail Transit Facility located at S. 200th Street near the
intersection of South 200th Street and 28th Avenue South that provides
pedestrian access to Light Rail Transit System vehicles and facilitates
transfer from light rail to other modes of transportation. The Station may
include mechanical devices such as security cameras, elevators and
escalators to move passengers, and passenger amenities such as
informational signage, seating, weather protection, drinking fountains,
artwork, concessions, public restrooms, and parking areas.

Sound Transit. “Sound Transit” means the Central Puget Sound Regional
Transit Authority, and any other entity to the extent such entity, as
permitted under this Agreement, is exercising any rights to operate the
Light Rail Transit System over any portion of the Light Rail Transit Way
pursuant to a specific written grant of such rights by Sound Transit.

Third Party. “Third Party” means any person other than the City or an
employee of the City and any person other than Sound Transit or an
employee of Sound Transit.

COOPERATION AND GOOD-FAITH EFFORTS

2.1

2.2

The Parties understand and agree that the process described in this
Agreement depends upon timely and open communication and
cooperation between the Parties. In this regard, communication of issues,
changes, or problems that arise with any aspect of the work should occur
as early as possible in the process, and not wait for explicit due dates or
deadlines. Each party agrees to work cooperatively and in good faith
toward resolution of any such issues.

The Parties acknowledge that this Agreement contemplates the execution
and delivery of a number of future documents, instruments and permits,
the final form and contents of which are not presently determined. The
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24

2.5

2.6

Parties agree to provide the necessary resources and to work in good faith
to develop the final form and contents of such documents, instruments and
permits, and to execute and deliver the same promptly.

The City will provide timely review by both dedicated and regular city
staff of all permit applications necessary to complete the Project, subject
to the City’s applicable process and regulations. This includes Sound
Transit’s payment of applicable permit fees and reimbursement for City
staff time as described in Section § and consistent with Exhibit D attached
and incorporated herein.

The City further agrees to take all necessary actions to implement the
improvements identified in Section 6.3, below, concurrent with
construction of the South Link Project, as practicable, including any
required environmental review, right of way acquisition, design and
construction. Sound Transit acknowledges that the City is not responsible
for delays resulting from extenuating circumstances beyond its control.

The City may apply for grants available to local agencies to supplement
Sound Transit funds for street, sidewalk or other improvements
contemplated by this Agreement. Upon request, Sound Transit will
provide letters of support for grant applications made by the City.

Sound Transit will provide technical assistance to the City to plan public
improvements in the station area intended to incentivize transit-oriented
development.

Sound Transit will exercise its reasonable best efforts to minimize impacts
of construction activities upon current and future business operations and
pending development opportunities in the Project area.

SEPA COMPLIANCE

3.1

Sound Transit is the “lead agency” for purposes of Project compliance
with the State Environmental Policy Act, RCW Chapter 43.21C
(“SEPA”). The City agrees that the Project has been subject to full and
complete procedural and substantive SEPA review through issuance of the
following environmental documents, which taken together comprise the
“Project Environmental Documents,” incorporated herein by reference:

(a) Central Link Light Rail Transit Project Final EIS (November
1999);

(b) Addendum to the Final EIS for the Initial Segment (November
16, 2001);

(c) Initial Segment Environmental Assessment (February 2002);



3.3

34

(d) Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority Central Link
Light Rail Project: Tukwila Freeway Route Addendum to
Tukwila Freeway Route Final Supplemental Impact Statement
(August 2004);

(e) Airport Link Environmental Assessment/SEPA Addendum to the
Central Link Light Rail Final Environmental Impact Statement
(May 13, 2005);

(H) Record of Decision for Central Puget Sound Regional Transit
Authority’s Airport Link Segment of the Central Link Light Rail
Transit Project, King County, Washington (September 13, 2005);
and

(2) South Link SEPA Addendum to Airport Link Environmental
Assessment/SEPA Addendum (July 5, 2011).

The Parties agree that pursuant to WAC 197-11-600, the Project
Environmental Documents will be used by the City unchanged for its
review and decisions on permit applications related to the Project, unless
(1) the applicant makes changes to the Project that are likely to have
significant adverse environmental impacts not previously analyzed or
(i1) new information is discovered regarding the Project that indicates a
probable significant adverse impact not previously analyzed.

The Parties agree that the mitigation measures described in this Agreement
shall constitute the full and complete exercise of the City’s substantive
SEPA authority. The City has carefully considered the environmental
impacts associated with the Project and the mitigation measures contained
in the Project Environmental Documents. Pursuant to the authority
granted in RCW 43.21C.060 and the SeaTac Municipal Code, the Parties
agree that the mitigation measures included as part of the Project are
necessary to mitigate specific adverse environmental impacts and are
deemed sufficient to mitigate such impacts, are reasonable, and are
capable of being accomplished.

The City shall be responsible for performing any necessary environmental
review related to the City’s construction of capital improvements as
described in Section 6.3 of this Agreement, in the event that such
construction projects exceed the scope of environmental analysis
contained in the Project Environmental Documents.

4.0 DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

4.1

In a letter dated August 8, 2011, the City notified Sound Transit that the
Project is an Essential Public Facility. Under the terms and conditions of
this Agreement, and in an effort to streamline the process and avoid
duplication, the City hereby waives the requirement that Sound Transit

10



4.2

4.3

4.4

obtain a Conditional Use Permit for the Project. This Agreement provides

an equivalent level of public input through the participation of the Ad Hoc
Committee and a public hearing before the City Council, and it facilitates

the City’s exercise of its authority to impose reasonable conditions on the

Project to mitigate potential impacts, consistent with state law.

The proposed Project is a permitted use of affected property and will be
generally consistent with current City development standards and
regulations. Any departures from these development standards and
regulations are offset by the Project’s public benefits to the City and
community, and by the requirements of this Agreement.

Sound Transit acknowledges that pursuant to Ordinance 11-1020, adopted
on December 3, 2011, the rezone for the Port of Seattle properties
generally bounded by S. 200" Street to the south, 26™/28™ Ave. S. to the
west and 28" Ave. S. to the east as Aviation Business Center (ABC), a
zone appropriate for Sound Transit’s proposed use, will not become
effective until such time as ownership of the property is transferred from
the Port of Seattle to Sound Transit. The South 200" Street Project is
located within the following zoning districts as defined at SMC 15.11.140:
CB (Community Business in Urban Center), AVO (Aviation Operations),
ABC (Aviation Business), AVC (Aviation Commercial), UH-900 (Urban
High Density Residential), and UL-7200 (Urban Low Density
Residential). Any development approvals or permits issued for
development within the Project shall be consistent with the provisions of
this Agreement. Except as provided in this Agreement, the Project shall be
governed by the City’s development regulations or standards as such
regulations or standards existed on August 16, 2011, or as regulations and
standards may be determined inapplicable because of the non-preclusive
requirements for essential public facilities provided in RCW 36.70A.200.
As provided in RCW 36.70B.170(4), the City shall reserve its authority to
adopt new or different regulations to the extent required by a serious threat
to public health and safety, after notice and an opportunity to be heard has
been provided to Sound Transit, and such regulations shall apply to the
Project. The City regulations or standards contained in the SMC shall
prevail unless superseded by the terms of this Agreement.

The vesting described in this Agreement shall apply throughout the
“Construction Build out Period” for the Project, which the Parties have
established as ten years following execution of this Agreement. During
the Construction Build out Period, the City shall neither modify nor
impose new or additional development regulations or standards for the
Project beyond those set forth in this Agreement. To the extent this
Agreement does not establish or define development regulations or
standards covering a certain subject, element or condition, the Project shall
be governed by the City development standards and regulations in effect
on August 16, 2011.

11
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The City has determined that the Project as represented in the 30% design
is generally well-designed and that pursuant to SMC 15.36.020(C), strict
interpretation of certain High Capacity Transit Standards and other Zoning
Code regulations would be contrary to the overall purpose of the
Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, the City is allowing certain departures
from development regulations for interim components of the Project as
allowed by SMC 15.22.055.C.9. Under SMC 15.22.055.C.11, the City is
allowing other departures from development regulations because the
Project will be providing a benefit to the City of an equal or greater value
relative to the standard from which departure is being allowed. The City
hereby allows departures from the following standards as follows:

(a) SMC 15.36.240.B. The South 200th Street Station will straddle
the street with pedestrian entrances on either side, therefore, the
City has determined that construction of a pedestrian bridge over
South 200th Street is not necessary.

(b) SMC 15.36.210.B. Because the entire Project consists of an
' entirely elevated guideway, the City has determined that the
overhead catenary system provisions of this subsection, which
were intended for at-grade alignments, should not be applied to
the Project.

(c) SMC 15.36.220.A.2. Plantings installed under the elevated
guideway have low survival rates due to lack of sunlight;
therefore the City has determined that installing alternative
treatments (e.g.- hardscape) underneath the guideway structure
confers greater benefit than the landscaping required by this
section.

(d) SMC 15.36.120 B.2 and 3. Seating, in the form of benches,
leaning rails, or low walls, will be provided by the Project, but in
an amount appropriate to needs of transit patrons, as mutually
agreed-upon by the Parties during development of the Project
design, rather than determined by formula based on transit plaza
area, PROVIDED THAT in no case shall a greater amount of
seating be required than that required by the formula of this
section.

(e) SMC 15.36.410. For interim parking only, subject to subsection
(h), below, departure is allowed from Threshold Standard for the
Inclusion of Structured Parking. Sound Transit’s parking
demand studies for the Project predict an estimated demand for
1,050 parking spaces while the station is the light rail system’s
southern terminus. When the system is extended southwards and
the Station becomes an in-line station, demand is estimated to
drop to 700 parking spaces. To avoid building more parking
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()

()

(h)

than is estimated to be needed after the system expansion, and
thereby possibly reduce opportunities for transit-oriented
development around the station, the City agrees that interim
parking on nearby existing surface parking lots located within
one-quarter mile of the Station is a desirable method to meet the
higher intermediate demand for parking and to encourage transit-
oriented development in the station area. Therefore, the City
finds that interim parking need not be accommodated in
structured facilities.

SMC 15.14.090. For interim parking only, subject to subsection
(h), below, within the Project area as shown on Exhibit E,
departure is allowed from Landscaping of Surface Parking Areas.

SMC 15.36.320.B. For interim parking only, subject to subsection
(h) below, within the Project area as shown on Exhibit E, departure
is allowed from Surface Parking Lot Landscaping and Treatment
of Perimeter.

In the event that Sound Transit determines that the interim surface
parking is necessary for more than ten (10) years after the start of
Project revenue service, the standards referenced in Section 4.6 (d),
(e) and (f) shall become applicable to the Project, unless otherwise
agreed by the parties. In the event that Sound Transit proposes to
develop interim surface parking on property not identified for such
use in the Project Environmental Documents, such proposed
development activity will be subject to review and approval by the
City pursuant to the applicable City Codes.

Sound Transit will locate permanent and interim parking within the
boundary shown in Exhibit E. If any parking is located outside of the
properties identified in Exhibit E, additional environmental review of
project impacts and mitigations may be required, and may necessitate
updates to the Development Agreement. In addition, if parking is outside
of the boundary shown in Exhibit E, the following will apply:

(a)
(b)

Parking will be located within % mile of the station.

Sound Transit will minimize impacts to existing businesses, such
as displacement, by leasing the minimum area needed to meet
parking requirements and limiting such leases to no more than
ten (10) years after the start of Project revenue service.

Parking will include temporary landscaping and lighting and
appropriate stormwater facilities, as approved by the City.

13



4.7

4.8

4.9

4.10

Retail space requirements of the HCT code (SMC 15.36.440) shall be
understood to be fulfilled by dedicated convertible retail/commercial
structures, potentially fully forward of the face of parking structure and
may be typical “core and shell” construction utilized for commercial /
retail development where tenants have not been identified at the time of
construction. Therefore the first floor height of the garage may be less
than ten feet in clear height provided the other retail/commercial
requirements are fulfilled. The first floor of the garage need not be
sprinkle red if the retail/commercial component is fully sprinkle red and
separated from the parking by one-hour construction. Alternatives to the
requirements of SMC 15.36.440 that are mutually agreed upon by the
parties and supportive of the City’s Comprehensive Plan’s designations
for properties in the station area may be considered and implemented as
designs to accommodate station parking are further developed.

Sound Transit shall construct restroom(s) pursuant to the City’s HCT
Code. However, consistent with Sound Transit Board policy described in
Motion M98-67, Sound Transit shall not be responsible for the
maintenance and operation of the restroom(s). Restroom(s) constructed
with the Project will serve retail spaces described in 4.8 and transit
customers, and leases for the retail space, which will include triple-net
charges (e.g. proportional share of costs for insurance, property taxes, and
janitorial/maintenance services) and will require that restroom(s) remain
open to the public during regular hours of business.

The Parties shall continue good faith negotiations to execute a mutually
acceptable future agreement before January 1, 2016 to address leasing of
the retail spaces and the operation, maintenance and repair of the
restroom(s). Options which the Parties will consider may include, but not
be limited to: the transfer of ownership of the commercial space to the
City; a master lease of the commercial space; or a right of first option or
refusal for the City in the event that Sound Transit determines it is in its
best interest to offer the commercial space for sale at any time in the
future.

Pursuant to SMC15.05.057, the City has determined that the Project is
generally consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and development
regulations. So long as the Project is developed consistent with
appropriate City permit approvals and this Agreement, the public health,
interest, and welfare are adequately protected within the bounds of the
law.

In addition to this Agreement, additional permits and approvals will be
required by the City, including but not limited to: building, right-of-way,
clearing, grading, and drainage, hauling route, sign, demolition, fire alarm,
sprinkler, plumbing, mechanical, and electrical permits. Subsequent to
execution of this Agreement, the City agrees that it shall issue permits and

14
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4.12

approvals necessary to complete the Project consistent with this
Agreement and any other applicable laws and regulations within the City’s
jurisdiction. The City shall exercise due diligence to review and issue
decisions on subsequent permits and approvals efficiently and in a timely
manner as further described in this Agreement and subject to Sound
Transit’s staff funding reimbursement responsibilities described in Section
8.

The City has determined that satisfactory implementation of this
Agreement will provide for infrastructure improvements that enhance
vehicular, pedestrian and bicycle access to the South 200th Street Station
and which adequately address the City’s high-capacity transit standards in
chapter 15.36 SMC.

Upon adoption of the ordinance or resolution that approves this
Agreement, the City shall issue a Notice of Decision that conforms to the
content and distribution requirements of SMC 16A.15.020 and SMC
16A.15.030, respectively.

ESSENTIAL PUBLIC FACILITY REQUIREMENTS

5.1

5.2

The Project is a critical component of the Link Light Rail regional
transportation system and is an Essential Public Facility (“EPF”) as
provided in the Growth Management Act at RCW 36.70A.200. Because
cities are not regional decision-making bodies under the Growth
Management Act they may not make decisions regarding system location
of regional EPFs. A city’s role is limited to attempting to influence such
decisions by providing information to the regional body, commenting on
the alternatives under consideration, or expressing local preferences in its
comprehensive plan. However, after the regional decision is made, the
city then has a duty to accommodate the EPF, and in the exercise of its
land use powers may impose reasonable permit and mitigation conditions.

Sound Transit, as the regional transit authority sponsoring the Project, has
the primary authority to make siting and location decisions for the Project.
Under RCW 36.70A, the City may not utilize development regulations to
preclude Sound Transit’s decisions on siting and location of the Project;
however, the City may impose reasonable permit and mitigation
conditions on the Project.

The Parties agree that the requirements of RCW 36.70A.200 regarding the
siting of essential public facilities are applicable to the Project.

15
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PROJECT MITIGATION

6.1

6.2

Through the environmental review and determination process and further
negotiation between the City and Sound Transit, impacts of the Project
have been determined and mitigation measures have been identified in this
Agreement that will mitigate the Project impacts. Such mitigation
measures will be funded by Sound Transit, in proportion to the Project’s
share of impacts upon existing and future conditions. Certain
improvements will be designed and constructed by Sound Transit and
other improvements will be designed and constructed by the City as
described below.

While the mitigation measures described in this Agreement are deemed
adequate by the Parties to mitigate Project impacts, alternative measures
may be identified by the City that could provide an equal or higher level of
mitigation than those identified as adequate. If the Parties agree that such
alternative measures have the potential to improve overall performance of
the transit system, station, or area roadway network and its constituent
elements, the City, as the Party proposing the alternative improvement(s),
shall conduct studies sufficient to demonstrate, to the Parties’ mutual
satisfaction, the alternative’s equal or superior mitigation of Project
impacts in the affected area(s). Recognizing that Sound Transit’s
historical light rail ridership data for any given station location show an
approximate two-year period during which daily ridership slowly grows to
reach a generally stable number, the Parties agree that substantial
completion of the identified mitigation measures or any mutually
beneficial alternative mitigating improvements may occur after opening
the Project for revenue service, but in any case no later than June 15,
2017, unless otherwise agreed by the Parties.

If alternative mitigation measures are identified for implementation by the .
Parties, the Parties will work together to determine the full value of the
portion of the mitigation measures that would no longer be required to
mitigate Project impacts, and the agreed-upon full value may, subject to
certain conditions, be transferred to funding the alternative mitigation
measures(s).

South 200" Street Station Improvements by Sound Transit

As part of the construction of the Project, Sound Transit will fund, design,
and construct the South 200th Street Station Area Transportation
Improvements limited to those listed below and shown in Exhibit F,
attached and incorporated herein, PROVIDED THAT the City may release
Sound Transit from the obligation to fund, design, and construct certain of
these improvements if Sound Transit funds alternative mitigation
measures pursuant to this Agreement:

16



(a)

(b)

(©

(d)

(©)

()

Frontage improvements on South 200th Street from International
Blvd to 26th Avenue South, including paved vehicular lanes,
bike lanes, curb, gutter, sidewalk, storm drainage, illumination,
and landscaping. Additional rights-of-way necessary to
construct these improvements will be acquired by Sound Transit
and dedicated to the City.

A new, dedicated right-turn lane for eastbound traffic on South
200" Street turning to travel southbound on International
Boulevard. Additional rights-of-way necessary to construct
these improvements will be acquired by Sound Transit and
dedicated to the City.

A new traffic signal on South 200th Street located between
International Boulevard and 26™ Avenue S. to facilitate
access/egress for the proposed parking garage at the South 200th
Street Station and improve station area traffic network
performance.

Frontage improvements on 28th Avenue South between South
200th Street and the intersection of 28th and 26th Avenues
South. Improvements will include paved vehicular lanes, curb,
gutter and sidewalk, storm drainage, and illumination. Additional
rights-of-way necessary to construct these improvements will be
dedicated to the City.

Frontage improvements on 28™ Avenue South between South
200™ Street and the south end of the Station platform. Permanent
improvements will be constructed to match the future permanent
roadway section defined by City for 28" Avenue South between
the south end of the Station platform and the intersection of 28"
Avenue South and S. 204™ Street. Improvements will include
paved vehicular lanes, curb, gutter and sidewalk, storm drainage,
and illumination. Additional rights-of-way necessary to construct
these improvements will be dedicated to the City.

Rebuilding of 28"™ Avenue S. from south end of Station platform
to S. 204™ Street, including reconstruction of the S. 204" Street
and 28" Avenue S. intersection, to “Urban Access” standards, as
defined in King County Road Design & Construction Standards
(2007), including access for pedestrians along the rebuilt
roadway connecting the S. 204" Street pedestrian crossing of
International Boulevard with sidewalk/plaza abutting the
Station’s eastern-most edge. Because facilities in the area in
which this improvement will be located are planned to be
demolished when the Light Rail Transit System extension to the
Kent/Des Moines area is constructed, the improvement will be

17
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(g

(h)

(1)

designed to a 10-year life-cycle and no permanent drainage
improvements will be required to be part of its construction. The
need for and definition of permanent improvements in this area
will be addressed at such time that Sound Transit submits a new
application for future extensions of the Light Rail Transit System

Pedestrian/Bicycle pathways will be constructed within existing
right-of-way limits along S. 200" Street to connect the western
extent of improvements between International Blvd and 26"
Avenue S with the trailhead of the Des Moines Creek Trail.
Pedestrian crossing signs and warning devices will be installed at
the trailhead’s driveway on S. 200™ Street.

Improvement to I-5/Military/S. 200" intersection as negotiated

between Sound Transit and WSDOT and approved by City.

Lengthening the existing left turn pocket for northbound traffic
on International Boulevard turning to travel westbound on South
204" Street. The additional turn pocket length will be taken from
the existing median such that no additional right of way will
need to be acquired by Sound Transit.

South 200th Street Station Area Improvements by the City:

In connection with the construction of the Project, and no later than
January 31, 2013, Sound Transit shall contribute to the City a total lump
sum amount of $854,300 to provide funding assistance for the City to
design and construct the South 200th Street Station Area Improvements
enumerated in Exhibit F that are intended to improve the non-motorized
transportation network in the station area and mitigate impacts to station
area traffic in accordance with the City’s design standards for high-
capacity transit facilities (SMC 15.36). This contribution by Sound
Transit will satisfy Sound Transit’s funding toward the following two
categories of improvements:

(a)

(b)

204th Street: sidewalk infill on south side of street to provide
continuous pedestrian connection between western driveway of
Brookstone Apartments and International Boulevard. ($410,300)

Mitigations required in 2030: Sound Transit’s traffic studies
indicate that growth in area background traffic will trigger the
need for additional mitigating improvements by 2030. The City
will be responsible for implementing mitigation measures
required after the Project opens for revenue service, and Sound
Transit shall contribute funding toward the total cost of such
mitigation measures in proportion to the effect of light rail transit
patrons’ driving to/from the Station upon area network
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performance, as defined in Exhibit F. Sound Transit’s payment
of $444,000 is the true and full present value of Sound Transit's
contribution to the future cost of these capital improvements and
shall fulfill all of its obligations to the City relating to the future
traffic impacts of the Project described in this subsection.

Alternative Mitigation Measures

In the event that the City is able to identify alternative mitigation measures
that perform as well as, or better than, those identified above , Sound
Transit will contribute to the City the full value of a mutually agreed upon
portion of the funds for implementing the identified mitigation measures
listed above to the agreed-upon alternative mitigation measures,
PROVIDED THAT the City shall be responsible for all design,
environmental review, federal, state, and local permitting, and all other
soft costs associated with the alternative mitigation measures and for any
construction costs that exceed Sound Transit’s contributions.

This alternative mitigation process depends upon timely implementation
by the City for it to succeed. Time is of the essence with respect to the
City’s deadlines below. Any failure by the City to meet the schedule set
forth below shall render the alternative mitigation process terminable by
Sound Transit at its election. Any election by Sound Transit to excuse one
or more schedule failures by the City shall in no way limit its ability to
terminate the alternative mitigation process in the event of subsequent
failures. A termination by Sound Transit of the alternative mitigation
process shall not release Sound Transit from its obligations above. The
identified alternative mitigation measures must comply with the following
implementation schedule milestones, unless otherwise agreed in writing
by the Parties:

(a) Parties shall execute a term sheet by September 28, 2012
detailing cost estimates based on 30% design studies and the full
value of mitigation measures identified above that may be
supplanted by alternative mitigation measures, thereby
identifying the amount of funding that may be available to
contribute to an alternative mitigation measure;

(b) City must be able to demonstrate secured funding for final design
by June 15, 2013;

() City must have completed any required environmental review
and executed a contract for final design by October 15, 2013;

(d) City must be able to demonstrate secured construction funding
by August 15, 2014;
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(e) City must award a construction contract, or demonstrate award of
a construction contract by a partner agency or municipality, by
April 15, 2015 with contract duration no greater than 24 months.

If this alternative mitigation process is not terminated by Sound Transit,
Sound Transit will contribute to the City the mutually agreed upon amount
toward the alternative mitigation measure no earlier than 30 days, and no
later than 180 days, following the City’s award of the applicable
construction contract. In exchange for any payment by Sound Transit
pursuant to this Section, the City shall provide a written release, executed
by the City Manager, from Sound Transit’s related mitigation obligation
above.

Additional Conditions of Approval:

(a) The City agrees that the station area improvements provided and/or
contributed to by Sound Transit as described in Sections 6.2, 6.3,
and, potentially, 6.4, above, will adequately mitigate the impacts
related to the Project. The City will issue the permits necessary to
complete the improvements described in Sections 6.2, 6.3, and,

“potentially, 6.4 upon Sound Transit’s payment of applicable permit
fees and without imposing additional mitigation measures unless
specifically required by the development regulations or standards
referenced in Section 4.1.

(b) The City has determined that Sound Transit’s financial
contributions, in conjunction with the other mitigation measures
expressly set forth herein, satisfactorily mitigate the impacts of
construction and operation of the Project. In accepting Sound
Transit’s contribution, the City agrees to implement the proposed
improvements to the extent possible given the level of funding
Sound Transit and other grant sources dedicate to the
improvements. Sound Transit funding may be expended on any
actions necessary to implement the proposed improvements,
including those not expressly called out, such as right of way
acquisition, drainage work, etc.

©) Sound Transit shall provide art enhancements within the Project
that seek to maximize the overall visibility of art installations
consistent with Sound Transit Art Program (STart). The parties
acknowledge that any art enhancements to Light Rail Transit
Facilities shall not involve modifications to structural elements. In
the event that the City seeks to broaden the extent of the art
enhancements, Sound Transit shall incorporate such changes
provided that they: (a) meet Sound Transit’s criteria for art
installations; (b) gain applicable and necessary approvals from the
Port of Seattle if located on Port of Seattle property; (c) are
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(d)

(e)

()

(2)

(b)

adequately developed no later than January 31, 2013 for any
elements necessary for incorporation into Project construction
documents; and (d) do not increase Sound Transit’s adopted total
STart budget for the Project.

Storm water drainage from the Project shall be addressed as
provided in the Storm Water Drainage Concurrence letter executed
between the City and Sound Transit dated April 2, 2012, attached

~ and incorporated herein as Exhibit G.

Sound Transit shall provide Fire/Life-Safety mitigation as
provided in the concurrence letter, executed between Sound
Transit and the City on May 21, 2012 attached and incorporated
herein as Exhibit H.

Sound Transit shall provide security mitigation as provided in the
Memorandum of Understanding executed December 19, 2011
between Sound Transit, the City and the Port of Seattle, attached
and incorporated herein as Exhibit .

Sound Transit shall, in coordination with the City and at Sound
Transit’s expense, conduct an on-street parking inventory and
utilization study of the block faces identified in Exhibit J all
located within one half-mile of the S. 200th Street Station, within
one year before start and within one year after start of revenue
service to the S. 200th Street station based on a mutually agreed
upon study methodology. In the event that there is a documented
significant increase in on-street parking, which is attributable to the
Project, over the baseline established by the first study, Sound
Transit and the City will work together in good faith to identify
and implement appropriate mitigation. Sound Transit will work
with the City and impacted property owners, by providing
technical assistance, to address light rail-related nuisance parking
issues on private property as they arise.

The Parties agree that the conditions of approval and mitigation
measures identified in this Agreement are reasonable as part of the
Project approvals and such mitigation shall be incorporated into
the Project in full satisfaction of all development standards, except
for those standards applicable to the building permits and other
necessary administrative permits.

The Parties agree that the terms and conditions applicable to the
real property which is the subject of that certain development
agreement executed between Equitable Capital Group and the City
on April 11, 2001, and all subsequent amendments thereto, shall
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7.0

8.0

not be applicable to the portions of such real property acquired in
any form by Sound Transit.

G) After substantial completion and before the start of revenue service,
Sound Transit will conduct noise testing to confirm that the actual
noise generated by operation of the Project does not exceed the
applicable exterior (FTA Impact Criteria, 2006) or interior (HUD)
criteria. Sound Transit will conduct testing at the La Quinta Inn,
upper floor rooms, near the guideway. If the actual light rail related
noise levels exceed the applicable criteria, further testing will be
conducted as required to determine the need for additional mitigation
measures. If necessary, such mitigation measures will be implemented
as soon as practicable, working with affected property owners to
schedule the work at mutually acceptable times.

MINOR REVISIONS TO PROJECT APPROVALS

The City Manager or designee is authorized to approve minor revisions to the
Project that are necessary and generally consistent with this Agreement. Such
minor revisions shall include (a) revisions within the scope and intent of the
original Project approvals, (b) revisions within the scope of the Project
Environmental Documents, (c) relocations and adjustments of the Light Rail
Transit Facility within the Light Rail Transit Way, and (d) relocations and
adjustments of the elements and features of the S. 200™ Street Station.

FINANCIAL REIMBURSEMENTS BY SOUND TRANSIT

In addition to Sound Transit’s mitigation commitments outlined in Section 6.0,
Sound Transit shall reimburse the City for certain Project review costs as more
specifically described in this Section and subject to the requirements and
procedures described below:

8.1 Reimbursement Procedures.

Unless expressly stated otherwise, the procedures and requirements of this
subsection shall apply to all subjects of reimbursement under subsection
8.2.

(a) The City shall invoice Sound Transit on a quarterly basis based on
actual expenditures of staff time in excess of that typically covered
by building permit and other administrative permit fees. The City
shall provide Sound Transit with sufficient documentation to show
that the direct costs invoiced to Sound Transit under this
Agreement are for goods and services that would not have been
covered by the amount of permit fees paid by Sound Transit or its
contractors. Invoices shall bear a purchase order number and be
addressed to Sound Transit, Accounts Payable, 401 S. Jackson
Street, Seattle, WA 98104. Within thirty (30) calendar days after
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8.2

(b)

(©)

Sound Transit’s receipt of any complete and accurate City invoice,
Sound Transit shall remit the reimbursement for the amount of
valid expenditures.

The City is committed to work efficiently and will closely monitor
the time required to complete work products consistent with the
scope of work for the Project. As part of the quarterly invoicing,
the City shall prepare and submit detailed monthly progress reports
to Sound Transit. These monthly reports shall document tasks
completed, changes in the scope of work assumed and upcoming
challenges and projections of the next month’s activities. These
monthly reports shall be submitted within sixty (60) calendar days
after the end of the month for which progress is being reported.
The City and Sound Transit will provide active, ongoing oversight
to ensure that Sound Transit funds are expended efficiently, in a
manner that adds value to the Project.

The City’s Designated Representative, or other designated City
official, shall coordinate requests for reimbursements by all City
departments and offices.

Qualifying Subjects of Reimbursement.

Sound Transit shall reimburse the City for the following three types of
Project review costs

(a)

(b)

(©)

Peer Review. The cost of conducting peer review of the Project’s
noise & vibration report technical memorandum (dated June 30,
2011) and the parking demand study interim technical
memorandum (dated January 14, 2011) for a total amount not to
exceed Twenty-Six Thousand Dollars ($26,000).

Structural Review. The cost of conducting structural review and
approval of the Project’s structural design but only to the extent
that such review is not funded by permit fees paid to the City by
Sound Transit and PROVIDED THAT, in no case shall Sound
Transit pay the City more than One Hundred Fifty Thousand
Dollars ($150,000) over and above Project building permit fees for
this type of review.

Staff Time Dedicated to the Project. In order to facilitate
expedited review and approval of the Project, to obtain a higher
level of service than the City would otherwise be able to provide
with its existing staff, and to mitigate the direct financial impact of
the Project upon the City, Sound Transit shall reimburse the City
for the direct costs incurred by the City in excess of the City’s
typically anticipated costs associated with reviewing plans and
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performing construction inspections as provided in adopted
application and permit fees. Upon selection of the Project
contractor by Sound Transit, the parties shall work cooperatively in
good faith to determine if any modifications to this subsection
8.2(c) are necessary regarding expenditures of future City staff
time. Sound Transit agrees to reimburse the City for the three
different categories of staff time as described in subsection (i)
through (iii) below, subject to the limitations in subsection (iv),
below. :

(i) Sound Transit shall reimburse the City for the cost of City staff
time dedicated to the Project during the period from November
2010 until the date the Development Agreement is executed by
the parties, PROVIDED THAT, Sound Transit's total financial
reimbursement to the City under this subsection (c) (i) shall not
exceed One Hundred Fifty-Two Thousand Dollars ($152,000),
unless otherwise mutually agreed in advance by the Parties.

(i1) Sound Transit shall reimburse the City for that proportion of
the salaries of City staff commensurate with the proportion of
each staff member’s time dedicated to the Project, as measured
in FTEs (Full Time Equivalents) during the period from the
date after the Development Agreement is executed by the
parties until one hundred twenty (120) days after the
design/build contract for the Project is awarded by the Sound
Transit board, PROVIDED THAT, the City shall dedicate no
fewer than 2.5 FTEs to the Project during this period and
FURTHER PROVIDED THAT, Sound Transit’s
reimbursement under this section (c)(ii) shall not exceed the
cost of 3.8 FTEs regardless of the actual number of City staff
dedicated to the Project.

(ii1)Sound Transit shall reimburse the City for that proportion of
the salaries of City staff commensurate with the proportion of
each staff member’s time dedicated to the Project, as measured
in FTEs (Full Time Equivalents) during the period from one
hundred twenty-one (121) days after the design/build contract
for the Project is awarded by the Sound Transit board and the
date that Project revenue service begins, PROVIDED THAT,
the City shall dedicate no fewer than 3.0 FTEs to the Project
during this period and FURTHER PROVIDED THAT, Sound
Transit’s obligation under this section (c)(iii) shall equate to no
less than eighteen (18) months of salary for the applicable
dedicated staff, even if Project revenue service begins sooner,
and FURTHER PROVIDED THAT, the City shall hire, and
Sound Transit shall reimburse the City for additional staff
dedicated to the Project if Sound Transit determines that 3.0

24



FTEs is not adequate and Sound Transit requests in writing that
the City hire additional dedicated staff.

(iv)Sound Transit’s reimbursement to the City will be made for
actual hours expended by city staff on the Project PROVIDED
THAT, those hours of City staff assigned at less than 1.0 FTE
each must exceed those covered by the permit fees paid by
Sound Transit to the City, and FURTHER PROVIDED THAT,
nothing in this subsection shall be construed to allow an
increase in the not-to-exceed amounts set forth in subsection (i)
through (iii) above.

9.0 LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT WAY

9.1

9.2

The City hereby grants to Sound Transit, its successors and assigns, a non-
exclusive use of portions of the Public Right-of-Way, the general location
of which is described and depicted on Exhibit K attached and incorporated
herein, to be known as a Light Rail Transit Way, to construct, operate,
maintain, and own a Light Rail Transit System in, upon, above, beneath
and along the Light Rail Transit Way in accordance with the terms and
conditions of this Agreement. The Light Rail Transit Way shall be limited
to the areas described generally in the plans and profile drawings and more
fully described in the as built Final Right-of-Way Plans. The City’s
Community and Economic Development Director and Sound Transit’s
Director of Light Rail may, from time to time, jointly revise and modify
Exhibit K to conform to the record drawings and the Final Right-of-Way
Plans as long as the revisions are, in their professional engineering
judgment, within the scope and intent of Exhibit K This grant shall take
effect upon the filing of approved as built Final construction plans and
Final Right-of-Way Plans. Sound Transit expressly agrees that it will
operate and maintain the Light Rail Transit System in compliance with
this Agreement and all applicable City ordinances and state and federal
laws.

The non-exclusive use of a Light Rail Transit Way is granted solely for
the purpose of, construction, maintenance, operation, and ownership of the
Light Rail Transit System detailed in the Approved Building Permit Plans
and included in the other related permits, and this Agreement, and for no
other purpose. Sound Transit intends, and shall have the right, to use the
Light Rail Transit Way solely for Light Rail Transit System uses.
Subsequent to construction of the Light Rail Transit Facilities authorized
in accordance with the Approved Building Permit Plans and the Final
Right-Of-Way Plans, Sound Transit shall not construct any additions or
expansions to the Light Rail Transit System on or along the Light Rail
Transit Way without the City’s written consent. Notwithstanding the
foregoing, nothing contained herein shall prevent Sound Transit from
replacing Light Rail Transit Facilities or equipment existing after
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9.3

94

9.5

9.6

9.7

construction after first obtaining any necessary permits or other
authorization from the City.

Sound Transit understands and agrees that during the normal course of
Light Rail Transit Way use, the City may engage in construction,
maintenance, demolition, leasing, licensing, permitting, and similar
activities that have the potential to cause interruption to the Light Rail
Transit System. Sound Transit understands and agrees that such activities
may be caused, from time to time, by reasons including but not limited to:
(1) traffic conditions; (2) public safety; (3) Public Right-of-Way
construction; (4) Public Right-of-Way repair (including resurfacing or
widening); (5) change of Public Right-of-Way grade; (6) response to
emergencies and natural disasters; and (7) construction, installation or
repair of sewers, drains, water pipes, power lines, signal lines, traffic
control devices, tracks, communications systems, public works, public
facilities or improvements, or any utilities. The City agrees to exercise its
best effort to provide written notice to Sound Transit of such activities
within the Light Rail Transit Way, to the extent they are permitted or
controlled by the City, at least twelve hours prior to commencement of the
work, unless an Emergency exists as defined herein. The City shall
further exercise its best efforts to ensure that any such activities done by or
for the City shall be undertaken in a manner that minimizes, to the extent
possible, disruption to the construction and operation of the Light Rail
Transit System.

Sound Transit understands that the rights granted herein are non-exclusive.
The City shall have the right to agree to other non-exclusive uses or
occupancies of the Light Rail Transit Way. The City agrees that such uses
or occupancies shall not unreasonably impair the ability of Sound Transit
to construct and operate the Light Rail Transit System.

This Agreement does not authorize the provision of any services by Sound
Transit other than services strictly related to the operation of the Light Rail
Transit System. Sound Transit’s use of the Light Rail Transit Way for
anything other than a Light Rail Transit System shall require written
permission from the City.

Unless otherwise provided in this Agreement or in other City project
approvals or agreements, Sound Transit shall own all tracks and other
Light Rail Transit Facilities on the Light Rail Transit Way. Nothing in
this Agreement, however, shall be construed as granting to Sound Transit
any interest or right in the Light Rail Transit Way or the improvements on
the Light Rail Transit Way other than the rights expressly provided herein.

No rights shall pass to Sound Transit by implication. Without limiting the

foregoing, by way of example and not limitation, this Agreement shall not
include or be a substitute for:
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9.8

9.9

(a) Any other permit or authorization required for the privilege of
transacting and carrying on a business within the City that may be
required by the ordinances and laws of the City; or

(b) Any permit, agreement or authorization required in connection
with operations on or in public streets or property, including by
way of example and not limitation, street cut permits; or

() Any permits or agreements for occupying any other property of the
City to which access is not specifically granted by this Agreement.

This Agreement shall not be read to diminish or in any way affect the
authority of the City to control and charge for use of the City’s storm
water utility. In the event that Sound Transit decides to use the City’s
storm water utility facilities, Sound Transit must obtain the necessary
permits and approvals as required by the City pursuant to SMC 12.10. In
the event that Sound Transit acquires real property that the Parties agree
should be transferred to the City for Public Right of Way, such real
property shall be transferred to the City without further compensation
from the City.

After the City’s standard maintenance bond period has expired, the City
shall maintain all landscaping and storm water improvements (including
but not limited to low-impact drainage) associated with the Project and
located in the City’s rights-of-way that do not front Sound Transit-owned
parcels.

10.0 PLAN REVIEW, PERMITTING, AND CONSTRUCTION

10.1

10.2

Sound Transit shall obtain approval from the City for construction of the
Project through submittal of the appropriate applications and Design
Submittals as described in this Agreement. The City acknowledges that
Sound Transit will be procuring this Project using design/build or other
alternative procurement methods and further acknowledges that the
Design/Build Contractor may, at Sound Transit’s discretion, make any of
the required submittals on Sound Transit’s behalf. In that regard,
references to “Sound Transit” herein shall be interpreted to mean “Sound
Transit or its Design/Build Contractor, at Sound Transit’s discretion”
unless the context clearly requires otherwise.

Upon receipt of each Design Submittal from Sound Transit, the City shall
perform a review of the Design Submittal and return its unified and
coordinated comments and corrections on the designs, plans, and
specifications from all relevant City departments and utilities to Sound
Transit, as closely as practical, within the number of days specified below
for each Design Submittal:

(a) 50% Design Submittal - twenty (20) calendar days
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10.3

10.4

(b) 100% Design Submittal - twenty (20) calendar days
(c) Issued for Construction Design Submittal - ten (10) calendar days

In addition to the above-described review of each Design Submittal, the
Parties contemplate that the designers and the reviewers will meet
regularly to review the design progress for parts of the Project “shoulder-
to-shoulder” (see Project Administriation section, below). This ongoing,
collaborative “shoulder-to-shoulder” review is intended to keep the City’s
reviewers apprised of the latest developments in the design, seek informal
feedback from the City on aspects of the design as design is progressing,
and to determine whether previously identified corrections are being
adequately addressed prior to the next milestone Design Submittal. The
intent is to limit formal review periods to the durations listed above. To
the extent that disputes arise about how a design correction should be
resolved or whether a design correction is appropriate, the Parties shall use
the dispute resolution process outlined in Section 19,

While most post-30% design work will be performed by the Design/Build
Contractor, not by Sound Transit, Sound Transit retains responsibility for
ensuring that the City receives prompt responses to City requests for
additional documentation, plans, specifications, drawings, and
explanations.

Project Administration.

(a) The City shall assign a City staff contact for the Project ("City
Coordinator"). The City Coordinator shall provide central
coordination of all Design Submittal reviews and comments from
all involved City departments and utilities. The City Coordinator
shall resolve any inconsistencies among review comments from the
City departments and City utilities and shall provide Sound Transit
with consistent and consolidated review, comments, and decisions.
In addition to these tasks, the City Coordinator shall participate in
regularly scheduled coordinated project-level meetings. The City
Coordinator shall also be responsible for identifying and disclosing
to Sound Transit as soon as practicable any other projects or
proposals (e.g. utility projects, transportation projects, private
development projects) that have the potential to conflict or
interfere with the expeditious design and construction of the
subject Project. The City Coordinator is identified in Section 25.

(b) Sound Transit will assign a Sound Transit staff contact for the
Project (“DBC Coordinator"). The DBC Coordinator shall provide
central coordination for Project Design Submittals and Project
coordination. In addition to these tasks, the DBC Coordinator shall
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10.5

10.6

10.7

10.8

participate in regularly scheduled coordinated project-level
meetings. The ST Coordinator is identified in Section 25.

When approving such applications for permits, the City may impose such
reasonable conditions as may be required to implement this Agreement or
other Project approvals. It is anticipated by the parties that Sound Transit
shall submit a construction mitigation plan to the City’s Community and
Economic Development Director for its review and approval, and such
approval shall not be unreasonably withheld.

Sound Transit, its employees and agents, are authorized to enter upon the
proposed Light Rail Transit Way to construct, operate and maintain the
Light Rail Transit Facilities, as defined and limited in this Agreement.

As promptly as possible, but in no event later than one hundred eighty
(180) days after the Light Rail Transit System begins operations to the
South 200™ Street Station, Sound Transit shall furnish to the City the
record drawings and Final Right of Way plans in PDF file

format. Subsequently, Sound Transit shall furnish to the City electronic
AutoCAD format record drawings and Final Right of Way Plans in Sound
Transit’s system coordinate system and project datum. Upon mutual
agreement as to the types and number of drawings required, Sound Transit
shall furnish to the City drawings sufficient to describe the project
spatially in the City’s standard coordinate system for spatial data,
referencing the City’s standard datum.

During construction of the Light Rail Transit System, Sound Transit may
utilize portions of the public right-of-way for the temporary storage of
construction equipment and materials subject to conditions of right-of-way
permits issued pursuant to SMC 11.10. The City agrees that it is in the best
interest of public safety to establish a temporary full closure of the
northbound lanes of 28" Avenue South between South 188" Street and the
point where 28" Avenue South begins its transition to 26™ Avenue South
near South 200" Street, and provide temporary two-way traffic circulation
on the southbound lanes of 28" Avenue South, for the duration of the
Project’s major construction activities, subject to City approval of traffic
plans that maintain access for local residents and businesses and provide
adequate means of access for emergency responders. The City shall not
withhold permission for the temporary full closure described above
without reasonable cause. The City also recognizes that the physical
requirements of construction of the Project in the Station area will likely
require the full closure of 28" Avenue South between its intersection with
26™ Avenue South and the northern extent of the Alaska Airline property
located on the northwest corner of the 28" Avenue South and South 204™
Street intersection. Sound Transit acknowledges that general and
emergency responder access to businesses along the west side of
International Boulevard in this area must be maintained during
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10.9

10.10

10.11

10.12

10.13

construction. The Parties shall work together through the right-of-way
permitting process to minimize the impacts of construction in this area,
including but not limited to, the potential for use of full closure of 28™
Avenue South in this area.

The City recognizes that the Light Rail Transit System is a public
transportation improvement and as such will cooperate with Sound Transit
by directing conflicting non-City, private utilities to relocate when
necessary at their expense, as provided by law. Sound Transit agrees that
it will coordinate with all utilities to minimize utility relocation costs and
related construction, and will negotiate with non-City owned utilities on
relocation costs and cost allocation. Sound Transit shall fully indemnify
the City for any claim and undertake the defense of any litigation directed
at the City arising from such relocation to accommodate the construction
of the Light Rail Transit System. The City shall cooperate with Sound
Transit in the defense of any such claim. Notwithstanding the foregoing,
the Parties agree that Sound Transit shall pay for any relocation or
protection of City-owned utilities that the City determines is necessary due
to construction or operation of the Light Rail Transit System and as
required by the SMC.

Sound Transit, at Sound Transit’s sole cost and expense, shall furnish all
materials, parts, components, equipment and structures necessary to
construct and operate the Light Rail Transit System, or any part thereof, in
accordance with this Agreement. Any and all work performed by Sound
Transit shall be done in a good and workmanlike manner, in conformity
with all applicable engineering, safety, and other statutes, laws,
ordinances, regulations, rules, codes, orders, or specifications of any
public body or authority having jurisdiction.

All facilities and installations must meet or exceed applicable
specifications of the City and be in compliance with all existing federal,
state and local laws, ordinances and regulations.

During any work of any character by Sound Transit at locations of the
Light Rail Transit Facilities, and in accordance with the Final Issued for
Construction Plans, Sound Transit shall support the tracks and roadbed of
the Light Rail Transit System in such a manner as is necessary for the safe
operation of the Light Rail Transit System and ordinary use of the Public
Right-of-Way. ’

If, during construction, the Light Rail Transit System creates, or
contributes to, an imminent danger to health, safety, or property that
Sound Transit is unable to immediately address, the City may protect,
support, temporarily disconnect, remove, or relocate any or all parts of the
Light Rail Transit System without prior notice, and Sound Transit shall
pay for costs incurred by the City. The City shall provide notice of such
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10.14

10.15

10.16

10.17

danger to Sound Transit as soon as possible, given the nature and
circumstances of any such danger.

Sound Transit shall develop and implement a community outreach
program that includes a business mitigation plan intended to provide
technical business assistance and promotional activities to businesses
directly impacted by Project construction. The program will include, but
not be limited to, assigned staff to implement the activities of the outreach
and business mitigation plan, public meetings, written materials, one-on-
one visits, 24/7 construction hotline, and “businesses are open signs.”

Sound Transit shall promptly repair any and all Public Right-of-Way and
public property that is disturbed or damaged during the construction of its
Light Rail Transit System to the same condition as existing prior to
construction. In the event Sound Transit does not comply with the
foregoing requirement, the City may, upon seven calendar days’ advance
notice to Sound Transit, take actions to restore the Public Right-of-Way or
public property at Sound Transit’s sole cost and expense.

Sound Transit shall restore the existing roadway pavement and other
surface infrastructure within the public right of way on 28th Avenue South
between the southern boundary of Port of Seattle property located north of
S. 188" Street and the intersection of 28th Avenue South and S. 188™
Street that is impacted by construction activities, to a condition equal or
better than existed prior to construction. The City shall not require Sound
Transit to underground the existing overhead electric distribution and

‘communication utilities in this area because the Port of Seattle’s plans for

its future South Access project are not developed sufficiently to ensure
that the undergrounded lines could be located to avoid conflicts with that
future project.

Sound Transit shall restore the existing roadway pavement and other
surface infrastructure within the public right of way on 28th Avenue South
between the intersection of 28th Avenue South and S. 188" Street and the
intersection of 28™ Avenue South and 26™ Avenue South that is impacted
by construction activities, to a condition equal or better than existed prior
to construction. Within this area, the existing configuration of sidewalks,
driveways, street lighting, traffic signals, landscaping, retaining walls,
signage, and other public infrastructure may be modified as needed to
accommodate the placement of the light rail aerial guideway foundations,
piers, beams, and appurtenances. Sound Transit shall underground new
and existing electric and communication utilities impacted by the Project
in this area as provided by the SeaTac Municipal Code.

(a) Within this area, Sound Transit shall replace all existing concrete
roadway pavement that is subjected to loading from heavy
equipment in the construction work area in the northbound lanes
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of 28th Avenue South, unless agreed to otherwise by the City.
Prior to the start of construction, the City shall consider in good
faith any value engineering proposals from Sound Transit's design-
build contractor that would not require heavy loading and
replacement of the existing concrete pavement, wherein the City
will share in the actual cost savings and schedule benefits and may
reject any proposal that the City determines will not provide a
roadway pavement, after the completion of construction, that is
equal to or better than the current roadway pavement.

10.18 Sound Transit’s design and construction of the Project is subject to a

financial assistance contract between Sound Transit and the Federal
Transit Administration (“FTA”). The FTA requires the incorporation of
applicable federal provisions into agreements executed by Sound Transit
on projects which use federal funds. Concurrent with negotiation of the
term sheet referenced in Section 6.4(a), the parties shall work together and
determine which federal provisions should be incorporated in subsequent
agreements or amendments to this Agreement. In the event that
compliance with applicable federal provisions would result in increased
cost for mitigation measures or reimbursements described in Sections 6 or
8 of this Agreement, Sound Transit agrees to make reasonable adjustments
to funding levels to cover the actual costs of the commitments made in this
Agreement, unless mutually agreed otherwise by the parties. In addition,
both parties recognize that the FTA may request further changes to this
Agreement to comply with its funding requirements. The Parties agree to
consider any such request in good faith.

11.0 PERMITS

11.1

11.2

Sound Transit, at its sole cost and expense, shall (i) secure and maintain in
effect, all federal, state and local permits and licenses required for the
construction, operation and maintenance of the Light Rail Transit System,
including, but not limited to, crossing, zoning, building, health,
environmental, and communication permits and licenses, and (i1)
indemnify the City against payment of the costs thereof and against any
fines or penalties that may be levied for failure to procure, or to comply
with, such permits or licenses, as well as any remedial costs incurred by
the City in curing any such failures.

The City shall not hinder Sound Transit’s attempts to secure, obtain, and
maintain, at Sound Transit’s sole cost and expense, any permits, licenses
or approvals of other governmental agencies or authorities, or of any
necessary Third Parties, for the use of any structures or facilities
(including streets, roads or utility poles).
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12.0 - ENTRY NOTICE

12.1

12.2

12.3

12.4

Sound Transit, its employees and agents shall have access to the Public
Right-of-Way in connection with Sound Transit’s construction, operation,
and maintenance of the Light Rail Transit System as is reasonably
necessary in accordance with this Agreement; provided, however, except
to the extent expressly provided in this Agreement, this right of access
shall not be deemed to require the City to take any actions or expend any
funds to enable such persons to exercise such rights of access, and
provided further that such access may not unreasonably interfere with or
disrupt, other than in ways approved in writing in advance by the City, the
use of the Light Rail Transit Way by the City or Third Parties in and along
the Light Rail Transit Way.

During construction, the parties shall provide each other at least 48 hours
advance written notice, as provided in a construction schedule to be
reviewed and approved by the parties, before initial entry upon any portion
of the Public Right-of-Way for construction purposes.

After the completion of construction of the Project, no further
construction, maintenance, or repairs shall be undertaken in the Public
Right-of-Way without first obtaining all necessary permits as required by
the SMC, except in cases of Emergency. In any such Emergency, Sound
Transit shall apply for the necessary permit within 24 hours of actual
notice of such Emergency.

In order to maintain safe and efficient operations of the Light Rail Transit
Facilities, in consultation with the City, Sound Transit and the City shall
jointly develop training protocols and standard operating procedures for
the City’s entry and access to Light Rail Transit Facilities.
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13.0

14.0

OPERATION, MAINTENANCE, AND REPAIR IN STREETS AND
RIGHTS OF WAY

13.1

13.2

13.3

13.4

13.5

Sound Transit shall operate, maintain, and repair its Light Rail Transit
System in compliance with all federal, state, and local laws, ordinances,
departmental rules and regulations and practices affecting such system,
which includes, by way of example and not limitation, the obligation to
operate, maintain, and repair in accordance with the applicable provisions
of City Code. In addition, the operation, maintenance, and repair shall be
performed in a manner consistent with industry standards. Sound Transit
shall exercise reasonable care in the performance of all its activities and
shall use industry accepted methods and devices for preventing failures
and accidents that are likely to cause damage, injury, or nuisance to the
public or to property.

The City shall have no responsibility for inspecting, maintaining, servicing
or repairing any trains or other equipment used by Sound Transit as part of
the Light Rail Transit System, but all such equipment shall at all times
comply with applicable federal, state, and local governmental
requirements.

Sound Transit shall promptly repair any and all Public Right-of-Way,
public property, or private property that is disturbed or damaged during
the operation, maintenance, or repair of its Light Rail Transit System.
Public property and Public Right-of-Way must be restored to the same
condition as before the disturbance or damage occurred.

In the event of an Emergency, or where the Light Rail Transit System
creates, or is contributing to, an imminent danger to health, safety, or
property that Sound Transit is unable to immediately address, the City
may protect, support, temporarily disconnect, remove, or relocate any or
all parts of the Light Rail Transit System without prior notice, and Sound
Transit shall pay to the City the cost of any such action undertaken by the
City. The City shall provide notice of such danger as soon as possible
thereafter, taking into consideration the nature and complexity of the
Emergency or other imminent danger.

Upon final acceptance, the City shall assume all maintenance
responsibilities for all betterments and improvements to rights-of-way
dedicated to the City except as provided by the SeaTac Municipal Code.

FACILITY LOCATION SIGNS

Sound Transit, at its sole cost, expense and risk, shall furnish, erect and thereafter
maintain signs showing the location of all Sound Transit facilities. Signs shall be
in conformance with applicable requirements of SMC 15.36.600.
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15.0 LIABILITY, INDEMNIFICATION

15.1

15.2

15.3

Sound Transit hereby agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold the City
harmless from any and all claims, demands, suits, actions, damages,
recoveries, judgments, costs, or expenses (including, without limitation,
reasonable attorneys’ fees) paid by the City and arising or growing out of
or in connection with or resulting from, either directly or indirectly, the
construction, maintenance, operation, repair, removal, occupancy, and use
of the Light Rail Transit System in the Light Rail Transit Way by Sound
Transit, unless such claims arise from the sole or partial negligence,
actions or inaction of the City, its employees, servants, agents, contractors,
subcontractors or persons using the Light Rail Transit System with
permission of the City.

The City shall give Sound Transit prompt notice of any claims directly
affecting Sound Transit about which it is aware. Sound Transit shall
promptly assume responsibility for the claim or undertake the defense of
any litigation on behalf of the City. The City shall cooperate fully with
Sound Transit in the defense of any claim. The City shall not settle any
claim directly affecting Sound Transit without the prior written consent of
Sound Transit, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld.

Sound Transit expressly assumes potential liability for actions brought by
Sound Transit’s employees and agents against the City and, solely for the
purpose of this indemnification, expressly waives any immunity under the
Industrial Insurance Law, Title 51 RCW. Sound Transit acknowledges
that this waiver was entered into pursuant to the provisions of RCW
4.24.115 and was the subject of mutual negotiation.

16.0 INSURANCE

16.1

Sound Transit shall, at its sole expense, obtain and maintain during the
entire term of this Agreement an appropriate program of commercial
insurance, self-insurance or any combination thereof in amounts and types
sufficient to satisfy its liabilities. When commercial insurance is utilized,
Sound Transit shall name the City as an Additional Insured in accordance
with insurer underwriting practices, and Sound Transit insurance policies
shall be primary and non-contributory to any coverage maintained by the
City. Sound Transit waives all rights of subrogation against the City for
claims by third-parties arising under this Agreement, other than for
damages, claims or liabilities arising from negligent acts or omissions of
the City and its officers, employees and agents. The limits of Sound
Transit’s selected coverage program in no way diminish Sound Transit’s
obligations to the City as set forth in this Agreement. Sound Transit shall
maintain this coverage program throughout the term of this Agreement,
and for six years after its termination, to protect the City against claims
that may arise as a result of the construction, operation, or maintenance of
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17.0

16.2

16.3

16.4

LIENS

17.1

the Light Rail Transit System in the Light Rail Transit Way. When
commercial insurance is used, coverage shall include: (i) comprehensive
general liability insurance; (i1) property damage liability insurance
(including coverage for explosion, collapse, and instability); (iii) workers’
compensation insurance (to the extent required by law); (iv) employer’s
liability insurance; and (v) comprehensive auto liability coverage
(including owned, hired, and non-owned vehicles).

When commercial insurance is used, Sound Transit shall carry such
commercial insurance with responsible insurers, or self-insure or
participate in an insurance pool or pools, at levels of coverage or with
reserves adequate, in the reasonable judgment of Sound Transit, to protect
Sound Transit and the City against loss, and as are ordinarily carried by
municipal or privately owned entities engaged in the operation of systems
comparable to the Light Rail Transit System.

Sound Transit shall file with the City’s Risk Manager a formal letter of
self-insured status, or when commercial insurance is used, Certificates of
Insurance reflecting evidence of the required insurance and naming the
City as an additional insured where appropriate. The coverage maintained
by Sound Transit under this Agreement shall not be canceled until at least
30 days’ prior written notice has been given to the City.

If Sound Transit fails to maintain the appropriate program of commercial
insurance, self-insurance or any combination thereof in amounts and types
sufficient to satisfy its liabilities, the City may order Sound Transit to stop
operating the Light Rail Transit System in the Light Rail Transit Way until
the appropriate insurance coverage program is obtained.

The Light Rail Transit Way and Light Rail Transit Facilities are not
subject to a claim of lien. In the event that any City property becomes
subject to any claims for mechanics’, artisans’ or materialmens liens, or
other encumbrances chargeable to or through Sound Transit that Sound
Transit does not contest in good faith, Sound Transit shall promptly, and
in any event within thirty (30) days, cause such lien claim or encumbrance
to be discharged or released of record (by payment, posting of bond, court
deposit or other means), without cost to the City, and shall indemnify the
City against all costs and expenses (including attorneys’ fees) incurred in
discharging and releasing such claim of lien or encumbrance. If any such
claim or encumbrance is not so discharged and released, the City may pay
or secure the release or discharge thereof at the expense of Sound Transit
after first giving Sound Transit five (5) business days’ advance notice of
its intention to do so. The City shall use its reasonable best efforts to keep
Sound Transit’s facilities free of all liens that may adversely affect the
Light Rail Transit System.
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18.0

17.2

17.3

Nothing herein shall preclude Sound Transit’s or the City’s contest of a
claim for lien or other encumbrance chargeable to or through Sound
Transit or the City, or of a contract or action upon which the same arose.

Nothing in this Agreement shall be deemed to give, and the City hereby
expressly waives, any claim of ownership in and to any part or the whole
of the Light Rail Transit Facilities except as may be otherwise provided
herein.

DISPUTE RESOLUTION

18.1

18.2

18.3

Any disputes or questions of interpretation of this Agreement that may
arise between Sound Transit and the City shall be governed under the
Dispute Resolution provisions in this Section. The Parties agree that
cooperation and communication are essential to resolving issues
efficiently. The Parties agree to exercise their best efforts to resolve any
disputes that may arise through this dispute resolution process, rather than
in the media or through other external means.

The Parties agree to use their best efforts to prevent and resolve potential
sources of conflict at the lowest level.

The Parties agree to use their best efforts to resolve disputes arising out of
or related to this Agreement using good faith negotiations by engaging in
the following dispute escalation process should any such disputes arise:

(a) Level One - Sound Transit’s Project Manager or equivalent and the
City’s Engineering Review Manager shall meet to discuss and
attempt to resolve the dispute in a timely manner. If they cannot
resolve the dispute within fourteen (14) calendar days after referral
of that dispute to Level One, either party may refer the dispute to
Level Two.

(b) Level Two - Sound Transit’s Executive Director of Design,
Engineering, and Construction Management and the City’s
Community and Economic Development Director shall meet to
discuss and attempt to resolve the dispute, in a timely manner. If
they cannot resolve the dispute within fourteen (14) calendar days
after referral of that dispute to Level Two, either party may refer
the dispute to Level Three.

(c) Level Three - Sound Transit’s Chief Executive Officer or Designee
and the City Manager or Designee shall meet to discuss and
attempt to resolve the dispute in a timely manner. If they cannot
resolve the dispute within fourteen (14) calendar days after referral
of that dispute to Level Three, either party may refer the dispute to
Level Four.
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19.0

20.0

(d) Level Four — Sound Transit’s Chief Executive Officer and two
members of the Sound Transit Board and the City Manager and
two members of the SeaTac City Council shall meet to discuss and
attempt to resolve the dispute in a timely manner.

18.4  Except as otherwise specified in this Agreement, in the event the dispute is
not resolved at Level Three within fourteen (14) calendar days after
referral of that dispute to Level Three, the Parties are free to file suit or
agree to alternative dispute resolution methods such as mediation. At all
times prior to resolution of the dispute, the Parties shall continue to
perform and make any required payments under this Agreement in the
same manner and under the same terms as existed prior to the dispute.

DEFAULT

No party shall be in default under this Agreement unless it has failed to perform
under this Agreement for a period of thirty (30) calendar days after written notice
of default from any other party. Each notice of default shall specify the nature of
the alleged default and the manner in which the default may be cured
satisfactorily. If the nature of the alleged default is such that it cannot be
reasonably cured within the thirty (30) day period, then commencement of the
cure within such time period and the diligent prosecution to completion of the
cure shall be deemed a cure. Any party not in default under this Agreement shall
have all rights and remedies provided by law including without limitation
damages, specific performance or writs to compel performance or require action
consistent with this Agreement. The prevailing party (or the substantially
prevailing party if no one party prevails entirely) shall be entitled to reasonable
attorneys’ fees and costs.

REMEDIES; ENFORCEMENT

20.1  The Parties reserve the right to exercise any and all of the following
remedies, singly or in combination, in the event the other violates any
provision of this Agreement:

(a) Commencing an action at law for monetary damages;
(b) Commencing an action for equitable or other relief; and

(c) Seeking specific performance of any provision that reasonably
lends itself to such remedy.

20.2  In determining which remedy or remedies for violation are appropriate, a
court may take into consideration the nature and extent of the violation,
the remedy needed to prevent such violations in the future, whether the
breaching party has a history of previous violations of the same or similar
kind, and such other considerations as are appropriate under the
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21.0

22.0

20.3

circumstances. Remedies are cumulative; the exercise of one shall not
foreclose the exercise of others.

Neither party shall be relieved of any of its obligations to comply
promptly with any provision of this Agreement by reason of any failure by
the other party to enforce prompt compliance, and such failure to enforce
shall not constitute a waiver of rights or acquiescence in the other party’s
conduct.

TERM; TERMINATION

21.1

212

21.3

21.4

This Agreement shall be effective as of the date the last party signs.
Unless sooner terminated pursuant to the terms hereof, this Agreement
shall remain in effect for so long as the Light Rail Transit Way is used for
public transportation purposes.

Upon termination of this Agreement, Sound Transit agrees to prepare,
execute and deliver to the City all documentation necessary to evidence
termination of this Agreement or portion thereof so terminated. No such
termination, however, shall relieve the Parties hereto of obligations
accrued and unsatisfied at such termination.

Upon the cessation of use of the Light Rail Transit Way for the Light Rail
Transit System, to the extent any portion of it remaining in the Public
Right-of-Way or on any other public property is not removed by Sound
Transit, the City, as expressed by ordinance, may deem it abandoned and
it shall become the property of the City. If the City does not desire such
ownership, Sound Transit shall remove any remaining portion of the Light
Rail System.

Sound Transit shall file a written removal plan with the City not later than
sixty (60) calendar days following the date of the receipt of any orders
directing removal, or any consent to removal, describing the work that will
be performed, the manner in which it will be performed, and a schedule
for removal by location. The removal plan shall be subject to approval and
regulation by the City. The affected property shall be restored to as good
or better condition than existed immediately prior to removal.

COVENANTS AND WARRANTIES

22.1

By execution of this Agreement, the City warrants:

(a) That the City has the full right and authority to enter into and
perform this Agreement and any permits that may be granted in
accordance with the terms hereof, and that by entering into or
performing this Agreement the City is not in violation of its charter
or by-laws, or any law, regulation or agreement by which it is
bound or to which it is bound or to which it is subject; and
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(b) that the execution, delivery and performance of this Agreement by
the City has been duly authorized by all requisite corporate action,
that the signatories for the City hereto are authorized to sign this
Agreement, and that, upon approval by the City, the joinder or
consent of any other party, including a court or trustee or referee, is
not necessary to make valid and effective the execution, delivery
and performance of this Agreement.

22.2 By execution of this Agreement, Sound Transit warrants:

(a) That Sound Transit has full right and authority to enter into and
perform this Agreement in accordance with the terms hereof, and
by entering into or performing under this Agreement, Sound
Transit is not in violation of any of its agency governance rules, or
any law, regulation or agreement by which it is bound or to which
it is subject; and

(b) That the execution, delivery and performance of this Agreement by
Sound Transit has been duly authorized by all requisite Board
action, that the signatories for Sound Transit hereto are authorized
to sign this Agreement, and that the joinder or consent of any other
party, including a court or trustee or referee, is not necessary to
make valid and effective the execution, delivery and performance
of this Agreement.

23.0. RECORDINGS, TAXES AND OTHER CHARGES

23.1

Sound Transit shall pay all transfer taxes, documentary stamps, recording
costs or fees, or any similar expense in connection with the recording or
filing of any permits that may be granted hereunder. Sound Transit further
agrees that if it is determined by any federal, state, or local governmental
authority that the sale, acquisition, license, grant, transfer, or disposition of
any part or portion of the Light Rail Transit Facilities or rights herein
described requires the payment of any tax, levy, excise, assessment, or
charges (including, without limitation, property, sales or use tax) under
any statute, regulation, or rule, Sound Transit shall pay the same, plus any
penalty and/or interest thereon, directly to said taxing authority and shall
hold the City harmless therefrom. Sound Transit shall pay all taxes,

levies, excises, assessments, or charges, including any penalties and/or
interest thereon, levied or assessed on the Light Rail Transit Facilities, or
on account of their existence or use (including increases attributable to
such existence or use, and excluding taxes based on the income of the
City), and shall indemnify the City against payment thereof. Sound
Transit shall have the right to claim, and the City shall reasonably
cooperate with Sound Transit in the prosecution of any such claim for
refund, rebate, reduction or abatement of such tax (es).
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23.2

The City may pay any tax, levy, excise, assessment or charge, plus any
penalty and/or interest thereon, imposed upon Sound Transit for which
Sound Transit is obligated pursuant to this Section if Sound Transit does
not pay such tax, levy, excise, assessment, or charge when due. Sound
Transit shall reimburse the City for any such payment made pursuant to
the previous sentence, plus interest at the prime rate per annum, as
published in the Wall Street Journal.

24.0 ASSIGNABILITY:; BENEFICIARY

24.1

24.2

243

24.4

This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the
Parties hereto and their respective successors or assignees. No assignment
hereof or sublease shall be valid for any purpose without the prior written
consent of the other party, and any attempt by one party to assign or
license the rights or obligations hereunder without prior written consent
will give the other party the right, at its written election, immediately to
terminate this Agreement or take any other lesser action with respect
thereto. The above requirement for consent shall not apply to (i) any
disposition of all or substantially all of the assets of a party, (i1) any
governmental entity merger, consolidation, or reorganization, whether
voluntary or involuntary, (iii) a sublease or assignment of this Agreement
(in whole or in part) to a governmental entity, or (iv) a sale, lease, or other
conveyance subject to those requirements set forth in this Agreement;
provided, however, that no sublease or assignment under (ii) or (iii) shall
be permitted to a governmental entity not operating, constructing or
maintaining a Light Rail Transit System on behalf of Sound Transit, and
provided further that no unconsented assignment shall relieve Sound
Transit of its obligations and liabilities under this Agreement.

Either party hereto may assign any monetary receivables due them under
this Agreement; provided, however, such assignment shall not relieve the
assignor of any of its rights or obligations under this Agreement.

Sound Transit acknowledges and agrees that the City may designate, in
writing, a designee to (i) receive information (including information
designated or identified as confidential) and notices under this Agreement,
and (i1) provide certain approvals or consents required from the City under
this Agreement. In the event of such designation, Sound Transit may rely
on approvals or consents by such designee on behalf of the City as fully as
if such actions were performed by the designator itself.

Neither this Agreement nor any term or provision hereof, or any inclusion
by reference, shall be construed as being for the benefit of any party not a
signatory hereto.
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25.0

DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVES

25.1

25.2

253

To promote effective intergovernmental cooperation and efficiencies, the
Parties each designate a representative (“Designated Representative”) who
shall be responsible for coordination of communications between the
Parties and shall act as the point of contact for each party. The Designated
Representatives shall be responsible for the performance of the objectives
of this Agreement.

Each Designated Representative is also responsible for coordinating the
input and work of its agency, consultants, and staff as it relates to the
objectives of this Agreement. The Parties reserve the right to change
Designated Representatives, by written notice to the other party during the
term of this Agreement. Each party’s Designated Representative is named
below with the individual’s contact information.

Designated Representatives and Contact Information.

Sound Transit

During Construction: Rod Kempkes, Project Manager
Sound Transit Link Light Rail
401 South Jackson
Seattle, Washington 98104-2826
206-398-5374

During Operations: Bonnie Todd, Operations Division
Executive Director
Sound Transit Link Light Rail
401 South Jackson
Seattle, Washington 98104-2826
206-398-5367

City of SeaTac

During Construction: Ali Shasti, Manager, Engineering Review
4800 S. 188" Street
SeaTac, WA 98188
206-973.4741

During Operations: Gwen Voelpel, Assistant City Manager

4800 S. 188" Street
SeaTac, WA 98188
206-973.4816
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26.0 NOTICE

26.1

26.2

Unless otherwise provided herein, all notices and communications
concerning this Agreement shall be in writing and addressed to the
Designated Representative. Any party at any time by written notice to the
other party may designate a different address or person to which such
notice or communication shall be given.

Unless otherwise provided herein, all notices shall be in writing and shall
be either: (i) delivered in person, (ii) deposited postage prepaid in the
certified mails of the United States, return receipt requested, (iii) delivered
by a nationally recognized overnight or same-day courier service that
obtains receipts, or (iv) delivered electronically to the other party’s
Designated Representative as listed herein. However, notice under Section
22.0, Termination, must be delivered in person or by certified mail, return
receipt requested.

27.0 GENERAL PROVISIONS

27.1

27.2

27.3

27.4

27.5

27.6

The Parties shall not unreasonably withhold requests for information,
approvals or consents provided for in this Agreement. The Parties agree
to take further actions and execute further documents, either jointly or
within their respective powers and authority, to implement the intent of
this Agreement. The City and Sound Transit agree to work cooperatively
with each other to achieve the mutually agreeable goals as set forth in this
Agreement.

This Agreement shall be interpreted, construed and enforced in accordance
with the laws of the State of Washington. Venue for any action under this
Agreement shall be King County, Washington.

This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the
successors and assigns of the City and Sound Transit.

A Memorandum of this Agreement shall be recorded against the property
legally described in Exhibit L

Time is of the essence in every provision of this Agreement. Unless
otherwise set forth in this Agreement, the reference to “days” shall mean
calendar days. If any time for action occurs on a weekend or legal
holiday, then the time period shall be extended automatically to the next
business day.

This Agreement is made and entered into for the sole protection and
benefit of the Parties hereto and their successors and assigns. No other
person shall have any right of action based upon any provision of this
Agreement.
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27.7

27.8

27.9

27.10

27.11

27.12

27.13

27.14

This Agreement has been reviewed and revised by legal counsel for all
parties and no presumption or rule that ambiguity shall be construed
against the party drafting the document shall apply to the interpretation or
enforcement of this Agreement. The Parties intend this Agreement to be
interpreted to the full extent authorized by applicable law including the
requirements of RCW 36.70A.200.

Each Party shall be responsible for its own costs, including legal fees,
incurred in negotiating or finalizing this Agreement, unless otherwise
agreed in writing by the Parties.

The Parties shall not be deemed in default with provisions of this
Agreement where performance was rendered impossible by war or riots,
civil disturbances, floods or other natural catastrophes beyond its control;
the unforeseeable unavailability of labor or materials; or labor stoppages
or slowdowns, or power outages exceeding back-up power supplies. This
Agreement shall not be revoked or a party penalized for such
noncompliance, provided that such party takes immediate and diligent
steps to bring itself back into compliance and to comply as soon as
practicable under the circumstances without unduly endangering the
health, safety, and integrity of both parties’ employees or property, or the
health, safety, and integrity of the public, Public Right-of-Way, public
property, or private property.

This Agreement may be amended only by a written instrument executed
by each of the Parties hereto. No failure to exercise and no delay in
exercising, on the part of any party hereto, any rights, power or privilege
hereunder shall operate as a waiver hereof, except as expressly provided
herein.

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement of the Parties with
respect to the subject matters hereof, and supersedes any and all prior
negotiations (oral and written), understandings and agreements with
respect hereto.

Section headings are intended as information only, and shall not be
construed with the substance of the section they caption.

In construction of this Agreement, words used in the singular shall include
the plural and the plural the singular, and “or” is used in the inclusive
sense, in all cases where such meanings would be appropriate.

This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts, each of which
shall be deemed an original, and all counterparts together shall constitute
but one and the same instrument.
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28.0 SEVERABILITY

In case any term of this Agreement shall be held invalid, illegal or unenforceable
in whole or in part, neither the validity of the remaining part of such term nor the
validity of the remaining terms of this Agreement shall in any way be affected
thereby.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, each of the Parties hereto has executed this
Agreement by having its authorized representative affix his/her name in the appropriate
space below:

CENTRAL PUGET SOUND REGIONAL  THE CITY OF SEATAC
TRANSIT AUTHORITY
(SOUND TRANSIT)

By: By:

Joan M. Earl, Chief Executive Officer Todd Cutts, City Manager
Date: Date:
Authorized by Motion No. Authorized by Ordinance
Approved as to form: Approved as to form:
By: By:
Stephen G. Sheehy, Legal Counsel Mary Mirante Bartolo, City Attorney
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SOUND TRANSIT
RESOLUTION NO, R2005-16
A RESOLUTION of the Board of the Ceritral Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority
selecting the Airport Link alignment and station locations and selecting the portion of
Airport Link to be constructed and operated as part of the Central Link Light Rail
Project by the end of 2009; increasing the Airport Link lifetime Adopted 2005 Budget;
increasing the Airpott Link annual Adopted 2005 Budget; and for planning purposes,

reducing the minimum debt setvice coverage ratio for South King County subarea o
1.15x for the Airport Link Finance Plan.

WHEREAS, a Reglonal Transit Authority, hereinafter refetred to as Sound Transit, has been
created for the Pierce, King, and Snohomish County region by action of thelr respective county
counclis pursuant to RCW 81.112.030; and

WHEREAS, on November &, 1996, at a general election held within the Central Puget
Sound Regional Transit Authority district, the voters approved focal funding for high capacity transit
in the Central Puget Sound Reglon; and

WHEREAS, Airport Link is part of the Central Link Light Rail Project defined in Sound Move,
the fundingj for which was approved by voters in 1996; and

WHEREAS, in conjunction with' the identification of the Central Link Light Rail Project Initial
Segment in September 2001, the Sound Transit Board directed the agency to work with the Port of
Seattle and the Cities of SeaTac and Tukwila to explore options for extending the Initial Segment
south beyond South 154" Street; and

WHEREAS, Sound Transit and the Port of Seattle have collaborated to integrate the fight raif
extension from the Tukwila International Boulevard Station to the main terminal of Sea-Tac Airport
with the Port of Seattie's planned capital improvements in the same corridor; and

WHEREAS, Sound Transit, the Port of Seattle, and.the City of SeaTac exacuted term
sheets in December of 2004 that defined the proposed light rall transit scope between the Tukwila
Intemational Boulevard Station eand Sea-Tac Airport; and

WHEREAS, the 1.7-mile light rail extension proposed to be constructed between the

Tukwila international Boulevard Station and Sea-Tac Airport will be fully integrated into the Initial
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Segment opserations and is planned to be completed by the end of 2009; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act {NEPA) and the State
Environmental Po!idy Act (SEPA), Sound Trénsit, the Port of ;‘Seattle andv the Federal Transit
Administration issued the Airport Link Environmental Assessment/SEPA Addendum (EA) on May
26, 2005; and

' WHEREAS, the EA is an update to the Central Link Final Environmental Impact Statement

(EIS) issued in November 1999 and the Tukwila Freeway Route Supplemental EIS issued in
November 2001 and discusses the environmental effects of extending light rall from the Tukwila

Intemational Boulevard Station in Tukwila 1o Sea-Tac Airport and to South 200"

Street in SeaTac;
and |

WHEREAS, the Federal Transit Administration is expected fo issue a Record of Decision on
Airport Link from the Tukwila intemational Boulevard Station in Tukwila to Sea-Tac Airport and to
'South 200" Street in August or September 2005 and final design will be authorized -to commence
after publication of the Record of Declsion; and

WHEREAS, etements of the Alrport Link finance plan include a reduction in the minimum
debt service coverage ratio for any single year for the South King County subarea from 1.3x to 1.15x
fot planning purposes; $30 million in competilive federal grants; transfer of $20.7 million from the
Staf Lake Freeway Station/South 272™ project; and transfer bf §1.01 milllon from the South King
County Regicnal Express Capital Project Reserve; and

WHEREAS, the Alrport Link Finance Plan will transfer budget authority from the Star Lake
Freeway Station/South 272nd project to Alrport Link, Sound Transit commits to restore budget
authority for the project in an amount not exceed $20.7 milllon, consistent with the Aimort Link
Resolution No. R2005-16 Staff Report; and -

WHEREAS, the Adopted 2005 Budget includes lifetime and annual project budgets for
Airport Link.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of the Central Puget Sound
Regionat Transit Authority that Airport Link will extend from the Tukwila International Boutevard
Station, cross above International Boulevard and SR 518 on an elevated guideway, continue at
grade along the North Airport Expressway to approximately South 170" Street, continue on an
elevated guideway to a light rail station at Sea-Tac Airport's main terminal and a kiss-and-ride
facility tocated on the east side of International Boulevard in the City of SeaTac, will continue on
an elevated structure along the west side of International Boulevard, turn southwest to cross
South 188" Street, and continue elevated along the east side of.28m Avenue South to a station
and park-and-ride at South 200" Street,

IT 1S FURTHER RESOLVED that the portion of Airport Link to be constructed and
operated as part of the Central Link Light Rail Project by the end of 2008 will extend from the
Tukwila International Boutevard Stéﬁon to a light raif station at Sea-Tac Airport’s main terminal
and a kiss-and-ride facllity located in the City of SeaTac.

IT 18 FURTHER RESQLVED that the lifetime Adopted 2005 Budget for Airport Link is
amended to be $243.6 million; the annual Adopted 2005 Budget for Airport Link is amended to
be $19,592,054; and for planning purposes, the minimum debt service coverage ratio for South

King County subarea Is reduced to 1.15x for the Airport Link finance plan.

ADOPTED by an affirmative vote of two-thirds of the membership of the Board of the Central
Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority at a regular meeting thereof held on July-14, 2005.

| reg Nickels :
ATTEST: , g;d ice Chair B
Naresa Weebir)

Marcia Walker
Board Administrator
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“EXHIBIT B”

(. MEMORANDUM
sy

s

A
To: SeaTac City Council
2T Todd Cutts, City Manager
From: Albert Torrico, Jr., Senior Planner
Date: May 31, 2012
Re: S. 200" Street Light Rail Ad Hoc Committee Recommendations

1.0 Introduction

This memorandum has been prepared to convey the S. 200™ Street Light Rail Station Ad Hoc
Committee’s recommendations to the City Council regarding the siting of an Essential Public
Facility (EPF).

2.0 Essential Public Facility

Under the Growth management Act (GMA), an Essential Public Facility (EPF) is described as a
facility that is difficult to site. The City’s Comprehensive Plan designates the following as EPFs:
airports; state and local correction facilities; state educational facilities; state and regional
transportation facilities; landfills; solid waste handling facilities; sewage treatment facilities;
major communication facilities; and antennas (excluding wireless communication facilities); and
in-patient facilities, such as group homes (excluding those facilities covered by the Washington
Housing Policy Act), mental health facilities, Secure Community Transition Facilities (SCTF),
and substance abuse facilities.

The Growth Management Act (RCW 36.70A) requires that the City plan for and encourage
regional high capacity transit facilities and accommodate within the City such essential facilities
(RCW 36.70A.200). However, the Growth Management Act grants authority to the City to
impose reasonable permitting and mitigation conditions on the Project.

3.0 Establishment of the S. 200™ Street Light Rail Ad Hoc Committee

On 2/22/11, the City Council formed and confirmed an Ad Hoc Committee. The role of the Ad
Hoc Committee is to provide input on the S. 200™ Street Light Rail Station project, including the
Development Agreement, to ensure the project is compatible with nearby land uses, standard
infrastructure, development regulations, and the Comprehensive Plan, and has included
appropriate and adequate mitigations. The Committee was formed consistent with SeaTac

S. 200™ Street Light Rail Station Ad Hoc Committee Recommendation Memorandum 1|Pa:



Municipal Code (SMC) 15.22.035 (E)(3). The Committee met on 11/14/11; 11/28/11; 12/8/11;
1/9/12; 1/23/12; and 5/21/12.

4.0 Conditional Use Permit Waiver

In 2006, the City of SeaTac approved the Airport Link Project through approval of a Conditional
Use Permit for an Essential Public Facility (CUP-EPF) and a development and transit way
agreement. Sound Transit is extending light rail from Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (S.
176™ Street) to South 200™ Street with the South Link Project. On August 8, 2011, the City
officially notified Sound Transit that the City had determined the South Link Project to be an
Essential Public Facility and requested that Sound Transit submit a CUP-EPF application to the
City. Sound Transit requested approval of the project through applications for both a
Conditional Use Permit — Essential Public Facility (CUP11-00002) and Development Agreement
(DEV11-00001) on August 16, 2011 and September 13, 2011, respectively.

Sound Transit, which had already submitted applications for land use permits, began engaging
staff to discuss technical issues regarding the South Link Project. The City was concerned that
these discussions would lead to decisions about the project that would not have had an
opportunity to be vetted by the Ad Hoc Committee. During this same timeframe, the City was
also actively engaged in negotiating acceptable terms and conditions for a Development
Agreement. During these negotiations it became clear that the approach used to permit the
Airport Link Project in 2006 (S. 176™ Street Station), might not be adequate for the South Link
Project’s review, because Sound Transit intended to use an alternative (design/build) contracting
method and thereby accelerating delivery by five years, to provide revenue service by December
2016. Consequently, on February 16, 2012, Sound Transit requested a code interpretation as to
whether a Conditional Use Permit is required for projects that are processed and approved using
a Development Agreement. On March 19, 2012, the City issued a code interpretation
determination that a “Conditional Use Permit is not required if the City and Sound Transit enter
into a Development Agreement which explicitly states that a Conditional Use Permit is not
required.”

The City decided to keep in place the Ad Hoc Committee that had been formed for the CUP-EPF
process in place to provide input on the South Link project via the Development Agreement.

5.0 Recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee

Issue: A light rail station at S. 200® Street will be a highly prominent structure and must meet a
high standard for aesthetic quality.

(1) Recommendation: Station design should conform to the station theme of
“Environment in Motion” as approved by the City Council and consistent with the
adopted High Capacity Transit (HCT) design standards, except as modified
through the provisions of a Development Agreement.

S. 200™ Street Light Rail Station Ad Hoc Committee Recommendation Memorandum 2|Page



Issue:

Issue:

Issue:

Issue:

Issue:

Issue:

(2)  Recommendation: Station finishes should be warm, such as the use of brick,
limiting the amount of unfinished, exposed concrete, and be inviting similar to the
look and feel of the Mt. Baker Station.

Many property owners along the alignment have made significant financial contributions
to develop new businesses or improve properties, or towards LID for 26™/28™ road
improvements.

3) Recommendation: Sound Transit should limit the amount of property takes to
only those necessary to construct and operate the South Link segment.

The Committee is concerned about noise and vibration impacts to residential, hotel and
office uses along the guideway and that those impacts are mitigated.

4) Recommendation: Sound Transit should install sound walls to the maximum
height possible to limit noise to sensitive receptors or provide language in the
Development Agreement that commits Sound Transit to work with City and
property owners to address noise and vibration issues that arise during
construction and operation.

Lack of restroom facilities results in nuisance behavior in station areas, as well as
passenger discomfort.

(5)  Recommendation: Sound Transit shall provide public restroom facilities
consistent with the City’s HCT design Standards.

The Committee is concerned how operation and maintenance of the restrooms will be
handled.

(6) Recommendation: The Committee feels that operation and maintenance costs
should be covered by Sound Transit since they collect taxes and fares. The HCT standard
may be served by private concessionaires who operate and maintain the restroom
facilities as part of their lease agreement in a common area separate from the
retail/commercial space or by some other means agreeable to both the City and Sound
Transit.

Adding a third traffic signal on South 200™ Street, between International Boulevard and
26™ Ave. South may be problematic due to limited queuing space between the lights.

(7 Recommendation: The Committee encourages Sound Transit and the City to
think creatively about other ways to manage traffic flows in the area.

The Committee is concerned that hide and ride is more likely to be an issue on private
property/businesses rather than public streets in the station area.

S. 200™ Street Light Rail Station Ad Hoc Committee Recommendation Memorandum 3



Issue:

Issue:

Issue:

(8)  Recommendation: Add language in the Development Agreement that commits
Sound Transit to work with the City and impacted property owners, by providing
technical assistance, to address hide and ride issues on private property as they
arise.

The Committee recognizes that demand for parking will be highest when the South 200®
Street station is the terminus at the beginning of revenue service and until the Kent/Des
Moines Link extension is open for service. However, when South 200™ Street is no
longer the terminus, parking demand may decrease or fluctuate depending on ridership.

9 Recommendation: The Committee recommends the following as possible ways to

address these concerns:

(a) Lease additional parking stalls, above the 700 stalls provided in structured
parking, according to demand.

(b) Construct the parking structure with the possibility of adding additional
floors of parking at some point in the future according to demand.

(c) Construct the parking garage with high enough ceilings to convert some of
the floors to another use if parking demand decreases.

The committee is concerned that existing businesses may be unable to maintain adequate
access for customers during construction.

(10)  Recommendation: ~ Add language in the Development Agreement or the
Project Requirements that requires the contractor to work proactively with
business operations to provide adequate access is maintained during construction

~and ensure that construction activities do not impact current or future business
operations.

(11)  Recommendation: Where construction impacts are more extensive or
businesses operations are more complex, Sound Transit and the Contractor should
allow more time to work with business owners to identify options for maintaining
adequate access especially for time sensitive customers.

The Committee is concerned that money provided by Sound Transit for traffic and
transportation mitigation might be spent other types of City projects/programs not related
to transportation.

(12)  Recommendation: The Committee would like the City to be required (or
committed) to spend traffic mitigation funding received from Sound Transit on
traffic and transportation improvement projects.

S. 200" Street Light Rail Station Ad Hoc Committee Recommendation Memorandum 4 |



EXHIBIT C

SOUTH LINK PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Construct 1.6 mile elevated double track light rail extension from the
SeaTac Airport Station to S 200th Street. Light rail alignment begins in an
elevated configuration from the currently constructed and operating SeaTac
Airport Station and extends along the eastside of 28th Ave. continuing
south across S 188th Street. The alignment will remain elevated to S 200th
Street where there will be a station located at the proposed S 200th Street
Park and Ride.



EXHIBITD

City of SeaTac DA Budget Summary

DA .
. Item DA Commitment
Section
A
3rd Party Phase
8.1 Peer reviews S 26,000
Structural Review S 150,000
8.3 Supplemental Staff Time S 1,293,600
3P Total $ 1,469,600
Construction Phase
6.x Fire Truck Upgrade $ 600,000
Project Mitigations
6.x 2030 Traffic S 201,150
6.2 Non-Motorized S 461,500
Subtotal Project Mitigations S 662,650
Construction Total $ 1,262,650
MOA Total $ 2,732,250
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EXHIBIT F. Traffic Impact Mitigation Measures and Non-Motorized Transportation Improvements
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EXHIBIT G

B SOUNDTRANSIT

April 2, 2012

M. Tom Gut P.E,
Director of Public Works
City of SeaTac
4800 S. 188th Street
“SeaTac, WA 98188 .

RE: South Link Licht Rail Project Stormwater Management

Dear Mr. Gut:

The aerial trackway that Sound Transit is proposing to construct for South Link
is the same type constructed for Airport Link. Sound Transit understands that the
City concurs with the conclusions made by federal regulatory agencies that under
normal operating conditions the light rail aerial guideway and light rail vehicles
utilize non-pollution-generating technology in accordance with current
regulations. Therefore, the City will not require Sound Transit to install water
quality treatment systems [or treating stormwater runoff from the aerial
guideway prior to discharging into the- City’s system. Also, the City will not
require Sound Transit to monitor and test post construction runoff from the aerial
guideway until such time as the City is required to implement a monitoring and
testing program by otlier state or federal regulatory agencies.

Sound Transit is proposing to discharge stormwater runoff from the South Link
aerial guideway, the South 200th station plaza area. and the South 200th parking
structure by discharging to the City’s storm drainage system in the Des Moines
Creek basin and by possibly utilizing low impact development (LID) techniques.
All stormwater discharges from Sound Transit’s project are subject to the flow
control, water quality and soil amendment requirements in the 2009 King County
Surface Water Design Manual as amended by ScaTac (Amended KCSWDM).

Also, Sound Transil is proposing to convey stormwater runoff originating on the
portion of the South Link aerial guideway that is located on Port of Scattle
property to the Des Moines Creek basin by discharging into the City’s drainage
system in International Boulevard. This runoff is proposed to be discharged at a
single location and meet all Core Requirements of the Amended KCSWDM,
Sound Transit agrees to provide the City a Pre- and Post- Construction video
inspection recording of the City’s drainage system. Hydrologic and hydraulic
analyses will determine if the system can accommodate any proposed flow, and
the City and Sound Transit will agree on any necessary repairs, before flows are
introduced to the storm waler system,

Sound Transit and the Port of Seattle may agree to allow stormwater runoff
discharge into the Port’s drainage systems during construction. Construction
storm water will comply with the terms of the Port’s NPDES Industrial
Stormwater permit related to construction stormwater. Sound Transit’s NPDES
General Construction Permit and the 2009 King County Surface Water Design
Manual as amended by the City,
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Mr. Tom Gut P.E.
Page 2
April 2,2012

Sound Transit agrees to install future water quality improvements to bring trackway runoff into NPDES
Phase 2 compliance as those requirements are promulgated. Sound Transit agrees that the City’s '
concurrence on water quality issues pertains only to aerial guideway runoff. Sound Transit will continue
to provide the same level of routine maintenance and best management practices of the light rail facilities
on the South Link project as it does for Airport Link, so as to ensure that water quality of stormwater
runoff is not degraded during operations. Sound Transit agrees to report all incidents of spills to the City
immediately upon becoming aware of the incident.

Stormwater from the Guideway:

The conveyance system for routing stormwater from the South Link aerial guideway deck to the ground
surface will be designed to not less than a 25 year full peak flow design storm, per Sound Transit’s Link
Design Criteria Manual. Where sag vertical curves are located, the inlets will be designed to
accommodate the 100 year peak flow without overflow from the aerial guideway to the ground below.

The City and Sound Transit agree that the drainage design criteria to be used for handling discharges
from the South Link aerial guideway to ground based stormwater management systems will be in
accordance with the Amended KCSWDM. The City and Sound Transit also agree that the use of low
impact development (LID) techniques should be a goal of the South Link project, helping to control
increases in stormwater runoff volume and loss of groundwater recharge. One of the methods that Sound
Transit intends to implement in order to achieve the LID goal is to direct stormwater runoff from the
aerial guideway along 28th Avenue South through vertical downspouts to reconstructed landscape strips
along the eastern side of the street within the City’s right of way.

Based upon feasible localized soil conditions along the length of the landscape strips, Sound Transit will
promote a LID design approach to handle a portion of the guideway runoff exiting the downspouts using
infiltration within the landscape strips. The LID system will be designed so that discharges from the
aerial guideway downspouts that exceed the capacity of the landscape strips to accommodate infiltration
will be conveyed directly to the City’s stormwater system without overflowing onto the adjacent
roadway. The detailed final design of the LID system will be developed in consultation with the City, and
will require the City’s approval prior to construction. The City and Sound Transit agree that infiltration
must be compatible with the roadway, sidewalk, utilities and other items in the right-of-way and be
feasible to maintain. The City will maintain all landscaping within the street right of way following
Sound Transit’s and the City’s acceptance of the landscaping at the end of a one-year establishment and
warranty period.

Under-Guideway Improvements:

Where disturbed by construction activities, the South Link project will reestablish the City’s existing
irrtgation system to supplement the irrigation by storm water runoff of the proposed landscape strips on
the east side of 28th. The plantings for the landscape strips will include street trees compatible with the
Sound Transit requirements for guideway clearances and acceptable to the City as “street trees”. Low
groundcover planting will be grass or similar low-growing plant materials. The City will maintain all
landscaping within the street right of way following Sound Transit’s and the City’s acceptance of the
landscaping at the end of a one-year establishment and warranty period.

Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority « Union Station
401 S. Jackson St., Seattle, WA 88104-2826 « Reception: (206) 398-5000 » FAX: (206) 398-5499

www.soundtransit.org



M. Tom Gut P.E.
Page 3

April 2, 2012

The South Link project will construct a sidewalk bencath the guideway on the cast side of the landscape
strips. The sidewalk will be a minimum of 6°- 0” wide where the landscape strips are widest.
Landscaping under the aerial guideway will not be provided in the City’s right of way on the east side of
the sidewalk due to the expected low plant survival rate under the guideway. Hardscape features
installed outside the sidewalk area will include berms no more than 42" high; river rock, cobbles or other
stones set in concrete; patterned, colored, and/or stained concrete; boulders; or similar materials. The
project will be designed and constructed with visually interesting areas that seal the surface so as to not
permit weeds to grow.

Conceptually, the City and Sound Transit staff are in agreement perlaining to this stormwalter
concurrency letter, however, since there are no scaled plans and details available at this time, the City has
the right to reject any or all design concepts that are not practicable and not meeting the Amended
KCSWDM.

If you have any questions, please feel [ree to contact Rod Kempkes, South Link Deputy Project Director,
at (206) 398-5374 or by e-mail at rod kempkes(@soundtransit.org

Please indicate your concurrence by signing below.

Sincerely,
. 5 ’r/ 7‘/""” ‘_;g
- d Y f - P ’," e . o 3 /’f -
Pt A NP S AR

Rod Kempkes, P.E. . John Sleavin, P.E.
South Link Deputy Project Director Director of Civil and Structural Engineering
DECM DECM
Concurrence:

— 2 P . L

A T B S 2 A o ™ 7y =
__{__/{-—L‘C? 7 i Cr e Z ol / /’5'-}"’}'/‘"'// 5’ LA
Tom Gut, P.E, Date

Director of Public Works
City of SeaTac

Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority « Union Station
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EXHIBIT H

=
o SOUNDTRANSIT

May 21, 2012

Jon Napier, Fire Marshal
3521 8 170 Street
SeaTac, WA 98188

RE: EMERGENCY ACCESS TO SOUND TRANSIT GUIDEWAY
Dear Chief Napier,

As you know, Sound Transit is currently planning to extend its Central Link
light rail system from the Airport Station within the City of SeaTac to South
200t Street, and eventually south beyond the city limits. The entire extension
of light rail facilities within the City of SeaTac will be on an elevated structure.
We have worked together over the past few years through our Fire/Life Safety
committee to coordinate design reviews, fire department equipment, code
compliance, and other life/safety issues to ensure that our light rail system is in
compliance with applicable codes and ordinances. In addition to complying
with the International Building and Fire Codes as adopted by Washington State
and amended by the City of SeaTac, we also comply with various National Fire
Protection Association codes, and specifically with the NFPA 130 code for fixed
guideway transit systems. We want to meet the applicable City of SeaTac code
requirements to ensure that our system will function as designed during
operations, particularly in an emergency.

We have worked together to develop effective methods to ensure that
firefighters have appropriate access to the elevated guideway to rescue people,
put out a fire, or attend to some other emergency. As we extend this essential
public facility through your city, we want to do our part to provide the
necessary resources to ensure that your firefighters can readily access the
guideway to affect a rescue, if needed. Towards that end, we recently realized
that the stair towers shown on the preliminary plans provide quite limited
access, in terms of reaching a specific point on the elevated guideway.
Regardless of the number of stair towers, there exists a great probability that if
we were to have an incident, it could still be an appreciable distance from the
nearest stair tower. That is precisely why the past four versions of NFPA 130
beginning in 2000 and including the current 2010 code include a specific
requirement to provide roadway access every 2500 feet adjacent to the aerial
guideway for aerial platform rescue.

We also recognize that the fire department would want to be able to deliver
resources directly to the location where needed, instead of to one of several
arbitrary locations spaced along the guideway. Therefore, we have agreed to
replace the stair towers shown on the previously submitted design plans with a
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contribution towards an aerial capability upgrade to an existing scheduled replacement fire
apparatus, so as to assist the SeaTac Fire Department with providing a maximally effective means of
emergency rescue and fire-fighting that will be able to access any point along the elevated guideway.
Since the majority of the alignment is elevated above an existing street, the addition of an aerial
apparatus, will clearly be in conformance with both this letter and the intent of the IBC, NFPA 130,
and the SeaTac Municipal Code.

Sound Transit will provide up to $600,000.00 to the City of SeaTac in reimbursement for an upgrade
to existing scheduled replacement fire apparatus to add aerial capability in support of your fire
department’s ability to access the elevated guideway during an emergency. We will partially fund, to
this limit, the procurement of the upgrade to an aerial apparatus along with the necessary
equipment, all to the specifications of the City of SeaTac. Under this one-time capital procurement,
Sound Transit will work collectively with your staff to fund up to $600,000.00 for the procurement
contract within 6 months after receipt of your concurrence with this plan. Sound Transit will convey
any and all of its ownership interests in the procured equipment to the City along with full
responsibility for use, staffing, maintenance, and life-cycle replacement.

Providing this aerial apparatus is not intended to increase the duty of the City to either its citizens or
the passengers on the rail system, nor does it increase Sound Transit's duty to the City or its citizens.
This aerial apparatus will facilitate access to the guideway for emergency responders to ensure that
our collective emergency rescue plans can be fully implemented when needed. It is our expectation
that by providing the aerial apparatus we will have significantly enhanced your ability to respond to
an emergency on the aerial guideway, such that SeaTac will likely be the first-responder to incidents
along the light rail guideway within the boundaries of the City. To maintain emergency access
response times, it is anticipated that the City of SeaTac will use an aerial apparatus to ensure rapid
response and deployment of first responders.

Our emergency rescue plans provide for access to the guideway via a combination of aerial
apparatus and a rescue train to move personnel and equipment during a sustained emergency event.
Through existing mutual aid agreements, we anticipate that the Fire Departments in SeaTac,
Tukwila, Burien, Seattle, and Federal Way will provide primary emergency responder access to
elevated sections of the light rail guideway by aerial apparatus and the Port of Seattle Fire
Department will provide mass casualty support to a major incident. For mass casualty incidents,
Sound Transit will have mass casualty equipment located at the Tukwila International Boulevard
Station, the SeaTac/Airport Station, and the South 200t Street Station.

In the unlikely event that a train becomes disabled while on the aerial guideway, upon notification to
the Link Control Center, we will disembark passengers from the nearest train at a station and
mobilize the train for exclusive use of the emergency responders. Based on the operating schedule
and the run times of Link Light Rail, there will be at least two trains operating within the segment
between Tukwila International Boulevard Station and South 200t Station at all times during normal
revenue service. These trains will be available to any of the fire departments that respond to the
stations in that segment. As backup to these trains, Sound Transit has a diesel-powered high rail tow
vehicle, equipped to run on the rails to respond to incidents. This vehicle is available on standby for
usein a mass casualty event.

Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authorily « Union Station
401 S Jackson St, Seattle WA 98104-2826 - 206-398-5000 = 1-800-201-4800 « www soundtransit org
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This plan provides for teams of emergency responders to respond immediately to the scene of an
incident and gain access to the guideway via the aerial apparatus while other teams would proceed
to a nearby station to board the rescue train to provide support and rescue during a protracted
event. Further support will be provided, as necessary, by emergency responders boarding trains
and accessing the guideway from aerial platforms near the incident scene. In accordance with NFPA
130, the life-safety code for rail transit systems, the primary emergency responder access to
elevated sections of the light rail guideway will be by aerial apparatus.

Additionally there have been discussions about lighting levels on specific sections of the aerial
guideway in the event of an emergency at night. Sound Transit has developed revised emergency
operating procedures and an emergency lighting scenario that was transmitted under separate
cover to the City of SeaTac and Port of Seattle fire departments. In summary, those procedures
provide for the “Cyclops” light on top of the light rail vehicle’s cab to remain illuminated during any
emergency, providing sufficient light for evacuation and rescue. During an emergency evacuation,
the interior and running light of the light rail vehicle will remain illuminated to assist with the
evacuation and rescue. When the light rail vehicle is disconnected from the overhead catenary
power, the Cyclops light, running lights, and interior lights will all operate for up to 90 minutes on
emergency battery power. The Cyclops light is rated to provide illumination for up to 800 feet
beyond the operator’s cab, sufficient sight distance at night for evacuation of passengers to a rescue
train. We believe that this brings to resolution the issues of emergency lighting on the elevated
guideway for evacuation and rescue raised in the City of SeaTac letter dated March 1, 2011.

It is our understanding that your concurrence with this letter brings to resolution the outstanding
issues between Sound Transit and the City of SeaTac Fire Department regarding emergency access,
stair towers, guideway egress lighting, and emergency rescue procedures. Of course we recognize
that this agreement will become final and effective, subject to the conditions noted in this letter, and
upon approval of the associated development agreement by the Sound Transit Board and the SeaTac
City Council. If you find this letter acceptable, please indicate your concurrence by signing below. As
soon as we receive your concurrence, we will delete the stair towers from the previously submitted
design plans and move forward with allocating the $600,000.00 as our contribution to upgrading an
existing scheduled replacement fire apparatus with aerial capability.

Thanking you in advance for your consideration.

Sincer yf /

/ ,'/7
A mad Fa?el
Executlve Dir

. " :
Design, Engineering & Construction Management

cc: Joni Earl, Chief Executive Officer
Celia Kupersmith, Deputy Chief Executive Officer
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Steve Sheehy, Legal Counsel

Randy Krause, Port of Seattle Fire Chief

Ron Lewis, Deputy Executive Director

Joe Gildner, Deputy Executive Director

Miles Haupt, Deputy Executive Director of South Link
Hamid Qaasim, Director of Safety and Quality Assurance
Rod Kempkes, Project Manager

Leonard McGhee, South Corridor Manager

Todd Cutts, City of SeaTac City Manager

Soraya Lowry, City of SeaTac Program Manager

Jim Schneider, City of SeaTac Fire Chief

We concur with this proposal in principle;

k“z}; / /7 ﬁ/dy%

Jort Napier “Todd Cutts
[Fire Marshal, City of SeaTac City Manager, City of SeaTac
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN
CITY OF SEATAC, PORT OF SEATTLE AND SOUND TRANSIT
FOR
POLICE AND SECURITY SERVICES AT SOUND TRANSIT FACILITIES WITHIN THE CITY
OF SEATAC LOCATED ON PORT OF SEATTLE OR SOUND TRANSIT PROPERTY

This Memorandum of Understanding between the City of SeaTac, Port of Seatile and Sound
Transit pertains to police and security services for operation of Link light rail service within the
boundaries of the City of SeaTac, including guideway, light rail stations, park-and-ride and
passenger pick-up/drop-off facilities, and related light rail facilities. This Memorandum of
Understanding is intended to identify roles and responsibilities related to how the three agencies
will handle police and security incidents and response.

1.0 DEFINITIONS

1.1 City of SeaTac Police: “City of SeaTac Police” will be referred to as SeaTac Police.
SeaTac Police is currently a contract unit of the KCSO.

1.2 Deconfliction: “Deconfliction” is the process of notifying other law enforcement agencies
of an operation or investigation to: a) determine if said agencies are involved in an
operation or investigation that may overlap in some way, b) ensure the safety of
undercover law enforcement officers by letting other agencies know of covert or
undercover operations in case those agencies encounter the undercover officers, and/or
c) clarify which agency has the primary response to a specific dispatch call.

1.3 Emphasis Patrol: "Emphasis Patrol” refers to focused law enforcement patrols or plain
clothes investigative operations based on crime trends analysis or criminal activity.

1.4 Essential life-safety systems:  “Essential life-safety systems” include sprinklers,
standpipes, emergency telephones, emergency ventilation, barriers, and other
mechanical or electronic equipment necessary to maintain public safety.

1.5  King County Sherriff's Office: “King County Sherriff's Office” will be referred to as
KCSO.

1.6 Link Control Center: “Link Control Center” includes the electronic, electrical, and
mechanical equipment, personnel, and procedures that maintain standard and
emergency operations for the Link light rail system.

1.7 On-view activity: “On-view activity” refers to non-dispatched police public safety or pubic
service activities that come directly to the attention of a law enforcement officer, i.e., a
traffic stop.

1.8 Port of Seattle Police; “Port of Seattle Police” will be referred tc as POSPD.




1.9 Quality of life issues: “Quality of life issues” are defined as those activities which
generally disturb passenger comfort and feelings of safety within Sound Transit facilities.
Examples include, but are not limited to, loitering, spitting, littering, urination, graffiti, and
excessive noise.

1.10 Sound Transit Police: “Sound Transit Police” will be referred to as STP. STP is
currently a contract unit of the KCSO.

1.11  SeaTac/Airport Station: "SeaTac/Airport Station” includes the mezzanine, platform and
related facilities including a pedestrian bridge io the airport, pedestrian bridge to
downtown SeaTac, the station’s passenger pick-up/drop-off area and associated public
plaza, and bus shelters directly adjacent to the station. The jurisdictional boundary
between the City of SeaTac and Port of Seattle for this station is reflected on Exhibit A.

1.12  South 200" Street Station: “South 200" Street Station” includes platform, plazas, crew
and security facilities in a building adjacent the south entryway, a passenger pick-
up/drop-off area adjacent the north entryway, and related facilities. The parking facilities
serving this station are defined as independent of the station.

1.13  South 200" Street Station Park-and-Ride Facilities: “South 200" Street Station Park-
and-Ride Facilities” includes parking stalls and supporting infrastructure in the parking
garage serving the station and any surface parking stalls used on an interim basis to
serve the station during the time the station is a terminal station for the Link light rail
system. :

1.14 Train to train accidents: “Train to train accidents” include all unintentional contact
between separate light rail trains or other equipment used in connection with light rail
operations, maintenance or repair. Train to train accidents do not include incidents that
arise from criminal intent to cause such accident or other disruption to light rail service.

1.156  Use of Force: “Use of force” is the intentional application of a type of force which is
reasonably necessary to effect an arrest, defend a law enforcement officer or others
from violence, or to otherwise accomplish police duties according to law.

2.0 POLICE SERVICES

2.1 Jurisdiction

SeaTac Police is a general authority Washington law enforcement authority under RCW
10.93.020 and is therefore responsible for general law and traffic enforcement within SeaTac
city limits. POSPD is a general authority Washington law enforcement authority under RCW
14.08.120 and 53.08.280 and is therefore responsible for general law and traffic enforcement on
Port property including the SeaTac/Airport Station platform and other portions of the light rail
facilities located on Port property. Sound Transit, as a Regional Transit Authority, is authorized
under RCW chapter 81.112 to operate a safe and secure system, have a safety and security
plan, investigate all reportable accidents, security breaches and unacceptable hazardous
conditions, and provide investigative reports to the Washington State Department of
Transportation. The purpose of STP is to provide enhanced police service to Sound Transit
systems and facilities, by focusing on customer safety and quality of life issues. STP services
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are intended to supplement police services of the jurisdiction in which Sound Transit property is
located and not be the primary source of police services or response in under the Port’s or
SeaTac’s jurisidiction.

Nothing in this agreement is intended to eliminate SeaTac Police’s or POSPD's responsibility to
respond to dispaiched transit-related calls for service within their jurisdictions whether or not
STP personnel are available.

2.2 Patrol

STP will patro! the light rail sxstem including SeaTac/Airport Station and its passenger pick-
up/drop-off area, the S. 200" Street Station, the South 200™ Street Station Park-and-Ride
Facilities, the guideway connecting system stations, and associated light rail facilities during all

operating hours.
2.3 Incidents

(a)  On-View Activity — Sound Transit Property
Each police jurisdiction will be responsible for its own arrests and associated
paperwork for on-view activity that occurs on or about Sound Transit property.
Such activity includes transit and non-transit criminal activity. This provision may
be overridden If field supervisors from the affected agencies agree that a transfer
of responsibility to another police jurisdiction would be advisable.

STP has detectives who are available for follow-up to incidents that are of a high
degree of interest to Sound Transit. STP agrees to notify SeaTac Police or the
POSPD of their interest in taking follow-up responsibility for a case that would
otherwise be handled by SeaTac Police or POSPD.

(b)  High Profile Events
SeaTac Police or POSPD will investigate and follow-up incidents of a significant
nature within their respective jurisdictions, such as armed robberies and
homicides. STP may provide assistance with staffing resources and follow-up.

(¢) Use of Force
Each agency will be responsible, as an administrative matter, for reviewing any

use of force by its own officers. Affected agencies will, however, timely cooperate
with each other in any such review where there is a joint use of force, as alfowed
by state/local laws and labor union agreements. Affected agencies wilt cooperate
to provide witness statements, case reports and Use of Force Reporis as required

by their respective agencies.

(dy  Train-to-Train Accidents and Sound Transit Equipment on Tracks
Recognizing the importance of continuity of fight rail service, SeaTac Police and
POSPD will typically defer accident investigation for train-to-train accidents to
STP. If a train-to-train accident occurs on Port property, and should the Port wish
to direct the investigation of such a train-to-frain accident under its jurisdiction, the
issue will be re-opened for discussion amongst the parties.
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(¢) Pedestrian Trespass on Tracks
The Port of Seattle intends to retain primary jurisdiction for incidents occurring on
Port property that involve passengers/pedestrians on the light rail tracks or station
platform (including suicide or accident) but, recognizing the importance of
continuity of light rail service, may request mutual aid from STP. For incidents
occurring outside Port property and within the City of SeaTac, STP will lead the
investigation, supported by such cooperative efforts with SeaTac Police as may

be mutually arranged.

43 Criminal Activity on Port Property
The Port of Seattle intends to retain primary jurisdiction for all non-quality of life
issues on Port property including the SeaTac/Airport Station platform where a
crime is involved or suspected but may request mutual aid from either STP or

SeaTac Police, as appropriate.

2.4 Emphasis/Plain Clothes Operations

(a) Plainclothes Details. STP uses plainclothes detectives to conduct operations on
Sound Transit Link light rail vehicles, Sounder commuter rail trains, and ST
Express buses as well as other Sound Transit properties. STP deputies will wear
a clearly visible badge on their belt or on a necklace badge holder whenever they
take enforcement action. Plainclothes detectives will wear STP/ Transit Police” or

KCSO raid jackets whenever practical.

SeaTac Police and the POSPD will notify STP whenever they work a planned
plainclothes detail on Sound Transit Link Light Rail Systems or facilities.

(by  Deconfliction
STP will notify SeaTac Police or POSPD when its officers are working in an area

outside the normal scope of their duties {in terms of geography or types of activity)
while in SeaTac’s and the Port's respective jurisdictional boundaries.

STP personnel may scan and monitor appropriate radio frequencies if needed
when operating within the jurisdictional limits of the SeaTac Police and/or POSPD
and will de-conflict with SeaTac Police or POSPD, as appropriate, whenever they
are conducting an emphasis patrol within their respective jurisdictions. Based on
jurisdictional boundaries, STP will provide any written operations plans, when
available, fo the other jurisdictions if impacted by the operation. The KCSO
Communications Center will notify SeaTac Police or POSPD of all STP on-view
enforcement activity within their respective jurisdictional limits when there is a
reason to believe that back-up will be needed or media will be interested in such

activity.

Whenever a plainclothes STFP unit works an emphasis patrol within the
jurisdictional limits of either the SeaTac Police or POSPD, they will foliow the
deconfliction guidelines. Notification will be made to the affected agencies.
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2.5 Crime Analysis

STP, SeaTac Police, and POSPD agree that their police representatives will maintain regular,
en-going contact to collaborate on and discuss crime frends and incidents. The parties will-atso
discuss and coliaboratively resolve issues such as parking at the stations’ passenger pick-
up/drop-oft areas and park-and-ride facilities and persons of interest affecting all agencies.
Sound Transit will use system-wide crime data and shared information to help make appropriate
adjustments to staffing to address public safety needs and response to emerging trends and

changes in the Nationa! Security threat level.
2,6  Command and Confrol of Major Incidents

A unified command will be established for transit related incidents of a significant nature that
involve the use of a command post or a large response from affected agencies within the City of

SeaTac {including on Port of Seattle property).

2.7 Communication

Emergency and non-emergency communications with STP will be through the KCSO
Communications Cenler.

3.0 PRIVATE SECURITY SERVICES

3.1 Patro}

Sound Transit will maintain a non-commissionad security presence throughout the light rail
system during operating hours to enhance passengers’ securify and attend to quality of tife
issues. Security personnel assigned to the portion of the light rail system that includes
SeaTac/Airport Station and South 200™ Street Station will patrol and monitor the station
platforms, plazas, pedestrian bridges (at SeaTac/Airport Station), passenger pick-up/drop-off
areas, and South 200" Street Station Park-and-Ride Facilities. Sound Transit will provide
parking enforcement at passenger pick-up/drop-off areas in accordance with the Link Security
Plan. The passenger pick-up/drop-off area will be signed for short-term parking only.

Security personnel assigned fo a specific station may ride the iight rail train to nearby stations {o
perform a brief patrol and return to their assigned station.

3.2 Ciosed Circuit Television

Sound Transit has closed-circuit-television throughout its iransit systems available for periodic
monitoring of activities at stations, parking garages, and other selected facilities. Specifically,
Sound Transit has CCTV in the SeaTac/Airport Station on the platform, on the pedestrian
bridges, and at the stair landing of the pedestrian bridge leading to the passenger pick-up/drop-
off area. Sound Transil will have CCTV in the South 200" Street Station on the platform and on
floors of the structured park-and-ride facility. In-progress events can be viewed in real-time by
any agency connected to the Sound Transit CCTV system, and images will be furnished to the
City or Port upon request. SeaTac Police or POSPD can contact the Sound Transit Security
Operaticns Center 24-hour Number for information on any event recorded by CCTV. A CCTV
feed for SeaTac/Airport Station has been provided to the Port of Seattle for police use. Sound
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Transit's CCTV system at the South 200" Street Station will be designed and installed so that
the City of SeaTac can, if desired, connect to the system for monitoring purposes at the City's

cost for the connection and monitoring equipment.
3.3 Platform Emergency Communication Systems

Sound Transit will have ‘Emergency Call Bultons’ located on both the SeaTac/Airport Station
and South 200 Street Station platforms and on floors of the structured South 200" Street Station
Park-and-Ride Facilities for passengers in the event of an emergency. These call buttons will be
monitored continuously by the Sound Transit Link Control Center and will be synchronized with
the CCTV cameras on the platform to facilitate quick viewing of an incident.

The Sound Transit Link Control Center receives all emergency calls and alarms along with
electronic monitoring of essential life-safety systems. The Link Control Center has direct
communication with the POSPD and SeaTac Police and will notify the appropriate agency
directly regarding any call for assistance on or about the light rail system within the City of
SeaTac. The SeaTac/Airport Station platform is focated on Port of Seattle property and the
POSPD will respond to calls for police assistance at that iocation, supportted by Sound Transit
staff. The South 200" Street Station is located within the City of SeaTac and SeaTac Police will
respond to calls for police assistance, supported by STP and appropriate Sound Transit staff.

4.0  TRAINING

Sound Transit will provide appropriate training to POSPD and SeaTac Police, as mutually
agreed to by Sound Transit, the City, and Port prior to the start of service to the South 200"
Street Station. Sound Transit will provide additional training and exercises as needed after the

start of service.
5.0 COOPERATION AND GOOD FAITH EFFORTS

The Parties understand that crime prevention and problem solving are the best way to ensure
public safety.

The Parties understand and agree that the process described in this Memorandum depends
upon timely and open communication and cooperation between the Parties. In this regard,
communication of issues, changes, or problems that arise should occur as early as possible in
the process. Each party agrees to work cooperatively and in good faith toward resolution of any
such issues.

All agencies agree to meet at least quarterly to share areas of concern related to this
memorandum of understanding.

6.0 LIABILITY, INDEMNIFICATION
Nothing in this agreement is intended to give any person or entity legal rights, employment

rights, or any other additional rights to recover for claims or injuries alleged to have cccurred as
a result of the existence of this protocol. :
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7.0  TERMINATION

This Agreement may be terminated by any party by providing the other parties at least 30 days
written notice of the intent to terminate.

T
Dated this | day of December 2011.

SOUND TRANSIT APPROVED AS TO FORM:

fts: \Jeniéa%l,’cﬁief Executive Officer Its: Sou@d Transit@gai Counsel
CITY OF SEATAC APPROVED AS TO FORM:
4@/ g ) ‘:.’? {’)
By: {/M By Y L‘J’ML/{ od X &'951/’{27 ¢
its:  Todd Cutts, City Manager lts: City Atigmey
PORT OF SEATTLE APPROVED AS TO FORM:
By: /(/,»,,u/;éi_, By: M
lts: /T%y Yoshitani, Chief Executive Officer its: Port of Seattie General Counsel
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SeaTac Airport Station
Exhibit A

2 iid
GF i

1,

(5
’

7

B8l Port of Seattle

=

i

v
.

—— i
= S 178FH ST

BLVD
l

. & INTERNATIONAL

S

rhetia. N pietie

Port of Seattle /

City of SeaTac boundary
T b= - i % I T

Source’ Scund Transi,
impled, mcluding accuracy, Compiéleness

Kirg County. 2008.2011,
ar fitness of uso

Photo dale: 2009,

SIAOANVESTEQUE 5T 5 Lot ol miv P a0y AsposthLaton Jaag




‘w N m , . - 5
¢ E g . - m D .
=" s e T .:t n M.v . m al- |.1 e ba |
- "y lm w M LS e
- m 2 1&8< | i
Yo dend, 4 ﬂ“ m ;
: ’ m wm ﬂlw.. - L3
EXHIBIT J 2

On Street Parking Inventory

Google

Google Maps



XREF LIST:

04/19/12 | 9:12:21 AM | LOPEZJ

C:\USERS\PUBLIC\DOCUMENTSWORKWZ0OOTHTRANSIT_WAY_EXHIBIT\SKT _001.DWG

S200THST ™ -

STATION

AIR CARGE:BD.

8 188TH ST

28THAVE S

SCALE: = DRAWING No.:
o SOUND TRANSIT
e . DESIGNED BY: CITY OF SETAC SKT-001
Al r K. WONG
213 DRAWN BY: TRANSIT. V- K SHEET No.: REV:
z|e J. LOPEZ
SOUNDMNS'T CONTRACT No.: 1




EXHIBIT L

LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR SOUTH LINK PROJECT

The South Link Project is comprised of the property commonly known as that depicted
on Exhibit N, the Light Rail Transit Way. A complete legal description on the South Link
Project property is located in the City’s project file.



RESOLUTION NO. __12-010

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
Washington supporting creation of a secure, convenient medicine
return program in King County to reduce the public safety and
environmental impacts of unwanted medicines.

WHEREAS, drug overdose deaths, abuse of prescription pain killers, and abuse of
medicines by young people is a growing problem, and more people die of prescription medicines
than all illegal drugs combined; and

WHEREAS, medicines used in the home are the leading cause of poisonings reported to
the Washington Poison Center, and preventable poisonings from medicines have been rising
rapidly, especially among children and seniors; and

WHEREAS, unwanted medicines left in the home contribute to opportunities for drug
abuse, drug theft, and accidental poisonings; and

WHEREAS, most medicines, when discarded, are categorized as dangerous waste under
the Washington State Dangerous Waste regulations (Chapter 173-303 WAC); or hazardous
waste under the federal Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) (42 USC 6901), or
both; and

WHEREAS, medicines disposed of by flushing into sewers are not completely treated or
removed by sewage treatment facilities, or onsite sewage systems, allowing pharmaceuticals to
be released into the environment; and

WHEREAS, medicines disposed of in the garbage are not secure from theft , or may
eventually end up in landfill leachate which may be sent to sewage treatment facilities,
eventually allowing pharmaceuticals to be released into the environment; and

WHEREAS, the White House Office of National Drug Control Policy recommends
encouraging and providing for proper disposal of medicines as a key element for the preventlon
of prescription drug abuse in its 2012 National Drug Control Strategy; and

WHEREAS, the Drug Enforcement Administration, the White House Office of National
Drug Control Policy, the Food & Drug Administration, and the Environmental Protection
Agency recommend medicine return programs as a more secure and environmentally safe
disposal method than throwing pharmaceuticals in trash; and

WHEREAS, nine city police stations, twelve Bartell Drug retail pharmacies, and twelve
Group Health clinical pharmacies in King County currently offer medicine take-back and use
approved security protocols to prevent theft, but none exist in the City of SeaTac and the county
lacks a comprehensive and convenient medicine take-back system; and



WHEREAS, communities are struggling to implement and finance programs to address
the public safety impacts of leftover medicines in residents’ homes and the environmental
impacts of improper disposal of unwanted medicines; and

WHEREAS, pharmaceutical manufacturers currently operate and fund successful
medicine return systems in Canada and several countries in Europe.

NOVW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,
WASHINGTON HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:

The SeaTac City Council encourages the King County Board of Health to establish a
convenient, safe, secure, and environmentally sound medicine return program for unwanted
medicines from households through a pharmaceutical manufacturer financing mechanism that
covers the cost of collection, transportation, and disposal, and does not rely on local government
funding.

|

PASSED this_ 27" dayof_ [Cicloc, . 2012 and signed in
-~ ¥ ¢fj £ N .
authentication thereof on this _ A5" " day of Q}'( AGi-er ,2012.
CITY SEATAC

‘(%W?(nderson, Mayor
ATTEST:

f
1 )
, 7 /\_ )/" Wy
/ .',{.-f:f ( L)L AN

Krigtina Gregg, City Clerk | ()

Approved as to Form:

I Mk Baitrls

Mary E. Mirante Bartolo, City Attorney

[Medicine Return Program]



RESOLUTION NO. _12-011

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac, Washington,
adopting the City of SeaTac 20132018 Capital Improvement Program.

WHEREAS, the Washington State Growth Management Act of 1990 requires cities to
prepare a comprehensive plan that must include a six year plan on how the city will finance capital
facilities within projected funding capacities and identify sources of public funding for such
purposes; and

WHEREAS, the Capital Improvement Program assists in meeting this requirement by
identifying both projects and funding sources; and

WHEREAS, a Capital Improvement Program promotes governmental efficiency by
planning, coordinating and scheduling long-range projects; and

WHEREAS, a Capital Improvement Program assists the City Council and staff in guiding
long-range development; and

WHEREAS, a Capital Improvement Program assists in setting city financial and capital
priorities; and

WHEREAS, it is recognized that the 2013-2018 Capital Improvement Program is a six year
“plan” only, and is subject to change; and

WHEREAS, only the first two years of the Capital Improvement Program is adopted by the
City Council in its biennial budget ordinance;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,
WASHINGTON, HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:

Section 1. The City of SeaTac 2013-2018 Capital Improvement Program is adopted by
reference as a guide for future capital improvement projects and policies.

Section 2. The City Manager is directed to submit updates of the Capital Improvement
Program as necessary to the City Council for review and adoption.



PASSED this 2L5Hﬁday of_ Novemvev | 2012, and signed in authentication

thereof on this_ Al day of  November 2012,

CIT /)F SEATAC
F A

Tony Anderson, Mayor
ATTEST: P \/

Approved as to Form:

/i-‘[ﬁ 4 o ML ([? Wl Bred /7o

Mary E.,}&[irante Bartolo, City Attorney

[2013-2018 Capital Improvement Program]



RESOLUTION NO. 12-012

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
Washington authorizing the City Manager to terminate
membership in the Cities Insurance Association of Washington
(CIAW), and authorizing the City Manager to acquire insurance
for the City through Bannon, Carlson & Kessel, Inc..

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that it is appropriate for the City to
terminate its membership in the CIAW risk pool, and acquire appropriate insurance through the
private market utilizing the services of Bannon, Carlson & Kessel, Inc.;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,
WASHINGTON HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:

1. The City Manager is authorized to execute any necessary documents to terminate the
City’s membership in CIAW and acquire insurance through the private market utilizing
the services of Bannon, Carlson & Kessel, Inc.;

2. The termination of such membership shall coincide with the City’s acquisition of
insurance through the private insurance market consistent with budget appropriations. At

no time shall the City be uninsured, and termination in CIAW shall not be effective until

such time as the City has private market insurance coverage.

PASSED this 2{ o day of _Npvembe , 2012 and signed in
authentication thereof on this _4 LD’\“’\ day of November 2012.
CITY OF SEATAC

1)

.

w,_l'_‘ R
Tony\\(\nderson, Mayor
\
\

Page - 1



ATTEST:

Shalind) Jg/ wa(je

Kristina Gregg, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

/z[("‘é Lo Miduét eV 2e.

Mary E. Mirante Bartolo, C1ty Attorney

[Terminate CIAW--2012
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RESOLUTION NO. __ 12-013

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
Washington approving a one-year extension of the 2010 through 2012
collective bargaining agreement between the City of SeaTac and
International Association of Fire Fighters, Local #2919.

WHEREAS, the International Associations of Fire Fighters (IAFF), Local #2919 has
been certified as the bargaining representative for the non-exempt, uniformed Fire Fighters,
Captains and Battalion Chiefs of the City of SeaTac Fire Department; and .

WHEREAS, the City’s current collective bargaining agreement with IAFF, Local #2919
governing wages, hours and working conditions for the covered employees will expire on
December 31, 2012; and

WHEREAS, the City and the Union bargaining representatives have reached mutual
tentative agreement on a one-year extension of the current collective bargaining agreement,
effective from January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013; and

WHEREAS, the IAFF, Local #2919 has ratified the tentative agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,
WASHINGTON HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:

The collective bargaining agreement for 2010 through 2012 by and between the City of
SeaTac and the International Association of Fire Fighters, Local #2919 shall be extended by one
year from January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013 with the terms as negotiated and agreed
upon by and between the parties. A copy of this one-year extension agreement is attached hereto

as Exhibit “A,” is incorporated herein by this reference, is hereby approved, and the City

Manager is authorized to execute the same on behalf of the City.
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thereof on this day of YRDG, cemnbyer ,2012.

CITY OF SEATAC
1

n‘}{v derson, Mayor
ATTEST:

/’f/(f//u/ ,ej //47%//

Kriétina Gregg, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

Mary E. Mirgnte Bartolo, City Attorney

[IAFF 2013 CBA Extension]
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DRAFT #3

EXHIBIT A

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

By and Between
THE CITY OF SEATAC
And
INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FIRE FIGHTERS (IAFF), LOCAL #2919

2013 Labor Contract Extension

This Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) memorializes the agreement between the City
of SeaTac (“City”) and the International Association of Fire Fighters (IAFF), Local #2919
(“Union”). The parties have reached mutual agreement to the following, which shall eentrel
and-supersedeextend the current 2010-2012 collective bargaining agreement (“CBA”) between
the parties.and amend the CBA with regard to the provisions outlined in Section 2 below.

SECTION 1. PURPOSE

WHEREAS, the current CBA, is due to expire on December 31, 2012,

WHEREAS, the parties have a mutual interest in extending the current contract through
December 31, 2013,

WHEREAS, employees of the bargaining unit deferred their COLA increases in 2010 and 2011 in
light of the City’s financial difficulties during those years, and the bargaining unit has asked to
be made whole for such deferment, and the City is appreciative of the employees’ assistance
during its difficult financial period,

NOW THEREFORE, the parties have met, discussed these matters, and have agreed to the
following.

SECTION 2. CHANGES TO THE 2010-2012 CBA

A. COST OF LIVING ADJUSTMENT (COLA) for 2013:
1. Current Article 9 — WAGES, Section 9.01 states, “Monthly wages for all employees in the
bargaining unit, for the term of this contract shall be in accordance with Appendix B.”

2. Add the following to Appendix B of the CBA:
“Wage Level — Effective January 1, 2013
Effective January 1, 2013, the 2012 wage schedule shall be increased by two point seven
percent (2.7%) for 2013 wages.”
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IAFF MQU re: 2013 Labor Contract Extension
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B. PAYMENT of 2010 and 2011 WAGE DEFERRAL:
1. Current Appendix B states:;
“Wage Level — Effective December 1, 2010
Wages increased in 2010 by two point three eight percent (2.38%) over 2009 wages. Whereas,
the City is experiencing financial difficulties, the bargaining unit agrees to receive their 2.38%
wage increase effective December 1, 2010 in lieu of January 1, 2010.

Wage Level — Effective July 1, 2011

Wages shall increase for 2011 by one point four percent (1.4%) over 2010 wages. Whereas, the
City is experiencing financial difficulties, the bargaining unit agrees to receive their 1.4% wage
increase effective July 1, 2011 in lieu of January 1, 2011...”

2. Add the following to Appendix B of the CBA:
“Effective no later than thirty (30) days after the date the parties have affixed all required
signatures to this MOU, each employee will be made whole for the wage deferral that was given
in light of the financial difficulties the City was experiencing in 2010 and 2011.” This is intended
to represent eleven (11) months of the 2.38% wage deferral in 2010, and six (6) months of the
1.4% wage deferral in 2011.

C. PARTICIPATION IN THE HEALTH CARE TASK FORCE:
1. Current Article 11 — INSURANCE BENEFITS, Section 11.04 Periodic review of plans
states, “The City may periodically review all medical and dental insurance plans and the
City reserves the right to change plans, brokers and companies with the Union's mutual
consent. The intent is to provide similar and adequate insurance coverage while
controlling premium cost. The Union agrees to work with the City to explore
alternatives for health care insurance for 2013 and beyond.”

2. Add the following to Article 11, Section 11.04:
“The parties will collaboratively participate in a Health Care Task Force to explore health
care insurance options for employees of the City. Participation does not waive the
parties’ rights to bargain under RCS 41.56.”

D. MEDICAL PREMIUMS
The current Article 11 — INSURANCE BENEFITS, Section 11.04 Medical premiums shall be
edited as follows:

Effective January 1, 2838-2013, employees shall pay a portion of the monthly medical
insurance premium for the AWC HealthFirst Plan according to the following table. The
City shall pay the balance of the premium.

Coverage Medical Premium (per month)
Employee S4150

Employee & Spouse $94 110

Employee, Spouse + 1 Dependent $415 136
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Employee, Spouse + 2 or > Dependents $435 160

Employee and 1 Dependent $64-81

Employee and 2 Dependents $84-103

E. CITY CONTRIBUTION TO MERP:

The current Article 16 — RETIREMENT, Section 16.02 Medical Expense Reimbursement Plan
(MERP) Benefit Trust shall be edited as follows effective January 1, 2013:

“The City shall pay the premium amount of $#5-885150.00, for each employee to the
Premium Reimbursement Plan of the Washington State Council of Fire Fighters
Employee Benefit Trust. The City shall submit these payments on a monthly basis as
designated by the Union.

Contribution amounts shall be determined by the plan’s Board of Trustees. If the total
contribution amount increases from $75-085150.00, the employee shall be responsible
for the difference between the City’s $#5-805150.00 contribution and the total amount
of the contribution. The City shall receive written notice of any change in the
contribution amount at least thirty (30) days prior to the effective date of change. The
Union shall be responsible for ensuring that the plan is eligible for tax-deferred
contributions. Participating members shall be responsible for ensuring that their total
tax-deferred contributions in any calendar year are within legal limitations. All
members of the Union who have participated in the Medical Expense Reimbursement
Plan for not less than one (1) month, prior to being promoted or reassigned to a non-
represented position, will continue to be plan participants until they are no longer
employed by the City. These employees will continue to have appropriate contribution
amounts deducted in the same manner as the Union.

The Union agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold the City of SeaTac harmless from any
and all liability, claims, demands, suits or any other loss, damage, or injury to persons or
property arising from or related to the provisions of this section.”

F. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF DURATION OF AGREEMENT:
The current Article 33 — DURATION OF AGREEMENT shall be edited as follows:
“THIS AGREEMENT shall be in full force and effect from January 1, 2010 and shall
continue through December 31, 26422013.”

SECTION 3. MISCELLANEOQUS

A. To the extent this MOU conflicts with any provisions of the CBA or City policies/procedures,

this MOU shall control from January 1, 2013 to December 31, 2013.

B. The parties acknowledge that all parties have fulfilled their obligations to engage in
collective bargaining over the subjects contained in this MOU.
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C. Any dispute regarding the interpretation and/or application of this Agreement shall be
handled pursuant to the terms of the CBA’s grievance procedures.

e garbs

SECTION 4. SIGNATURES

By signature below, all parties agree that the above represents the parties’ full and entire
agreement with regard to the ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF THE CURRENT CBA through December
31, 2013.

Signed this day of December 2012.
FOR THE CITY: FOR THE UNION:
Todd Cutts, City Manager Keven Rojecki, President

SeaTac Fire Fighters Union Local #2919

Anh Hoang, Human Resources Director
Jeromy Waddell, Secretary/Treasurer
SeaTac Fire Fighters Union Local #2919

Tony Anderson, Mayor

Approved as to Form:

Mary Mirante-Bartolo, City Attorney

Attest:

Kristina Gregg, City Clerk
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