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WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
Committee Of The Whole

May 11, 2010

CALL TO ORDER

Council Chair Sam Crawford called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. in the Council
Conference Room, 311 Grand Avenue, Bellingham, Washington.

ROLL CALL

Present: Barbara Brenner, Sam Crawford, Kathy Kershner, Bill Knutzen, Ken
Mann, L. Ward Nelson and Carl Weimer
Absent: None

1. CONSIDERATION OF APPEAL OF HEARING EXAMINER’S DECISION ON
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL NO. APL2009-0024, FILED BY DANIEL
JOHNSON (AB2010-114)

2. UPDATE AND DISCUSSION REGARDING LUMMI ISLAND FERRY
DOCK NEGOTIATIONS (AB2010-018)

Crawford stated that discussion of agenda items one and two may take place in
executive session pursuant to RCwW42.30.110 (1)(i).

Mann moved to go into executive session until 7:00 p.m.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Brenner, Crawford, Knutzen, Mann, Nelson and Weimer (6)
Nays: None (0)
Absent: Kershner (out of the room) (1)

OTHER BUSINESS

ADJOURN

The meeting adjourned at approximately 7:00 p.m.

Jill Nixon, Minutes Transcription

The Council approved these minutes on , 2010.

ATTEST: WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
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WHATCOM COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Dana Brown-Davis, Council Clerk Sam Crawford, Council Chair
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WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
Regular County Council

May 11, 2010

CALL TO ORDER

Council Chair Sam Crawford called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. in the Council
Chambers, 311 Grand Avenue, Bellingham, Washington.
ROLL CALL

Present: Barbara Brenner, Sam Crawford, Kathy Kershner, Bill Knutzen, Ken Mann,

L. Ward Nelson and Carl Weimer
Absent: None

FLAG SALUTE

ANNOUNCEMENTS (7:04:48 PM)

From Committee of the Whole:

1. CONSIDERATION OF APPEAL OF HEARING EXAMINER’S DECISION ON
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL NO. APL2009-0024, FILED BY DANIEL JOHNSON
(AB2010-114)

Nelson moved to uphold the Hearing Examiner’s decision.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)
2. UPDATE AND DISCUSSION REGARDING LUMMI ISLAND FERRY DOCK

NEGOTIATIONS (AB2010-018)

Weimer stated he appreciates the ongoing negotiations with the Lummi Nation. He
hopes they’re successful working out an agreement for the continued use of Gooseberry
Point for ferry service. To ensure they cover all the bases on behalf of the Lummi Island
residents, he moved to ask the administration to further explore possible ferry options with
the Port of Bellingham.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)

MINUTES CONSENT (7:06:14 PM)
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Brenner moved to approve the nine Minutes Consent items.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)

1. COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR MARCH 30, 2010

2. REGULAR COUNTY COUNCIL FOR MARCH 30, 2010

3. SPECIAL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR APRIL 12, 2010

4. COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR APRIL 13, 2010

5. REGULAR COUNTY COUNCIL FOR APRIL 13, 2010

6. SPECIAL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE (4 P.M.) FOR APRIL 27, 2010

7. COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE (6:45 P.M.) FOR APRIL 27, 2010

8. REGULAR COUNTY COUNCIL FOR APRIL 27, 2010

9. SPECIAL COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE (1:00 P.M.) FOR APRIL 27, 2010

OPEN SESSION (7:07:16 PM)

The following people spoke:

Larry Helm, 2660 E. 41° Terrace, spoke on the Squalicum Ridge development
proposed on Squalicum Ridge.

Yoshi Ravelle, 4026 Willowbrook Lane, Bellingham, spoke about kindness and
service being more important than money.

Charles Law, Bellingham, spoke on E-Verify.

Doris Ferm, 228 S. 42" Street, Bellingham, spoke on E-Verify.

Jeff McKay, 4693 Sucia Drive, spoke on E-Verify.

Tore Slette, 4264 Squalicum Lake Road, spoke on the Squalicum Ridge
development.

Bruce Diele, Bellingham, spoke on marijuana reform.

Rosalinda Guillen, Community-to-Community Development Executive
Director, spoke on E-Verify.

Maria Villalpndo, Washington Community Action Network, Seattle, spoke on
E-Verify.

Barbara Sternberger, Rural Avenue Neighborhood Association, spoke on jail
siting.

Abe Jacobsen, 2314 Samish Way, spoke on contributions to councilmembers’
campaigns, fair wages for workers, and Council items AB2010-182 and 182A.
Leonard Lindstrom, citizen, spoke on social problems.

Lincoln Rudder, 8373 Semiahmoo Drive, spoke on the Lincoln Road
expansion.
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e Patty Rudder, 8373 Semiahmoo Drive, spoke on the Lincoln Road expansion.
(Clerk’s Note: The speaker following Patty Rudder requested that his/her
testimony not be included in the minutes.)

Erin Thompson, 3103 Coolidge Drive, Bellingham, spoke on E-Verify.

Mary Nguyen, 4015 Eliza Avenue, Bellingham, spoke on E-Verify.

Joaquin Martinez, citizen, spoke on E-Verify.

Bob Wiesen, 3314 Douglas Road, spoke on the Farm Friends presentation and

E-Verify.

Doralee Booth, 8188 Birch Bay Drive, spoke on the Lincoln Road expansion.

Carol Sandvig, 8212 Birch Bay Drive, spoke on the Lincoln Road expansion.

Dennis Sandvig, 8212 Birch Bay Drive, spoke on the Lincoln Road expansion.

Claudia Hollod, 8240 Birch Bay Drive, spoke on the Lincoln Road expansion.

Andeleja Tafoya, 2901 Bill McDonald Parkway, Bellingham, spoke on E-Verify.

Greg Brown, Saddlestone Drive, spoke on E-Verify.

Michael Gleason, Mosquito Lake Road, Deming, spoke on E-Verify.

Michael McBride, 5419 Quail Run, Blaine, spoke on the Lincoln Road

expansion.

e Chet Dow, 5491 Woodfern Way, spoke on Whatcom County as a progressive
county, the Ethics Commission proceeding on Councilmember Nelson, and
campaign contributions.

e Eric Robison, 1814 Texas Street, Bellingham, spoke on E-Verify.

e Gregory lillik, 920 — 22" Street, Bellingham, spoke on E-Verify.

PUBLIC HEARINGS (8:12:26 PM)

1. RESOLUTION VACATING A PORTION OF PORTAL WAY (AB2009-406A)
(8:12:33 PM)

Crawford opened the public hearing and the following person spoke:

Mark Douglas, 1305 Broad Street, stated he is in favor of the vacation. He manages
Grandview Business Center, and works for the developer. There is an existing right-of-way
permit for connection to Public Utility District 1. The house to the north is already
encroaching on the right-of-way request. One reason for the vacation is to clean this all up,
and restore the original right-of-way line.

Hearing no one else, Crawford closed the public hearing. (8:14:49 PM)

Nelson moved to approve the resolution.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)

CONSENT AGENDA (8:15:31 PM)

Mann reported for the Finance and Administrative Services Committee and moved
to approve all ten Consent Agenda items.
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Brenner withdrew items three and seven.

The motion to approve Consent Agenda items one, two, four through six, and eight
through ten carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)
1. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO ENTER INTO A

CONTRACT BETWEEN WHATCOM COUNTY AND ENGINEERING ECONOMICS,
INC. FOR THE COMMISSIONING AUTHORITY TO ATTAIN A SILVER
CERTIFICATION IN THE US GREEN BUILDING COUNCIL’S LEED PROGRAM
FOR THE EAST WHATCOM REGIONAL RESOURCE CENTER, IN THE AMOUNT
OF $17,000 (AB2010-200)

2. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO ENTER INTO AN
AGREEMENT BETWEEN WHATCOM COUNTY AND OLYMPIC SECURITY, INC.
FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROVIDING SECURITY SERVICES, SECURITY
SCREENING, AND X-RAY SERVICES AT THE WHATCOM COUNTY
COURTHOUSE, IN THE AMOUNT OF $125,000 (AB2010-201)

3. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO ENTER INTO
CONTRACT AMENDMENT #2 BETWEEN WHATCOM COUNTY AND VERTICAL,
INC. AUTHORIZING ADDITIONAL SERVICES FOR THE ALTERATIONS TO THE
CIVIC CENTER ANNEX, IN THE AMOUNT OF $84,076.58 (AB2010-202)

Mann reported for the Finance and Administrative Services Committee and moved
to approve the request.

Brenner stated she has concerns about the skin of the building, and that it will likely
leak and have to be repaired again. They’re going to do the whole building. Make sure they
do what needs to be done to prevent future leaking before they put in parts that will have to
be redone.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (6)
Nays: Brenner (1)
4. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO AWARD

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT BID #10-17 FOR 2010 HOT MIX ASPHALT
PRELEVEL AT MISCELLANEOUS LOCATIONS TO LOWEST BIDDER,
ASSOCIATED ASPHALT INC., OF FERNDALE, IN THE AMOUNT OF $388,690
(AB2010-203)

5. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO ENTER INTO A
CONTRACT BETWEEN WHATCOM COUNTY AND LOW BIDDER, LEN HONCOOP
GRAVEL, INC., TO INSTALL A STORMWATER BIOINFILTRATION SWALE IN
THE LAHTI DRIVE/BRITTON ROAD AREA, IN THE AMOUNT OF $182,476.90
(AB2010-204)
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6. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO ENTER INTO A
DELEGATED LEASE BETWEEN WHATCOM COUNTY AND THE DEPARTMENT OF
NATURAL RESOURCES FOR LEASE OF 3373 MT. BAKER HIGHWAY FOR USE
AS A FIELD OFFICE (AB2010-205)

7. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO AWARD BID #10-35
FOR THE SUPPLY OF TWO REPLACEMENT SWEEPERS TO SOLE BIDDER,
CLYDE WEST INC., IN THE AMOUNT OF $97,470.68 (AB2010-206) (8:18:02
PM)

Mann reported for the Finance and Administrative Services Committee and moved
to approve the request.

Brenner stated the sweepers are not critical for emergencies. They are maintenance
equipment. The County should use the ones they have until they get to a point where the
cost-benefit ratio doesn’t pan out. If the equipment stops working, contact for the work
until the County replaces the equipment. These are supposed to last a good long time.
This is not critical equipment at this time.

Mann stated these are budgeted items and a year overdue for replacement. Staff is
doing a good job maintaining the equipment, but they’ve heard from staff today that it’'s
time to replace the equipment now, before they aren’t able to resell it.

Knutzen stated he agrees with Councilmember Brenner. He asked whether the
County needs to be in the street-sweeper business. He would like to know what it would
cost to contract the service. They are in a budget crunch, and have to meet certain
numbers.

Brenner stated the County doesn’t put the equipment up for sale. It goes to auction.
The County doesn’t usually get a lot of money for things that go to auction. It's not like
they are going to get much more money now than if they waited to sell it later, when it’s
not working. That's not an issue here.

Crawford stated he is in favor of the motion. This is a planned purchase that has
been delayed. There is a lot of opportunity to contract County work. The County does a lot
of contracting. However, basic road maintenance and operations is funded from most of the
road taxes. Very little of the road tax goes to capital improvements. The County has over
1,000 miles of road to take care of. They must replace the equipment on a schedule that
allows the County to maintain the equipment and get the maximum life possible. This is a
wise purchase.

Knutzen stated he’s seen maximum life on County vehicles. He knows contractors
who use them to haul gravel and do other things, and who brag about how long they last.

Brenner stated people in the private sector don’t get rid of running equipment. The
County needs to change how it does business. She would have a different opinion if this
was for an emergency like flooding.

The motion carried by the following vote:
Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Weimer, Mann and Kershner (5)
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Nays: Brenner and Knutzen (2)

8. RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO MAKE
APPLICATION FOR GRANT FUNDING ASSISTANCE THROUGH THE
WASHINGTON WILDLIFE AND RECREATION PROGRAM FOR THE PURCHASE
OF PROPERTY FOR FUTURE PARK PURPOSES IN THE CITY OF FERNDALE
(RIVERPLACE PARK) (AB2010-207)

9. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE TO ENTER INTO A
CONTRACT BETWEEN WHATCOM COUNTY AND BANNER BANK FOR A LOAN
LOSS RESERVE FUND PROGRAM TO PROVIDE FINANCING SOLUTIONS FOR
PARTICIPATING ENERGY USERS, ALLOWING THEM TO OVERCOME THE
FIRST COST BARRIER AND PAY FOR ENERGY EFFICIENCY IMPROVEMENTS
OVER TIME, MATCHING ENERGY COST SAVINGS WITH LOAN PAYMENTS, IN
THE AMOUNT OF $235,000 (AB2010-208)

10. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR THE CENTER FOR
ECONOMIC VITALITY ADMINISTERED THROUGH WESTERN WASHINGTON
UNIVERSITY TO SUPPORT BUSINESS RETENTION AND EXPANSION
ACTIVITIES THROUGH WHATCOM COUNTY, FUNDING THROUGH THE EDI
PROGRAM, PUBLIC UTILITY IMPROVEMENT FUND, IN THE AMOUNT OF
$100,000 (AB2010-209)

OTHER ITEMS

1. ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING THE LINCOLN ROAD CONSTRUCTION FUND FOR
THE RECONSTRUCTION OF ROADWAY FROM SHINTAFFER ROAD TO
HARBORVIEW ROAD TO INCLUDE 12-FOOT LANES, 8-FOOT SHOULDERS,
STORM SEWERS, STORMWATER TREATMENT SWALES, AND LEFT TURN
LANES ON LINCOLN ROAD AND HARBORVIEW ROAD (AB2010-196) (8:24:54
PM)

Mann reported for the Finance and Administrative Services Committee and moved
to adopt the ordinance. However, he is against the ordinance. This expense is about one-
tenth of the road budget. The road counts were wrong by a factor of two. They were taken
around the Fourth of July holiday in the summer. Traffic is much lower in the winter. Don’t
spend this much money on this road at this time.

Brenner stated safety is the biggest factor. She doesn’t feel safe on the road. Also,
the project takes cars off of Birch Bay Drive. It will save the County money to move traffic
off that road. It would cost more than $1.5 million that is the County share for the County
to do safety upgrades to the road.

Mann stated the one good argument is that the project will pull traffic off of Birch
Bay Drive. He hasn’t seen any analysis that shows that.

Nelson stated this project has attached grant funding. He asked if Councilmember
Nelson has another project in mind for the grant funds.
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Mann stated he doesn’t. This is a shovel-ready project. The County wouldn’t be able
to spend that grant money elsewhere. They would have to forgo it. He is not willing to
spend $1.5 million just because $2.4 million is attached to it. They rationalize that a lot in
their decision-making process. They got information from the Bike and Pedestrian
Committee, which mentioned certain bridges weren’t safe and asked for added space for
pedestrians and bike lines. There could be a few distributed projects that would increase
safety throughout the county, as opposed to this one project.

Brenner stated the Bike and Pedestrian Committee letter also said it would rather
have sidewalks on Yew Street Road by the school. That is in the Yew Street Road project,
so she isn’t sure what the committee knows. Road money should be spent on safety
factors. This is one of them. Also, years ago, there used to be much more traffic in the
summer than in the winter in Birch Bay. Now, there is a lot of traffic in the winter. People
are living full-time in the houses there.

Kershner asked if they would install a street light.

Joe Rutan, Public Works Department, stated there are no plans for street lights.
Birch Bay has a lighting district, could extend the boundaries, and come to the Council with
the proposal. Regarding the traffic count, he erroneously said the traffic count is 3,500
vehicles each way. It is actually 3,300, including both directions. They took the county
over ten days, and did not include the data from the Fourth of July. This project has been
on the six-year program since he started working here. It has been a high-priority, even
before the 2008 counts. They counted all the roads in the area. The Lincoln Road
Alternative Analysis study indicates how much traffic would come off Birch Bay Drive. He
can provide that study.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen and Kershner (6)
Nays: Mann (1)
2. ORDINANCE FOR 2010 PROJECT BUDGET REQUEST NO. 3 FOR FUNDING

FROM THE LINCOLN ROAD CONSTRUCTION FUND FOR COMPLETION OF
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING, RIGHT OF WAY ACQUISITION COSTS AND
CONSTRUCTION COSTS FOR THE LINCOLN ROAD PHASE I PROJECT IN THE
AMOUNT OF $3,900,000 AND TO REQUEST AN APPROPRIATION FROM THE
ROAD FUND TO FUND A TRANSFER TO THE LINCOLN ROAD CONSTRUCTION
FUND IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,500,000 (AB2010-196A) (8:36:05 PM)

Mann reported for the Finance and Administrative Services Committee and moved
to adopt the ordinance. However, he does not approve of the project.

Kershner asked about funding.
Frank Abart, Public Works Department Director, stated this is a $3.9 million project.
Of that total cost, $2.4 million will come from grant funds, and $1.5 million will come from

the road fund.

The motion carried by the following vote:
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Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen and Kershner (6)
Nays: Mann (1)
3. ORDINANCE LIMITING TOTAL ANNUAL REAL ESTATE PROPERTY TAX

INCREASES, INCLUDING THE USE OF BANKED CAPACITY, TO ONE PERCENT
PER YEAR UNLESS A NON-BINDING ADVISORY BALLOT MEASURE WITH ANY
PROPOSED ADDITIONAL INCREASES IS PLACED BEFORE WHATCOM COUNTY
VOTERS (AB2010-182) (8:38:57 PM)

Crawford moved to adopt the ordinance.

Brenner stated they cannot make it binding, according to State law. Given the
economy, she won’'t even consider using banked capacity. She is in favor of asking the
public before tax increases of banked capacity.

Mann moved to amend the ordinance to add language, “BE IT FURTHER
ORDAINED, that any proposed individual project or budget item by any department, if
greater than 1% of the fund from which it is paid and which are funded by the County
Council-controlled funds, shall be put to a nonbinding advisory vote of the people of
Whatcom County, by means of a ballot measure to be voted upon in a countywide
November general election.”

Brenner stated there is a difference between this and going above and beyond the
budget. The motion restricts them from not being able to move money around the current
budget. That is a different issue. She is against the amendment because it is money that is
already in the budget. It would cost much more to do all that. The motion has nothing to
do with tax increases. People expect the County to use the money budgeted.

Mann stated they’'ve pointed out that they want to ask people if they think the
Council is doing a good job. This is another opportunity to allow the citizens to weigh in.

Brenner stated she’s asking the citizens if they want the Council to significantly
increase taxes. That’s different from asking the citizens if the County is doing a good job.

Nelson stated the people elected the Council to work within the budget. When they
want more money, they have to talk to the voters. It's their money. He is against the
amendment.

Mann withdrew his motion to amend. He moved to amend the ordinance to add
language, “BE 1T FURTHER ORDAINED, that any proposed reduction in government
services greater than 1%, which are funded by the aforementioned County Council-
controlled funds, shall be put to a nonbinding advisory vote of the people of Whatcom
County by means of a ballot measure to be voted upon in a countywide general election.”
This has to do with the overall budget, and how they operate it.

Crawford stated this ordinance is about a tax issue, not an expenditure or revenue
issue.

Mann stated he’s not sure why those aren’t related. They take people’s money and
spend it.
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Crawford stated there is a certain amount of money the County is taking. This
ordinance is not retroactive. It sets a baseline for where they are at today, which is the
amount they are taxing now. If they are going to take more than the annual increase of
one percent, the County should see if the people are in general agreement that it's
necessary. He doesn’t make the connection with applying the same philosophy to cutting
expenditures.

Mann stated the connection is obvious. People depend on base level services. He
understands the logic of putting forward a vote to raise taxes above one percent to keep
those services. If the County needs to cut those services greater than one percent, the
public should be aware of it and have an opportunity to weigh in on it. The point isn’t that
they shouldn't cut expenditures. If they can deliver the same services with fewer
expenditures, it’s great. He’s measuring it by services, not expenditures.

Knutzen stated a third-party service provider could provide nothing for the County’s
money, because they will know that the funding will continue unless the County goes to the
voters.

Brenner stated there is a difference between entitlements or wants and basic public
services that are necessary. They wouldn’t get a consensus on what those basic needs are,
versus what some people would like to have. It's up to the Council to decide that.

Mann withdrew his motion to amend. He moved to amend the ordinance to add
language, “BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED, that any proposed change in a land use
designation or zoning, if greater than 1% of the total Whatcom County land (not including
federal lands) shall be put to a non-binding advisory vote of the people.”

Crawford stated he respects that Councilmember Mann has made an excellent point.

Mann stated it appears that this will fail, so he will withdraw his motion to amend.
He appreciates Councilmember Crawford allowing him to make his amendments.

Mann stated the councilmembers get good feedback on their voting. This is not
necessary. If it is necessary, other things are equally important, such as land use and
levels of service. Tax increases aren’t the only thing that are worthy for getting feedback
from the public at-large. That is the point of his amendments.

Knutzen asked if the general population feels that they are over-taxed or over-
serviced by government.

Mann stated he thinks about 50-50 right now.

Brenner stated she actually agrees with Councilmember Mann’s point, if it were
specifically about basic public services. They have gone out for votes on basic public
services, and the public has supported them.

Kershner stated they also have public processes in place that lead the Council

through decision-making on land use and other decisions. Decisions to increase taxes aren’t
run through a committee or board that makes recommendations. There isn’'t a public
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process for setting tax rates. It's unlikely she will vote to raise taxes more than one percent
at any time. It's a good thing to put in place to offer the public during the time when
they’re taxes have increased 30 percent, without an opportunity to weigh in on the issue.

Weimer stated he is against both the ordinance and the resolution on this matter.
He doesn’t understand how it will work. According to the County Charter and budget
process, the Executive and Council has to meet specific timelines. There is a disconnect in
the timeline. Another issue is that they all get elected to represent the public. If the public
doesn’t like what the councilmembers do, they can not reelect them. He took credit for
raising the flood tax a couple of years ago, and he was still reelected. He’s not clear that
there’s a big public uproar that the public wants to vote on everything.

Crawford stated the administration can present parallel budgets to account for
different taxing levels.

Weimer stated the Council gives the administration general budget direction in June.
The Council doesn’'t hear much again until late August or September. Department heads
don’t have to provide information to the administration until August. It's counter to the
Charter, and will cost more money for the administration to develop parallel budgets.

Brenner stated they don’t have to put together two parallel budgets. The Council
already knows what it's in for this year. They can be as knowledgeable or naive as they
want about what is coming.

Mann stated the County hasn’t raised taxes at all under Executive Kremen’s
leadership. He’s been very frugal with tax money. The people have voted to tax
themselves for special issues. People in this county are willing to pay more for certain
services they want. This does provide more opportunity for that, but he’s not sure it's the
best use of everyone’s time to debate those things. It feels a bit like micromanaging, but
it’s not the end of the world.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Knutzen and Kershner (5)
Nays: Mann and Weimer (2)
4. RESOLUTION LIMITING TOTAL ANNUAL REAL ESTATE PROPERTY TAX

INCREASES FOR THE WHATCOM COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL ZONE DISTRICT,
INCLUDING THE USE OF BANKED CAPACITY, TO ONE PERCENT PER YEAR
UNLESS A NON-BINDING ADVISORY BALLOT MEASURE WITH ANY
PROPOSED ADDITIONAL INCREASES IS PLACED BEFORE WHATCOM COUNTY
VOTERS (AB2010-182A) (9:03:45 PM)

(Clerk’s Note: Council acting as the Whatcom County Flood Control Zone District
Board of Supervisors.)

Crawford moved to approve the resolution.
The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Knutzen and Kershner (5)
Nays: Mann and Weimer (2)
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5. REQUEST CONFIRMATION OF COUNTY EXECUTIVE'S APPOINTMENT OF
CHRISTOPHER BROWN TO THE WHATCOM COUNTY VETERAN’S ADVISORY
BOARD (AB2010-211) (9:05:07 PM)

Nelson moved to approve the request.
The motion carried by the following vote:
Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)

6. REQUEST CONFIRMATION OF COUNTY EXECUTIVE’S APPOINTMENT OF TODD
CHILDS TO THE DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES BOARD (AB2010-212)
(9:05:32 PM)

Brenner moved to approve the request.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)
7. RESOLUTION PROCLAIMING MAY 15, 2010, AS PEACE OFFICERS MEMORIAL

DAY (AB2010-198) (9:06:02 PM)

Bill Elfo, Sheriff, stated they’ve lost nine police officers within Washington State and
138 officers across the country since the last Police Officers Memorial Day. He read the
proclamation.

Crawford moved to approve the resolution. He thanked the Sheriff for bringing this
forward.

The motion carried by the following vote:
Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)

INTRODUCTION ITEMS (9:09:43 PM)

Nelson moved to accept the Introduction Items.

The motion carried by the following vote:

Ayes: Nelson, Crawford, Brenner, Weimer, Knutzen, Mann and Kershner (7)
Nays: None (0)
1. ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 2010 WHATCOM COUNTY BUDGET, TENTH

REQUEST, IN THE AMOUNT OF $556,762 (AB2010-213)
2. ORDINANCE AMENDING THE WHATCOM COUNTY CODE, ON AN INTERIM

BASIS, TO ALLOW FOR A ONE-TIME, TWO YEAR ECONOMIC HARDSHIP
EXTENSION TO LAND USE PERMIT EXPIRATIONS (AB2010-180)

Whatcom County Council, 5/11/2010, Page 11
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document is not to be considered as the final minutes. All information contained
herein is subject to change upon further review and approval by the Whatcom
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3. ORDINANCE AMENDING WHATCOM COUNTY CODE, TITLE 20, TO CLARIFY
AND REVISE THE DEFINITION AND STANDARDS OF HOME OCCUPATIONS
(AB2010-047) (REVISED VERSION)

4. ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE 2009-071, THE OFFICIAL WHATCOM
COUNTY ZONING MAP, AND COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND MAPS, TO
IMPLEMENT CHANGES RELATED TO COMPLETION OF THE 10-YEAR REVIEW
OF THE URBAN GROWTH AREAS REQUIRED UNDER THE GROWTH
MANAGEMENT ACT, SPECIFICALLY THE URBAN GROWTH AREAS OF BIRCH
BAY, FERNDALE, NOOKSACK, AND SUMAS (AB2010-054C)

OTHER BUSINESS

Kershner asked if there is action the Council should be taking regarding E-Verify.

Pete Kremen, County Executive, stated the administration is researching it.

Brenner stated she’s spent many years in foreign countries. This country is
amazingly open to people from other places. It may scare people in other countries, and
she understands that feeling. She lived years in other countries where she always had to
carry her passport and was even put in jail when she forgot. In this country, they are much
more sensitive to that. They can’t do racial profiling in this country. Some people believe
that’s what happening, and feel very intimidated. E-Verify is one of many solutions they

should enact. The federal government should do it, but it isn’t.

Crawford asked about parking space pay meters in front of the courthouse, and if the
City is going to start charging for parking in front of the courthouse.

Dewey Desler, Deputy Administrator, stated it’s a city street.

Crawford stated the City granted the free 30-minute parking to begin with, and is
now going to charge for parking.
REPORTS AND OTHER ITEMS FROM COUNCILMEMBERS

Weimer stated he will spend next week in Washington D.C.

Knutzen stated he was not able to attend the Sustainable Connections event, due to
PDC requirements.

Crawford stated they are allowed to attend. The PDC reporting threshold is $50.
Councilmember Knutzen could have accepted the ticket, but would have had to report it.

Knutzen stated he was invited to do National Day of Prayer in Lynden, which he
attended.

Whatcom County Council, 5/11/2010, Page 12
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Mann stated May 15 is also Pedal With Your Politician Day at the Farmer’'s Market, at
noon. He will attend the event, but will not be able to participate this year.

Brenner stated she was able to visit the industrial wind generators in Ellensburg, to
gain a better understanding of 300-foot wind turbines.

OTHER BUSINESS

DISCUSSION REGARDING THE DRAFT PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN FOR THE
PERIODIC REVIEW REQUIRED BY THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT ACT (RCW 36.70A)
(AB2010-210)

Knutzen reported for the Planning and Development Committee.

David Stalheim, Planning and Development Services Department Director, stated
every jurisdiction must have a public participation program. The County didn’t do this step
until last year. It's appropriate for the Planning Committee to forward it to the full Council.
Councilmember Kershner had some editorial suggestions. He would prefer to hold this for
two weeks and schedule it before the full Council at that time.

ADJOURN

The meeting adjourned at 9:22 p.m.

Jill Nixon, Minutes Transcription

The Council approved these minutes on , 2010.

ATTEST: WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
WHATCOM COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Dana Brown-Davis, Council Clerk Sam Crawford, Council Chair

Whatcom County Council, 5/11/2010, Page 13
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SUMMARY STATEMENT OR LEGAL NOTICE LANGUAGE: (If this item is an ordinance or requires a public

hearing, you must provide the language for use in the required public notice. Be specific and cite RCW or WCC as appropriate.
Be clear in explaining the intent of the action.)

Ord replacing land division moratorium with Lake Whatcom density reductions

COMMITTEE ACTION:

4/27/2010: Approved to Introduce tonight

COUNCIL ACTION:
4/27/2010: Introduced

Related County Contract #:

Related File Numbers:

Ordinance or Resolution

Number:

Please Note: Once adopted and signed, ordinances and resolutions are available for viewing and printing
on the County’s website at: www.co.whatcom.wa.us/council.




CLERK OF THE COUNCIL COUNCILMEMBERS
Dana Brown-Davis, C.M.C. Barbara E. Brenner
COUNTY COURTHOUSE Sam Crawford
d A Sui Kathy Kershner

31 1.Gran venue, Suite #105 Bill Knutzen
Bellingham, WA 98225-4038 Ken Mann
L. Ward Nelson

Carl Weimer

WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL

MEMORANDUM

To: Whatcom County Council

From: Rebecca Craven, Planning and Policy Analyst W
Re: Lake Whatcom density reductions to replace

land division moratorium

Date: April 15, 2010

In February, you renewed the Lake Whatcom watershed land division
moratorium once again, but several of you have made clear that you would
like to avoid the need to renew it again by considering a permanent solution.
When it was last renewed in 2009, it was done with the hope that the rural
element update as well as the UGA update would have been completed, and
that the development densities in the watershed would have been
thoroughly reviewed in those contexts. While the UGA review was
completed, and the densities in the UR zones in the watershed were reduced
to 5 acre minimums, the rural element was not completed in 2009, and the
moratorium has once again been renewed.

All of the lots that remain subject to the moratorium - that is - they are
large enough and are in a zoning district that would allow creation of
additional lots smaller than 5 acres, are in zone districts (rural and rural
residential) that were reviewed by the Planning Commission in its review of
the rural element update. After conferring with PDS staff and the.
Prosecutor’s office, we concluded that action on one portion of the rural
element review — limited to density reductions in certain zone districts within
the Lake Whatcom Watershed — would not require additional Planning
Commission review. The recitations in the attached draft ordinance spell out
that significant public involvement occurred during the rural element review
at the Planning Commission, which included these zone districts.

The attached draft ordinance makes only two minor changes in the density'
and lot size tables in Title 20 for Rural and Rural Residential zones, making
the minimum lot size 5 acres for those zones that are present in the

1 .
Phone: (360) 676-6690 TTY: (360) 738-4555 FAX: (360) 738-2550



watershed and would currently allow for smaller lots to be created. No map
changes are necessary to effect this change.

The draft is ready for your consideration. In the past, the moratorium has
been assigned either to Natural Resources or Planning and Development
Committee. Given the workload that PDC will have with the continuing work
on the rural element and the UGA modifications, it may be prudent to put
this into Natural Resources.

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Attachment

c:  David Stalheim
Dana Brown-Davis
Catherine Craver
Gary Davis



SPONSORED BY:
PROPOSED BY:
INTRODUCTION DATE:

ORDINANCE #

AMENDING WHATCOM COUNTY CODE TITLE 20 TO REDUCE DEVELOPMENT
POTENTIAL IN ZONING DISTRICTS WITHIN THE LAKE WHATCOM WATERSHED

WHEREAS, Washington State Department of Ecology has listed Lake Whatcom as an
impaired water body and placed Lake Whatcom on the federal Clean Water Act 303(d) list
because of low oxygen levels; and

WHEREAS, lower oxygen levels and more rapid decline in oxygen in Lake Whatcom
are related to increased rates of sediment and phosphorus loading into the lake; and

WHEREAS, increased availability of phosphorus has limited the nitrogen availability
in the lake, making the lake more susceptible to blue-green algae blooms; and

WHEREAS, longer durations of very low oxygen levels increase the rate of
methylization of mercury and other anaerobic compounds; and

WHEREAS, increased productivity in the upper waters of the lake lead to increased
disinfection byproducts in treated drinking water such as total trihalomethanes (TTHMs);
and

WHEREAS, the 303(d) listing requires the establishment of a Total Maximum Daily
Load (TMDL) that designates loading capacity of the lake such that there will be no :
measurable change in oxygen levels from natural lake conditions; and

WHEREAS, a TMDL requires meeting Water Quality Standards and, for lakes, the
dissolved oxygen criterion requires no decline from natural conditions;

WHEREAS, meeting the TMDL goals and improving oxygen levels in Lake Whatcom
will require variety of comprehensive planning, pollution prevention, pollution reduction and
technical approaches; and

WHEREAS, continued development within the Lake Whatcom watershed will likely
increase the size of the load reductions and will increase the costs that will ultimately be
necessary to meet the TMDL goals; and

WHEREAS, Lake Whatcom County Code 20.71 establishes the Lake Whatcom
Watershed as a Water Resource Protection Overlay District; and

WHEREAS, Lake Whatcom is the drinking water source for approximately half the
residents of Whatcom County; and



WHEREAS, the preservation and protection of drinking water is a high priority for
Whatcom County; and

WHEREAS, the Whatcom County Comprehensive Plan, adopted on May 20, 1997,
establishes the Lake Whatcom watershed as a Special Study Area; and

WHEREAS, Lake Whatcom is a valuable recreation lake for swimming, boating and
fishing, and enhances the property values in the area as long as the lake water quality
remains high; and

WHEREAS, the Whatcom County Council has enacted a moratorium on the
acceptance of new applications for land divisions resulting in the creation of lots smaller
than five (5) acres, and has renewed that moratorium a number of times to allow the TMDL
study and additional planning efforts to be completed before enacting any changes in zoning
rules; and

WHEREAS, while the moratorium has been pending, the County completed its 10
year review of its Urban Growth Areas as required by the Growth Management Act, and
limited the density of lots in the UR zone within the Lake Whatcom watershed to one
dwelling unit per five acres, significantly reducing the remaining number of parcels subject
to the interim moratorium; and

WHEREAS, while the moratorium has been in effect, the County has undertaken a
review of the rural element of the Comprehensive Plan and associated zoning, parts of
which relate to areas within the Lake Whatcom Watershed where additional lots could be
created in the absence of the moratorium; and

WHEREAS, on October 8, 2009 the Planning Commission adopted findings and
conclusions in support of its recommendation to the Council relating to the rural element
update process; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission’s recommended action on the rural element
update included making reductions in development potential in the Lake Whatcom
watershed; and

WHEREAS, the October 8, 2009 Planning Commission findings numbered 24-58
detail the available opportunities for public participation in the rural element review process,
all of which were applicable to the parcels affected by this action; and

WHEREAS, the Whatcom County SEPA Official issued a Determination of Non-
significance for the Rural Element Update on May 1, 2009; and

WHEREAS, the Council wishes to resolve the uncertainty created by multiple
renewals of the interim moratorium on the acceptance of applications for land divisions
resulting in lots smaller than five acres, and

WHEREAS, the TMDL study and planning efforts have provided the Council with
enough information on which to make a judgment that areas within the watershed should
be rezoned to prevent the creation of additional developable lots smaller than five acres



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Whatcom County Council that Title
20, Whatcom County Code, is amended as shown in Exhibit A.

ADOPTED this day of

ATTEST:

Dana Brown-Davis, Clerk of the Council

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Civil Deputy Prosecutor

, 2010.

WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL
WHATCOM COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Sam Crawford, Council Chair

Pete Kremen, Executive

() Approved ( ) Denied

Date:




Exhibit A

20.32.253 Maximum density and minimum lot size.

District Gross Density | Minimum Lot Size Min. Reserve Area
Conventional | Cluster (Cluster Subdivisions)
RR-1, RR-2, 1 dwelling unit/5 | 5 acres N/A N/A
RR-3: without | acres
public water

With Public water, and stormwater detention and collection facilities:

RR-1 1 dwelling unit/ 36,000 sq.ft. 15,000 30%
1 acre sq.ft.

RR-2 2 dwelling 18,000 sq.ft. 15,000 10%
units/1 acre sq.ft.

RR-3 3 dwelling 12,000 sq.ft. 8,000 sq.ft. | 25%
units/1 acre

Within the Lake Whatcom Watershed (see WCC 20.04.075)

RR-1,RR-2, 1 dwelling unit/5 | 5 acres N/A N/A

RR-3 acres

20.36.253 Maximum density and minimum lot size.

Minimum Lot Size | Min. Reserve | Min. Reserve
Area (Cluster | Area (Cluster
Subdivisions | Subdivisions |
Outside of in Urban
Urban Growth
. Growth Areas)
District Gross Density | conventional | Cluster |Areas)
1 dwelling 5 acres N/A N/A N/A
R-2A within the Lake Whatcom | nit/5 acres
Watershed (see WCC
20.04.075)
R-2A without public water 1 dwelling 5 acres 1acre |20% 80%
unit/s acres
R-2A with public water 1 dwelling 2 acres 12,500 |65% 80%
unit/2 acres sq. ft.
R-5A without public water 1 dwelling 5 acres 1 acre 55% 80%
unit/5 acres




R-5A subject to Agricultural 1 dweIIing Not 15,000 |75% Not

Protection Overlay unit/5 acres applicable sq. ft. applicable

(Chapter 20.38 WCC)

R-5A with public water 1 dwelling 5 acres 12,500 |75% 80%
unit/5 acres sq. ft.

R-10A without public water 1 dwelling 10 acres 1acre |70% 80%
unit/10 acres

R-10A subject to Agricultural 1 dwelling Not 15,000 |75% Not

Protection Overlay unit/10 acres | applicable sq. ft. applicable

(Chapter 20.38 WCC)

R-10A with public water 1 dwelling 10 acres 12,500 80% 80%
unit/10 acres sq. ft.

Public facilities approved under |Not applicable |No minimum |No Not Not

WCC 20.36.151 minimum | applicable applicable
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WHATCOM COUNTY COUNCIL AGENDA BILL NO.

CLEARANCES Initial Date Date Received in Council Office Agenda Date Assigned to:
Originator: 4/13/10 Council Introduction
Tyler Schroeder
Division Head: —

R E @ E H v E D 4/27/10 Hearing

Dept. Head:

e e _,)% 5(’53 (a APR 06 2010 5/11/2010 | Introduction
Prosecutor: - . . N

Reyee ckghan | SZ | (4 +(0 WHATCOM COUNTY

Pyrchasing/Budget: C O U N C l I_

Executive:

Pete Kremen

TITLE OF DOCUMENT: Economic Hardship Time Extension for Land Use Approvals.

ATTACHMENTS:
(1) Interim Ordinance amending Title 20 and Title 21

SEPA review required? ( )Yes ( x ) NO Should Clerk schedule a hearing? ( X ) Yes ( ) NO
SEPA review completed? ( )Yes ( x ) NO Requested Date: . 5/25/2010
Exempt per WAC 197-11-800(19)

SUMMARY STATEMENT OR LEGAL NOTICE LANGUAGE: (If this item is an ordinance or requires a public

hearing, you must provide the language for use in the required public notice. Be specific and cite RCW or WCC as appropriate. Be
clear in explaining the intent of the action.)

An interim ordinance that amends the WCC 20.84 — Variance, Conditional Uses, Administrative Approval Uses
and Appeals and WCC 21.01 — General Provisions. The proposal will allow for the Planning and Development
Services Director or Whatcom County Hearing Examiner to grant a one-time, two (2) year economic hardship
extension to issued planned unit developments, conditional use, variance, administrative approval, short
subdivision or binding site plat, and critical area and geologic assessment reports..

COMMITTEE ACTION: COUNCIL ACTION:

4/13/2010: Introduced

4/27/2010: New version to be introduced on
5/11/2010 and hearing 5/25/2010

5/11/2010: Introduced

Related County Contract #: Related File Numbers: Ordinance or Resolution Number:

Please Note: Once adopted and signed, ordinances and resolutions are available for viewing and printing on
the County’s website at: www.co.whatcom.wa.us/council.

I'\Planning Division\Long Range Planning\Amendments - CP and Code\PLN-2010\PLN2010-0000 Economic Extension\agendabill.doc
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SPONSORED BY:

PROPOSED BY:

INTRODUCTION DATE:

ORDINANCE NO.

AMENDING WHATCOM COUNTY CODE, ON AN INTERIM BASIS, TO ALLOW FOR A
ONE-TIME ECONOMIC HARDSHIP EXTENSION OF LAND USE PERMIT EXPIRATIONS

WHEREAS, the state and county have suffered a severe economic downturn which
has created economic hardships and tightening of credit markets, resulting in a situation
where developers and property owners are unable to commence or finalize projects or
complete applications in a timely manner;

WHEREAS, Whatcom County can reduce and alleviate the pressure from the current
economic climate and market conditions for projects and applications that have not been
completed within time limitations by extending expiration dates and vested status when
economic hardship of developers and property is demonstrated; and

WHEREAS, Whatcom County is authorized to set expiration dates for zoning permits
and pending applications therefore pursuant to RCW 36.70, Planning Enabling Act, and
binding site plans, short plats, subdivisions, and pending applications therefore pursuant to
RCW 58.17; and '

WHEREAS, the Council makes the following findings of fact and reasons for action in
accordance with RCW 36.70.795:

FINDINGS OF FACT AND REASONS FOR ACTION

1. Whatcom County, like the rest of the state and nation, is facing a significant
economic downturn that has directly affected the construction industry. The
impacts are reflected in a variety of economic indicators at the state and local
level

2. A freeze in the credit markets, significant decreases in construction employment,
and a decline in the number of applications for building permits and land use
reviews are all indicators of the state of our economy.

3. These extraordinary conditions of the current economic market have made it
extremely difficult for developers and homeowners to acquire financing to begin
or complete their development proposals.

4. The proposed code amendments allow sufficient time for pending applications
and approved projects to remain vested and weather the current market
situation, while also limiting the length of the extension so that conditions and
regulations considered at the time of approval remain valid.
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RUTSATZ ROAD REPAIR

Trangx ConsT
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Bid Proposal Form
CRP No. 909009
]
% 1 LUMP  |MOBILIZATION LS. LS.
SUM L - |
2 | UNEAR |[SILTFENCE 125 | $.5.00
_ FEET - perL.F.
3 FORCE |MISC. SLIDE REPAIRS FA. $10,000.00
ACCOUNT -
4 LUMP  |TRAFFIC CONTROL SUPERVISOR LS. LS.
’. SUM ,
;! 5 HOUR |FLAGGERS AND SPOTTERS 250 s 1, 60
) . - _ _ perHour
6 HOUR |OTHER TRAFFIC CONTROL LABOR 60 s 1.e0
per Hour
7 LUMP |OTHER TEMPORARY TRAFFIC CONTROL LS. LS.
SUM ‘
8 LUMP  |CLEARING, GRUBBING, AND LS. LS.
SUM  |SLIDE DEBRIS CLEANUP .
9 CUBIC |SLIDE EXCAVATION 200 | $3.00
YARD per C.Y.
10 CUBIC |UNCLASSIFIED EXCAVATION INCLUDING 400 $3.00
YARD |HAUL ' "~ perC.Y.
1 CUBIC [ROADWAY EXCAVATION INCL. HAUL 50 $ v
YARD ' per C.Y.
12 TON  |CRUSHED SURFACING BASE COURSE 4 s 30.00
per TON
13 TON  |COMMERCIAL HMA 50 | )5,
per-TON
14 LUMP  |DRAINAGE SYSTEM INSTALLATION LS. LS.
SUM -
15 LINEAR |BEAM GUARDRAIL TYPE 1 50 $ 35,60
FOOT per L.F,
16 EACH |BEAM GUARDRAIL NON-FLARED 2 $. 200090
g TERMINAL = ET-PLUS TL2 - TPerEA -
17 TON  |LIGHT LOOSE RIPRAP 1,200 $.
| perTON
18 TON  |HEAVY LOOSE RIPRAP 900 $
per TON



RUTSATZ ROAD REPAIR

Bid Proposal Form

CRP No. 909009
ASu {
% ER 4 5
LN s : ’ /
i TON  [QUARRY SPALLS 30 PANT S 5. éﬁ .Q 2
! __perTON SN
2 g0 | cUBIC '|SELECT BORROW o0 | $_jC $ gr&_z 100
T A _Tpercy. | T
SUBTOTAL SCHEDULEA Bid ltems 1:20 56
!
21 | LUMP |MOBILIZATION
SUM _ _
22 | LINEAR |SILT FENCE 0 |$.3.00 s 2/0.e0)
FEET _ perL.F. .
23 | FORCE |MISC.SLIDE REPAIRS FA. $500000 | $ ~ 5,000.00
ACCOUNT . ' ‘ |
24 | 'LUMP [TRAFFIC CONTROL SUPERVISOR Ls. LS. |, :(ﬁ _
- SUM , :
25 | HOUR ° [FLAGGERS AND SPOTTERS 130 | |00 $ €
. par Hour _ _
2% | HOUR |OTHER TRAFFIC CONTROL LABOR o |s 1,00 s e
per Hour ) ) . .
27 | LUMP [OTHER TEMPORARY TRAFFICCONTROL | LS. LS. $ _%M
_SUM . AR
. . -
28 | CUBIC |UNCLASSIFIED EXCAVATION INCLUDING a5 | 5. 200 | s
YARD. _[HAUL_ per C.Y. '
20 | CUBIC |ROADWAY EXCAVATION INCL. HAUL 35 $ & OO s e0. €00
YARD per C.Y.
30 TON  |CRUSHED SURFACING BASE COURSE s | 5. 3060 | s/
per TON
3 TON  |COMMERCIAL HMA 35 | s [I6ED | s _40;5; 0
per TON .
32 | LUMP |DRAINAGE SYSTEM INSTALLATION LS. LS. $. 400,80
sUM
33 | LINEAR |BEAM GUARDRAIL TYPE 1 5 | 5. 3560 | s ALD560
j FOOT . | . . : perLF. - .
3 | EACH |BEAM GUARDRAIL NON-FLARED 2 $Qz@w $ e
TERMINAL - ET-PLUS TL2 er EA 7 _
35 TON  |LIGHT LOOSE RIPRAP a0 | 8. s_| Qf'35 0.0
_per TON
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RUTSATZ ROAD REPAIR
CRP No. 909009

Bid Proposal Form

QUARRY SPALLS
SUBTOTAL SCHEDULE B - Bid ltems 21-36
a7 | LUMP |MOBILIZATION LS. LS. $ 3—& .20
SuM L _ -
38 | UNEAR |SILTFENCE 0 |5 40 | sROa)
FEET . pér LF.
39 | FORGE |MISC.SLIDEREPARS FA. $5.00000 |$ 5,000.00
AGCOUNT | .
40 | LUMP |TRAFFIC CONTROL SUPERVISOR LS. LS. $&
SuM
a1 HOUR |FLAGGERS AND SPOTTERS 130 | s, 5. 130,60
per Hour
42 | HOUR |OTHER TRAFFIC CONTROL LABOR 0 | s L0 | s 20,0
per Hour
43 | LUMP |OTHER TEMPORARY TRAFFICCONTROL | LS. LS. $J_Q(_U,m
SUM _
44 | CUBIC |UNCLASSIFIEDEXCAVATIONINCLUDING | 200 | $ $ 25229:@
YARD __|HAUL bor C.Y. _ -
45 | CUBIC |ROADWAY EXCAVATION INCL. HAUL 25 s 200 | s Se.a0
YARD per C.Y. - _
46 TON  |CRUSHED SURFACING BASE COURSE 15 | 8§ 0 | s Y50.60
per TON ‘
47 TON  |COMMERCIAL HMA 0 | s U560 s 31 , 60
per TON )
48 TON  |LIGHT LOOSE RIPRAP 250 | $. 25, s_LAZ0.€0
per TON
49 TON  |QUARRY SPALLS 0 | s25.600 | s 2806C)
per TON :
SUBTOTAL SCHEDULE C - Bid ltams 37 - 49 s A, 48l
- ¥

TOTAL BID-SCHEDULE A,B AND C
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NON-COLLUSION DECLARATION
RUTSATZ ROAD REPAIR

CRP NO. 909009

I, by signing the proposal, hereby declare, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the
United States that the following statements are true and correct:

1. That the undersigned person(s), firm, association or corporation has (have) not, either directly or
indirectly, entered into any agreement, participated in any collusion, or otherwise taken any
action in restraint of free competitive bidding in connection with the project for whlch this
proposal is submitted.

2. That by signing the signature page of this proposal, I am deemed to have signed and have agreed
to the provisions of this declaration.

NOTICE TO ALL BIDDERS
To report bid rigging activities call:
1-800-424-9071

The U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) operates the above toll free "hotline" Monday
through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Eastern Time. Anyone with knowledge of possible bid

rigging, bidder collusion, or other fraudulent activities should use the "hotline" to report such
activities.

The "hotline" is part of USDOT's conﬁnuing effort to identify and investigate highway construction
contract fraud and abuse, and is operated under the direction of the USDOT Inspector General. All
information will be treated confidentially and caller anonymity will be respected.
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BIDDER IDENTIFIC_ATION

The name of the Bidder submitting this pr_opo,sal; the address and phone number to which all
communications concerned with this proposal shall be made, and the number which has been
assigned indicating the Bidder is licensed to do business in the State of Washington are as follows:
_ —_ O ‘
Firm Name: . .!(‘IMCIK‘( ( _ LN/ O e Y.
Address: | ,1_3422 ;izs,ﬂaro/ \mM . _ i
5&//‘0 \/6){?/@7 \ e ?@)4"/
Telephone: _ 260 66 [~ Qzﬁﬁ z _
Contractor's WA Registration Number: 'r/‘.‘rVK(_ 19C3BA

Contractor’s WA UBI Number: C-D} *)—74‘ 5 }%

Contractor's WA Employment Security Department Number: OGO JEA- -

PR

Contractor’s WA Excise Tax Registration Number: 2:5& 5 L5 €X Q_CF

The Firm submitting this proposal is a: Sole Proprietorship
_+ _ Partnership
X Corporation

The names and titles of the principal officers of the corporation submitting this proposal, or of the
partnership, or of all persons interested in this proposal as principals are as follows:

_Cb&',‘quiﬂ/’_\ﬂﬂ}‘ﬂﬂ _P)%I\CA‘”T _
o Nickols Vice Preihh T~
Tl Aﬂc;ﬁﬁff\ _ Qrf/“ef(zr/\z

NOTE: Signatures of this proposal must be identified above. Failure to identify the Signatories

wilttbecause forconsidering the proposat ifregular and for subsequent rejection ot the bid.
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BID PROPOSAL SIGNATURE AND ADDENDUM
ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The bidder is hereby advised that by signature of this proposal he/she is deemed to have

-acknowledged all requirements and signed all certificates contained herein. The undersigned hereby
agrees to pay labor not less than the prevailing rates of wages or less than the hourly minimum rate
of wages as specified in the Specifications and Condltlons for this project.

CASH [] INTHE AMOUNT OF
CASHIER'SCHECK [ _ . . | DOLLARS
CERTIFIED CHECK [] (§ _ ) PAYABLE TO WHATCOM COUNTY

PROPOSAL BOND &( IN THE AMOUNT OF 5% OF THE BID.

Receipt is hereby acknowledged by addendum(s) No.(s) , , &

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED OFFICIAL(S)
(PROPOSAL MUST BE SIGNED}) Z ﬁ/ /' —
(Seal)

FIRM NAME: _Lﬁm&&_fa&tfﬁmm#t/

STATE OF WASHINGTON )

)} ss
county oF SKAGIT )
On this Z ™ day of APAIL. 2010 , before me personally appeared

ﬂb.b \f\) SN YOER to me personally known to be the person described in
and who executed the above ina

B t and who ackngwledged to me the act o s1gmng thereof.
e P
(RPN 't%\ 1

NQTARY PUBL&C in and fpr the
State of Washington, residing at: /l‘ LKM T ‘[432/\ Y)Al

My Commission Expires: “7-29 - ZO_I 2

prior permission from Whateq
subsequent rejection of the bid.
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