CITY OF SNOHOMISH
Founded 1859, Incorporated 1890
116 UNION AVENUE  SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON 98290  TEL (360) 568-3115 FAX (360) 568-1375

NOTICE OF REGULAR MEETING
SNOHOMISH CITY COUNCIL
in the
George Gilbertson Boardroom
1601 Avenue D
TUESDAY
December 3, 2013
7:00 p.m.
AGENDA
Estimated
time

7:00

1.

CALL TO ORDER
a.
b.

Pledge of Allegiance
Roll Call

2.

APPROVE AGENDA contents and order

7:05

3.

CITIZEN COMMENTS on items not on the Agenda (and/or to request time to
speak on any Action or Discussion items on this agenda)

7:15

4.

PRESENTATION – Sound Transit Planning (P. 1)

5.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

7:40

a.

I-502 Moratorium (P. 3)
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

8:00

b.

Staff presentation
Council’s questions of staff
Citizens’ comments
Close citizens’ comments
Council deliberation and action

AUTHORIZE Sale of Surplus Vehicles (P. 19)
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

Staff presentation
Council’s questions of staff
Citizens’ comments
Close citizens’ comments
Council deliberation and action – PASS Resolution 1308

Continued on Back

6.

ACTION ITEMS

8:20

a.

Proposed Closure of North Pine Avenue – PASS Resolution 1307 (P. 23)

8:35

b.

ADOPT 2012 Amendments of the Building Code – ADOPT Ordinance
2259 (P. 29)

8:50

c.

AUTHORIZE City Manager to Sign Contract for City Attorney
Services (P. 85)

9:00

7.

CONSENT ITEMS
a.

AUTHORIZE payment of claim warrants #53196 through #53297 in the
amount of $902,800.06 issued since the last regular meeting (P. 93)

b.

APPROVE the minutes of the regular meeting of November 19, 2013 (P. 105)

c.

ACCEPT Work for 2013 Street Overlay and Utility Upgrade Project (P. 127)

d.

ACCEPT Work for Public Works Shop Low Impact Development
Improvements Project (P. 129)

e.

AUTHORIZE City Manager to Sign Professional Services Agreements
for Property Appraisal Services (P. 131)

9:05

8.

OTHER BUSINESS/INFORMATION ITEMS

9:15

9.

COUNCILMEMBER COMMENTS/LIAISON REPORTS

9:25

10.

MANAGER’S COMMENTS

9:30

11.

MAYOR’S COMMENTS

9:35

12.

EXECUTIVE SESSION – Potential Litigation

10:00 13.

ADJOURN

NEXT MEETINGS: Tuesday, December 17, 2013, workshop at 6 p.m., regular meeting at
7 p.m., in the George Gilbertson Boardroom, Snohomish School District Resource Center, 1601
Avenue D.
The City Council Chambers are ADA accessible. Specialized accommodations will be
provided with 5 days advanced notice. Contact the City Clerk's Office at 360-568-3115.
This organization is an Equal Opportunity Provider.

PRESENTATION 4
Date:

December 3, 2013

To:

City Council

From:

Larry Bauman, City Manager

Subject: Presentation by Sound Transit Regarding Proposed Long Range Plan Update
The City Council has requested a presentation from Sound Transit regarding the agency’s current
process to update its Long Range Plan and the anticipated process and timeline for its next
expansion phase, ST3. The presentation that has been scheduled for this meeting will be led by
Patrice Hardy, Sound Transit’s Government Relations Director, and will include a slide show
describing the Long Range Plan update.
STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE: Initiative #4, Increase multi-modal mobility within and
connections to the community.
RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council RECEIVE the Sound Transit presentation
and DIRECT staff regarding any next steps.
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Date:

December 3, 2013

To:

City Council

From:

Owen Dennison, Planning Director

Subject: Public Hearing – Moratorium Relating to State-Licensed Recreational
Marijuana Facilities
This agenda item provides a public hearing for the six-month moratorium enacted by the City
Council on November 5, 2013, with Ordinance 2263. State law requires that a public hearing be
conducted within 60 days of a new moratorium. The moratorium applies to facilities for the
production, processing, and retail distribution of marijuana or marijuana products that may be
authorized and licensed by the Liquor Control Board under Initiative 502. The moratorium does
not apply to medical marijuana collective gardens that are not determined to constitute a nuisance
under the cannabis nuisance regulations in Chapter 9.100 SMC.
The purpose of the moratorium is to provide additional time to assess the legal landscape and to
draft amendments to the City’s land use and business regulations to incorporate recreational
marijuana business uses. The moratorium is also intended to clearly communicate the City’s
interim position on recreational marijuana uses to potential applicants for state licenses. The
Liquor Control Board’s initial window for applications is currently open and will run until
December 18, 2013.
In compliance with RCW 36.70A and RCW 35A.63.220, Ordinance 2263 includes findings of
fact justifying the moratorium. The ordinance also authorizes staff to commence a work
program to study the state and federal legal frameworks within which the City must regulate
state-licensed recreational marijuana facilities and to develop draft amendments to the zoning
code in Title 14 SMC and other provisions of the SMC necessary to permit and license such land
uses. Staff anticipates that a recommended package of amendments will be prepared for City
Council discussion by March 2014.
Following the public hearing, the City Council has several options:
1. Take no action on Ordinance 2263 and maintain the moratorium;
2. Direct staff to make changes to Ordinance 2263 for consideration at a future meeting; or
3. Repeal Ordinance 2263 and the moratorium and direct staff on alternative measures
to address regulation of recreational marijuana facilities.
STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE: This item does not specifically respond to any of the
eight Strategic Plan initiatives.
RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council ACCEPT public comment on Ordinance
2263 and DIRECT staff on future actions related to the moratorium, if any.
ATTACHMENTS:
A. Ordinance 2263, as adopted
B. Meeting minutes
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ATTACHMENT A

CITY OF SNOHOMISH
Snohomish, Washington
ORDINANCE 2263
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON,
ADOPTING A SIX (6) MONTH MORATORIUM WITHIN THE CITY OF
SNOHOMISH ON THE ESTABLISHMENT, SITING, LOCATION,
PERMITTING, LICENSING, OR OPERATION OF MARIJUANA
CULTIVATION, PRODUCTION OF MARIJUANA DERIVATIVES, AND
THE SALE OF MARIJUANA OR MARIJUANA DERIVATIVES OR ANY
OTHER ACTIVITIES ASSERTED TO BE AUTHORIZED OR
ACTUALLY
AUTHORIZED
UNDER
WASHINGTON
STATE
INITIATIVE NO. 502 OR ANY OTHER LAWS OF THE STATE OF
WASHINGTON EXCEPT RCW 69.51A, AND SETTING A DATE FOR A
PUBLIC HEARING ON THE MORATORIUM, ADOPTING A WORK
PLAN, PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND ESTABLISHING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE
WHEREAS, Initiative Measure No. 502 (I-502), approved by the voters of Washington
state on November 6, 2012, purports to legalize the production, sale, and use of marijuana
products purchased from state licensed stores for adults age twenty-one (21) and over; and
WHEREAS, I-502 Section 1 authorizes the Washington State Liquor Control Board to
regulate and tax marijuana for persons twenty-one (21) years of age and older, and adds a new
threshold for driving under the influence of marijuana; and
WHEREAS, I-502 Section 4 (1) allows the Washington State Liquor Control Board to
license marijuana to process, package, and label usable marijuana and marijuana-infused products
for sale at wholesale to marijuana retailers; and
WHEREAS, I -502 Section 4 (3) allows the Washington State Liquor Control Board to
license marijuana retailers to sell usable marijuana and marijuana-infused products at retail in
retail outlets; and
WHEREAS, I-502 Section 6 (7) states that before the Washington State Liquor Control
Board issues a new or renewed license to an applicant, it must give notice of the application to
the chief executive officer of the incorporated city, and the city has the right to file its written
objection to such licenses within 20 days after transmittal of the notice of application, but the
Board makes the final decision whether to issue a license; and
WHEREAS, I-502 Section 6 (8) establishes certain limitations on the Washington State
Liquor Control Board’s issuance of licenses for any premises that are within 1,000 feet of the
perimeter of the grounds of any elementary school or secondary school, playground, recreation
facility, child care center, public park, public transit center or library, or any game arcade,
admission to which is not restricted to persons aged twenty-one (21) years or older; and

4

City Council Meeting
December 3, 2013

PUBLIC HEARING 5a
WHEREAS, I-502 Section 9 contemplates that the Washington State Liquor Control
Board will adopt rules to implement the provisions of 1-502, which include the equipment and
management of retail outlets and premises where marijuana is produced and processed, and the
inspection of same; methods of producing, processing, and packaging the marijuana and
marijuana products; security requirements at such establishments; retail outlet locations and
hours of operation; labeling requirements and restrictions on advertising of such products;
licensing and licensing renewal rules; the manner and method to be used by licensees to transport
and deliver marijuana and marijuana products (among other things); and
WHEREAS, I-502 Section 10 contemplates that the Washington State Liquor Control
Board will adopt procedures and criteria by December 1, 2013 for issuing licenses to produce,
process, and sell marijuana (among other things); and
WHEREAS, I-502 Section 13 limits the number of retail outlets to be licensed in each
county, for the purpose of making useable marijuana and marijuana-infused products available
for sale to adults twenty-one (21) years of age or over; and
WHEREAS, I-502 decriminalizes, for purposes of state law, the production,
manufacture, processing, packaging, delivery, distribution, sale, or possession of marijuana, as
long as such activities are in compliance with I-502; and
WHEREAS, I-502 prohibits anyone from engaging in the commercial activities
identified in I-502 without first obtaining a license from the Washington State Liquor Control
Board; and
WHEREAS, at this point in time, the City of Snohomish does not have specific
regulations addressing the facilities or uses identified in I-502, other than the requirement for a
general business license; and
WHEREAS, with Ordinance 2253, the City Council adopted nuisance regulations
regarding medical cannabis cultivation in collective gardens for which an affirmative defense is
provided in RCW 69.51A; and
WHEREAS, the definitions in Ordinance 2253 exclude cannabis production, processing,
and distribution facilities where such facilities are licensed by the State of Washington; and
WHEREAS, Ordinance 2253 acknowledges the needs of persons suffering from
debilitating or terminal conditions and the benefits that some qualified patients experience from
the medical use of cannabis, which is different from the recreational use of cannabis as provided
for by I-502; and
WHEREAS, neither Ordinance 2253 nor any other City regulation provides for a permit
or license to produce, process, or dispense cannabis or its products for medical use or other
purpose; and
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WHEREAS, the uses described in I-502 have never been allowed in any state or city in
the United States, and City needs time to study the secondary land use impacts of these marijuana
uses and the various development standards that should be considered to mitigate these impacts
before adoption of any regulatory ordinance or issuance of any business license; and
WHEREAS, the Snohomish City Council hereby finds that a moratorium to preserve the
status quo is necessary until the State Liquor Control Board definitively acts to establish a final
and complete set of rules for the licensing of all of the new marijuana facilities and uses identified
in I-502, and until the City can study, draft, hold public hearings, and adopt the appropriate land
use and/or licensing regulations to address these new uses; and
WHEREAS, RCW 36.70A.390 authorizes the City Council to adopt an immediate
moratorium for a period of up to six months if a public hearing on the proposal is held within at
least sixty days of its adoption and a work plan is developed for related studies providing for the
six-month moratoria period; and
WHEREAS, the City Council desires to impose an immediate six month moratorium on
the acceptance of any development permit application or business license or application for the
siting, location, or operation of any marijuana processor, marijuana producer, or marijuana
retailer; and
WHEREAS, RCW 69.51A.140 authorizes cities to adopt and enforce zoning requirements,
business licensing requirements, health and safety requirements, and business taxes pertaining to
the production, processing, or dispensing of marijuana or marijuana products within their
jurisdiction; and
WHEREAS, RCW 36.70A.390 provides that, “A county or city governing body that
adopts a moratorium, interim zoning map, interim zoning ordinance, or interim official control
without holding a public hearing on the proposed moratorium, interim zoning map, interim
zoning ordinance, or interim official control, shall hold a public hearing on the adopted
moratorium, interim zoning map, interim zoning ordinance, or interim official control within at
least sixty days of its adoption, whether or not the governing body received a recommendation
on the matter from the planning commission or department. If the governing body does not
adopt findings of fact justifying its action before this hearing, then the governing body shall do
so immediately after this public hearing. A moratorium, interim zoning map, interim zoning
ordinance, or interim official control adopted under this section may be effective for not longer
than six months, but may be effective for up to one year if a work plan is developed for related
studies providing for such a longer period. A moratorium, interim zoning map, interim zoning
ordinance, or interim official control may be renewed for one or more six-month periods if a
subsequent public hearing is held and findings of fact are made prior to each renewal”; and
WHEREAS, 35A.63.220 provides a similar process as described above for adopting and
extending land use moratoriums; and
WHEREAS, moratoriums enacted under RCW 36.70A.390 and/or RCW 35A.63.220 are
methods by which local governments may preserve the status quo so that new plans and
regulations will not be rendered moot by intervening development; and
6
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WHEREAS, the Snohomish Municipal Code does not currently have specific provisions
addressing licensing, producing, processing, or retailing of recreational marijuana; and
WHEREAS, in conformity with the responsibilities of the City of Snohomish to meet
public health, safety, and welfare requirements and provide zoning and land use regulations
pursuant to state law, and the City’s authority to regulate land use activity within its corporate
limits, the City intends to develop appropriate public health, safety, and welfare requirements
and zoning and land use regulations for the establishment of facilities producing, processing, and
retailing of recreational marijuana; and
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined it needs additional time to conduct
appropriate research to analyze the effects of the pending rules and regulations to be established
by the Washington State Liquor Control Board pursuant to I-502; and
WHEREAS, a moratorium will provide the City with additional time to review and
amend its public health, safety, and welfare requirements and zoning and land use regulations
related to the establishment of facilities producing, processing, and retailing recreational
marijuana as authorized by I-502; and
WHEREAS, the City Council concludes that the City does have authority to establish a
moratorium and that the City must adopt a moratorium concerning the filing, acceptance, and
processing of new land use applications or licensing for the establishment of, or operation of, any
facility, building, or premises used for the production, processing, or retailing of recreational
marijuana, to protect the health, safety, and welfare of the citizens of Snohomish; and
WHEREAS, in addition, the cultivation, possession, or distribution of cannabis,
marijuana, and marijuana products has been and continues to be a violation of federal law
through the Controlled Substances Act (“CSA”); and
WHEREAS, the activities purported to be legalized under Initiative Measure No. 502
remain violations of federal law through the Controlled Substances Act, and the United States
Supreme Court in Gonzales v. Raich, 545 U.S. 1, (2005), which held that the CSA’s categorical
prohibition of the manufacture and possession of marijuana as applied to the intrastate
manufacture and possession of marijuana for medical purposes superseded a conflicting
California State law; and
WHEREAS, two U.S. Attorneys (Federal Department of Justice) situated in Washington
have gone on record stating that marijuana is a Schedule I controlled substance under federal
law, and as such, growing, distributing, and possessing marijuana in any capacity other than as
part of a federally authorized research program is a violation of federal law, regardless of state
laws permitting such activities, and also concluded publicly that local governmental employees
who conducted marijuana regulatory activities under Washington State law are subject to
prosecution under the CSA; and
WHEREAS, in 2012, the Board of Clark County Washington Commissioners requested
a determination from the federal government whether such enforcement efforts would extend to
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December 3, 2013
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local government activities implementing Washington state laws on marijuana, where those laws
conflict with the CSA, and the responsive letter from Joseph T. Rannazzisi, Deputy Assistant
Administrator, Office of Division Control, U.S. Department of Justice, Drug Enforcement
Administration, states that anyone who knowingly carries out the marijuana activities
contemplated by Washington State law which are inconsistent with the CSA, as well as anyone
who facilitates such activities, or conspires to commit such violations of the CSA, is subject to
criminal prosecution as provided in the CSA, including both local elected officials and local
government staff; and
WHEREAS, the recently approved Initiative Measure No. 502 does not appear to change
the basis for the analysis by the U.S. Attorneys, and any State or local officials who undertake
marijuana regulatory activities remain subject to federal prosecution; and
WHEREAS, because prior to the passage of Initiative Measure No. 502, the possession
or distribution of marijuana was a violation of both the Washington Uniform Controlled
Substances Act and a violation of the federal CSA, the City has not studied or implemented
zoning for uses involving the production or distribution of marijuana; and
WHEREAS, on August 29, 2013, the US Department of Justice outlined its policies to
address Initiative No. 502 and a Colorado initiative, but the practical effect of said policies is
presently unknown; and
WHEREAS, on October 21, 2013, the Washington State Liquor Control Board
announced its draft position on how to reconcile regulation under Initiative Measure No. 502
with medical marijuana use; and
WHEREAS, the City requires time to conduct appropriate research to understand the
extent and validity of the changes provided in the new law to analyze impacts and potential
liabilities under federal law and to determine an appropriate regulatory framework for the uses
and activities that are allowed under Initiative Measure No. 502; and
WHEREAS, in addition to the legal issues, the City must study, without limitation, the
impacts of the location of uses and facilities for the production, sale, and use of marijuana
products and the siting of marijuana cultivation facilities, facilities for the creation of marijuana
products, and State licensed marijuana stores in commercial and residential zones, as well as
impacts arising from the proximity of these uses, activities, and facilities to schools, day cares,
parks, religious, and cultural facilities, and accordingly the City Council finds that a zoning,
licensing, and permitting moratorium should be established pending local review of appropriate
locations and design requirements of these operations and impacts of the newly amended law and
its interaction with federal law; and
WHEREAS, the City Council adopts the foregoing as its findings of facts justifying the
adoption of this ordinance;
NOW THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Snohomish, Washington do ordain
as follows:
8
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Section 1. Preliminary Findings.
The recitals and findings set forth above are hereby adopted as the City Council preliminary
findings in support of the moratorium imposed by this ordinance in compliance with RCW
36.70A.390 and RCW 35A.63.220. The City Council may in its discretion adopt additional
findings at the conclusion of the public hearing referenced in Section 6 below.
Section 2. Moratorium Imposed.
Pursuant to Washington State law, a moratorium is hereby enacted prohibiting within the City of
Snohomish the establishment, siting, location, operation, licensing, or maintenance of facilities,
structures, businesses, or any other activities involving the production, sale, and use of marijuana
and marijuana products asserted to be authorized and licensed or actually authorized and licensed
under Washington State Initiative No. 502 or any other laws of the state of Washington (Marijuana
Use). No building permit, occupancy permit, or other development permit or approval shall be
issued for any of the purposes or activities listed above and no business license shall be granted
or accepted while this moratorium is in effect. Any land use permits, business licenses, or other
permits for any of these operations that are issued as a result of error or by use of vague or
deceptive descriptions in any license or development application during the moratorium are null
and void and without legal force or effect.
Section 3. Definition of Marijuana Use.
As used in this ordinance the following list of terms shall have the meaning set forth below:
Marijuana Definitions.
“Marijuana Use” includes any store, agency, organization, dispensary, cooperative, network
consultation, operation, or other business entity, group, or person, no matter how described
or defined, including any associated premises and equipment which has for its purpose or
which is used to grow, select, measure, process, package, label, deliver, dispense, sell, or
otherwise transfer for consideration, or otherwise, marijuana in any form except a
collective garden that does not constitute a cannabis nuisance under Ordinance 2253.
“Cannabis or Marijuana” means all parts of the plant Cannabis, whether growing or not,
with a THC concentration greater than 0.3 percent on a dry weight basis; the seeds
thereof; the resin extracted from any part of the plant; and every compound, manufacture,
salt, derivative, mixture, or preparation of the plant, its seeds, or resin. For the purposes
of this Ordinance, “cannabis” or “marijuana” does not include the mature stalks of the
plant, fiber produced from the stalks, oil or cake made from the seeds of the plant, any
other compound, manufacture, salt, derivative, mixture, or preparation of the mature
stalks, except the resin extracted therefrom, fiber, oil, or cake, or the sterilized seed of the
plant which is incapable of germination.
“Marijuana processer” means a person licensed by the State Liquor Control Board to
process marijuana into useable marijuana and marijuana-infused products, package and
label usable marijuana and marijuana-infused products for sale in retail outlets, and sell
usable marijuana and marijuana-infused products as wholesale to marijuana retailers.
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“Marijuana producer” means a person licensed by the State Liquor Control Board to
produce and sell marijuana at wholesale to marijuana processors and other marijuana
producers.
“Marijuana-infused products” means products that contain marijuana or marijuana extracts
and are intended for human use. The term “marijuana infused products” does not include
useable marijuana.
“Marijuana retailer” means a person licensed by the State Liquor Control Board to sell
usable marijuana and marijuana-infused products in a retail outlet.
“Retail outlet” means a location licensed by the State Liquor Control Board for the retail
sale of useable marijuana and marijuana-infused products.
“Usable marijuana” means dried marijuana flowers. The term “usable marijuana” does
not include marijuana-infused products.
Section 4. No Nonconforming Uses.
No use that constitutes or purports to be a Marijuana Use as that term is defined in this ordinance
that was engaged in that activity prior to the enactment of this ordinance shall be deemed to have
been a legally established use under the provisions of the Snohomish Municipal Code and that
use shall not be entitled to claim legal nonconforming status.
Section 5. Effective Period for Moratorium.
The moratorium set forth in this ordinance shall be in effect for a period of six (6) months from
the date this ordinance is passed and shall automatically expire at the conclusion of that six (6)
month period unless the same is extended by the City as provided in State law or unless
terminated sooner by ordinance.
Section 6. Public Hearing.
The City Council will hold a public hearing at the regular City Council meeting of December 3,
2013, at 7:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter as the business of the City Council shall permit and
which date is no more than sixty (60) days after the date of adoption herein in order to take
public testimony and to consider adopting further findings.
Section 7. Work Program.
The City Manager and other responsible staff are hereby authorized to study and address issues
related to determining the legality of Marijuana Uses as defined herein, including but not limited
to review of the implementation of federal law enforcement policies regarding the legality of
Marijuana Uses under any circumstances and notwithstanding the adoption of Initiative Measure
No. 502. In the event that such uses are ultimately determined to be legal or the City Council
determines the risk of federal criminal prosecution is sufficiently low, the work program should
also develop appropriate land use regulations pursuant to the newly amended law, for review and
recommendation for inclusion in the zoning regulations or other provisions of the Snohomish
Municipal Code, including business licensing and other regulations, for review for inclusion in
the Snohomish Municipal Code.
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Section 8. Severability. If any section, subsection, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this
ordinance or its application to any person or situation should be held to be invalid or
unconstitutional for any reason by a court of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of the remaining portions of
this ordinance or its application to any other person or situation.
Section 9. Effective Date.
This Ordinance shall become affective five (5) days following passage and publication as
required by law.
ADOPTED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor this 5th day of
November, 2013.
CITY OF SNOHOMISH

By ___________________________
Karen Guzak, Mayor
ATTEST:

By ___________________________
Torchie Corey, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

By ___________________________
Grant Weed, City Attorney
Date of Publication: _______________
Effective Date: _______________
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ATTACHMENT B

Snohomish City Council Meeting Minutes - Excerpt
November 5, 2013
4. PUBLIC HEARINGS
b. ENACT I-502 Moratorium – ADOPT Ordinance 2263
Initiative 502 was passed by the voters in 2012, legalizing possession of small amounts of
marijuana and creating a framework for the legal recreational marijuana industry in the
state. Throughout 2013 the Liquor Control Board used a public process to establish rules
for how the industry would be licensed and regulated. That process was now complete.
The Board will begin accepting applications for state licenses for production, processing,
and retail outlets for recreational marijuana starting November 18th.
At the September 3rd meeting it was deemed prudent for the City to make its position on
the regulation of the uses clear prior to the opening of the application window. Following
discussion of the options for responses to implementation of I-502, the Council opted for
an initial moratorium to allow more time to evaluate and address the regulatory issues as
well as any emergent legal issues.
Ordinance 2263 would place a moratorium on the establishment or operation of any
marijuana business subject to license under I-502. Based on prior direction from the
Council, the moratorium specifically exempts medical marijuana collective gardens that
do not constitute a nuisance under the recently adopted code. If there were any in town,
they could continue under the moratorium, although staff was not aware of any that
would fall under these regulations.
The City would not be alone in taking a cautious approach to implementation. Municipal
Research and Services Center surveyed 29 jurisdictions and 11 had adopted moratoriums,
7 adopted interim zoning regulations, 7 adopted permanent zoning, and 3 had prohibited
the uses. In addition Everett, which was not on the list, in late October adopted some
interim regulations and was permitting it on a limited basis.
Ordinance 2263 also authorized staff to commence a work program to develop regulatory
amendments to incorporate commercial marijuana uses into the City’s land use framework. Unless the Council had other direction, the intent was to start work at the staff
level in December; have the Planning Commission review it in January and February;
bring it back for a briefing in March; and have an ordinance for public hearing and
adoption in April. In looking at other ordinances it wasn’t particularly complex; it was
determining where it could actually occur under state rules with the 1000-foot exclusion
zones and then where the City Council would like to permit it in town. For a moratorium
state law required a public hearing within 60 days and staff proposed December 3rd.
MOTION by Guedel, second by Schilaty, that the City Council adopt Ordinance 2263
and direct staff to schedule a public hearing for the moratorium on December 3, 2013.
The motion passed unanimously (7-0).
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Snohomish City Council Meeting Minutes - Excerpt
September 3, 2013
5. ACTION ITEMS
a. CONSIDER Options for Recreational Marijuana
Since Initiative 502 was approved by the voters in November 2012, the Liquor Control
Board had been working on regulations for the newly legalized, if tightly controlled,
recreational marijuana industry. This presentation was based on rules issued July 2013.
The Board has been going across the state collecting public comment and based on that
comment, the Board will issue revised rules tomorrow.
The industry had three tiers – producers or growers, processors who prepared the product
for retail, and retail distributors. The producers and processers were allowed to be under
one ownership. Retail distributors had to be separate. All three types of businesses will
be licensed and regulated by the state Liquor Control Board. The license included a background check, residency requirements, certain operational factors to ensure audit ability
and limit transfer to the illegal market, and certain locational factors such as the Council
adopted with the nuisance regulations including buffers around particular sensitive sites.
The current rules prohibited these uses from occurring in residences because there were
limitations to law enforcement access.
November 18, 2013 was the important date when the Board will start to accept license
applications for all three types of businesses. The current rules allowed the City to object
to the issuance of a license or business for a particular location within town but the City
did not have any veto authority; it was still up to the Liquor Control Board.
Staff recommended that the City have local regulations or a moratorium to express to the
Board and potential applicants what the City’s policy position was. Tonight staff was
seeking initial policy direction on the sort of regulatory approach the Council envisioned.
I-502 and the Revised Code of Washington provided for certain buffers around sensitive
sites. These included elementary or secondary schools, playgrounds, recreation centers,
child care centers, public parks, public transit centers, libraries, and arcades not restricted to
those 21 and older. Any other location criteria would have to come from local regulations.
A map showing the exclusion areas under state law was provided. The City could make
the case that no retail or industrial type of use was allowed in residential zones but staff
felt it would be beneficial to have rules specifying that. The primary designations where
these businesses could occur were Business Park and Industry zones. There was a small
area of Commercial and a bit in the Historic Business District zone.
Potential approaches available to the Council were to take no action and allow the state’s
rules to apply; if the City had an objection, that would be made known when the Board
was looking at applications. A moratorium could be adopted to wait and see how the
dust settled; a number of jurisdictions had opted for this route. Interim zoning regulations
were another option. These would not amend the City code but would be allowed under
state law as a temporary mechanism for pilot programs or to see if legal challenges were
made to other local regulations. Interim zoning controls could be a selective allowance
or an outright ban. The last option was to amend the code for permanent rules.
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Considerations in the decision of how to proceed forward started with community values
and what was required to protect public health, safety, and welfare. Perhaps a competing
consideration was the retail tax potential. Given the cost of recreational marijuana as it is
projected to come out of the state system, it would be approximately $3 an ounce in retail
taxes available to the City. If the Council chooses to move forward with an allowance of
some sort it would be necessary to amend business license regulations which now prohibit
issuing a license to any business that violates a law which would include federal law.
Violations for the federal controlled substances act were still in place. However last
week the Department of Justice issued a memo stating that the federal government didn’t
currently plan to challenge either the Colorado or Washington laws in court. They also
emphasized that the federal government’s enforcement would focus on its own priorities
which included distribution to minors, ensuring that the revenues from operations did not
accrue to gangs or organized crime, and that they weren’t diverted to other states that
weren’t quite so open with recreational marijuana laws. It was not to be a pretext for
selling other drugs. There was no violence associated with it; no firearms were used or
part of the cultivation/distribution; that the state was overseeing the effects on roadways,
and other related public health issues. Growing of marijuana on public lands would not
be allowed and possession was kept off federal property. This was called prosecutorial
discretion. It wasn’t intended to provide any guarantee but was just the current position
of the federal government.
Staff was looking for direction. The three types of uses would probably be most appropriate in different land use designations as the City has adopted them. Those were the
producer and processer industrial-type uses and then the retail component. The options
were to do nothing, prohibit it, or regulate it in some manner. ‘No action’ was not really
recommended because that was trusting the state to make the City’s land use decisions
and it also may give false expectations to applicants if there were no specific rules – if
someone applies and the City denies them on some grounds or objects to it, staff wanted
to make sure there’s no potential liability for the City.
The better options would be a moratorium or interim zoning controls. There was also the
option of amending the code at this point. There were two issues with that. Primarily it
was a very narrow window until November 18th to get through the entire public process
for land use code amendments. Secondly, it may behoove the City to give it a little time
whether through a moratorium or interim regulations to see what the effect is, both on the
City and the state. Tonight staff was looking for input before proceeding or if the Council
wanted any additional information before providing direction.
Mayor Guzak thanked Mr. Dennison for his thorough presentation. She appreciated
hearing the various options the Council had.
Councilmember Randall was curious about interim zoning controls. Could the City use
the medical marijuana zoning as a possible interim zoning option?
Mr. Dennison said those regulations were adopted as nuisance rather than land use
regulations. At that time there was an expectation of the I-502 world approaching so the
definition section of that ordinance specified that businesses that had received a license
from the state would not be subject to the nuisance regulations. Therefore if or when the
Council adopted specific rules for recreational marijuana, the City didn’t have to rewrite
that ordinance as well. Those rules would not apply to the state licensed facilities.
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Councilmember Randall asked how different tonight’s recreational marijuana map was
from the medical marijuana map list of areas that needed buffers around the sites. How
much consistency was there between the two maps?
Mr. Dennison said the maps were fairly consistent but did differ. The medical marijuana
nuisance regulations included churches. Some buffers for medical marijuana were 500
feet while others were 1,000 feet; all buffers for recreational marijuana were 1,000 feet.
Councilmember Kaftanski asked if there was any idea of the content of the revised rules
to be put forward tomorrow by the state.
Mr. Dennison had heard the revised rules may have a different way of measuring buffer
distance; it may be walking distance rather than as the crow flies which would change the
map. He had also heard the revised rules may address the medical marijuana and bring
those regulations into one. He had no confirmation that either view was correct.
Councilmember Kaftanski had a question about the option of interim zoning controls.
Assuming the state minimums stayed the same, if a business went into one of the allowed
areas and then next year when the City still had the interim zoning controls, if the City
purchased property for a park that enlarged the buffer area, did that business then qualify
as a nonconforming use and be allowed to continue?
Mr. Dennison believed the state liquor laws had a provision for that circumstance where
the uses do not become nonconforming. He didn’t recall from the current rules whether
that was addressed.
Mr. Graafstra didn’t know what the current proposed rules said on the subject. In writing
its own interim rules to the extent state law granted the authority, the City could have its
own provisions that would make such a use not legally nonconforming so that it might
have to go away. One of the other unknowns was the extent of the state law pre-emption.
It wasn’t known yet what level of local regulation will be allowed.
Councilmember Kaftanski recalled a maximum number of retail outlets would be allowed
per county, and then those were to be distributed by the state wherever the state wanted to
grant a license. Even if there were interim zoning regulations, it didn’t mean a proponent
wanting a license would get a license, or if there would be a retail outlet in town.
Mr. Dennison confirmed that was correct.
Morgan Davis, 206 Avenue I, said on August 28th the President and Attorney General
said Washington and Colorado should be the guinea pigs, a laboratory for the nation, and
that they wanted this to work. He proposed that the City let the state Liquor Board run it.
They were competent, had been in the business since 1930, and knew the regulations.
Otherwise the City was adding another layer of bureaucracy and staff could work on
other things in town besides the marijuana business. The City had a good Police Chief
who worked with the Public Safety Commission. If a licensee got out of hand, the City
could recommend that the license be pulled. The City still had the right to be site-specific
on the licenses. Another ordinance could always be implemented a year from now. Let
the state take the ball for the first year.
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Mayor Guzak felt a moratorium would be best, giving the City a little more time. The
Liquor Control Board was coming out with new or modified regulations tomorrow. They
didn’t want to do permanent zoning controls because that would be too tight.
Councilmember Guedel agreed that a moratorium was the best next step. His concern
was that whatever came out, particularly if other jurisdictions imposed full prohibitions,
litigation would likely ensue. A test case going through the courts would be expensive
and time-consuming, and it would be better for the City to wait for more guidance rather
than be part of litigation. A moratorium would essentially keep the status quo and keep
the City out of the mess while it gets sorted. After there was clarity the Council could
have a focused discussion based on the known rules as opposed to this evening when they
weren’t sure what the rules were going to be tomorrow.
Councilmember Hamilton agreed the Council needed to know what the rules were so it
was prudent on their part to allow some of the dust to settle before they re-examined it in
a more logical way in the future. Rules set tonight could be invalid tomorrow.
Councilmember Randall originally thought about the interim zoning controls as an option
which was what Everett was favoring. The City used Everett’s model for the medical
marijuana regulations.
Mr. Dennison said Everett hadn’t adopted them yet but was looking at a zoning proposal
with the various types of uses limited to certain zones. They also had a 2,500’ separation
between businesses.
Councilmember Kaftanski confirmed a moratorium would flatly prohibit recreational
marijuana including producing, processing, and retail operations during the life of the
moratorium anywhere in Everett. If a moratorium was directed it would need to be
renewed every six months, if appropriate.
MOTION by Guedel, second by Hamilton, with respect to the City’s response to I-502
and the permitting of recreational marijuana facilities, that the City Council instruct staff
to impose an appropriate and legally applicable moratorium on the regulation and/or use
and other related activities for recreational marijuana facilities until such time as there is
clear guidance in terms of regulations and potential court action.
Councilmember Burke was broadly in agreement but wondered how long this would
take. There had been a lot of moratoriums in a row the first time around. Did they
anticipate doing that again or was this going to be a faster process?
Mayor Guzak said tomorrow there would be more regulations and more information was
coming from the federal government so it looked like it should be a faster process.
Councilmember Schilaty didn’t think they could say whether it would be faster or slower.
She didn’t know where the term ‘guinea pig’ came from but it was some sort of testing
and it didn’t always turn out well for the guinea pig. It was a big responsibility for a
municipality to take this on without knowing what the implications were. It was a cost
benefit they had to balance out. What was the potential for liability on the City if citizens
were allowed to have this type of business? She supported a moratorium.
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Councilmember Kaftanski added that if the state moved quickly and clarity came sooner
rather than later, the issue could come back in less than six months for more discussion.
Mr. Graafstra verified the Council could always undo a moratorium.
Mayor Guzak personally wasn’t opposed to I-502 and the use of recreational marijuana.
It had an appropriate place in town, given what the rules and regulations were going to
be, and the City could make it work. Right now a moratorium would give them time and
space to know where they were going and what they should be doing appropriately.
VOTE ON THE MOTION: The motion passed unanimously (7-0).
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Date:

December 3, 2013

To:

City Council

From:

Mike Johnson, Public Works Services Manager

Subject: Resolution 1308 Sale of Surplus Vehicles

The vehicles listed in Attachment A of Resolution 1308 have reached or exceeded the end of their
useful life as determined by the department responsible for the vehicle and equipment. The City’s
Fleet Department has also confirmed that these vehicles and equipment no longer meet the minimum
standard for one or more of the following: safety, maintenance costs, usefulness, or fuel economy.
Vehicles EP-4 and EP-14 were previously used as City of Snohomish Public Works Shop pooled
vehicles and IT staff maintenance vehicles. EP-130 is a Water Utility vehicle requiring a public
hearing prior to the sale of surplus vehicle due to the fact that it was purchased with enterprise funds.
The items of inventory belonging to the City as shown hereto are declared to be surplus to the
foreseeable needs of the City and the property described will be sold by a public auction.
STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE: This does not apply.
RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council PASS Resolution 1308 authorizing the sale
and disposal of surplus vehicles and equipment as described in Attachment A.
ATTACHMENT: Resolution 1308 and Attachment A – List of Surplus Vehicles
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CITY OF SNOHOMISH
Snohomish, Washington
RESOLUTION 1308
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SNOHOMISH APPROVING THE
SALE OF CERTAIN PERSONAL PROPERTY DECLARED TO BE
SURPLUS TO THE CURRENT AND FORESEEABLE FUTURE NEEDS
OF THE CITY
WHEREAS, City staff has certified to the City Manager that certain personal property
presently owned by the City is in surplus of City needs, and that the property is of no present or
foreseeable future use to the City of Snohomish; and
WHEREAS, the City Manager has certified to the City Council that said property, as set
forth on Attachment A to this resolution, is surplus to City needs and of no present or foreseeable
future use to the City of Snohomish; and
WHEREAS, the public interest would be served by the sale of this property, which is
surplus to the needs of the City;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF SNOHOMISH AS FOLLOWS:
That the property described in Attachment A may be sold by a public auction held by the
City or a public auction held by a private auction company, or by a bid process to be determined
by the City Manager, based on which option is likely to result in the greatest net return to the City.
The notice of sale shall be published at least once, in a newspaper of general circulation,
describing generally the property to be sold, and not less than ten (10) days prior to the sale; and
That there may be deducted from the sale proceeds, the costs of conducting the sale and
that the net proceeds of sale shall be deposited in the appropriate equipment replacement fund,
or, at the discretion of the City Manager, used to offset the cost of replacement equipment.
PASSED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor this 3rd day of December 2013.
CITY OF SNOHOMISH
By____________________________
Karen Guzak, Mayor
ATTEST:

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By____________________________
Torchie Corey, City Clerk

By____________________________
Grant K. Weed, City Attorney

20

City Council Meeting
December 3, 2013

PUBLIC HEARING 5b
ATTACHMENT A

The following items are declared to be surplus to the needs of the City of Snohomish:

License

EP-#

Description

22621D

EP-4

Crown Vic.

2000

22619D

EP-14

Crown Vic.

24914D

EP-130

Ford F-250 - Diesel
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Year

Dept

Vin

WTP

2FAFP71W4YX201937

2000

IT

2FAFP71WOYX201935

1997

Water / Parks

1FTHF25FOVEB69827
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Date:

December 3, 2013

To:

City Council

From:

Yoshihiro Monzaki, City Engineer

Subject: Resolution 1307 – Interim Road Closure of Pine Avenue South of 22nd Street

BACKGROUND: At the October 15th City Council meeting, Public Works Director Steve
Schuller presented the proposed interim closure of the gravel section of Pine Avenue between the
2000 block and 22nd Street to the City Council for discussion. At the meeting, the City Council
provided direction to move forward with a process to consider closure of the gravel portion of
Pine Avenue. Staff was directed by Council to discuss the proposed closure with emergency
services, the school district, and adjacent neighbors, and based on their feedback, bring a final
recommendation back to the City Council for action.
RCW 47.48.010 authorizes a city street to be closed by the governing body of that street if that
closure will prevent further damage to the city street, improve the safety to traffic, or is being
constructed, altered, or repaired. The governing body may limit all vehicles or classes of vehicles
for a definite period of time determined by the governing body.
RCW 47.48.020 requires notification of the road closure. Sufficient notice includes publication
of the effective date of closure in one issue of a newspaper of general circulation in the city where
the street is located and in a conspicuous place at each end of the road closure. The street may
not close sooner than three days after the publication and the posting.
During the week of November 18th, a notice was published in the Everett Herald and signs were
posted at both ends of the proposed closure location.
DISCUSSION: Staff contacted the police and fire departments and the Snohomish School
District directly. Notices were delivered to the adjacent neighbors, and City staff was able to
directly discuss the issues with many of the adjacent residents. None of the parties or agencies
contacted asked that the City keep the road open. Many of the neighbors were glad that the road
might be closed because of its poor condition and narrow width.
City staff is recommending that the road be closed to public use and not maintain the gravel road
because of the time, effort, and cost required to properly maintain the road. The three rural homes,
as well as the new homes, are now served by the new 22nd Street extension off of Park Avenue.
Any repairs to the gravel road would not last very long without constant maintenance because of
the traffic volumes. The rainy season is just starting and the condition of the gravel road will
continue to worsen, and safety will increasingly become an issue there. The City has received
calls regarding maintenance of the road even though there is a posted sign that states that the
road is no longer maintained by the City. There have been complaints from residents on the
2000 block where the pavement ends regarding drivers turning around in their driveways after
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they see the condition of the road. Closing the road will limit the deterioration rate of the road
which will reduce the reconstruction effort when the time comes.
This road section is not a typical candidate for the Transportation Benefit District funds because
it really is not a preservation project. What is required is the initial full construction of the road
with pavement which is typically done by the adjacent private property owners as part of a full
frontage improvement including curb, gutter, storm drainage, and sidewalks.
It is recommended that ecology blocks with “road closed” signs be placed at both ends of the
gravel section. This will reduce “off-road” or unauthorized use of the road section. Staff also
recommends that a “dead end” sign be placed near 17th Place to reduce the number of vehicles
that travel to the location of the closed road. If Council approves the temporary road closure,
staff will also contact Snohomish County Enhance 9-1-1 to inform them of the temporary road
closure location so that police, fire, and other emergency service are directed via the currently
improved roads.
STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE: This action does not apply to the Strategic Plan Initiatives.
RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council APPROVE the closure of the gravel road
section of Pine Avenue south of 22nd Street.
ATTACHMENTS:
A. Resolution 1307
B. Map showing the gravel section of Pine Avenue south of 22nd Street
C. Photos
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ATTACHMENT A

CITY OF SNOHOMISH
Snohomish, Washington
RESOLUTION 1307
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SNOHOMISH AUTHORIZING THE TEMPORARY CLOSURE OF PINE
AVENUE BETWEEN THE 2000 BLOCK AND 22ND STREET
WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 47.48.010, the City Council of the City of Snohomish
may close or restrict access to a road if they find the conditions are necessary so as to prevent
further damage or improve traffic safety; and
WHEREAS, the condition of a northern section of Pine Avenue is presently impractical
to use and may continue to deteriorate; and
WHEREAS, the necessity of the closure will be until such a time that the City Council
no longer determines closure is necessary to prevent further damage or to improve traffic safety
or adjacent property development constructs improvements; and
WHEREAS, to effectuate closure the City Council will make a notice in The Everett
Herald and post markings at each end of the closure on Pine Avenue; and
WHEREAS, closure may begin no sooner than three days after notice has been posted;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON, AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1. Pine Avenue from the north end of the 2000 block of Pine Avenue to 22nd Street is in
such a condition that it is dangerous to drive on and that continued use of the road will result in
greater damage to the City street.
Section 2. That northern section of Pine Avenue will be temporarily closed until the City
Council determines it is no longer dangerous to drive on, no further damage will result to the
street, or the adjacent development constructs improvements.
Section 3. City staff is hereby directed to post a notice of closure in The Everett Herald and
with conspicuous markings on each end of the relevant portion of road.
PASSED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor this 3rd day of December 2013.
CITY OF SNOHOMISH
By_______________________
Karen Guzak, Mayor
ATTEST:

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By

By_________________________
Grant Weed, City Attorney

_______________________
Torchie Corey, City Clerk
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SOUTH END LOOKING NORTH

LOOKING NORTH
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LOOKING SOUTH

NORTH END LOOKING SOUTH
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Date:

December 3, 2013

To:

City Council

From:

Sharon Pettit, Building/Fire Official

Subject: Update Snohomish Municipal Code Chapter 19.04 Building Codes

The purpose of this agenda item is to update Snohomish Municipal Code (SMC) Chapter 19.04
Building Codes to the 2012 Code editions as mandated by the State of Washington pursuant to
RCW 19.27, including amendments pertinent to the City. As required by RCW 19.27, the City
has administered and enforced the 2012 editions of the Codes since July 1, 2013.
With this code revision cycle, Washington State adopted the 2012 International Energy
Conservation Code (IECC) where the previous Washington State Energy Code had been a
standalone document promulgated by the State Building Code Council. The 2012 IECC is a
recognized energy conservation code with the United States Department of Energy (DOE). As a
recognized code, adopting jurisdictions are eligible to apply for grants through the DOE to assist
with administration and enforcement of the IECC as well as other programs for public education.
Staff is proposing to retain previously adopted amendments and has updated SMC Chapter
19.04 pursuant to the 2012 Codes accordingly. These amendments are highlighted in the
attached document for review.
Staff is recommending several new sections be added to SMC Chapter 19.04 to clarify
requirements. The new sections are:




Section 19.04.039 Inspection requirements. Brings existing language in the Codes
into the body of SMC 19.04 to enhance public awareness.
Section 19.04.310 Appeals. Creates a needed nexus between the Codes adopted in
SMC 19.04 and process requirements of SMC 14.75 Appeals.
Sections 19.04.181, 19.04.182, and 19.04.183 that address what constitutes a valid
permit, expiration requirements, and permit renewal requirements. This clarifies
previously adopted language and utilizes specific language from the Codes to
enhance intent.

STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE: N/A
RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council ADOPT Ordinance 2259 bringing SMC
Chapter 19.04 Building Codes into compliance with Chapter 19.27 RCW, and providing
specific requirements applicable to the City of Snohomish.
ATTACHMENT:

Draft Ordinance 2259
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CITY OF SNOHOMISH
Snohomish, Washington
ORDINANCE 2259
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SNOHOMISH RELATING TO THE
CITY’S BUILDING CODES; REPEALING CURRENT CHAPTER 19.04
OF THE SNOHOMISH MUNICIPAL CODE; REPEALING ORDINANCE
2192; ENACTING AND ADOPTING A NEW CHAPTER 19.04 OF THE
SNOHOMISH CITY BUILDING CODE CONSISTING OF THE
INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CODE WITH LOCAL REVISIONS, THE
INTERNATIONAL RESIDENTIAL CODE WITH LOCAL REVISIONS,
THE UNIFORM PLUMBING CODE WITH LOCAL REVISIONS, THE
INTERNATIONAL MECHANICAL CODE WITH LOCAL REVISIONS,
THE INTERNATIONAL FIRE CODE WITH LOCAL REVISIONS, THE
INTERNATIONAL PROPERTY MAINTENANCE CODE, AND THE
INTERNATIONAL ENERGY CONSERVATION CODE OF THE STATE
OF WASHINGTON; AND RESPECTIVE APPENDICES. ((WASHINGTON
STATE ENERGY CODE))
WHEREAS, the City previously enacted Ordinance 2192 which formally adopted a
number of building and construction codes with local revisions; and
WHEREAS, since the enactment of Ordinance 2192, the State Building Code Council
has mandated the adoption of new building and construction codes; and
WHEREAS, it is recommended that Chapter 19.04 of the Snohomish Municipal Code be
repealed and replaced with a new Chapter 19.04 that formally adopts these new building and
construction codes with local revisions; and
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Snohomish finds it to be in the public
interest and the interest of public health, safety, and welfare to repeal SMC Chapter 19.04 and
adopt a new SMC Chapter 19.04 that formally adopts the new building and construction codes
mandated by State law with local revisions;
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SNOHOMISH,
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1. Ordinance 2192 is hereby repealed.
Section 2. Building, plumbing, mechanical, and fire suppression/detection permits which
have been issued at the time of adoption of this Ordinance will continue to be governed and
administered according to the City of Snohomish Code provisions in effect at the time of their
issuance, except permits that have expired by limitation which are subject to the provisions and
requirements of the newly adopted codes of the City of Snohomish.
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Section 3. Current SMC Chapter 19.04 is hereby repealed in its entirety and replaced by
the following new SMC Chapter 19.04:
Chapter 19.04
BUILDING CODES
Sections:
19.04.010
19.04.020
19.04.030
19.04.031
19.04.032
19.04.033
19.04.034
19.04.035
19.04.036
19.04.037
19.04.038
19.04.039
19.04.040
19.04.041
19.04.042
19.04.050
19.04.060
19.04.070
19.04.080
19.04.090
19.04.140

19.04.170
19.04.180
19.04.181
19.04.182
19.04.183

Title
State Building Code Act RCW 19.27 Adopted
Department of Building Safety Established
City Building/Fire Official Designation
Snohomish County Fire District #4 Service Area ((Designation))
City and Fire District Services Coordination ((Agreement))
Policies and Procedures
Appeals of Orders, Decisions, or Determinations to City Land Use Hearing
Examiner
Work Exempt from Permits
Reserved for Future Use
Substantially Damaged Buildings, Substantially Improved Buildings – Adherence
to Adopted Codes
Inspection Requirements, Process and Penalties
International Building Code and Appendices ((Standards)) Adopted by Reference
with Amendments. WAC Chapter 51-50
International Building/Residential Code ((- Exception)) – Residential Use Structures
under One Hundred Twenty Square Feet
International Building/Residential Code – Non-Residential Use Structures – Other
Requirements
International Residential Code and Appendices Adopted by Reference with
Amendments. WAC Chapter 51-51
Uniform Plumbing Code and Appendices ((Standards)) Adopted by Reference with
Amendments. WAC Chapters 51-56 ((and 51-57))
International Fire Code and Appendices Adopted by Reference with Amendments.
WAC Chapter 51-54A
International Mechanical Code and Appendices Adopted by Reference with
Amendments. WAC Chapter 51-52
International Property Maintenance Code and Appendix Adopted by Reference
International Energy Conservation Code of the State of Washington and
Appendices Adopted by Reference, WAC Chapters 51-11C and 51-11R ((State
Energy Code Adopted))
Permit To Construct
Permit Validity – No Authority to Violate Codes or Ordinances ((Expiration –
Renewal))
Payment of Fees, Work Commencement to be Considered Valid
Permit Expiration and New Permit Application Requirements
Permit Renewal Requirements
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19.04.190
19.04.200
19.04.210
19.04.220
19.04.230
19.04.235
19.04.240
19.04.300
19.04.310
19.04.400
19.04.500
19.04.510
19.04.520

Permit Issuance Prerequisite – Private Sewage Disposal Permit
Permit Fees – Generally
Fees
Permit Fees – Waived
Permit Fees – Basics
Permit Fees – Refunds
Permit Fees – Contributed
Approval of Application and Appeals
Appeals
Code Adoption – Purpose
Disclaimer of Liability
Validity
Violation – Penalty – Effective

19.04.010 Title. This chapter shall be known as the “Snohomish City Building Code” and it will
hereinafter be referred to as “the Code.” The Code shall consist of all State, International, or
Uniform Codes included in or incorporated in this chapter including local amendments.
19.04.020 State Building Code Act RCW 19.27 Adopted. The State Building Code Act, RCW
Chapter 19.27, is hereby adopted by reference.
19.04.030 Department of Building Safety Established. There is established in the City the
Department of Building Safety and shall be under the administration and operational control of
the Building/Fire Official as approved by the City Manager. The Building/Fire Official shall
have the power and duties as set forth in this chapter and as set forth in the model codes adopted
by reference in this chapter. The Department of Building Safety shall be the “administrative
agency” or “authority having jurisdiction” as may be referenced in any code adopted except
where regulated or governed by another agency.
19.04.031 City Building/Fire Official Designation. The City of Snohomish designates the City
Building Official as the City Fire Official, who shall be known as the City Building/Fire Official.
Where the adopted codes reference Fire Code Official shall mean Building/Fire Official.
19.04.032 Snohomish County Fire District #4 Service Area ((Designation)). The City of
Snohomish is within the Snohomish County Fire District #4 service area. As may be referenced
in the adopted codes for the City of Snohomish, known as the “Fire District”.
19.04.033 Fire District Services Coordination ((Agreement)). The City is the official
responsible party for administration and enforcement of all adopted ((fire)) codes. The Fire
District may designate an Agent to coordinate plan review, inspection, and enforcement activity
with the City Building/Fire Official. Applicable fees shall be as established by City Council
resolution.
19.04.034 Policies and Procedures. In addition to amendments located in the body of this
adoption, the City Building/Fire Official may establish policies and procedures to clarify
requirements for construction located within City Limits.
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19.04.035 Appeals of Orders, Decisions, or Determinations to City Land Use Hearing
Examiner. Upon adoption of this chapter, all references to Boards of Appeals, Building
Construction advisory and appeals board, hearing advisory and appeals board, or other appellate
board in any code adopted by reference, shall be replaced with and shall refer to the City Land
Use Hearing Examiner. The process for appeals shall be in accordance with 19.04.310 SMC.
Appeal fees shall be as established by City Council resolution.
19.04.036 Work Exempt from Permits. Where referenced in the adopted codes, provisions for
work exempt from permits shall mean this section. Work exempt from permit requirements of
this Code shall not be deemed to grant authorization for any work to be done in any manner in
violation of the provisions of this Code or any other laws or ordinances of this jurisdiction.
((Where referenced in the adopted codes, provisions for work exempt from permits shall mean
this section.)) Unless regulated elsewhere, permits shall not be required for the following:
Building:
1. One story detached accessory structures used as tool and storage sheds in accordance
with Section 19.04.041 SMC; playhouses and similar uses provided the floor area does
not exceed 120 square feet, provided that placement and setbacks of these structures are
subject to the provisions of Snohomish Municipal Code (SMC) Title 14 Land Use Code.
A minimum separation of 6 feet shall be maintained between any structures and the
accessory structure.
2. Residential fences, except those located within the Historic Business District, the
Pilchuck District or located on or within City right-of-way.
3. Oil derricks.
4. Painting, papering, tiling, carpeting, ((cabinets, counter tops,)) and similar finish work.
In general this includes like for like changes of cabinetry and laminate counter tops. A
building permit may be required for new cabinetry where additional structural supports
are required and for the installation of counter tops constructed of stone, granite or
similar heavier weight materials that can increase structural loading of existing floor
systems and require additional structural support.
5. Temporary motion picture, television, and theater stage sets and scenery unless regulated
elsewhere.
6. Prefabricated swimming pools accessory to a Group R-3 occupancy, which are less than
24 inches deep, ((and)) do not exceed 5,000 gallons, and are installed entirely above
ground.
7. Shade cloth structures constructed for nursery or agricultural purposes, not including
service systems unless regulated elsewhere.
8. Swings and other playground equipment accessory to detached one and two family
dwelling units unless regulated elsewhere.
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((9. Movable cases, counters, and partitions not over 5 feet 9 inches in height.)) [Note: The
Codes require that exits from buildings be free of obstructions and not impacted or
reduced due to placement of these items. To ensure that exiting systems are maintained
in commercial or assembly occupancies, plan review and field inspection is needed to
ensure compliance.]
9. ((10.)) Limited grading of no more than six (6) cubic yards cut or fill, related to lawn or
garden care only and that involves no work performed within any critical areas or buffers.
Gas:
1. Portable heating appliance.
2. Replacement of any minor part that does not alter approval of equipment or appliance or
make such equipment or appliance unsafe. [Note: Updates language changes in the 2012
codes]
Mechanical:
1. Portable heating appliance.
2. Portable ventilation appliances, cooling units, or evaporative cooling equipment.
3. Portable fuel cell appliances that are not connected to a fixed piping system, no structural
attachment and are not interconnected to a power grid. [Note: Updates language changes
in the 2012 codes to recognize fuel cell technology]
Plumbing:
1. The stopping of leaks in drains, water, soil, waste, or vent pipe, provided that if any
concealed trap, drain pipe, water, soil, waste, or vent pipe becomes defective and it
becomes necessary to remove and replace the same with new material, such work shall be
considered as new work and a permit shall be obtained and inspection made as provided
in this code.
2. The clearing of stoppages or the repairing of leaks in pipes, valves, or fixtures, and the
removal and reinstallation of water closets, provided such repairs do not involve or
require the replacement or rearrangement of valves, pipes, or fixtures causing such work
to be considered new.
Emergency Repairs: Where equipment replacements and repairs must be performed in an
emergency situation, the permit application shall be submitted within twenty-four hours or
the next business day of the work being performed and the work shall be left exposed for
inspection.
Ordinary Repairs – Limitations: Repairs shall not include the cutting away of any wall,
partition, or portion thereof, the removal or cutting of any structural beam or load bearing
support, or the rearrangement of parts of a structure affecting the egress requirements, or
removal or change of any means of egress; nor shall ordinary repairs include addition to,
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alteration of, replacement, or relocation of any standpipe, water supply, sewer, drainage,
drain leader, gas, soil, waste, vent or similar piping, electric wiring or mechanical, or other
work affecting public health or general safety.
Public Service Agencies: A permit shall not be required for the installation, alteration, or
repair of generation, transmission, distribution, or metering or other related equipment that is
under the ownership and control of public service agencies by established right, except where
regulated under other applicable codes or regulations governed under the Snohomish
Municipal Code.
19.04.038 Substantially Damaged Buildings, Substantially Improved Buildings – Adherence
to Adopted Codes.
General: Where a building or structure has sustained substantial damage or where substantial
improvements are proposed and the value of work exceeds fifty percent (50%) of the market
value of the building or structure before the damage or the improvements, the entire building or
structure shall be subject to and be brought into compliance with the applicable codes as for new
construction.
Market value may be determined utilizing established Snohomish County Assessor’s Office, Tax
Parcel Assessed Valuation, or an appraisal conducted on behalf of the applicant by a commercial
appraisal service licensed to perform such work, and as approved by the Building/Fire Official.
Exceptions:
A. Work to Designated Historic Structures. Designated historic structures are an important
expression of ((facet in)) the City’s ((of Snohomish)) cultural history. To encourage
preservation efforts and continued use of designated historic structures, where proposed work
is estimated to exceed fifty percent (50%) of the market value of the structure prior to the
proposed work, the entire structure shall not have to be brought in compliance with current
code requirements provided the proposed work is done in accordance with the requirements
provided below:
1. The proposed work complies with the codes adopted by this chapter and all other
applicable provisions of the Snohomish Municipal Code and other applicable state and
federal laws and regulations.
2. Where proposed work does not impact and/or require the removal and/or alteration of
load-bearing members that are essential to the structural frame.
3. Where proposed work does not involve all areas of the structure and the work does not
impact load bearing members or the structural frame.
4. Where the proposed work involving load bearing members and/or the structural frame is
limited to the installation of drywall and/or insulation.
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5. To the extent that this chapter otherwise requires the installation of an automatic fire
sprinkler system and/or automatic fire alarm system in the structure, that requirement(s)
shall apply and no exception shall be made hereunder.
6. If the proposed work involves a change in use of the structure and the change of use
triggers additional exiting requirements, such exiting requirements shall apply and no
exception shall be made hereunder.
7. If the proposed work involves a change in use of the structure, the change of use shall be
in accordance with the Snohomish Municipal Code, including but not limited to this
chapter and the Land Use Code contained in SMC Title 14.
8. Where the proposed work has little likelihood of being accomplished because the existing
structural conditions require the removal or alteration of a load-bearing member that is an
essential part of the structural frame, or because other existing physical or site constraints
prohibit modifications or addition of elements, spaces, or features which are in full and
strict compliance with the minimum requirements for new construction and which are
necessary to provide accessibility are technically infeasible. Alternate methods and
materials may be utilized as approved by the Building/Fire Official.
9. In no case shall the proposed work and/or change in use cause the structure to become
unsafe, create an unsafe condition, and/or create a fire and life safety hazard.
B. Where substantial damage or substantial improvements does not include the removal or
cutting away of any wall, partition, or portion thereof, the removal or cutting of any structural
beam or load bearing support, or the rearrangement of parts of a structure affecting the egress
requirements.
C. Where other regulations govern specific or more restrictive adherence to the codes as
adopted by the City.
((Definitions: [Note: Language no longer needed as Definitions are in the 2012 IBC]
Substantial Damage. For the purposes of this section, damage of any origin sustained by a
structure whereby the cost of restoring the structure to its before damaged condition would equal
or exceed fifty percent (50%) of the market value of the structure before the damage occurred.
Substantial Improvement. For the purposes of this section, any repair, reconstruction,
rehabilitation, addition, or improvement of a building or structure, the cost of which equals or
exceeds fifty percent (50%) of the market value of the structure before the improvement or
repair. If the structure has sustained substantial damage, any repairs are considered substantial
improvement regardless of the actual repair work performed. The term does not, however
include where improvements are required to correct an existing health, sanitary, or safety code
violation identified by the Building/Fire official under a Notice of Violation, Notice and Order,
or Abatement of a Dangerous Building which are the minimum necessary to assure safe living
conditions and/or reduce and/or eliminate fire and life safety hazards.))
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19.04.039 Inspection Requirements, Process and Penalties. [Note: The purpose of this new
code section is to bring existing language from within the codes into the body of the SMC to
enhance awareness of City regulations.]
It shall be the duty of the permit holder or their authorized agent to notify the Building/Fire
Official when work requiring inspection under the adopted Code’s is ready for inspection. It
shall also be the duty of the permit holder or their authorized agent to provide access to and
means for inspections of work.
The permit holder or their authorized agent shall make Inspection Requests in a form and/or
process as designated by the City.
The permit holder or their authorized agent shall ensure the work to be inspected is compete and
ready for the type of inspection requested and conforms to the approved construction drawings.
It shall be the duty of the permit applicant or their authorized agent to cause the work to remain
accessible for inspection purposes, and shall not be covered or placed in service until the
Building/Fire Official or their designee performs an inspection and the work is approved.
Whenever any work subject to inspection is covered or concealed without the benefit of
inspection, the Building/Fire Official shall have the authority to require that such work be
exposed for inspection. Where the work is placed in use, the Building/Fire Official shall have
the authority to have the use discontinued, which may include disconnection of power or other
public utilities. Neither the Building/Fire Official or their designees, or the City of Snohomish
shall be liable for the expense entailed in the removal or replacement of any material required or
the disconnection/reconnection of any public utilities or equipment, to allow inspection.
The Building/Fire Official or their designee shall have the authority to impose Reinspection Fees
as adopted by City Council resolution or Penalties as described in 19.04.520 SMC, where a
permit holder or their authorized agent violates provisions of the adopted codes. Where
Reinspection Fees or penalties are imposed, the permit holder or their authorized agent is not
relieved from correcting the violation.
19.04.040 International Building Code and Appendices ((Standards)) Adopted by
Reference with Amendments. WAC Chapter 51-50.
The following documents are hereby adopted by reference:
A. The International Building Code, 2012 ((2009)) edition, including Appendix Chapters C,
E, F, G, H, I J and the 2012 edition of the International Existing Building, that are
published by the International Code Council. ((including))
B. The Eighteenth Edition of the Fire Resistive Design Manual, published by the ((generic
fire resistive assemblies listed in the Fire Resistant Design Manual, Eighteenth Edition,
published by the)) Gypsum Association. ((as referenced, and adopts Appendix Chapters
C, E, G, H, I, J with additional local amendments. Appendix H – Signage is also
regulated under SMC Title 14 Land Use Codes, Appendix J – Grading is also regulated
by the City Engineer.))
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C. Fees as established by City Council resolution.
((B.

Adoption includes fees as established by City Council resolution.))

((C. Amendments to the International Building Code.))
The following amendments to the International Building Code are adopted:
Section [A] 101.4 Referenced Codes is amended as follows:
The other codes listed in Sections 101.4.1 through 101.4.6 and referenced elsewhere in this
code shall be considered part of the requirements of this code to the prescribed extent of each
such reference.
101.4.1 Electrical. Where referenced as the ICC Electrical Code shall be replaced with
the National Electric Code. The authority having jurisdiction over this code is the
Washington State Department of Labor and Industries, Electrical Division.
[A] 101.4.2 Gas. The provisions of the 2012 ((2009)) International Fuel Gas Code, and
where applicable, the 2012 ((2009)) National Fuel Gas Code (NFPA 54) and the 2012
((2009)) Liquefied Petroleum Gas Code (NFPA 58) adopted under WAC Chapter 51-52.
[A] 101.4.3 Mechanical. The provisions of the 2012 ((2009)) International Mechanical
Code WAC Chapter 51-52 shall apply to the installation, alterations, repairs, and
replacement of mechanical systems, including equipment, appliances, fixtures, fittings,
and/or appurtenances, including ventilating, heating, cooling, air-conditioning, and
refrigeration and refrigeration systems, incinerators, and other energy-related systems.
[A] 101.4.4 Plumbing. Where referenced as the International Plumbing Code shall be
replaced with the 2012 ((2009)) Uniform Plumbing Code. The provisions of the 2012
((2009)) Uniform Plumbing Code, WAC Chapter 51-56 ((and 51-57), including
Appendices A, B and I and exclude Chapters 12 and 15, and those requirements relating
to venting and combustion air or fuel fired appliances as found in Chapter 5. The
Uniform Plumbing Code shall apply to the installation, alteration, repair, and replacement
of plumbing systems, including equipment, appliances, fixtures, fittings, and
appurtenances, and where connected to a water or sewage system and all aspects of a
medical gas system. The authority having jurisdiction for regulation of private sewage
disposal systems is the Snohomish Health District. The construction and installation of
side sewers, water meter services, water, or sewer mains, or other related construction are
also governed by the current adopted edition of the Snohomish Public Works Standards.
Where, in any specific case, different sections of this code or other codes and standards
adopted by the City specify different materials, methods of construction, or other
requirements, the most restrictive shall govern. Where a conflict exists between the
provisions of Appendix I and the manufacturer’s installation instructions, the conditions
of the listing and manufacturer’s installation instructions shall apply. Where there is a
conflict between a general requirement and a specific requirement, the specific
requirement shall be applicable. [Note: Reflects language updates in the 2012 UPC]
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[A]101.4.5 ((International)) Property Maintenance ((Code)) The provisions of the 2012
International Property Maintenance Code shall apply to all existing residential and
nonresidential structures and all existing premises and constitute minimum requirements
and standards for premises, structures, equipment and facilities for light, ventilation,
space, heating, sanitation, protection from the elements, life safety, safety from fire and
other hazards, and for safe and sanitary maintenance; the responsibility of owners,
operators and occupants; the occupancy of existing structures and premises, and for the
administration, enforcement and penalties. ((is adopted by reference in SMC 19.04.090.
The City enforces multiple types of infractions under various Snohomish Municipal
Codes. To enable unification of the processes for enforcement the provisions of the
International Property Maintenance Code may be used.)) [Note: Reflects language from
the 2012 IPMC]
[A] 101.4.6 Fire Prevention. The provisions of the 2012 ((2009)) International Fire Code,
WAC Chapter 51-54A, shall apply to matters affecting or relating to structures; processes
and premises from the hazard of fire and explosion arising from the storage, handling or
use of structures, materials or devices; from conditions hazardous to life, property, or
public welfare in the occupancy of structures or premises; and from the construction,
extension, repair, alteration, or removal of fire suppression and alarm systems or fire
hazards in the structure or on the premises from occupancy or operation. Where, in any
specific case, different sections of this code or other codes and standards adopted by the
City specify different requirements, the most restrictive shall govern. Where there is a
conflict between a general requirement and a specific requirement, the specific
requirement shall apply.
[A] 101.4.7 Energy. The provisions of the 2012 International Energy Conservation Code
of the State of Washington adopted under WAC 51-11C and 51-11R shall apply to
commercial and residential building sites and associated systems and shall be the
maximum and minimum energy code for residential construction in each city, town or
county. The 2012 International Energy Conservation Code of the State of Washington is
also referred to as the 2012 Washington State Energy Code. This code shall regulate the
design and construction of buildings for the effective use and conservation of energy over
the useful life of each building and is intended to provide flexibility to permit the use of
innovative approaches and techniques to achieve this objective. This code is not intended
to abridge safety, health or environmental requirements contained in other applicable
codes or ordinances. Where conflicts arise, the provisions of WAC 51-11C and 51-11R
shall govern. ((Where referenced as the International Energy Code shall mean the 2009
Washington State Energy Code and shall apply to all matters governing the design and
construction of buildings for energy efficiency. Where conflicts arise, the provisions of
the Washington State Energy Code shall govern.)) [Note: Reflects new adoption of the
2012 International Energy Conservation Code energy and respective language]
Section [A] 103.3 Deputies is amended to add the following paragraphs:
Snohomish County Fire District #4, Chief Fire Officer or their designee, under the
direction of the Building/Fire Official, is authorized and deputized to enforce the
provisions of the fire and life safety requirements of this code. It shall be recognized that
the City retains jurisdiction in all matters relating to the adopted codes.
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Snohomish Police Department, the Police Chief or their designee, under the direction of
the Building/Fire Official, is authorized and deputized to assist in the enforcement of this
code, including but not limited to assisting in the enforcement of Notices of Violations
and/or Orders issued by the Building/Fire Official, Courts, or other jurisdictional powers.
Section [A] 105.1 – Permits is amended to read as follows:
Section [A]105.1 Required. Except as specified in SMC 19.04.036, any owner or
authorized agent who intends to construct, enlarge, alter, repair, move, demolish, or
change the occupancy of a building or structure, or to erect, install, enlarge, alter, repair,
remove, convert, or replace any electrical, gas, mechanical, or plumbing system, the
installation of which is regulated by this code, or to cause any such work to be done, shall
first submit a complete permit application with the City and obtain the required permit.
Section [A] 105.1.1 Annual Permit is not adopted.
Section [A] 105.1.2 Annual Permit Records is not adopted.
Section [A105.5 Expiration is amended by the addition of the following section:
Section [A] 105.5.1. Detailed provisions for when a permit is considered valid, expired,
and renewal requirements are provided in SMC 19.04.180, 19.04.181, 19.04.182 and
19.04.183.
Section [A] 107.1 Submittal Documents is amended by the addition of the following
paragraph:
The applicant may be required to provide a survey of the property at the time of
submittal. The survey shall be prepared by a surveyor, licensed by the State of
Washington to perform such work. Where there is insufficient information regarding,
including but not limited to, a legal lot, property lines, easements, rights of way, or other
requirements of the Snohomish Municipal Code, a survey shall be required. The costs of
the survey shall be borne by the permit applicant.
Section [A] 109.6 Refunds is amended by the addition of the following sentence:
The provisions applicable to refunds shall be in accordance with SMC 19.04.235.
Section [A] 110.3 Required Inspections is amended to read:
Section [A] 110.3 Required Inspections. The Building/Fire Official or their designee,
upon notification, shall make the inspections set forth in Sections 110.3.1 through
110.3.12. It shall be the duty of the permit holder or their authorized agent including
person(s) performing the work to request required inspections in a timely manner and as
the work progresses. For inspection requirements, process and penalties see Section
19.04.039. This duty is extended and applicable to all required inspections within the
adopted referenced codes.
40

City Council Meeting
December 3, 2013

ACTION ITEM 6b
[A] 110.3.1 Footing and Foundation Inspection. Footing and foundation inspections
shall be made after excavations for footings are complete and any required
reinforcing steel is in place. For concrete foundations, any required forms, reinforcing
steel, anchor bolts, or hold-downs shall be in place prior to inspection. Materials for
the foundation shall be on the job, except where concrete is ready mixed in
accordance with ASTM C 94, the concrete need not be on the job.
[A] 110.3.2 Concrete Slab and Under-Floor inspection. Concrete slab and under-floor
inspections shall be made after in-slab or under-floor reinforcing steel and building
service equipment, conduit, piping accessories, insulation, and other ancillary
equipment items are in place, but before any concrete is placed or floor sheathing
installed, including the sub-floor.
[A] 110.3.3 Lowest Floor Elevation. In flood hazard areas, upon placement of the
lowest floor, including the basement, and prior to further vertical construction, the
elevation certification required in Section 1612.5 shall be submitted to the
Building/Fire Official.
[A] 110.3.4 ((Exterior)) Shear Walls. Includes interior and/or exterior wall frame
construction, covering, nailing, anchor bolt, or hold-down placement prior to placing
permanent exterior or interior wall covering. Alternate brace wall construction is
considered part of this required inspection.
[A] 110.3.5 Frame Inspection. Framing inspections shall be made after the roof deck,
or sheathing, all framing, fire-blocking and bracing are in place; and pipes, chimneys,
ducts, and vents to be concealed are complete; and the rough electrical, plumbing,
heating ((wires)), pipes and ducts are approved. Interior shear walls may ((to)) be
inspected either prior to or at the time of this inspection. The rough electrical is to be
inspected and approved by the Washington State Department of Labor and Industries
– Electrical Division prior to receiving a framing inspection by the City of
Snohomish.
[A] 110.3.6 Fire and smoke-resistant penetrations. Protection of joints and
penetrations in fire-resistance-rated assemblies, smoke barriers and smoke partitions
shall not be concealed from view until inspected and approved. [Note: renumbered in
the 2012 edition)
[A] 110.3.7((6)) Insulation Placement. Insulation inspection shall be made after
placement of batt or other insulation to exterior walls, floors, attics, or other
conditioned space. Baffles in attic spaces, under-floor where vents are placed in rim
joists. An insulation certificate shall be on site at the time the final inspection is
conducted.
[A] 110.3.8((7)) Lath and Gypsum Board Inspection. Lath and gypsum board
inspections shall be made after lathing and gypsum board, interior and exterior, is in
place, but before any plastering is applied or gypsum board joints and fasteners are
taped and finished.
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((110.3.8 Fire and Smoke Resistant Penetrations. Protection of joints and penetrations
in fire resistance rated assemblies, smoke barriers, and smoke partitions shall not be
concealed from view until inspected and approved.)) [Note: Renumbered to 110.3.6]
[A] 110.3.9 Energy Efficiency Inspections. As required by the International Energy
Conservation Code of the State of Washington ((State Energy Code)) as adopted
under RCW Chapter 19.27.
[A] 110.3.10 Other Inspections. In addition to the inspections specified above, the
Building/Fire Official is authorized to make or require other inspections of any
construction work to ascertain compliance with the provisions of this code and other
laws that are enforced by the department of building safety.
[A] 110.3.11 Special Inspections. For special inspections, see IBC Chapter 1704. The
Building/Fire Official shall also be notified when work requiring special inspection is
ready for inspection to ensure compliance with adopted codes. IBC Chapter 1704
does not negate required inspections by the Building/Fire Official.
[A] 110.3.12 Final Inspection. The final inspection shall be made after all work
required by the building permit is completed. Prior to requesting a final inspection by
the Building/Fire Official, the permit holder or their authorized agent shall obtain the
following inspections: ((A final electrical inspection and approval by the Washington
State Department of Labor and Industries – Electrical Division is required prior to
calling for a final inspection by the City of Snohomish. Where requirements by other
City Departments or Agencies are imposed, approval by the specific department or
agency must be obtained prior to requesting final inspection by this Department.))
[Note: Reflects Flood Hazard Documentation language added in the 2012 edition of
the code, requirements numbered for clarity]
1) A final electrical inspection and approval by the Washington State Department of
Labor and Industries – Electrical Division; and
2) A final inspection and approval of any requirements imposed by a City
Department(s) or Agency as a condition of project approval; and where applicable
3) Flood Hazard Documentation. Where located in a designated flood hazard area,
documentation of the elevation of the lowest floor as required in Section 1612.5.
Section [A] 111.3 Temporary Occupancy is amended by the addition of the following
paragraph:
All requirements imposed or conditions of permit approval must be completed and
approved by the City before the Building/Fire Official will grant occupancy of a building
or structure. Temporary certificates of occupancy or temporary occupancy will not be
approved by the Building/Fire Official without first obtaining the approval of the
Planning and Development Services Director or City Manager.
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Section 113 – Titled Board of Appeals is hereby amended to read:
Section [A] 113 – Appeal of Orders, Decisions or Determinations to City Land Use
Hearing Examiner.
Section [A] 113.1 General is amended to read as follows:
Section [A] 113.1 General. In order to hear and decide appeals of orders, decisions or
determinations made by the Building/Fire Official relative to the application and
interpretation of this code, shall be made in writing to the City Land Use Hearing
Examiner. Appeals shall be in accordance with Section 19.04.310. ((by the appellant
pursuant to SMC 19.04.035.))
Section [A] 113.2 Limitation on Authority. An appeal shall be based on a claim that the
true intent of this code or the rules legally adopted there under have been incorrectly
interpreted, the provisions of this code do not fully apply, or an equally code or better
form of construction is proposed. The Hearing Examiner shall have no authority to
waive requirements of this code. [Note: Reflects language updates in the 2012 codes]
Section [A] 114 Violations.
Section [A] 114.4 Violation Penalties is amended to read as follows:
Section [A] 114.4 Violation Penalties. Any person who violates a provision of this code
or fails to comply with any of the requirements thereof or who erects, constructs, alters,
or repairs a building or structure, occupies or uses a building or structure in violation of
this code, or fails to comply with the approved construction documents including any
conditions for approval, or directive of the Building/Fire official, or a permit or certificate
issued under the provisions of this code shall be subject to penalties as prescribed in SMC
19.04.520.
Section [A] 115 Stop Work Order.
Section [A] 115.3 is deleted and replaced by the following:
Section [A] 115.3 Unlawful Continuance. Any person who shall continue any work after
having been served with a stop work order, except where a person is directed by the
Building/Fire Official to perform work to remove a violation or unsafe condition, shall be
subject to the penalties as prescribed in SMC 19.04.520.
Section 117 Relocated or Moved Building(s) is hereby added to read as follows:
Section 117.1 Relocated or Moved Buildings. Relocated or moved buildings or structures
shall comply with the provisions of this code ((section)). A building permit is required to
relocate or move a building(s) into or out of the City of Snohomish. The Building/Fire
Official may not require compliance with all energy efficient standards where
interior/exterior wall coverings are not removed, or other requirements for new
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construction except where the scope of work is considered a substantial improvement
under SMC 19.04.038. Relocated or moved buildings shall meet the provisions of SMC
Title 14 Land Use Code.
Section 117.2 Scope of Work. Requirements based on the scope of work may be
determined on a case by case basis prior to issuance of the building permit.
Section 117.3 Structural Evaluation. Relocated or moved buildings shall be evaluated by
a structural engineer licensed by the State of Washington to perform such work prior to
the relocation or moving of a building. The Structural Engineer shall provide the
Building/Fire Official with a written evaluation that includes: any existing structural
defects that would prevent the proposed structure from being moved, temporary or
permanent measures needed to make the structure sound to facilitate the move/relocation,
and permanent structural corrections to make the structure occupiable. ((findings
provided to the Building/Fire Official. Buildings which are determined to be structural
unsound shall not be relocated or moved until the building can be made structurally
sound.)) Buildings which are determined to be structural unsound shall not be relocated
or moved until the building can be made structurally sound. [Note: Clarify requirements]
Section [F] 501.5 Fire District - Electronic/CAD Plan Set is hereby added to read as follows:
Section [F] 501.5 Fire District - Electronic/Cad Plan Set. Prior to final approval and
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy for new construction and substantial
improvements, the permit holder or their authorized agent shall provide the Fire District
with an electronic/CAD plan set on a format utilized by the Fire District. The electronic
plan set shall contain detailed site plans, floor plans, fire protection/suppression systems,
exiting systems, fire fighter hazards, fire hydrant locations and valves, fire department
connections and locations of any and all fire department emergency communication
equipment, or other information as required by the Fire District. The building and/or
property owner is responsible for providing updated electronic/CAD plan sets upon
changes in occupancy, tenant improvement, or changes to the site.
Section 504.2 Automatic Sprinkler System Increase is amended by revising the exceptions to
read as follows:
Exceptions:
1. Buildings or portions of buildings, classified as a Group I-2 Occupancy of Type IIB,
III, IV, or V construction.
2. Buildings or portions of, classified as a Group H-1, H-2, H-3, or H-5.
3. Fire resistance rating substitution in accordance with Table 601, note d.
4. Where the automatic sprinkler system is required due to the lack of available water
supply for firefighting purposes or emergency response apparatus access is not
provided in accordance Section [F] 503.2.
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Section [F] 504.3 Stairway Access to Roof is amended to read as follows:
Section [F] 504.3 Stairway Access to Roof. New buildings three or more stories above
grade plane, except those with a roof slope greater than four units vertical in 12 units
horizontal (33.3 percent slope), shall be provided with a stairway to the roof. Stairway
access to the roof shall be in accordance with Section 1009.12. Such stairway shall be
marked at street and floor levels with a sign indicating that the stairway continues to the
roof. Where roofs are used for roof gardens or for other purposes, stairways shall be
provided as required for such occupancy classification.
Section [F] 505.1((2)) Premises Identification is amended by the addition of the following
paragraph:
Letters or numbers shall be a minimum of six inches high (6 inches, 78 mm) for
residential and a minimum of twelve inches (12 inches) high for commercial. Note: For
the purposes of adoption, an error in the published edition of the International Building
Code references a section of the International Fire Code that is incorrect, namely Section
[F] 501.2. Until the published edition of the International Building Code (IBC) is
corrected, this paragraph shall also amend the erroneous section referenced as [F] 501.2,
as published.
Section 901.2.1 Key Boxes is hereby added to read as follows:
Section 901.2.1 Key Boxes. A key box shall be installed on all buildings, occupancies, or
premises that are equipped with a fire protection system, and all other buildings or
appurtenances where immediate access may be necessary. The key box shall be of ((an
approved)) the type approved by the Fire District. The key box shall be ((and)) installed
in a location recommended by the District, and shall contain keys necessary to gain
access. The model number and type shall be determined by the Fire District. (((See also
reference 09 IFC Section 506).)) [Note: Reference to IFC Section 506 no longer needed]
Exceptions: 1) Single family residences not used as bed and breakfast.
Section [F] 903 Automatic Sprinkler Systems.
Section [F] 903.1 General is deleted and replaced by the following:
Section [F] 903.1 General. An automatic sprinkler system shall be installed in all
occupancies where the total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more regardless of fire
barriers or fire walls and where specifically required in the code based on construction
type, occupancy or use. For the purposes of this section, fire barriers or fire walls shall
not be used to define separate buildings or uses. Where the code requirements for
automatic sprinkler systems are more restrictive than this section, the more restrictive
requirements shall govern. Additional requirements are also located in the SMC
19.04.070 Section 508.1.1.
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Sections [F] 903.2.1.1 through [F] 903.2.10.1 are amended to read as follows:
Section [F] 903.2.1.1 Group A-1. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided for
Group A-1 occupancies where one of the following conditions exists:
1. The total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section [F] 903.1.
2. The occupant load is 300 or more.
3. The occupancy is located on a floor other than a level of exit discharge serving such
occupancies.
4. The occupancy contains a multi-theater complex.
Section [F] 903.2.1.2 Group A-2. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided for
Group A-2 occupancies where one of the following conditions exists:
1. The total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section [F] 903.1.
2. The occupant load is 100 or more.
3. The occupancy is located on a floor other than a level of exit discharge serving such
occupancies.
Section [F] 903.2.1.3 Group A-3. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided for
Group A-3 occupancies where one of the following conditions exists:
1. The total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section [F] 903.1.
2. The occupant load is 300 or more.
3. The occupancy is located on a floor other than a level of exit discharge serving such
occupancies.
Section [F] 903.2.1.4 Group A-4. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided for
Group A-4 occupancies where one of the following conditions exists:
1. The total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section [F] 903.1.
2. The occupant load is 300 or more.
3. The occupancy is located on a floor other than a level of exit discharge serving such
occupancies.
Section [F] 903.2.1.5 Group A-5. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided in
concession stands, retail areas, press boxes, and other accessory use areas in excess of
1,000 square feet regardless of fire barriers or fire walls.
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Section 903.2.1.6 Nightclubs. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided
throughout Group A-2 Nightclubs as defined in this code. ((An automatic sprinkler
system shall be provided throughout Group A-2 Nightclubs, regardless of gross floor
areas and where the established occupant load exceeds 100 and may establish an
occupant load based on the observed use of the occupancy in accordance with Table
1004.1.1.)) [Note: Reflects language update in 2012 codes]
Section [F] 903.2.2 Group B and Ambulatory Care Facilities. An automatic sprinkler
system shall be provided for Group B occupancies and ((Group B)) A((a))mbulatory
((health)) C((c))are F((f))acilities where one of the following conditions exists: [Note:
Reflects language update in 2012 codes]
1. The total gross floor area of the Group B Occupancy as defined in Section 304 except
Ambulatory Care Facilities is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section [F] 903.1.
2. Ambulatory Care Facilities shall be provided with an automatic sprinkler system
regardless of floor area or location.
((2. The occupant load is 100 or more.
3. The occupancy is located on a floor other than the level of exit discharge.
4. Four or more care recipients are incapable of self preservation.))
Section [F] 903.2.3 Group E. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided in all
Group E occupancies. This requirement includes:
1. Throughout existing Group E occupancies where substantial improvements or
substantial damage has or is occurring.
2. Portable classrooms where a cluster of classrooms exceeds 5,000 square feet, and
clusters of portable school classrooms shall be separated as required in Chapter 5 of
the Building Code.
3. Portable classrooms regardless of floor area shall be provided with a UL listed
monitored fire alarm system, and shall be interconnected to the fire alarm system of
permanent buildings such that upon activation will cause the entire fire alarm system
to initiate.
4. A minimum water supply and fire flow meeting the requirements of International Fire
Code Appendix B shall be required.
Exceptions: Portable school classrooms, provided: 1) The aggregate area of clusters
of portable classrooms does not exceed 5,000 square feet. 2) Cluster of portable
classrooms shall be separated as required in Chapter 5. 3) Each portable classroom is
equipped with a monitored, automatic fire alarm system interconnected to the main
fire alarm control panel.
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Section [F] 903.2.4 Group F. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided for all
Group F occupancies regardless of floor area, fire barriers, or fire walls, including the
manufacturing or storage of upholstered furniture and mattresses. [Note: Reflects updated
language in 2012 code]
Section [F] 903.2.4.1 Woodworking Operations. An automatic sprinkler system shall
be provided throughout all occupancies that contain woodworking operations in
excess of 2,500 square feet in area which generate finely divided combustible waste or
use finely divided combustible materials.
Exceptions:
1. Where the scope of woodworking operations presents a fire hazard, an automatic
sprinkler system may be required regardless of floor area.
2. Where existing woodworking operations are found to present a fire hazard and the
fire hazard cannot be reduced or eliminated based on the scope of the operation, an
automatic sprinkler system may be required regardless of floor area.
Section [F] 903.2.5 Group H. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided for all
Group H occupancies regardless of floor area, fire barriers, or fire walls. Where buildings
or structures contain an H occupancy, they shall also be provided with an automatic
sprinkler system. The design of the sprinkler system shall not be less than that required
by this code for the occupancy hazard classifications in accordance with Table 903.2.5.2.
Where the design area of the sprinkler system consists of a corridor protected by one row
of sprinklers, the maximum number of sprinklers required to be calculated is 13.
[F] Table 903.2.5.2
Group H Sprinkler Design Criteria
Location

Occupancy Hazard Classification

Fabrication Areas
Service Corridors
Storage rooms without dispensing
Storage rooms with dispensing
Corridors

Ordinary Hazard Group 2
Ordinary Hazard Group 2
Ordinary Hazard Group 2
Extra Hazard Group 2
Ordinary Hazard Group 2

Section [F] 903.2.5.3 Pyroxylin Plastics. An automatic sprinkler system shall be
provided in buildings, or portions thereof, where cellulose nitrate film or pyroxylin
plastics are manufactured, stored, or handled in quantities exceeding 100 pounds (45
kg).
Section [F] 903.2.6 Group I. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided throughout
all buildings containing Group I occupancies regardless of floor area, fire barriers, or fire
walls.
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((Section [F] 903.2.6.1 Group LC. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided
throughout all buildings containing Group LC occupancies regardless of floor area,
fire barriers, or fire walls.)) [Note: Previous State amendment no longer needed]
Section [F] 903.2.7 Group M. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided
throughout all buildings containing Group M occupancies regardless of floor area, fire
barriers, or fire walls, including Group M occupancies used for the display and sale of
upholstered furniture.
Section [F] 903.2.7.1 High-Piled Storage. An automatic sprinkler system shall be
provided in accordance with the International Fire Code where storage of merchandise
is in high piled or rack storage arrays. Where high piled storage is provided in other
occupancies, regardless of floor area, an automatic sprinkler system shall be required.
Section [F] 903.2.8 Group R. An automatic sprinkler system installed in accordance with
Section 903.3 shall be provided throughout all buildings with a Group R occupancy
regardless of floor area, fire barriers, or fire walls.
Section [F] 903.2.9 Group S-1. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided
throughout all buildings containing Group S-1 occupancy where one of the following
exists:
1. The total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section [F] 903.1.
2. A Group S-1 is located more than three stories above grade plane.
3. A Group S-1 occupancy used for the storage of upholstered furniture or mattresses
exceeds 2,500 square feet. [Note: Reflects updated language in 2012 codes]
Section [F] 903.2.9.1 Repair Garages. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided
throughout all buildings used as repair garages where:
1. The total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section [F]
903.1.
2. Buildings with a repair garage servicing vehicles parked in the basement.
3. Used for the repair or storage of vehicles including commercial trucks and buses.
Section [F] 903.2.9.2 Bulk Storage of Tires. An automatic sprinkler system shall be
provided throughout all buildings where bulk storage of tires occurs regardless of
gross floor area, fire barriers, or fire walls. The automatic sprinkler system shall be
designed for the highest hazard.
Section [F] 903.2.10 Group S-2. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided
throughout all buildings classified as enclosed parking garages in accordance with
Section 406.4 or where located beneath other groups.
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Exception: Enclosed parking garages located beneath R-3 occupancy as applicable in
section 101.2.
Section [F] 903.2.10.1 Commercial Parking Garages. An automatic sprinkler system
shall be provided throughout all buildings used as commercial parking, including
storage of commercial trucks and buses pursuant to Section [F] 903.1.
Section [F] 903.2.11.3 Buildings of Three Stories or 55 feet in Height or More is amended to
read as follows:
Section [F] 903.2.11.3 Buildings of Three Stories or 35 feet in Height or More. An
automatic sprinkler system shall be installed throughout buildings that are three stories or
35 feet or more in height above the lowest level of fire department vehicle access.
Exceptions: 1. Airport control towers.
Section [F] 903.3.1.3 NFPA 13D Sprinkler Systems is amended to read as follows:
Section [F] 903.3.1.3 NFPA 13D Sprinkler Systems. Where allowed, automatic sprinkler
systems in one and two family dwellings may comply with NFPA 13D provided the fire
sprinkler system has a separate tap to the water main, and is not part of the domestic
water supply or plumbing to or within the dwelling.
Section [F] 903.3.5 Water Supplies is amended to read:
Section [F] 903.3.5 Water Supplies. Water supplies for automatic sprinkler systems shall
comply with this section:
1. The automatic sprinkler system water supply shall have a separate tap to the City
Water Main, and shall not be used in conjunction with, or part of, or as a domestic
water service.
2. Where a dedicated fire main is provided, domestic water service or other potable
water use connections shall be prohibited.
3. Where required fire flow demand exceeds the available water supply provided by the
water purveyor, the applicant may be required to upgrade, extend, or construct the
purveyors water mains to provide fire flow including the installation of additional
hydrants or looping of water mains, except where regulated elsewhere. Where
automatic sprinkler systems are installed, the required fire flow demand may be
reduced by fifty percent (50%) provided the available water supply can still provide
the reduced fire flow demand.
4. Where the automatic sprinkler system, water supply shut off valves are installed or
located below grade, a valve cover lid shall be provided and shall be accessible at all
times. The valve cover lid shall be permanently marked with letters that read “Fire
Sprinkler,” and be permanently marked with red paint.
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Section [F] 903.3.5.1 Domestic Services is amended to read as follows:
Section [F] 903.3.5.1 Domestic Services. Domestic water services shall not be used for
the water supply for the automatic sprinkler system.
Section [F] 903.3.5.1.2 Residential Combination Services is amended to read as follows:
Section [F] 903.3.5.1.2 Residential Combination Services. Where allowed, residential
combination services that provide both residential domestic services and automatic
sprinkler system supply shall be plumbed so that termination, shut-off, maintenance, or
removal of the residential domestic water service shall not impair or prevent operation of
the automatic sprinkler system. In any case, water supply for the automatic sprinkler
system shall not supply or be capable of supplying residential domestic services,
especially where the residential domestic water service has been interrupted by
termination, shut-off, maintenance, or removal. Combination services shall be regulated
as a required automatic sprinkler system and subject to the penalty section, including
termination of occupancy until such time the system is brought into compliance.
Section [F] 903.3.7 Fire Department Connections (FDC) is hereby added to read as follows:
Section [F] 903.3.7 Fire Department Connections (FDC). Fire department connections
shall be a minimum distance of 50 feet from the building it serves. Where lot size may
not allow the minimum distance to be met, an alternative location may be considered.
The location of the FDC shall be approved by both the Building/Fire Official and the Fire
District. Fire hose thread and fittings used in connection with or part of an automatic
sprinkler system shall be as prescribed by the Fire District.
Section [F] 903.3.7.1 Locking Fire Department Connection (FDC) Caps. Locking
FDC caps are required on all fire department connections. The locking cap shall be of
the type approved by Fire District #4.
Section [F] 903.3.7.2 Existing Fire Department Connections (FDC) Caps. Where
existing fire department connections are found to be unsecured, locking FDC caps
shall be installed. Prior to installation of the locking FDC caps, the property owner
shall have the FDC line flushed to ensure any or all obstructions are removed. The
work shall be performed by a person, firm, or corporation licensed by the State of
Washington to perform work on fire sprinkler systems. A written certification report
indicating the FDC line is clear and operational shall be forwarded to the City.
Section [F] 907.1 Fire Alarm and Detection Systems Requirements, General is amended to
read as follows:
Section [F] 907.1 General. All occupancies hereinafter constructed, substantially
damaged or improved, which exceed 3,000 square feet of gross floor area, and single
family residences with bed and breakfast rooms regardless of floor area, shall be provided
with a UL listed, monitored and approved automatic fire detection system. Where the
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occupancies listed under Section 907 require automatic fire detection systems/fire alarm
systems more restrictive than 3,000 square feet, the most restrictive requirement shall
govern. For the purposes of this subsection, the total gross floor area shall be based on
the completed, attached building, regardless of any fire barriers or fire walls. [Note:
Clarifying language]
Where required under Section [F] 907 to install manual devices, those sections shall be
amended to read both automatic and manual devices for the purposes of this section.
Exceptions:
1. Single Family Residences not used as bed and breakfast rooms.
2. Except where required, buildings containing compliant fire sprinkler systems may be
allowed to omit area smoke detectors.
((Section [F] 907.2.6.4 LC Occupancies is hereby added to read as follows:
Section [F] 907.2.6.4 LC Occupancies. Licensed care occupancies shall install an
automatic fire detection system regardless of floor area, fire barriers, or firewalls. Other
fire protection requirements may be required.)) [Note: State amendment no longer
needed]
19.04.041 International Building/Residential Code – Exception – Residential Use Structures
less than one hundred twenty square feet. A structure less than one hundred twenty square
feet in size, designed for use as a storage or tool shed, may be placed on a legal lot in Snohomish
without a building permit provided the following provisions are met:
A. Applicable provisions of SMC Title 14 Land Use Code.
B. The structure does not create a fire and life safety hazard by virtue of the use, and a minimum
6 foot clearance is provided between combustible construction and the structure.
C. The structure will not be fastened to a permanent foundation.
D. Only one unpermitted residential use structure shall be allowed on a legal lot unless allowed
elsewhere.
19.04.042 International Building/Residential Code – Non-Residential Use Structures –
Other Requirements. A permit is required for structures used for but not limited to, espresso
stands, temporary construction trailers, and similar uses, and the following provisions met:
A. The site and proposed structure shall comply with all applicable provisions of SMC Title 14.
B. The structure shall be connected to City of Snohomish water, sewer, and storm utilities
including payment of applicable connection fees, and subject to applicable provisions of the
City of Snohomish Public Works Standards.
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C. Applicable provisions of the International Building, Fire, Mechanical, Uniform Plumbing
Code, and the International Energy Conservation Code for the State of Washington. ((State
Energy Code.)) [Note: Reflects updated language in 2012 codes]
D. Fees as established by City Council resolution.
19.04.050 International Residential Code and Appendices Adopted by Reference with
Amendments. WAC Chapter 51-51. The 2012 ((2009)) edition of the International
Residential Code as published by the International Code Council is hereby adopted as amended
herein and including Appendix Chapter G, H and K. Adoption includes fees as established by
City Council resolution. [Note: Reflects updated language in 2012 codes]
Section [EB] R102.7 Existing Buildings is amended to read as follows:
Section R102.7 Existing Buildings. The legal occupancy of any structure existing on the
date of adoption of this code shall be permitted to continue without change, except as is
specifically adopted, regulated under other requirements of the Snohomish Municipal
Code, or as deemed necessary by the Building/Fire Official for the general safety and
welfare of the occupants and the public.
Section R102.7.1 Additions. Alterations or repairs to any structure shall conform to
that required for a new structure and SMC 19.04.038. Additions, alterations, or
repairs shall not cause an existing structure to become unsafe or adversely affect the
performance of the building.
Section [EB] R110.2 Change of Use is amended to read as follows:
Section R110.2 Change of Use. Changes in the character or use of an existing structure
shall not be made without approval of the Building/Fire Official in accordance with the
applicable adopted codes or other regulations of the Snohomish Municipal Code.
Depending on the change of use, the existing structure may be required to meet the
provisions of the International Building Code.
19.04.060 Uniform Plumbing Code and Appendices ((Standards)) Adopted by Reference
with Amendments. WAC Chapters 51-56. ((and 51-57.)) The 2012 ((2009)) edition of the
Uniform Plumbing Code and Standards, as published by the International Association of
Plumbing and Mechanical Officials, excluding Chapter 12 and 15 and those requirements
relating to venting and combustion air or fuel fired appliances as found in Chapter 5, is hereby
adopted including Appendix Chapters A, B, D, E, I, L. Adoption includes fees as established by
City Council resolution. [Note: Standards are part of the code now, and separate adoption not
required]
((The following subsection is added to Section 102.3 Violations and Penalties))
((Section 102.3.3. Violations and Penalties. Violations and penalties shall be in
accordance with SMC 19.04.520.)) [Note: Revisions to Section 102.3, 102.4 and 102.5
reflect section renumbering in the 2012 code]
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Section 102.3 Board of Appeals is amended to read as follows:
Section 102.3 Appeals of Orders, Decisions or Determinations to City Land Use Hearing
Examiner. All persons shall have the right to appeal a decision of the Building/Fire
Official. Appeals shall be made to the City Land Use Hearing Examiner in accordance
with SMC 19.04.035 and SMC 19.04.310.
Section 102.3.1 Limitations of Authority. The City Land Use hearing Examiner shall
have no authority relative to interpretation of the administrative provisions of this
code, nor shall they be empowered to waive requirements of this code.
((Section 102.4 Appeals is hereby added to read as follows:
Section 102.4 Appeals. All persons shall have the right to appeal a decision of the
authority having jurisdiction. Appeals shall be made to the City Land Use Hearing
Examiner in accordance with SMC 19.04.035.))
Section 102.5 Penalties is amended to read as follows:
Section 102.5 Penalties. A person, firm, or corporation violating a provision of this code
shall be subject to the penalty provisions of SMC 19.04.520.
Section 103.3.3((4)) Expiration is amended by adding the following sentence:
Expiration of permits shall be in accordance with SMC 19.04.180.
Section 103.4.1 Permit Fees is amended by adding the following sentence:
Permit fees shall be assessed as established by City Council resolution, Table 103.4 is not
adopted. [Note: Table 103.4 is a blank template that could be used to establish permit
fees. The City has established plumbing permit fees by Resolution, and is not proposing
any changes as part of this adoption]
[Note: The following reflect section renumbering in the 2012 editions]
Section 103.4.1((2)) Plan Review Fees is amended by adding the following the sentence:
Plan review fees shall be assessed as established by City Council resolution.
Section 103.4.4((5)) Fee Refunds is amended to read:
Section 103.4.4((5)) Fee Refunds. Fee refunds shall be in accordance with SMC
19.04.235.
Section 311((2)) Independent Systems is amended to read:
Section 311((2)) Independent Systems.
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Section 311((2)).1
Drainage Systems. Drainage systems of each new building and of
new work installed in any existing building shall be separate and independent from that
of any other building and when available, every building shall have an independent
connection to the public sewer or public storm system. Where public sewer is not
available, a connection to a private sewer may be permitted by the City Engineer,
provided that when the public sewer is available, the drainage system shall be connected
to the public sewer in accordance with the Snohomish Municipal Code. Connection fees
shall be as set forth by City Council resolution.
Section 311((2)).2
Domestic Potable Water and Fire Sprinkler Water Supply.
Domestic potable water and fire sprinkler systems water supply shall be separate and
independent of each other. A separate connection to the City public water supply shall be
required. Where existing domestic potable water has been plumbed into a fire sprinkler
system water supply, the connection shall be separated and plumbed to provide separate
and independent systems. Domestic potable water shall be connected to a City water
meter in accordance with the Snohomish Municipal Code.
Section 311((2)).3 Water Meters. The City may require separate water meter installation
and services on multi-family or multi-tenant use buildings including properties where a
condominium conversion has occurred. The costs of the installation and services shall be
in accordance with SMC Chapter 15.04 and shall be borne by the applicant/property
owners.
Section 311((2)).4 Reclaimed Water Systems. Where reclaimed water systems allow the
introduction of potable water, such as engineered car wash equipment; each system shall
be separate and independent of each other. The potable water system shall be protected
by the installation of an approved RPBA backflow assembly in accordance with SMC
Chapter 15.10. Piping for reclaimed water systems shall be labeled as “Non-Potable
Water” to avoid confusion.
Reclaimed water systems shall only be installed and used for lawn irrigation systems,
except that engineered car wash equipment that utilizes reclaimed water to reduce the
demand on the City water supply is permitted.
Section 504((5)).7 Expansion Tank is hereby added to read as follows:
Section 504((5)).7 Expansion Tanks. The installation of an expansion tank shall be
required for all hot water tanks, boilers, or other heating device of domestic potable water
hereinafter installed, moved, or replaced. A pressure regulator or check valve is installed
on the City supply side of the meter at the time of installation causing the water system to
become a closed system.
Section 603.2((1)) Approval of Devices or Assemblies is amended by adding the following
paragraph:
Tables 4-1 Relative Level of Protection, 4-2 Mandatory Service Isolation, 4-3
Recommended Service Isolation, and 4-4 Recommended Protection at Fixtures and
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Equipment as published by the Pacific Northwest Section, American Water Works
Association adopted under SMC Chapter 15.10 are hereby adopted by reference. Where
the Tables are more restrictive than the requirements of this code, the more restrictive
requirements shall govern.
Chapter 7 Sanitary Drainage is amended by adding the following paragraph:
Chapter 7
Sanitary Drainage
NOTE: Where the adopted Snohomish Public Work Standards or SMC Title 15 does not
provide design or regulatory requirements, this section will prevail. Where strict
adherence is not feasible, the City Engineer, upon written application, may approve
alternate methods of design and installation on a case by case basis. Where a conflict
arises between this Chapter and the Public Work Standards, the most restrictive shall
govern.
19.04.070 International Fire Code Adopted by Reference with Amendments. WAC Chapter
51-54A. The 2012 ((2009)) edition of the International Fire Code, published by the International
Code Council is adopted with the following amendments and including Appendix Chapters B, C,
D, E, F, G, H, I and K. Adoption includes fees as established by City Council resolution.
Section [A] 102.6 Historic Buildings is amended to read as follows:
Section [A] 102.6 Historic Buildings. The construction, alteration, repair, enlargement,
restoration, relocated or moved buildings or structures that are designated as historic
buildings by the State of Washington or local ordinance, when such buildings or
structures do not constitute a distinct hazard to life or property shall be in conformance
with the provisions of the applicable governing code. Where substantially damaged or
substantially improved, the requirements of SMC 19.04.038 may be used.
Section [A] 105.1.1 Permits Required is amended by adding the following paragraph:
The City may institute an annual certificate of occupancy. Upon implementation
occupancy permits shall be renewed annually and subject to an annual inspection. Fees
shall be established by City Council resolution.
Section [A] 105.7.12((11)) Private Fire Hydrants is amended to read: [Note: Reflects section
renumbering in the 2012 code]
Section [A] 105.7.12((11)) Private Fire Hydrants. All new fire hydrants and water mains
are required to be constructed within City easements or rights-of-way. Private fire
hydrants are generally discouraged. Where a private fire hydrant will be connected to a
City water main, a construction permit must be obtained and a City water meter installed
in accordance with SMC Chapter 15.04. The size of the water meter shall be no less than
a 6 inch water meter. The costs of the City water meter and monthly utility rate shall be
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established by City Council resolution or ordinance. An approved backflow prevention
assembly is required for all private fire hydrants. All private fire hydrants shall be
accessible to the Fire District or Water Purveyor at all times and are solely for the use of
fire protection activities.
Retroactive Application: When discovered, existing private fire hydrants may be required
to comply with this section at the discretion of the City Engineer.
Section [A] 106.2 Inspections is amended by adding the following paragraph:
Pursuant to Section 105.1.1, an annual operating permit and inspection may be conducted
for operations as set forth in Section 105.6. Upon implementation of the annual
Certificate of Occupancy/Annual Operating Permit program, fees collected may be used
to offset the costs of staffing, resources, and enforcement.
Section [A] 108.1 Board of Appeals is amended to read as follows:
Section [A] 108.1 Appeals to the Hearing Examiner. Appeals of Orders, Decisions or
Determinations shall be made to the City Land Use Hearing Examiner pursuant to SMC
19.04.035 and SMC 19.04.310.
Section [A] 111.4 Failure to Comply relative to stop work orders is amended to read:
Section [A] 111.4 Failure to Comply. Any person who shall continue any work after
having been served with a Stop Work Order, or other means of notification to Stop Work,
except such work as that person is directed to perform to remove a violation or unsafe
condition, shall be subject to SMC 19.04.520 Violation – Penalty – Effective.
Section 308.1.4 Open Flame Cooking Devices is adopted and amended to read as follows:
Section 308.1.4 Open Flame Cooking Devices. Charcoal burners and other open flame
cooking devices shall not be operated on combustible balconies or decks or within 10 feet
of combustible construction. This includes liquefied petroleum gas fired cooking devices
having LP gas containers with a water capacity greater than 2.5 pounds (nominal 1 pound
LP gas capacity).
Exceptions:
1. Detached one or two family ((Residential)) dwellings ((or units)), provided that the
cooking equipment and ignition sources are maintained and controlled in a safe
manner and does not create a fire and life safety hazard. [Note: Reflects language
update in 2012 code]
2. Where buildings, balconies, and decks are protected by an automatic fire sprinkler
system.
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Section 501.5 Electronic/CAD Plan Set is hereby added to read as follows:
Section 501.5 Fire Department Electronic/CAD Plan Set. Prior to final approval or
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, the Fire District shall be provided with an
electronic/CAD plan set. The CAD format shall be approved by the Fire District. The
plan set shall contain detailed site plans, floor plans, fire protection/suppression systems,
exiting systems, fire fighter hazards, fire hydrant locations and valves, fire department
connections and locations of any and all fire department emergency communication
equipment, or other information as required by the Fire District. The building and/or
property owner is responsible for providing updated electronic/CAD plan sets due to
changes in occupancy, tenant improvement, or changes to the site.
Section 502 Definition of Fire Apparatus Access Road is amended to read:
Emergency Response Apparatus Access Road. A road that provides emergency fire
apparatus or vehicle access from a fire station or police station to a facility, building, or
portion thereof. This is a general term inclusive of all other terms such as fire lane, public
street, private street, parking lot lane, and access roadway. Where the codes reference fire
department apparatus access, shall mean emergency response apparatus access.
Section 503 Fire Apparatus Access is adopted.
Section 503.2 Specifications is amended to read as follows:
Section 503.2 Specifications. Emergency response apparatus access roads shall be in
conformance with Sections 503.2.1 through 503.2.9, and in accordance with the
regulations based on the type of development pursuant to Section D104 Commercial and
Industrial Development; Section D105 Aerial Fire Apparatus Access Roads, Required;
Section D106 Multiple-Family Residential Development; and D107 One and Two Family
Dwelling Residential Development.
Section 503.2.1 Dimensions is amended to read as follows:
Section 503.2.1 Dimensions. Street design shall provide an unobstructed width of not less
than twenty (20) feet, exclusive of shoulders, except for approved security gates in
accordance with Sections 503.2.9 and 503.6, and an unobstructed vertical clearance of
not less than 14 feet. Street design methods for local access street designations shall be in
accordance with Section 503.2.1.1 and the provisions of this Chapter.
The purpose of this section is to allow performance-based requirements for street design
and emergency response apparatus access, to achieve the following purposes:
1. A reasonable level of life safety and property protection from the hazards of fire,
explosion, or dangerous conditions in new and existing buildings, structures, and
premises, and to provide safety to fire fighters and emergency responders during
emergency operations.
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2. On new and existing fire apparatus access roads required by and regulated by this
code, establish requirements consistent with nationally and internationally
recognized good practice for achieving a reasonable level of overall life safety, by
taking into account and balancing the need to prevent road traffic deaths and
injuries and the need to safeguard against the hazards of fire, explosions, and
other dangerous conditions.
Where an existing street is restricted or inaccessible due to terrain, grade, or
location for emergency response apparatus access, and cannot be brought into
conformance with this section, all buildings constructed that utilize the existing
street shall be provided with an automatic fire sprinkler system.
Section 503.2.1.1. Local Access Street Designation is hereby added to read as follows:
Section 503.2.1.1
Local Access Street Designation. In new development utilizing
local access streets where the curb to curb width is twenty-eight feet with parking on both
sides of the street, resulting in an unobstructed drivable width of twelve to fourteen feet,
shall provide dedicated emergency response apparatus access in accordance with the
following requirements:
A. At spaced intervals provided below, a minimum unobstructed drivable area that is
twenty-foot wide by forty foot long by the use of:
1. Designated Driveways. Side by side driveways or side by side driveways with a
landscape strip in between at spaced intervals every two hundred feet. Designated
driveways shall be provided with an approved method of demarcation and
maintained so that no encroachment into the emergency response apparatus access
can occur.
2. Designate No Parking Areas. Appropriately signed no parking areas at spaced
intervals of one hundred fifty feet. It is recognized that traffic cueing may utilize
this area.
3. Violations of this provision. The Snohomish Police Department is authorized to
issue traffic citations where violations of these provisions occur.
B. Street connectivity shall be accomplished by internal street grid systems or by
connection to the City’s street grid system in accordance with the following:
1. Street connections that intersect with other streets to form a street grid system at
spaced intervals every two hundred feet. Where buildings or structures are
provided with automatic fire sprinkler systems, the spaced intervals may be
increased to four hundred feet.
2. Street connection shall provide for primary and secondary emergency response
apparatus access and circulation.
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3. Remoteness Requirement. Depending on the type of development occurring,
where two independent separate emergency response apparatus access points are
required, they must be separate of each other by one half the diagonal distance of
the development. Where interior street grids directly intersect the City’s public
street grid system providing multiple separate and independent emergency
response apparatus access points, the provisions for remoteness are considered to
be met.
C. Fire Hydrants and Street Width Requirements. A twenty-six foot wide by forty foot
long clear unobstructed width shall be provided at fire hydrants for Emergency
Response Apparatus Access and operations.
1. Permitted temporary uses. Except for the first three feet around the fire hydrant,
combined mail box units placement may be permitted and temporary vehicular
traffic accessing the combined mail box units are allowed. Pursuant to the State of
Washington Traffic Code, vehicles that are permitted to load and unload may
utilize this area.
Section 503.2.2 Authority is amended to read as follows:
Section 503.2.2 Authority. The Building/Fire Official or Fire District shall have the
authority to require an increase in the minimum access widths where the street design is
inadequate for fire or rescue operations.
Section 503.2.3 Surface is amended to read as follows:
Section 503.2.3 Surface. Emergency response apparatus access roads shall be designed
and maintained to support the imposed loads of emergency response apparatus and shall
be surfaced to provide all-weather driving capabilities. The imposed load design shall be
capable of supporting 75,000 pounds.
Section 503.2.4 Turning Radius is amended to read as follows:
Section 503.2.4 Turning Radius. The required turning radius shall be no less than 25’,
except that cul-de-sacs, hammerheads, and wye turnarounds shall provide a minimum of
28’.
Section 503.2.5 Dead Ends is amended to read as follows:
Section 503.2.5 Dead Ends. Dead end emergency response apparatus access roads in
excess of 150 feet in length shall be provided with an approved area for turning
emergency response apparatus around. This shall be accomplished through an approved
cul-de-sac, hammerhead, or wye.
Section 503.2.6 Bridges and Elevated Surfaces is amended to read as follows:
Section 503.2.6 Bridges and Elevated Surfaces. Where a bridge or an elevated surface is
part of an emergency response apparatus access road, the bridge or elevated surface shall
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be constructed and maintained in accordance with AASHTO HB-17. Bridges and
elevated surfaces shall be designed for a live load sufficient to carry a minimum 75,000
pounds imposed loads. Vehicle load limits shall be posted at both entrances to bridges
when required by the Building/Fire Official. Where elevated surfaces designed for
emergency response apparatus or vehicle use are adjacent to surfaces which are not
designed for such use, approved barriers, approved signs, or both shall be installed and
maintained when required by the Building/Fire Official or Fire District.
Section 503.2.7 Grade is amended to read as follows:
Section 503.2.7 Grade. The grade of the emergency response apparatus access road shall
be no greater than ten (10) percent. Grades exceeding twelve percent (12) but no more
than fifteen (15) percent shall require all buildings or structures to be provided with an
automatic fire sprinkler system.
Section 503.2.8 Angles of Approach and Departures is amended to read as follows:
Section 503.2.8 Angles of Approach and Departures. The angles of approach and
departures for emergency response apparatus access roads shall be within the limits
established by the fire code official based on the fire department’s apparatus.
Section 503.2.9 Single or Multiple Points of Access and Security Gates is hereby added to
read as follows:
Section 503.2.9 Single or Multiple Points of Access and Security Gates. Pursuant to
Section 503.5 and Section 503.6, gates that obstruct emergency response, which includes
fire and law enforcement services, are required to be equipped with an approved means to
gain entry. Security gates that obstruct primary entrances shall be equipped with an
opticom receiver that will automatically open the gate when activated by fire and police
services opticom transmitters located within the emergency response apparatus
emergency lighting system. Where one or more security gates are installed on an
emergency response apparatus access, additional opticom receivers may be required.
Prior to final inspection, the applicant/property owner shall obtain approval from the Fire
District that the opticom receiver is operational. Opticom receivers shall be maintained
by the property owner, and the Fire District may request operational inspections to ensure
compliance. Security gates not required to have opticom receivers may utilize padlocks,
provided they are approved by the Fire District prior to being installed. Where water,
sewer, or storm utilities are constructed and dedicated to the City, the padlock shall be of
the type approved for use by the City Public Works Department.
Section 503.4 Obstruction of fire apparatus access roads is adopted.
Section 504.3 Stairway Access to Roof is amended to read:
Section 504.3 Stairway Access to Roof. New buildings three or more stories above grade
plane, except those with a roof slope greater than four units vertical in 12 units horizontal
(33.3 percent slope), shall be provided with a stairway to the roof. Stairway access to the
roof shall be in accordance with Section 1009.12. Such stairway shall be marked at street
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and floor levels with a sign indicating that the stairway continues to the roof. Where roofs
are used for roof gardens or for other purposes, stairways shall be provided as required
for such occupancy classification.
Section 505.1 Premises Identification is amended to read as follows:
Section 505.1 Premises Identification. Approved addresses shall be installed on all
buildings, and shall be clearly visible and legible from the street or roadway fronting the
property. Letters or numbers shall be a minimum of six inches high (6 inches, 78 mm) for
residential and a minimum of twelve inches (12 inches) high for commercial. Residential
and commercial letters and numbers shall have a minimum stroke width of 0.5 inch (12.7
mm) and shall be of a contrasting color to the background itself. On existing buildings
where the identification numbers or letters are being replaced or provided, they shall
comply with this section.
Section 507.1 Required Water Supply is amended to read as follows:
Section 507.1 Required Water Supply. An approved water supply capable of supplying
the required fire flow for fire protection shall be provided to premises upon which
facilities buildings or portions of buildings are hereafter constructed, substantially
improved or moved in or within the jurisdiction.
Section 507.1.1 City of Snohomish Water Comp Plan. The City’s water system is
being evaluated to determine fire flow areas under the Water Comp Plan. An
approved automatic fire sprinkler system shall be installed in all buildings or
structures that require a fire flow demand greater than that which is available. See
additional requirements under Section 903.3.5 Water Supplies.
Section 510((1)) Emergency Radio Systems is hereby amended ((added)) to read as follows:
[Note: The 2012 Code now provides a dedicated section number for emergency radio
systems, and the existing section is being renumbered. There are no language changes.]
Section 510((1)) Emergency Radio Systems.
Section 510((1)).1 General. The Snohomish County Emergency Radio System (SERS)
wireless communications networks are essential to the health, safety, and welfare of the
citizens of Snohomish County and the City of Snohomish by providing communications
for law enforcement activities, for emergency medical treatment, for fire suppression, for
carrying on the business of government, and for providing communications in time of
disasters. It is the intent of this section to ensure the uninterrupted operation of
Snohomish County public safety, other emergency-related and county operational or
planned wireless communications networks inside new and existing structures in the City
of Snohomish.
Section 510((1)).2 Definitions.
“Adequate radio coverage” is as specified in Section 510((1)).4.
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“Building owner” means the person responsible for making final decisions relating to
additions or modifications to the building. “Building owner” may include a building
owner’s property manager or agent.
“Person” includes individuals, corporations, limited liability companies, associations, and
other forms of business organization.
“Substantially alter” means to modify a structure when such modifications could degrade
SERS performance, either in the structure, or in the context of the current or planned
SERS microwave paths.
“Cellular telephone jammer” means transmitters that are specifically intended to disrupt
the reception of cellular telephone signals in the frequency range of 800 MHz to 900
MHz. Such devices may interfere with the proper operation of public safety radio systems
operating at 800 MHz.
Section 510((1)).3 Applicability.
Section 510((1)).3.1 General. No person shall erect, construct, change the use of, or
substantially alter, any building or structure or any part thereof, or cause the same to
be done which fails to support adequate radio coverage for SERS. Underground
structures, whether separate or adjoining other structures, are required to comply with
the requirements of this section. Parking structures and stairwells are included in the
definition of “building” and stairwell shafts and elevators are included in the definition
of “all parts of a building.”
Exceptions: This section shall not apply to buildings less than 5,000 gross square
feet or any building constructed of wood frame, as long as none of the
aforementioned buildings make use of any metal frame construction, high radio
frequency attenuation glazing and window frames, or any below-grade storage or
parking areas.
Section 510((1)).3.2 Any person required to maintain adequate radio coverage as
specified in Section 510((1)).3.1 above shall provide prior written notification to the
SERS System Manager at the time a building permit application is submitted to the
City of Snohomish. Written evidence of such prior written notification shall be given
to the City of Snohomish Building/Fire Official before a building permit application
will be accepted.
Section 510((1)).3.3 Persons constructing new or remodeled facilities which include
systems intended for providing in-building service for other wireless services shall
make provision for including public safety radio signals into such system. This
capability shall at a minimum include provision of bidirectional amplification as
required. This requirement shall apply to structures of all sizes whenever such inbuilding wiring or services are to be provided.
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Section 510((1)).3.4 No person shall install in buildings of any type or size devices
specifically intended to prevent the reception of signals intended for cellular
telephones, pagers, wireless communications devices, or public safety radios.
Section 510((1)).3.5 No person shall install or use building materials specifically
marketed or engineered to prevent the ingress of radio signals, except where such
materials may be required to shield laboratory or research facilities. Use of any such
materials in laboratory or research facilities shall be clearly noted in any construction
permit application documents and written notification of the use of such materials
shall be provided to SERS at the time of permit application submittal. Signs notifying
occupants, emergency services, and law enforcement personnel of such shielding
conditions shall be conspicuously posted both at the entrance(s) and on the interior of
such areas.
Section 510((1)).4 Performance. The building permit applicant shall submit a study/report
prepared by a qualified person for review by the City prior to building permit approval.
The signal levels within the proposed structure must meet or exceed the criteria
established below. When measuring the performance of a bidirectional amplifier, signal
strength measurements are based on an input signal from the SERS system adequate to
obtain a maximum continuous operating output level. Multiple carrier environments shall
take into account the presence of non-SERS signals in the design of the amplifier system.
Adequate radio coverage shall include all of the following measurement requirements:
1. A minimum signal strength of -95 dBm available in 90% of the area of each floor
of the building when transmitted to a belt-worn portable radio equipped with a
speaker microphone, from the closest SERS site.
2. A minimum signal strength of -95 dBm received at the closest SERS site when
transmitted from a belt-worn portable radio equipped with a speaker microphone
from 90% of the area of each floor of the building.
3. The frequency ranges which must be supported shall be 746-824 MHz and 851869 MHz.
4. The signal strengths shall be present at a 100% reliability factor at the -95 dBm
level.
Section 510((1)).5 Amplification Systems.
Section 510((1)).5.1 General. Buildings and structures that cannot support adequate
radio coverage, as identified, shall be equipped with either a radiating cable system or
an internal multiple antenna system with FCC type accepted bidirectional amplifiers as
needed.
Section 510((1)).5.2 If any part of the installed system or systems contains an
electrically powered component, the system shall be capable of operating on an
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independent battery system for a period of at least twelve (12) hours without external
power input. The battery system shall automatically charge in the presence of an
external AC power input.
Section 510((1)).5.3 SERS may require that bidirectional amplifiers include filters to
reduce adjacent band frequency interference at least 35 dB below the channels placed
in operation by SERS. Consultation with the SERS System Manager shall be required
to determine if the specific installation requires this additional filtering.
Section 510((1)).5.4 The SERS System Manager shall be notified in writing two
weeks in advance of when an amplification system is installed and operational.
Section 510((1)).6 Alternative Methods.
Section 510((1)).6 Alternative Methods. Other acceptable methods of providing inbuilding coverage may also include construction of low-power filler trunked radio sites
that are integrated into the SERS. These alternative approaches may be considered where
the use of bidirectional amplifiers proves impractical. Such alternative methods will
require the involvement of SERS representatives in the design process. The requirements
established by Sections 510((1)).4, 510((1)).5.2, 510((1)).5.3, and 510((1)).5.4 apply to
any such alternate method.
Section 510((1)).7 Additional Requirements for New Construction or Substantial
Revisions.
Section 510((1)).7 Additional requirements for new construction or substantial revisions
to structures. Any person who constructs or develops a commercial or industrial building
or structure of any size and type of construction that is likely to attenuate radio frequency
signals shall provide two-inch non-conductive raceways in the walls into which radiating
or coaxial cable may be laid. Such raceways shall include an easily accessible opening to
the roof surface that allows for placement of an exterior antenna and riser access within
the building core to each floor within the structure.
Section 510((1)).8 Initial Inspection and Signal Strength Acceptance Test Procedures.
Section 510((1)).8.1 Initial Inspection and Test Procedures. When an engineering
study performed for the building contractor or owner has determined that an inbuilding radio system is required, and upon completion of installation, it will be the
building owner’s responsibility to have the radio system tested to ensure that two-way
communications coverage on each floor of the building meets the requirements of
Sections 510((1)).4 and 510((1)).5. Each floor of the building shall be divided into a
grid of approximately 20 equal areas. A maximum of two nonadjacent areas will be
allowed to fail the test by not meeting the minimum signal levels established in
Section 510((1)).4. Testing of parking garages, stairwells, and non-enclosed areas will
be performed as separate tests with statistics gathered separately for signal levels in
the primary structure and parking areas. Signal levels shall meet the requirements of
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Section 510((1)).4 for all areas enclosed by the structure and statistical methods shall
not be used to dilute the intent of the coverage requirements established in Section
510((1)).4.
Section 510((1)).8.2 In the event that three of the areas fail the test, in order to be
more statistically accurate, the floor may be divided into 40 equal areas. In such an
event, a maximum of four non-adjacent areas will be allowed to fail the test. After the
40 area test, if the system continues to fail, the building owner shall have the system
altered to meet the coverage requirement established in Section 510((1)).4.
Section 510((1)).8.3 The test shall be conducted using a SERS approved portable
radio communicating through the SERS system as specified by the authority having
jurisdiction. A spot located approximately in the center of a grid area will be selected
for the test, then the radio transmitter will be activated to verify two-way
communications to and from the outside of the building through the SERS system.
Once the spot has been selected, prospecting for a better spot within the grid area will
not be permitted.
Section 510((1)).8.4 The gain values of all systems used to support the signal level
requirements of Section 510((1)).4 shall be measured and the test measurement
results shall be kept on file with the building owner so that the measurements can be
verified each year during the annual tests. In the event that the measurements become
lost, the building owner will be required to rerun the acceptance test to re-establish
that the facility provides the signal levels established in Section 510((1)).4.
Section 510((1)).9 Annual Equipment Condition Testing.
Section 510((1)).9.1 General. When an in-building radio system is required, the
building owner shall test all active components of the system, including but not
limited to amplifiers, power supplies, backup batteries, and related equipment, a
minimum of once every 12 months. Amplifiers shall be tested to ensure that the gain
is the same as it was upon initial installation and acceptance. These annual tests shall
apply to both the bidirectional amplifier method of enhancing signal strength, as well
as to any alternative methods that might be employed. The building owner shall
notify SERS System Manager in writing two (2) weeks in advance of when annual
tests occur, and shall also notify SERS and the Fire District, Fire Marshal by certified
mail of the results of the tests. Test records shall be retained on the inspected
premises by the building owner.
Section 510((1)).9.2 Backup batteries and power supplies shall be tested under full
load for a period of one hour to verify that they will properly operate during an actual
power outage. If within the one-hour test period, in the opinion of the testing
technician, the battery exhibits symptoms of failure, the test shall be extended for an
additional one-hour period until the testing technician confirms the integrity of the
battery. Alternative load testing which places a higher short-term demand on the
battery system may be required upon verbal request and retested within 10 working
days.
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Section 510((1)).9.3 All other active components shall be checked to determine that
they are operating within the manufacturer’s specifications for the intended purpose.
Section 510((1)).10 Five Year Signal Strength Testing.
Section 510((1)).10.1 General. In addition to the annual test, the building owner shall
perform a radio coverage test a minimum of once every five years to ensure that the
radio system continues to meet the signal strength requirements of the original
acceptance test. The signal levels established in Section 510((1)).4 and the procedures
established in Section 510((1)).8 shall apply to such tests. The results of the five-year
test will be provided to SERS System Manager and the Fire District by certified mail.
Test reports shall also be retained and be readily available for inspection on the
premises by the building owner.
Section 510((1)).10.2 The building owner shall notify SERS System Manager in
writing two weeks in advance of the initial, annual, and five year tests.
Section 510((1)).11 Qualifications of Testing Personnel. Tests shall be conducted,
documented, and signed by a person in possession of a current FCC license, or a current
technician certification issued by the Associated Public-Safety Communications Officials
International (APCO), the Personal Communications Industry Association (PCIA), or a
technician employed by SERS.
Section 510((1)).12 Field Testing. Public safety personnel, after providing reasonable
notice to the building owner or his/her representative, shall have the right to enter onto
the property to conduct ad-hoc field testing to be certain that the required level of radio
coverage is present.
Section 901.10 Problematic Systems – False Alarms is hereby added to read as follows:
Section 901.10 Problematic Systems – False Alarms. Where the Fire District, Snohomish
Police Department, or City Building/Fire Official determines that a problematic system
and/or system out of service ((causes response)) results((ing)) in ((excess of )) three (3) or
more false alarms within a six (6) month period, the District or Police Department may
bill the owner or occupant of the premises the cost for emergency response to
problematic systems. Police services contracted through the Snohomish County Sheriff’s
Office may bill the cost of the emergency response directly to the owner or occupant of
the premises.
Section 903.1 General is amended to read as follows: ((deleted and replaced by the
following))
Section 903.1 General. An automatic sprinkler system shall be installed in all
occupancies where the total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more regardless of fire
barriers or fire walls. For the purposes of this section, fire barriers or fire walls shall not
be used to define separate buildings or uses. Where the code requirements for automatic
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sprinkler system are more restrictive than this section, the more restrictive requirement
shall govern. Additional requirements are also located in SMC 19.04.070, Section
508.1.1.
Sections 903.2.1.1 through 903.2.10.1 are amended to read as follows:
Section 903.2.1.1 Group A-1. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided for Group
A-1 occupancies where one of the following conditions exists:
1. The total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section 903.1.
2. The occupant load is 300 or more.
3. The occupancy is located on a floor other than a level of exit discharge serving such
occupancies.
4. The occupancy contains a multi-theater complex.
Section 903.2.1.2 Group A-2. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided for Group
A-2 occupancies where one of the following conditions exists:
1. The total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section 903.1.
2. The occupant load is 100 or more.
3. The occupancy is located on a floor other than a level of exit discharge serving such
occupancies.
Section 903.2.1.3 Group A-3. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided for Group
A-3 occupancies where one of the following conditions exists:
1. The total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section 903.1.
2. The occupant load is 300 or more.
3. The occupancy is located on a floor other than a level of exit discharge serving such
occupancies.
Section 903.2.1.4 Group A-4. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided for Group
A-4 occupancies where one of the following conditions exists:
1. The total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section 903.1.
2. The occupant load is 300 or more.
3. The occupancy is located on a floor other than a level of exit discharge serving such
occupancies.
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Section 903.2.1.5 Group A-5. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided in
concession stands, retail areas, press boxes, and other accessory use areas in excess of
1,000 square feet regardless of fire barriers or fire walls.
Section 903.2.1.6 Nightclubs. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided
throughout Group A-2 Nightclubs as defined in this code. ((, regardless of gross floor
areas and where the established occupant load exceeds 100, and may establish an
occupant load based on the observed use of the occupancy in accordance with Table
1004.1.1.)) [Note: Reflects updated language in 2012 codes]
Section 903.2.2 Group B and Ambulatory Care Facilities. An automatic sprinkler system
shall be provided for Group B occupancies and ((Group B)) A((a))mbulatory ((health))
C((c))are F((f))acilities where one of the following conditions exists: [Note: Reflects
updated language in 2012 codes]
1. The total gross floor area of the Group B Occupancy as defined in Section 304 except
for Ambulatory Care Facilities is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section 903.1.
2. ((The occupant load is 100 or more)) Ambulatory Care Facilities shall be provided
with an automatic sprinkler system regardless of floor area or location.
3. ((The occupancy is located on a floor other than the level of exit discharge.))
4. ((Four or more care recipients are incapable of self preservation.))
Section 903.2.3 Group E. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided in all Group E
occupancies. This requirement includes:
1. Throughout existing Group E occupancies where substantial improvements or
substantial damage has or is occurring.
2. Portable classrooms where a cluster of classrooms exceeds 5,000 square feet, and
clusters of portable school classrooms shall be separated as required in Chapter 5 of
the Building Code.
3. Portable classrooms regardless of floor area shall be provided with a UL listed
monitored fire alarm system, and shall be interconnected to the fire alarm system of
permanent buildings such that upon activation will cause the entire fire alarm system
to initiate.
4((3)). A minimum water supply and fire flow meeting the requirements of International
Fire Code Appendix B shall be required. [Note: Corrects scribner error, sentence was
previously part of number 3 and should have been separate]
Exceptions: Portable school classrooms, provided: 1) The aggregate area of clusters
of portable classrooms does not exceed 5,000 square feet. 2) Cluster of portable
classrooms shall be separated as required in Chapter 5. 3) Each portable classroom is
equipped with a monitored, automatic fire alarm system interconnected to the main
fire alarm control panel.
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Section 903.2.4 Group F. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided for all Group
F occupancies regardless of floor area, fire barriers, or fire walls, including the
manufacturing or storage of upholstered furniture and mattresses. [Note: Reflects
updated language in 2012 codes]
Section 903.2.4.1 Woodworking Operations. An automatic sprinkler system shall be
provided throughout all occupancies that contain woodworking operations in excess
of 2,500 square feet in area which generate finely divided combustible waste or use
finely divided combustible materials.
Exceptions:
1. Where the scope of woodworking operations presents a fire hazard, an automatic
sprinkler system may be required regardless of floor area.
2. Where existing woodworking operations are found to present a fire hazard and the
fire hazard cannot be reduced or eliminated based on the scope of the operation,
an automatic sprinkler system may be required regardless of floor area.
3. Where ((The Building/Fire Official may require the installation of an automatic
sprinkler system regardless of floor area when)) finely divided combustible waste
or finely divided combustible materials are generated and the woodworking
operation presents a fire hazard, an automatic sprinkler system may be required
regardless of floor area.
Section 903.2.5 Group H. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided for all Group
H occupancies regardless of floor area, fire barriers, or fire walls. Where buildings or
structures contain an H occupancy, they shall also be provided with an automatic
sprinkler system. The design of the sprinkler system shall not be less than that required
by this code for the occupancy hazard classifications in accordance with Table 903.2.5.2.
Where the design area of the sprinkler system consists of a corridor protected by one row
of sprinklers, the maximum number of sprinklers required to be calculated is 13.
Table 903.2.5.2
Group H Sprinkler Design Criteria
Location

Occupancy Hazard Classification

Fabrication Areas
Service Corridors
Storage rooms without dispensing
Storage rooms with dispensing
Corridors

Ordinary Hazard Group 2
Ordinary Hazard Group 2
Ordinary Hazard Group 2
Extra Hazard Group 2
Ordinary Hazard Group 2

Section 903.2.5.3 Pyroxylin Plastics. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided
in buildings, or portions thereof, where cellulose nitrate film or pyroxylin plastics are
manufactured, stored or handled in quantities exceeding 100 pounds (45 kg).
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Section 903.2.6 Group I. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided throughout all
buildings containing Group I occupancies regardless of floor area, fire barriers, or fire
walls, including Group I-4 daycares.
((Section 903.2.6.1 Group LC. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided
throughout all buildings containing Group LC occupancies regardless of floor area,
fire barriers or fire walls.)) [Note: State Amendment no longer needed]
Section 903.2.7 Group M. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided throughout all
buildings containing Group M occupancies regardless of floor area, fire barriers, or fire
walls, including Group M occupancies used for the display and sale of upholstered
furniture.
Section 903.2.7.1 High Piled Storage. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided
in accordance with the International Fire Code where storage of merchandise is in high
piled or rack storage arrays. Where high piled storage is provided in other
occupancies, regardless of floor area, an automatic sprinkler system shall be required.
Section 903.2.8 Group R. An automatic sprinkler system installed in accordance with
Section 903.3 shall be provided throughout all buildings with a Group R occupancy
regardless of floor area, fire barriers, or fire walls.
Section 903.2.9 Group S-1. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided throughout
all buildings containing Group S-1 occupancy where one of the following exists:
1. The total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section 903.1.
2. ((A Group S-1 is located more than three stories above grade plane)) A Group S-1
occupancy is used for the storage of upholstered furniture or mattresses that
exceeds 2,500 square feet. [Note: Reflects updated language in 2012 codes]
3. A Group S-1 is located more than three stories above grade plane.
Section 903.2.9.1 Repair Garages. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided
throughout all buildings used as repair garages where:
1. The total gross floor area is 5,000 square feet or more pursuant to Section
903.1.
2. Buildings with a repair garage servicing vehicles parked in the basement.
3. Used for the repair or storage of vehicles including commercial trucks and
buses.
Section 903.2.9.2 Bulk Storage of Tires. An automatic sprinkler system shall be
provided throughout all buildings where bulk storage of tires occurs regardless of
gross floor area, fire barriers or fire walls. The automatic sprinkler system shall be
designed for the highest hazard.
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Section 903.2.10 Group S-2. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided throughout
all buildings classified as enclosed parking garages in accordance with Section 406.4 or
where located beneath other groups.
Exception: Enclosed parking garages located beneath R-3 occupancy as applicable in
section 101.2.
Section 903.2.10.1 Commercial Parking Garages. An automatic sprinkler system shall
be provided throughout all buildings used as commercial parking, including storage of
commercial trucks and buses pursuant to Section 903.1.
Section 903.2.11.3 Buildings 55 feet or more in height is amended to read:
Section 903.2.11.3 Buildings of three stories or 35 feet in height or more. An automatic
sprinkler system shall be installed throughout buildings that are three stories or 35 feet or
more in height above the lowest level of fire department vehicle access. For standpipe
requirements, reference Chapter 905.
Exceptions: 1. Airport control towers.
Section 903.3.1.3 NFPA 13D Sprinkler Systems is amended to read:
Section 903.3.1.3 NFPA 13D Sprinkler Systems. Where allowed, automatic sprinkler
systems in one and two family dwellings may comply with NFPA 13D, provided the fire
sprinkler system has a separate tap to the water main, and is not part of the domestic
water supply or plumbing to or within the dwelling.
Sections 903.3.5 Water Supplies is amended to read as follows:
Section 903.3.5 Water Supplies. Water supplies for automatic sprinkler systems shall
comply with this section:
1. The automatic sprinkler system water supply shall have a separate tap to the City
water main, and shall not be used in conjunction with, or part of, or as a domestic
water service.
2. Where a dedicated fire main is provided, domestic water service or other potable
water use connections shall be prohibited.
3. Where required fire flow demand exceeds the available water supply provided by the
water purveyor, the applicant may be required to upgrade, extend, or construct the
purveyors water mains to provide fire flow including the installation of additional
hydrants or looping of water mains, except where regulated elsewhere. Where
automatic sprinkler systems are installed, the required fire flow demand may be
reduced by fifty percent (50%) provided the available water supply can still provide
the reduced fire flow demand.
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4. Where the automatic sprinkler system water supply shut off valves are installed or
located below grade, a valve cover lid shall be provided and shall be accessible at all
times. The valve lid shall be permanently marked with letters that read “Fire
Sprinkler,” and be permanently marked with red paint.
Section 903.3.5.1 Domestic Services is amended to read:
Section 903.3.5.1 Domestic Services. Domestic water services shall not be used for the
water supply for the automatic sprinkler system.
Section 903.3.5.1.2 Residential Combination Services is amended to read:
Section 903.3.5.1.2 Residential Combination Services. Where allowed, residential
combination services that provide both residential domestic services and automatic
sprinkler system supply shall be plumbed so that termination, shut-off, maintenance, or
removal of the residential domestic water service shall not impair or prevent operation of
the automatic sprinkler system. In any case, water supply for the automatic sprinkler
system shall not supply or be capable of supplying residential domestic services,
especially where the residential domestic water service has been interrupted by
termination, shut-off, maintenance, or removal. Combination services shall be regulated
as a required automatic sprinkler system and subject to the penalty section, to and
including termination of occupancy until such time the system is brought into
compliance.
Section 903.3.7 Fire Department Connections (FDC) is amended to read as follows:
Section 903.3.7 Fire Department Connections (FDC). Fire department connections shall
be a minimum distance of 50 feet from the building it serves. Where lot size may not
allow the minimum distance to be met, an alternative location may be considered. The
location of the FDC shall be approved by both the Building/Fire Official and Fire District
((#4)). Fire hose thread and fittings used in connection with automatic sprinkler systems
shall be as prescribed by the Fire District.
Section 903.3.7.1 Locking Fire Department Connection (FDC) Caps. Locking FDC
caps are required on all fire department connections. The locking cap shall be of the
type approved by Fire District ((#4)).
Section 903.3.7.2 Existing Fire Department Connections (FDC) Caps. Where existing
fire department connections are found to be unsecured, locking FDC caps shall be
installed. Prior to installation of the locking FDC caps, the property owner shall have
the FDC line flushed to ensure any or all obstructions are removed. The work shall be
performed by a person, firm or corporation, licensed by the State of Washington to
perform work on fire sprinkler systems. A written certification report indicating the
FDC line is clear and operational shall be forwarded to the City.
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Section 907.1 Automatic Fire Detection System Requirements is amended to read as follows:
Section 907.1 General Automatic Fire Detection System Requirements. All occupancies
hereinafter constructed, substantially damaged, or improved, which exceed 3,000 square
feet of gross floor area, and single family residences with bed and breakfast rooms
regardless of floor area shall be provided with a UL listed, monitored, and approved
automatic fire detection system, provided that occupancies listed under Section 907
require automatic fire detection systems/fire alarm systems more restrictive than 3,000
square feet shall govern those occupancies. For the purposes of this subsection, the total
gross floor area shall be based on the completed, attached building regardless of any fire
barriers or fire walls.
Where required under Section 907 to install manual devices, those sections shall mean
both automatic and manual devices for the purposes of this section.
Exceptions:
1. Single Family Residences not used as bed and breakfast rooms.
2. Except where required, buildings containing compliant fire sprinkler systems may be
allowed to omit area smoke detectors.
((Section 907.2.6.4 LC Occupancies is hereby added to read as follows:
Section 907.2.6.4 LC Occupancies. Licensed care occupancies shall install a UL listed
monitored automatic fire detection system, other requirements of this section may be
required depending on the type of facility.)) [Note: State amendment is no longer needed]
Section 912.2 Location - Fire Department Connections is amended by adding the following
paragraph:
Fire department connections where possible are to be located within 50’ of a hydrant and
the building served. The Fire District shall approve the location of the fire department
connection. Fire department connections are generally prohibited from being installed on
a building except that existing buildings may not meet this requirement and a feasible
location will be determined.
Under Appendix D, the following subsections of Section D104 Commercial and Industrial
Developments are amended to read as follows:
D104.1 Buildings Exceeding Three Stories or 30 Feet in Height. Buildings or facilities
exceeding 30 feet or three stories in height shall have at least two means of apparatus
access for each structure. Overhead utility or power lines shall not be located within the
emergency response apparatus access road.
D104.2 Buildings Exceeding 62,000 Square Feet. Buildings or facilities having a gross
building area of more than 62,000 square feet shall have two separate and approved
apparatus access roads.
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D104.3 Remoteness. Where two access roads are required, they shall be placed a distance
apart equal to not less than one half of the length of the maximum overall diagonal
dimension of the property or area to be served, measured in a straight line between
accesses.
Exceptions:
1. Where street connectivity is provided in accordance with Section 503.2.1.1, Section
B3.
2. Where buildings are provided with automatic fire sprinkler systems designed for the
highest hazard, the distance between access roads may be increased provided the
access roads are designed for the highest peak traffic demands and allow emergency
response apparatus unimpeded access to the development.
Under Appendix D, Section D105 Aerial Fire Apparatus Access Roads is amended to read as
follows:
Section D105 Aerial Fire Apparatus Access Roads, Required.
D105.1 Where Required. Where the vertical distance between the grade plane and the
highest roof surface exceeds 30 feet, approved aerial fire apparatus access roads shall be
provided with a minimum 26 foot wide unobstructed width exclusive of shoulders, in the
immediate vicinity of the building or portion thereof. For purposes of this section, the
highest roof surface shall be determined by measurement to the eave of a pitched roof,
the intersection of the roof to the exterior wall, or the top of parapet walls, whichever is
greater. ((Buildings or portions of buildings or facilities exceeding 30 feet in height
above the lowest level of fire department vehicle access shall be provided with a
minimum 26 foot wide unobstructed apparatus access road in the immediate vicinity of
any building or portion thereof to accommodate aerial apparatus.)) Overhead utility and
power lines shall not be located within the aerial fire apparatus access roadway. [Note:
Reflects updated language in 2012 codes]
D105.2 Proximity to Building. At least one of the required access routes shall be located
within a minimum of 15 feet and a maximum of 30 feet from the building, and shall be
positioned parallel to one entire side of the building. The side of the building on which
the aerial fire apparatus access road is positioned shall be approved by the Fire District.
[Note: Reflects updated language in 2012 codes]
Under Appendix D, the following subsections of Section D106 Multiple-Family Residential
Developments are amended to read as follows:
D106.1 Projects Having More than 30 Dwelling Units. Multiple-family residential
projects having more than 30 dwelling units shall have two separate access roads.
Entrance roads must provide sufficient width to accommodate maximum peak traffic
demands and allow emergency response apparatus unimpeded access to the development.
Overhead utility or power lines shall not be located within the emergency response
apparatus access roadway.
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D106.1.1. Automatic fire sprinkler systems. Pursuant to SMC 19.04.040 International
Building Code Section [F] 903.2.8 Group R, all multiple-family residential dwelling
units shall be equipped with automatic fire sprinkler systems regardless of floor area.
D106.1.2. Street Connectivity. Street connectivity shall be in accordance with Section
503.2.1.1, Section B.
D106.1.3. Access Road Remoteness. A second access road shall be a remote distance
apart equal to or not less than one half of the maximum overall diagonal dimension of
the property served, measured in a straight line between accesses.
Exceptions:
1. Where street connectivity is provided in accordance with Section 503.2.1.1,
Section B3.
2. Where buildings are provided with automatic fire sprinkler systems designed for
the highest hazard, the distance between access roads may be increased provided
the access roads are designed for the highest peak traffic demands and allow
emergency response apparatus unimpeded access to the development.
D106.1.4. Street Designation – Local Access Street Design. The provisions of Section
503.2.1.1 shall apply to local access street designations.
Under Appendix D, the following subsections of Section D107 One or Two Family Dwelling
Residential Developments are amended to read as follows:
D107.1 One or Two Family Dwelling Residential Developments. Developments of one or
two family dwellings where the number of dwelling units exceeds 30 shall have two separate
apparatus access roads. Entrance roads must provide sufficient width to accommodate
maximum peak traffic demands, and allow emergency response apparatus unimpeded access
to the development. Overhead utility or power lines shall not be located within the
emergency response apparatus access roadway.
D107.1.2. Street Connectivity. Street connectivity shall be in accordance with Section
503.2.1.1, Section B.
D107.1.3 Access Road Remoteness. A second access road shall be a remote distance
apart equal to or not less than one half of the maximum overall diagonal dimension of the
property served, measured in a straight line between accesses.
Exceptions:
1. Where street connectivity is provided in accordance with Section 503.2.1.1,
Section B3.
2. Where buildings are provided with automatic fire sprinkler systems designed for
the highest hazard, the distance between access roads may be increased provided
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the access roads are designed for the highest peak traffic demands and allow
emergency response apparatus unimpeded access to the development.
D107.1.4. Street Designation – Local Access Street Design. The provisions of Section
503.2.1.1 shall apply to local access street designations.
19.04.080 International Mechanical Code and Appendices Adopted by Reference with
Amendments. WAC Chapter 51-52. The 2012 ((2009)) edition of the International Mechanical
Code, as published by the International Code Council is adopted. Included in this adoption is
Appendix Chapter A, the 2012 edition of the International Fuel Gas Code and the 2012 edition of
the Liquefied Petroleum Gas Code (NFPA 58) adopted under WAC Chapter 51-52. Adoption
includes fees as established by City Council resolution.
Section 106.2 Permits Not Required is deleted and replaced with:
Section 106.2 Permits Not Required. Exemption from the permit requirements of this
code under SMC 19.04.036 shall not be deemed to grant authorization for work to be
done in violation of the provisions of this code or other laws or ordinances of the
jurisdiction.
Section 106.5.3 Fee Refund is deleted and replaced with:
Section 106.5.3 Fee Refund. Fee refunds shall be in accordance with SMC 19.04.235.
Section 109.2 Means of Appeal is deleted and replaced with:
Section 109.2 Means of Appeal. All appeals shall be in accordance with SMC 19.04.035,
SMC 19.04.300 and SMC Chapter 19.04.310 ((1.14)).
19.04.090 International Property Maintenance Code and Appendix Adopted by Reference.
The City adopts by reference the 2012 ((2009)) International Property Maintenance Code,
including Appendix Chapter A, as published by the International Code Council (ICC).
19.040.140 International Energy Conservation Code of the State of Washington with
Appendices Adopted by Reference with Amendments. ((State Energy Code Adopted.))The
2012 edition of the International Energy Conservation Code of the State of Washington pursuant
WAC Chapters 51-11C and 51-11R, including Appendix C of the Residential Provisions. ((City
adopts by this reference that certain code designated as the Washington State Energy Code, 2009
edition, Chapter 51-11 WAC together with amendments.)) [Note: Reflects updated language in
2012 codes]
19.04.170 Permit To Construct. For the purposes of the adoption of this chapter, no person,
firm, or corporation shall erect, construct, enlarge, alter, remove, repair, move, improve, convert.
or demolish any building or structure in the City, or cause the same to be done without obtaining
a separate building permit for each such building or structure from the Building/Fire Official.
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19.04.180 Validity of Permit – No Authority To Violate Codes or Ordinances ((Expiration –
Renewal)). [Note: Reflects language in 2012 codes]
The issuance or granting of a permit shall not be construed to be a permit for, or an approval of,
any violation of any of the provisions of this code or of any other ordinance of the jurisdiction.
Permits presuming to give authority to violate or cancel the provisions of this code or other
ordinances of the City of Snohomish shall not be valid. The issuance of a permit based on
construction documents and other data shall not prevent the building/fire official from requiring
the correction of errors in the construction documents or other data. The building/fire official is
also authorized to prevent occupancy or use of a structure where in violation of this code or of
any other ordinances of the City of Snohomish.
((A. Permits. A permit is considered valid for a period of eighteen (18) months from the date
of issuance when all applicable fees have been paid and work under the permit is commenced
within one-hundred and eighty (180) days of the issuance date.
B. Permit Expiration. Every permit issued under the provisions of adopted codes shall expire by
limitation and shall become null and void if: the work authorized by such permit is not
commenced within one-hundred and eighty (180) days from the date of issuance; if the work
authorized by such permit is suspended or abandoned at any time after the work is
commenced for a period of one-hundred and eighty (180) days; or if the work authorized by
the permit is not completed within eighteen (18) months after permit issuance and no permit
renewal has been applied for and obtained as provided in this Section.
In the event that a permit has expired (including a renewal permit) and the work previously
authorized under the permit has not been completed, any further work requires that a new
permit shall be applied for and obtained. The new permit application shall include the
payment of all applicable fees and submission of construction plans and other supporting
documentation that reflects City ordinances regulating construction requirements, land use,
design requirements, and/or other new applicable state and/or federal laws and regulations in
place at the time of submission of the completed permit application. Revisions need only be
made to those portions of the work not yet completed at the time of renewal.
C. Permit Renewal. A valid permit that has not expired may be renewed one time for a period
not to exceed twelve (12) months. A renewal fee shall be assessed that is one half (1/2) of the
amount as required for a new permit for such work, provided no changes have been made or
will be made in the original plans and specifications. A permit renewal application must be
submitted and received by the Building/Fire Official within thirty days (30) prior to the
permit expiration date. The renewal application shall demonstrate good and justifiable cause
why the renewal is appropriate. The Building/Fire Official or designee will calculate the
renewal fees, and upon payment of fees, the permit will remain valid for an additional twelve
(12) months. Permits which have already expired will not be considered for permit renewal.))
19.04.181 Permit Payment of Fees, Work Commencement to be Considered Valid. To be
considered valid, every permit shall have all applicable fees paid at the time of issuance and
work authorized by the permit shall commence within one-hundred-eighty (180) days of
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issuance, and a minimum of one inspection shall be requested and approved by the City during
each one-hundred-eighty (180) day period to show continued progress. The work authorized by
the permit shall continue to progress to completion without any work suspended or abandoned
for a period of one-hundred-eighty (180) days. Permits for which no inspections have been
requested and approved by the City within one-hundred-eighty (180) day period shall be
considered invalid, null and void. [Note: Previously part of 19.04.180, revisions reflect 2012
code language,with minor modification to clarify what is continued progress and inspection
requirement to remain valid]
19.04.182 Permit Expiration and New Permit Application Requirements. Provided the
issued permit remains valid in accordance with Section 19.04.181, all permits shall expire by
limitation two years (2) or twenty-four (24) months from the date of issuance, except where a
renewal has been obtained in accordance with Section 19.04.183. Where a valid permit has been
allowed to expire, a new permit shall be obtained. [Note: Previously part of 19.04.180, language
revised for clarity and to provide a 24 month expiration period based on economic swings that
affect construction]
Where a new permit application is required, the permit shall include the payment of all
applicable fees at one hundred percent (100%) of the fee schedule as approved by City Council
resolution and submission of construction plans and other supporting documentation that reflects
City ordinances regulating construction requirements, land use, design requirements and/or other
applicable laws and regulations in effect at the time of submission of the new completed permit
application.
Where the work previously authorized has not been completed at the time the permit expires by
limitation, the plans shall be revised to reflect the most recent adoption of regulations for those
portions of work not yet completed.
19.04.183 Permit Renewal Requirements. A valid permit that has not expired, may be
renewed one time for a period not to exceed twelve (12) months, provided a permit renewal
application is submitted and received by the Building/Fire Official within thirty (30) days prior
to the permit expiration. [Note: Previously part of 19.04.180, reflects language in 2012 codes]
A renewal fee shall be assessed that is one half (1/2) of the amount as required for a new permit
for such work, provided no changes have been made or will be made in the original plans and
specifications.
The applicant shall demonstrate good and justifiable cause why the renewal is appropriate. The
Building/Fire Official or their designee will approve or deny the application, and calculate the
renewal fees. Upon approval and payment of required fees, the permit will remain valid for an
additional twelve (12) months, subject to the provisions of Section 19.04.181.
Permits which have already expired will not be considered for permit renewal.
19.04.190 Permit Issuance Prerequisite – Private Sewage Disposal Permit. In cases of new
construction where City services are not yet available, no building permit shall be issued in the
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City without the applicant having secured a private sewage disposal permit from the Snohomish
Health District, Wastewater Section. As a condition of the building permit approval, at the time
City services become available, the private sewage disposal system shall be discontinued and
connection made to City services including payment of applicable connection fees in accordance
with SMC Chapter 15.04. Failure to comply with this condition may result in revocation of
Certificate of Occupancy by the City, and/or other appropriate legal action by the City to obtain
compliance.
19.04.200 Permit Fees – Generally. The fee for each permit issued pursuant to this chapter
shall be as set forth in the fees as established by City Council resolution. The determination of
value or valuation of construction shall be made by the Building/Fire Official or their designee.
The valuation to be used in computing the permit and plan checking fee shall be the total value
of all construction work, painting, roofing, electrical, plumbing, heating, air conditioning,
elevators, fire suppression/detection systems, and any other permanent equipment.
19.04.210 Fees. Fees for work performed under the adopted codes, including applicable plan
review fees, shall be as established by City Council resolution.
19.04.220 Permit Fees – Waived. The codes as adopted by this chapter do not contain
provisions for waiving building permit fees, unless the scope of work is minor in nature and the
Building/Fire Official determines that a permit is not required.
19.04.230 Permit Fees – Basics. The codes as adopted by this chapter do not contain provisions
for waiving fees for structures repetitively built within City limits. Each application for a
construction permit will be required to pay full fees for each structure.
19.04.235 Permit Fees – Refunds. It shall be the policy of the Department of Building Safety,
as authorized by City Council, to authorize refunds of permit fees in accordance with the
requirements listed in this Section. Where not specifically provided for, requests for refunds shall
be considered on a case by case basis.
A. Refunds – Plan Review.
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A.1

The applicant shall file a written request for a refund that demonstrates justifiable
cause within five (5) working days of the date the application plan review fees
were paid. The Building/Fire Official shall investigate the request, and where the
plan review process has not begun, the Building/Fire Official is authorized to
refund up to eighty percent (80%) of the plan review fee paid.

A.2

Where the plan review process has begun the amount of the refund may be prorated provided that if the review has been completed, no refund shall be
authorized.

A.3

In the event that the plan review fee exceeds the amount paid at the time of
submittal and before any written request for refund is received, the applicant shall
pay the additional fees and no refund shall be authorized.
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A.4

Where the plan review is completed and the plan review period expires by
limitation, no refund shall be authorized.

A.5

In all cases, the amount of the refund shall be determined by the Building/Fire
Official. The time period to process refund payments is dependent upon the City
Treasurer processing time. Once a refund is given, the entire permit application
shall be considered null and void.

B. Refunds – Valid Permits.

B.1

Where a permit has been approved for issuance, and all required fees paid, the
applicant shall file a written request for a refund that demonstrates justifiable
cause within five (5) working days of the date the fees paid. The Building/Fire
Official shall investigate the request, and where no work has commenced and no
City inspections have been requested or conducted, the Building/Fire Official is
authorized to refund up to eighty percent (80%) of the building permit fees paid at
the time of issuance, excluding applicable plan review fees.

B.2

Where inspections have been requested and conducted by the City, the amount of
the refund may be pro-rated except where work authorized under the permit has
been completed and a final inspection conducted.

B.3

Where the permit has expired by limitation and considered null and void, no
refund shall be authorized.

B.4

In all cases, the amount of the refund shall be determined by the Building/Fire
Official. The time period to process refund payments is dependent upon the City
Treasurer processing times. Once a refund is given, the entire permit application
shall be considered null and void.

C. Refunds – Fee(s) Erroneously Paid or Collected.
Where erroneous fees have been paid or collected, after investigating the basis for which
the fees were paid or collected, the Building/Fire Official is authorized to refund one
hundred percent (100%) of the erroneous fee paid or collected.
19.04.240 Permit Fees – Contributed. The Snohomish City Council may contribute the fees
associated with this chapter for municipal purpose projects of other governmental units and nonprofit corporations by resolution and written agreement with the applicant entity. Contained
within the body of the resolution and the written agreement shall be provisions that identify the
specific types of fees or charges being contributed, provides an estimate for the dollar value of
the contribution, and addresses the contribution of the public service for a defined period of time.
The City’s contribution of such fees is solely a contribution of financial resources. The City shall
not exempt, modify, or create a special relationship or class of customer in the application of the
laws and regulations of the City, State, or the United States.
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19.04.300 Approval of Application and Appeals. The building permit application shall be
reviewed by City Department Heads and the Fire District as applicable. The application shall be
approved or denied by the Building/Fire Official. If the application is denied, the permit
applicant may appeal to the City Land Use Hearing Examiner.
19.04.310 Appeals. Appeals of the Building/Fire Official shall be in accordance with
Snohomish Municipal Code 14.75 Appeals. [Note: SMC 14.75 establishes the process for
appeals to the Land Use Hearing Examiner and provides the nexus for the process]
19.04.400 Code Adoption – Purpose. The purpose of the codes are to establish minimum
requirements to safeguard the public health, safety, and general welfare through structural
strength, means of egress facilities, stability, sanitation, adequate light and ventilation, energy
conservation, and safety to life and property from fire and other hazards attributed to the built
environment, and to provide safety to fire fighters and emergency responders during emergency
operations. The codes set out in this chapter are hereby adopted as the Code of the City of
Snohomish for regulating the erection, construction, enlargement, alteration, repair, moving,
removal, demolition, conversion, occupancy, equipment, use, height, area, and maintenance of
all buildings or structures in the City of Snohomish; providing for issuance of permits and
collection of fees therefore, and each and all of the regulations, provisions, conditions, and terms
of such International and Uniform Codes, 2012 ((2009)) Edition as published by the International
Code Council; and the secondary publications referenced above, all of which are on file in the
office of the Building/Fire Official as hereby referred to, is adopted and made a part hereof as if
fully set out in this chapter.
19.04.500 Disclaimer of Liability.
A. The City of Snohomish is not responsible for the accuracy of plans (preliminary or final)
submitted for approval to the building department and does not guarantee that plan reviews
and/or inspections will detect any hazard, design defect, or code violations.
B. The applicant or his agent shall be solely responsible for verification of all property lines and
setbacks in all cases involving new construction, remodel, or addition which would change
the footprint of an existing structure, for construction of new fences or replacement of
existing fences, and all other circumstances which may impact setback requirements and/or
property lines between one or more legal lots or parcels. The Building/Fire Official may
require verification of property lines and setbacks prior to permit issuance by having the
property owner or his agent stake the corners of his property. Where required, the
Building/Fire Official may require the applicant or his agent to provide a survey by a
professional land surveyor licensed by the State of Washington.
19.04.510 Validity. That if any section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase of this ordinance
is, for any reason, held to be invalid or unconstitutional, such decision shall not affect the
validity or constitutionality of the remaining portions of this ordinance. The City Council hereby
declares that it would have passed this ordinance, and each section, subsection, clause, or phrase
hereof, irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, subsection, sentences, clauses, and
phrases be declared unconstitutional.
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Whenever any conflict arises between the referenced codes, the Washington State Building
Codes shall take precedence.
19.04.520 Violation – Penalty – Effective.
A. It is unlawful for any person, firm, or corporation to erect, construct, alter, repair, move,
remove, improve, convert or demolish, equip, use, occupy, or maintain any building,
structure, or land in the City, or cause the same to be done, contrary to or in violation of any
of the provisions of this title.
B. Any person, firm, or corporation violating any of the provisions of this chapter shall be
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and each such person shall be deemed guilty of a separate
offense for each and every day or portion thereof during which any violation of any of the
provisions of this title is committed, continued, or permitted, and upon conviction of any
such violation such violation shall be punishable by a fine of not more than one thousand
dollars ($1,000.00) or by imprisonment for not more than ninety days (90), or by both such
fine and imprisonment.
C. The rules, regulations, provisions, requirements, orders, and matters established and adopted
hereby shall be in full force and effect in accordance with the State Building Code Council
adoption, and effective date of the referenced Washington State Building Codes, on July 1,
2013((0)), and will continue to remain in full force and effect from and after the date of its
final passage and adoption by the City Council.
Section 4. Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or word of
this ordinance should be held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction,
such invalidity or unconstitutionality thereof shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of
any other section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or word of this ordinance.
Section 5. Effective date. This ordinance shall go into effect 5 days following adoption
and publication.
ADOPTED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor this 3rd day of December 2013.
CITY OF SNOHOMISH

By
Karen Guzak, Mayor
ATTEST:

By

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By
Torchie Corey, City Clerk
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Date:

December 3, 2013

To:

City Council

From:

Larry Bauman, City Manager

Subject: Authorization for City Manager to Execute a New City Attorney Retainer
Agreement with Weed, Graafstra and Benson, Inc., P.S.

BACKGROUND: The current contract for City Attorney legal services with Weed, Graafstra
and Benson (WGB) will expire December 31, 2013. This law firm has served as City Attorney
for Snohomish since 1970. It is one of a relatively small number of firms in the Puget Sound
area with a concentration in municipal law and one of only a very few firms of this type located
in or currently operating in Snohomish County. Four attorneys in the firm currently provide
various aspects of municipal law services to the City. The firm is located within Snohomish, two
blocks from City Hall, providing easy access and eliminating costs of travel time.
Staff is highly satisfied with the quality of services provided by this firm. Grant Weed, the
primary attorney assigned to the City, has 33 years of municipal law experience. The current
agreement recognizes the opportunity annually for adjustments to the rates for services. The last
adjustment occurred in early 2011. The attached proposed agreement is in tracked form to allow
Councilmembers to easily understand what changes are proposed. Also attached is a letter from
the firm giving notice more than a year ago of the reasons supporting adjustment of rates in 2014.
ANALYSIS: The new contract would reduce the cost of the basic retainer from $6,400 per
month for the first 40 hours of work (an hourly rate of $160) to $6,125 per month for the first 35
hours of work (an hourly rate of $175). The purpose of reducing the retainer hours is to reduce
overall legal services costs with hours based on actual usage during the past year. The rate for
general needs in excess of the basic retainer would increase from $170 per hour to $185 per hour.
The rate for paralegal services would rise from $130 an hour to $140 an hour, attendance at extra
meetings (beyond the twice monthly City Council meetings) would increase from $170 to $185
per hour, and litigation services would increase from $180 per hour to $195 per hour.
The City Attorney provides ongoing legal counsel to the City Council and key management staff,
attends City Council meetings, prepares ordinances and resolutions, reviews legal agreements and
correspondence, and develops or reviews other legal instruments as needed. WGB also assists
with the oversight of contracted prosecution services with a separate law firm – Zachor Thomas.
The terms of the revised agreement would begin on January 1, 2014 and would continue through
December 31, 2015. The agreement requires that WGB notify the City no later than July 31st of
each year prior to the new contract year if any changes in rates are being proposed. The City’s 2014
Budget as recommended was adjusted to assume the new rates as proposed in this new agreement.
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The key cost drivers for the City Attorney firm and the statewide cost comparison for this
agreement include:




City Attorney service rates have not been increased since February 2011;
The firm’s costs of labor, benefits, and other overhead have increased over the past two
years, with annual medical insurance increases generally running in excess of 20%;
The rates represent parity with the firm’s other municipal clients and will likely remain
below the median reflected in the most recent annual survey by the Association of
Washington Cities, which shows that in 2012 Snohomish paid hourly rates slightly ($5-$8)
lower than the median of rates paid by other Washington cities in our population category.

STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE: The services of the City Attorney support all strategic
initiatives directly or indirectly.
RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council AUTHORIZE the City Manager to execute
the proposed agreement with Weed, Graafstra and Benson, Inc., P.S. for City Attorney
retainer and related legal services effective January 1, 2014.
ATTACHMENTS:
A. Proposed amended agreement for City Attorney Retainer Services
B. Letter from Grant Weed dated November 12, 2012.
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ACTION ITEM 6c
ATTACHMENT B
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CONSENT ITEM 7a
Schedule of Checks
Name Check #

Invoice #

for the Checks Issued Since the November 19, 2013 Meeting
Check Date

Haley's Cottage
53196
47763

11/14/13

Description

Amount

business license refund
Check Total

$25.00
$25.00
$30,000.00
$30,000.00

PacWest Energy, LLC
53197
ROW12-012

11/14/13

Release cash bond for Jacksons Food Stor
Check Total

Snohomish County Treasurer
53198
EDCCRIMEVIC
53198
TBCRIMEVIC

11/14/13
11/14/13

State pass thru october 2013
State pass thru october 2013

Washington State Department of Licensing
53199
F171300
11/14/13
53199
E171299
11/14/13
Washington State Treasurer
53200
EDCSTGEN40
53200
EDCSTGEN50
53200
EDCSTGEN54
53200
EDCBREATHLAB
53200
EDCJISACCT
53200
EDCTRAUMACARE
53200
EDCAUTOTHEFT
53200
EDCTRAUMABRAIN
53200
TVBSTGENFUN50`
53200
TVBSTGENFUN40`
53200
TVBJIS
53200
TVBTRAUMA
53200
BLDGSVCCHG

West
53201
53201
53201
53201
Descheemaeker
53202
Antheia Enterprises
53203
Bass
53204
German
53205
53205
53205
53205

City Council Meeting
December 3, 2013

11/14/13
11/14/13
11/14/13
11/14/13
11/14/13
11/14/13
11/14/13
11/14/13
11/14/13
11/14/13
11/14/13
11/14/13
11/14/13

11/22/13
11/22/13
11/22/13
11/22/13

11/22/13

11/22/13

11/22/13

11/22/13
11/22/13
11/22/13
11/22/13

Check Total

$161.01
$7.98
$168.99

Check Total

$18.00
$18.00
$36.00

Check Total
Batch Total

$3,344.04
$1,857.18
$134.66
$33.04
$289.58
$81.82
$128.05
$25.50
$131.76
$215.09
$30.00
$15.00
$27.00
$6,312.72
$36,542.71

Check Total

$14.15
$28.99
$38.76
$166.51
$248.41

Check Total

$38.54
$38.54

Check Total

$259.89
$259.89

Check Total

$116.54
$116.54

Check Total

$6.03
$7.85
$35.23
$77.96
$127.07

CPL Renewal Musick
CPLOriginal Holdaas

State pass thru October 2013
State pass thru October 2013
State pass thru October 2013
State pass thru October 2013
State pass thru October 2013
State pass thru October 2013
State pass thru October 2013
State pass thru October 2013
State pass thru October 2013
State pass thru October 2013
State pass thru October 2013
State pass thru October 2013
State pass thru October 2013

Refund check
Refund check
Refund check
Refund check

Refund check

Refund check

Refund check

Refund check
Refund check
Refund check
Refund check
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CONSENT ITEM 7a
Schedule of Checks
Name Check #

Invoice #

Stegmer
53206

for the Checks Issued Since the November 19, 2013 Meeting
Check Date

11/22/13

Automatic Funds Transfer Services, Inc
53207
71870
11/27/13
53207
71870
11/27/13
53207
71870
11/27/13
53207
71870
11/27/13
53207
71870
11/27/13
53207
71870
11/27/13
53207
71870
11/27/13
53207
71870
11/27/13
Alpha Courier Service
53208
CSW20001104

11/27/13

Alternative Environmental Technologies
53209
3007.01-07
11/27/13
53209
3007.01-07
11/27/13
53209
3007.01-07
11/27/13
53209
3007.01-07
11/27/13

Description

Amount

Refund check
Check Total
Batch Total

$36.41
$36.41
$826.86

Storm Printing for Sept/Oct Billing
Garbage Printing for Sept/Oct Billing
Sewer Printing for Sept/Oct Billing
Water Printing for Sept/Oct Billing
Storm Postage for Sept/Oct Billing
Garbage Postage for Sept/Oct Billing
Sewer Postage for Sept/Oct Billing
Water Postage for Sept/Oct Billing
Check Total

$156.26
$156.26
$156.26
$156.25
$155.80
$155.80
$155.79
$155.79
$1,248.21

courier service for lab
Check Total

$153.91
$153.91

Check Total

$750.00
$2,960.00
$750.00
$500.00
$4,960.00

Check Total

$35.00
$35.00
$70.00

asbestos inspections-City Shop
asbestos inspections-Facilities
asbestos inspections-WTP
asbestos inspections-Parks

Association of Snohomish County Cities & Towns
53210
11/27/13
SCC dinner - Oct - Guzak
53210
11/27/13
SCC dinner - Oct - Bauman
AT&T Mobility
53211
413073-11/13

11/27/13

WTP Modem Scada Remote Connections
Check Total

$40.99
$40.99

Award Construction Inc.
53212
2
53212
PE4

11/27/13
11/27/13

2nd & Lincoln - Construction Pay Est.
2013 TBD - Pay Estimate No. 4 - Final
Check Total

$102,087.49
$11,904.80
$113,992.29

Award Construction Inc.
53213
RET-PE4

11/27/13

Retainage 2013 TBD - Pay Estimate No. 4
Check Total

$626.57
$626.57

Washington Tractor
53214
324571
53214
329090

11/27/13
11/27/13

quick lock
fuel mix-small equipment
Check Total

$2.22
$156.49
$158.71

Check Total

$106.38
$106.38

Check Total

$12.83
$12.83

Centro Print Solutions
53215
201677
Central Welding Supply Inc.
53216
RN09130992
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11/27/13

11/27/13

W2 and 1099 Forms

acetylene
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CONSENT ITEM 7a
Schedule of Checks
Name Check #

Invoice #

for the Checks Issued Since the November 19, 2013 Meeting
Check Date

Ch2m Hill Northwest Inc
53217
3868024
CivicPlus
53218

143689

Clair Olivers & Associates
53219
239
City Of Everett Utilities
53220
1015711192013
53220
1016411192013
53220
1673911192013
53220
1741011192013
53220
1954611192013
City of Lake Stevens
53221
2498
Comcast
53222
53222
53222
53222
53222
53222
53222

826061-11/13
826061-11/13
826061-11/13
826061-11/13
826061-11/13
826061-11/13
826061-11/13

Corporate Office Supplies
53223
1447431
53223
1448071
Dell Marketing LP
53224
XJ88KKRW7
Environmental Systems Research
53225
92721899
Evergreen District Court
53226
Oct 2013
Foster Pepper PLLC
53227
1056187
Frontier
53228
53228
53228

118075-11/13
406075-11/13
406075-11/13
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11/27/13

11/27/13

11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13

11/27/13

11/27/13

11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

Description

Amount

Everett Sewer Final Design
Check Total

$1,413.27
$1,413.27

Check Total

$195.00
$195.00

Check Total

$490.00
$490.00

Check Total

$42,375.86
$683.94
$1,576.10
$1,523.87
$5,117.98
$51,277.75

Check Total

$375.00
$375.00

Check Total

$16.81
$16.80
$16.80
$16.80
$8.40
$8.40
$16.79
$100.80

Check Total

$88.54
$82.33
$170.87

Check Total

$38.29
$38.29

Check Total

$801.09
$801.09

Check Total

$2,070.07
$2,070.07

Check Total

$1,826.00
$1,826.00

Favicon install

Everett Sewer Project Mgmt

6600 109th Avenue SE
6400 118th Drive SE
99th Street SE/5 Line
6203 107th Avenue SE
3300 Blk Bickford Avenue

SR 9 C Lobbyist - Nov 2013

Water Share Shop Internet
Storm Share Shop Internet
Wastewater Share Shop Internet
Streets Share Shop Internet
Parks Share Shop Internet
Facilities Share Shop Internet
Fleet Share Shop Internet

Office Supplies-archive
Office Supplies

Drum Cartridge

ESRI Maintenance Agreement

Case filing fees October 2013

Legal Council for Wastewater

Telemetry Auto Dialer
City Manager Share City Hall Fax
Human Resources Share City Hall

$64.18
$7.61
$7.62
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CONSENT ITEM 7a
Schedule of Checks
Name Check #

53228
53228
53228
53228
53228
53228
53228
53228
53228
53228
53228
53228
53228
53228

Invoice #

406075-11/13
406075-11/13
406075-11/13
406075-11/13
406075-11/13
406075-11/13
406075-11/13
218095-11/13
1214935-11/13
1214935-11/13
1214935-11/13
1214935-11/13
1214935-11/13
1214935-11/13

Granite Construction Supply
53229
51209
Grainger Inc.
53230
9286279675
53230
9286279683
53230
9287538814
53230
9289932122
53230
9291089168
53230
9291089150
53230
9291089150
53230
9291089150

for the Checks Issued Since the November 19, 2013 Meeting
Check Date

Description

Amount

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

Clerk Share City Hall Fax
Building Inspection Share City Hall Fax
Economic Development Share City Hall Fax
Planning Share City Hall Fax
Finance Share City Hall Fax
IS Share City Hall Fax
Engineering Share City Hall Fax
Clarks Drive Lift Station
Fleet Share Shop Fax
Water Share Shop Fax
Storm Share Shop Fax
Street Share Shop fax
Facilities Share Shop Fax
Parks Share Shop fax
Check Total

11/27/13

safety glasses

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

$7.62
$7.62
$7.62
$7.62
$7.62
$7.62
$7.62
$58.35
$11.14
$11.13
$11.13
$11.13
$11.13
$11.13
$257.89

Check Total

$84.65
$84.65

Check Total

$68.08
$86.03
$63.97
$588.61
$37.97
$42.09
$125.22
$77.18
$1,089.15

windsock -WWTP
windsock -WWTP, fuse
laptop stand
recharable lanterns
earplugs
ear plugs
ear plugs, winter fleet supplies
ear plugs

Hach Chemical
53231
8561776
53231
8557424

11/27/13
11/27/13

funnel
buffer solution, nitrogen, sulfuric acid
Check Total

$72.15
$323.96
$396.11

H.B. Jaeger
53232
143118/1

11/27/13

offset wrench, adapter
Check Total

$212.71
$212.71
$268.10
$268.10

H. D. Fowler Company
53233
I3518600

11/27/13

hose adapter, meter wrench, pipe wrench
Check Total

Home Depot - Parks
53234
2011448

11/27/13

wire connectors, extension ring

Home Depot - Streets
53235
2574280
53235
3585101
Home Depot - Storm
53236
5021917
53236
5015728
53236
3115027
53236
3115029
53236
7010468
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11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

Check Total

$17.28
$17.28

Check Total

$27.17
$30.06
$57.23

garbage bags
flat bar

stakes
ext cord, ground clamp, copper
shovel
charging cables, pin
cable cutter

$9.69
$33.92
$30.40
$56.38
$38.04
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CONSENT ITEM 7a
Schedule of Checks
Name Check #

53236
53236
53236

Invoice #

5010878
2011388
1022353

Home Depot - Water
53237
3563704
53237
8012163

for the Checks Issued Since the November 19, 2013 Meeting
Check Date

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13

Home Depot Waste Water Treatment
53238
2022005
11/27/13
53238
2011400
11/27/13
53238
1011632
11/27/13

Description

Amount

sakrete, bucket
roofing panel, lumber, screws
roofing panel, lumber, screws
Check Total

$19.32
$174.90
$79.13
$441.78

Check Total

$107.60
$109.83
$217.43

Check Total

$30.40
$15.77
$25.55
$71.72

flashlights, batteries, pliers
tool set, regulator w/ gauge

shovel
sakrete, washers, nuts
outdoor wood

Integra Telecom
53239
11466758
53239
11466758
53239
11466758
53239
11466758
53239
11466758
53239
11466758
53239
11466758
53239
11466758
53239
11466758
53239
11466758
53239
11474109

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

City Manager Share City Hall Phones
Clerk Share City Hall Phone
Human Resources Share City Hall Phone
General Use City Hall Phone
Finance Share City Hall Phone
Building Inspection Share City Hall Phon
Planning Share City Hall Phones
Economic Develop. Share City Hall Phone
PW Director Share City Hall Phones
IS Share City Hall Phones
Water Reservoir
Check Total

$73.70
$147.59
$73.69
$368.87
$368.87
$147.59
$147.59
$73.69
$442.56
$147.59
$55.91
$2,047.65

Iron Mountain Quarry
53240
0221938

11/27/13

5/8- rock
Check Total

$2,808.22
$2,808.22

Wessel
53241

wesselccclass

11/27/13

meal reimburse-Cross Conncection classes
Check Total

$68.00
$68.00

Karen Allen
53242
KALLENRE

11/27/13

lunch re. for 3 day training class-Allen
Check Total

$45.00
$45.00

Kennedy-Jenks Consultants Inc
53243
77304

11/27/13

General Sewer Plan Amendment

Lakeside Industries
53244
6011467MB
McDaniel Do It Center - Parks
53245
432991
53245
432903
53245
433398
53245
433304
53245
433298
53245
433037
53245
433043
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11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

Check Total

$1,665.00
$1,665.00

Check Total

$823.08
$823.08

Check Total

$7.61
$20.66
$15.26
$2.65
$7.61
$26.09
$3.53
$83.41

cold mix

TP
fasteners
drill bits
fasteners
caulk
pilot drill, hole saw
fasteners
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CONSENT ITEM 7a
Schedule of Checks
Name Check #

Invoice #

McDaniel Do It Center - Storm
53246
433411
53246
433535
53246
433534
McDaniel Do It Center- Streets
53247
433457
53247
433139
53247
433164
53247
433285
53247
433299
53247
433297
53247
433592
53247
433610
McDaniel Do It Center - Water
53248
432914
53248
433184
53248
433343
53248
433621
53248
433685
53248
433681
53248
433674
53248
433672

for the Checks Issued Since the November 19, 2013 Meeting
Check Date

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

McDaniel's Do It Center Wastewater
53249
433358
11/27/13
Microflex, Inc.
53250
00021583

11/27/13

Description

Amount

duct sealant
blade
angle square, carpenter pencil
Check Total

$3.80
$10.87
$7.04
$21.71

Check Total

$45.61
$10.97
$1.39
$3.21
$39.72
$1.95
$74.85
$26.55
$204.25

storage container, mixing containers
clorox wipes, lysol wipes, key
plastic pail
fasteners
brass parts
brass parts
pressure regulator, bushing
brass parts, tape, connectors
Check Total

$54.64
$20.73
$5.21
$61.45
$18.13
$3.47
$57.86
$130.44
$351.93

chain, hook
fasteners
fasteners
lap link
quick link, chain
quick link
fasteners
broom hook, cable ties, fasteners

mirror glasses, black cable tie
Check Total

$29.35
$29.35

Check Total

$77.03
$77.03
$68.00
$68.00

Tax Audit Program

Michael Thomas
53251
thomasccclass

11/27/13

meal reimburse-Cross Connection
Check Total

Northstar Chemical, Inc.
53252
46872

11/27/13

magnesium hydroxide

Northwest Cascade Inc
53253
1-788025
53253
1-797611
Platt Electric Supply
53254
B081263
Process Solutions
53255
26292
53255
26293
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11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13

Check Total

$11,308.06
$11,308.06

Check Total

$120.05
$93.50
$213.55

Check Total

$10.29
$10.29

2013 Collections SCADA Upgrade - PSA
2013 Collections SCADA Upgrade - PSA
Check Total

$21,030.00
$5,937.36
$26,967.36

sani can-Maple
sani can-Water res.

straps
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CONSENT ITEM 7a
Schedule of Checks
Name Check #

Invoice #

for the Checks Issued Since the November 19, 2013 Meeting
Check Date

Description

Amount

Process Solutions
53256
RET-26293

11/27/13

Retainage - 13 Collections SCADA Upgrade
Check Total

$286.00
$286.00

Puget Sound Energy
53257
92481105213
53257
836411052013
53257
758911052013
53257
202411052013
53257
857011052013
53257
878611052013
53257
467811052013

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

2100 Clarks Dr.
1610 Park Ave
50 Maple Ave
50 Lincoln Ave
701 18th st
112 Union Ave
116 Union Ave
Check Total

$94.57
$38.94
$80.45
$81.62
$68.83
$84.78
$284.60
$733.79

Check Total

$35.87
$35.87

Check Total

$898.50
$898.50

Finance Director Recruitment Airfare
Finance Director Recruitment Parking
Finance Director Recruitment Baggage
Check Total

$274.10
$62.81
$25.00
$361.91

Rob Criswell
53258
111113
Rubatino Refuse Removal Inc
53259
354410012013
Russell Truell
53260
71673
53260
91447
53260
716737

11/27/13

11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

Snohomish County Department of Emergency
53261
I000345908
11/27/13

Parts for police dept speed trailer

35yd drop box-WWTP

Third and Fourth Quarter 2013
Check Total

$5,124.00
$5,124.00

Check Total

$1,318.93
$1,318.92
$2,637.85

Check Total

$1,040.00
$1,040.00

#1000124814, 2015 2nd St, N end lagoon
#1000126750, 409 3rd St, Pool
#1000381307, 2014 Terrace, Tele N Res
#1000528484, 2330 Baird, Clarks Pond Lif
#1000140298, 2015 2nd St, S end Lagoon
#1000417350, 1930 Stone Ridge, Lift Stat
#1000515696, 1627 Terrace, N Zone Res
#1000125224, 101 Cedar Ave, Carnegie
#1000370579, 1301 Ave D, Street Lighting
Area Lighting, 1330 Ferguson Park Road
#1000463019, 1801 Lakemount, Lift Statio
#1000230125, 219 13th St, S Zone Reservo
#1000453173, 400 Rainbow, Lift Station
#1000275828, 110 Ferguson Pk, Lift Stati
#1000368128, 700 Ave D, Street Lighting
#1000385243, 1329 Bonneville Ave, Lift
Check Total

$14,249.08
$253.95
$32.33
$96.61
$4,238.68
$48.71
$37.05
$1,857.26
$40.40
$16.43
$181.20
$138.47
$110.12
$236.48
$58.10
$40.97
$21,635.84

Snohomish County Department of Public Works
53262
I000338316
11/27/13
street sweeping
53262
I000338316
11/27/13
street sweeping
Snohomish County Finance Department/Solid Waste
53263
i000338637
11/27/13
vactor grit disposal
Snohomish County Pud #1
53264
114049402
53264
107414777
53264
127312804
53264
117367236
53264
107414936
53264
107414935
53264
104102911
53264
100119112
53264
107416707
53264
114051520
53264
114051521
53264
107416075
53264
127315517
53264
107417800
53264
143770669
53264
137142951
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11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
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CONSENT ITEM 7a
Schedule of Checks
Name Check #

Invoice #

for the Checks Issued Since the November 19, 2013 Meeting
Check Date

Snohomish County Sheriff's Office
53265
I000338414
53265
I000338414
53265
I000338414

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

Snohomish County Sheriff's Office Corrections
53266
2013-1834
11/27/13
53266
Oct 2013
11/27/13

Description

Amount

Law Enforcement Services November 2013
Law Enforcement Services November 2013
Law Enforcement Services November 2013
Check Total

$164,496.41
$31,267.92
$17,194.50
$212,958.83

Jail Service fees October 2013
Inmate Medical Billing October 2013
Check Total

$12,479.96
$18.85
$12,498.81

Snohomish County Treasurer
53267
28050100301900

11/27/13

2000 Ludwig Road Property Taxes 2013
Check Total

$452.93
$452.93

Sentinel Offender Services, LLC
53268
78768
53268
78768

11/27/13
11/27/13

GPS OM Monitoring & Inventory Oct 2013
GPS OM Monitoring & Inventory Oct 2013
Check Total

$206.31
$12.00
$218.31

Shred-It USA, Inc
53269
9402779214

11/27/13

Document destruction fees

Snohomish Co-Op
53270
227412
53270
227383
53270
227411
53270
227255
Snohomish Farmers Market Assoc
53271
Reimb 2013

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13

Check Total

$49.50
$49.50

Check Total

$253.33
$131.82
$66.83
$43.51
$495.49

Check Total

$500.00
$500.00
$107.00
$107.00

diesel fuel
dyed fuel
diesel fuel
stall mat

Reimb. damage deposit

Snohomish Health District
53272
Miller

11/27/13

HEP B vaccines -- Wastewater crew
Check Total

Snopac
53273

11/27/13

Dispatch services

6333

Check Total

$10,621.00
$10,621.00
$1,000.00
$3,000.00
$4,000.00

Snohomish Senior Center
53274
13-118
53274
13-124

11/27/13
11/27/13

Monthly Fee
Tourism Grant Reimb for BrewFest Mktg
Check Total

Sound Safety Products Co.
53275
2025216-01
53275
2025215-01

11/27/13
11/27/13

boots-Miller
boots-Simpson

Springbrook Software Inc
53276
26782
Staples Advantage
53277
3214184011

100

11/27/13

11/27/13

Check Total

$105.20
$102.11
$207.31

Check Total

$37,900.00
$37,900.00

Final Contract Installment

Letter Openers, Pens, Highlighters

$27.57
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Schedule of Checks
Name Check #

53277
53277
53277
53277
53277
53277
53277
53277
53277

Invoice #

3214184011
3214184014
3214184013
3214184015
3214184010
3214184007
3214184009
1675491
3214184012

Strategies 360
53278
772-10457
Terry Gilfillan
53279
Sept 2013

for the Checks Issued Since the November 19, 2013 Meeting
Check Date

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13

11/27/13

Description

Amount

Paper
Pens, Calendars
Pens
Hole Punch
Power Cord
Black Toner
Printer Ribbon
office supplies, phone chargers
Office Supplies
Check Total

$26.04
$64.59
$8.65
$32.44
$87.03
$130.34
$13.81
$89.01
$150.19
$629.67

Check Total

$4,500.00
$4,500.00

Check Total

$76.49
$76.49

Meetings with Ecology

LEOFF I Reimbursement

Tetra Tech Inc
53280
50734158

11/27/13

Engineering Services through 10/25/13
Check Total

$615.95
$615.95

Sound Publishing
53281
900696
53281
526311
53281
526313
53281
5263215
53281
524613

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

Council mtg agenda - Oct 15th
legal ad publ - Ord 2261 sum
legal ad publ - Ord 2262 sum
legal ad publ - Ord 2263 sum
legal ad publ - PH 16th St annex
Check Total

$540.00
$50.40
$32.68
$51.60
$29.24
$703.92
$87.00
$87.00

Tim Jackson
53282
jacksonWDM

11/27/13

WDM exam fee reimburse.-T. Jackson
Check Total

TMG Services, Inc.
53283
0035597

11/27/13

metering pump, motor, pulley

Unum Life Insurance
53284
220603027-12/13

11/27/13

Check Total

$4,803.42
$4,803.42

Check Total

$118.10
$118.10
$5,380.84
$5,380.84

retiree life insurance - Dec 2013

URS Corporation
53285
5686351

11/27/13

Stormwater Comprehensive Contract 12-22
Check Total

US Bank CPS
53286
44092
53286
20-2576694
53286
474754
53286
231-A
53286
233-A
53286
53286
53286
53286
3431
53286
8183
53286
15348

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

3 Ultrium Tape Cartridges
inventory class-Bender
disposable gloves
motel-3 day CC training-Wessel
motel-3 day CC training-Thomas
Nov MAG mtg - Bauman
staff lunch 11/20/13 - Bauman
Staff lunch - Schuller & Stanton
Boots Return
Boots Purchase
Capitol Campus Park-Legislative Session
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$250.00
$189.00
$148.60
$235.30
$235.30
$12.87
$12.17
$24.35
$-173.75
$135.73
$9.00
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Schedule of Checks
Name Check #

53286
53286

Invoice #

1641127
Ref 71

U.S. Postmaster
53287
110813-111413
53287
110813-111413
53287
110813-111413
53287
110813-111413
53287
110813-111413
53287
110813-111413
53287
110813-111413
53287
111513-112113
53287
111513-112113
53287
111513-112113
53287
111513-112113
53287
111513-112113
53287
111513-112113
53287
111513-112113
53287
111513-112113
Verizon Wireless
53288
9712765891
53288
9712765891
53288
9712765891
53288
9712765891
53288
9712765891
53288
9712765891
53288
9712765891
53288
9712765891
53288
9712765891
53288
9712765891
53288
9712765891
Western Facilities Supply Inc
53289
Z31031
Whistle Workwear
53290
69526
53290
69526
53290
69535
53290
69535
53290
69535
53290
69535
53290
69535
53290
69535
53290
69535
53290
69535
53290
69535
WHPacific
53291
37401-02
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for the Checks Issued Since the November 19, 2013 Meeting
Check Date

11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13

11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13
11/27/13

11/27/13

Description

Amount

ULI Northwest Workshop
ULI Northwest Parking
Check Total

$95.00
$14.00
$1,187.57

Check Total

$25.30
$6.63
$5.00
$7.30
$5.46
$7.24
$0.46
$5.48
$1.12
$102.78
$42.26
$3.22
$2.76
$3.04
$1.72
$219.77

Check Total

$72.10
$72.10
$169.41
$54.58
$57.56
$57.56
$57.56
$291.39
$328.55
$383.68
$135.11
$1,679.60

Check Total

$1.51
$1.51

Check Total

$98.27
$98.27
$98.27
$108.09
$98.27
$98.27
$196.54
$98.27
$98.27
$-98.27
$-98.27
$795.98

2nd & Lincoln - Construction Mgmt
Check Total

$24,233.59
$24,233.59

Council Postage
City Manager Postage
Clerk Postage
Finance Postage
Police Postage
Planning Postage
Water Postage
Council Postage
City Manager Postage
Clerk Postage
Finance Postage
Police Postage
Planning Postage
Engineering Postage
Public Works Postage

Bldg & Grd Cellular
Parks Cellular
Streets Cellular
Shop Cellular
Econ Cellular
Bldg Insp Cellular
Police Cellular
Engrg Cellular
Wastewater Cellular
Water Cellular
Storm Cellular

WP invoice

winter jacket -Allen
winter jacket -Acton
winter jacket -deLeuw
winter jacket -Wessel
winter jacket -Leach
winter jacket -Bender
winter jacket -Hopper, Bowman
winter jacket -Acton
winter jacket Buse
winter jacket return-Allen
winter jacket return-Acton
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Schedule of Checks
Name Check #

Invoice #

for the Checks Issued Since the November 19, 2013 Meeting
Check Date

Washington State Dept of Ecology
53292
NR14149001
53292
L9400002

11/27/13
11/27/13

Description

Amount

Check Total

$680.00
$275,973.53
$276,653.53

Check Total

$42.00
$42.00

Washington State Department of Transportation
53294
313-ATB31112154
11/27/13
15th & D -Environmental/Air Noise Review
Check Total

$79.27
$79.27

Washington State Department of Health
53293
011361809158
11/27/13

lab accreditation
loan installment

waterworks operator cert-Allen

Washington State Patrol
53295
I14003279

11/27/13

Background check fees October 2013
Check Total

Xerox Corporation
53296
071073803

11/27/13

#WTM-003709, 093013-110413

Zumar Industries
53297
0166390

11/27/13

$49.50
$49.50

Check Total

$321.58
$321.58

Check Total
Batch Total
Total All Batches

$454.29
$454.29
$865,430.49
$902,800.06

lake signs

I hereby certify that the goods and services charged on the vouchers listed below have been
furnished to the best of my knowledge. I further certify that the claims below to be valid and
correct.
_____________________
City Treasurer
WE, the undersigned council members of the City of Snohomish, Washington, do hereby certify
that the claim warrants #53196 through #53297 in the total of $902,800.06 dated November 14,
2013 through November 27, 2013 are approved for payment on December 3, 2013.
_____________________
Mayor

_____________________
Councilmember

____________________
Councilmember

_____________________
Councilmember
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Invoice #

for the Checks Issued Since the November 19, 2013 Meeting
Check Date

Description

Amount
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Snohomish City Council Meeting Minutes
November 19, 2013
1. CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Guzak called the Snohomish City Council meeting to order at
7:00 p.m., Tuesday, November 19, 2013, in the Snohomish School District Resource Service
Center, George Gilbertson Boardroom, 1601 Avenue D, Snohomish, Washington.
COUNCILMEMBERS PRESENT
Derrick Burke
Greg Guedel
Karen Guzak, Mayor
Tom Hamilton
Paul Kaftanski
Dean Randall
Lynn Schilaty

STAFF PRESENT
Larry Bauman, City Manager
Grant Weed, City Attorney
Danny Weinberg, Support Services Dir.
Owen Dennison, Planning Director
Steve Schuller, Public Works Director
John Flood, Police Chief
Torchie Corey, City Clerk
Debbie Emge, Economic Dev. Manager

There were forty citizens in attendance.
2. APPROVE AGENDA contents and order
Councilmember Kaftanski requested that Consent Item 8h be made Action Item 6c.
Councilmember Guedel asked that the Presentation be moved ahead of Citizen Comments.
Mayor Guzak confirmed Council approval of the changes to the agenda.
4. PRESENTATION – Appreciation of Service on Economic Development Committee for
Robert Klem (moved ahead of Citizen Comments at the beginning of the meeting)
Mayor Guzak and Council liaisons Councilmembers Schilaty and Guedel presented a
certificate of appreciation to Robert Klem for his years of service on the EDC.
Councilmember Schilaty enjoyed being a liaison to the EDC. Mr. Klem had brought an
expertise to the group and had been a pleasure to work with.
Councilmember Guedel pointed out that four years ago when Councilmember Schilaty and
he became liaisons to the EDC which Mr. Klem was already working on, the City was in the
trough of the economic recession. The City’s sales tax revenues used to fund programs and
infrastructure had plummeted. Since that time under Mr. Klem’s active leadership, the City’s
revenues exceeded pre-recession levels as a direct result of Mr. Klem’s work.
Mr. Klem had been looking for property to move his company’s corporate headquarters from
King to Snohomish County in 2003 and found space in Snohomish Business Park. As part of
the aerospace industry the company was probably one of largest employers in town. They’d
been here about ten years. It had been an enjoyable opportunity to get to know the City and
participate in it.
3. CITIZEN COMMENTS on items not on the Agenda (and/or to request time to speak on
any Action or Discussion items on this agenda)
City Council Meeting
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Morgan Davis, 206 Avenue I, brought up two articles in last week’s Herald regarding the
plight of Kendall Court homeowners. The developer went broke years after the fees were
due. A female City employee was let go, receiving $20,000 and a letter of recommendation.
The state auditor’s office was aware of the situation but did nothing about it. Why didn’t the
City file liens against the delinquent parcels so there would have been clouds on the titles?
Title insurance companies would have then been notified and any sale of the lots would have
forced payoff of the liens. This reminded him of the mill theft of City water a few years ago,
resulting in a $600,000 unpaid water bill. The City Attorney recused himself because he was
a friend or had formally represented the mill owner. The case was assigned to a junior attorney who lost the case in Superior Court where Judge Hulbert ruled the City waited too long.
The City’s utility rate payers had to pay the $600,000 while the mill owner got off free. In
the 1980’s the City Manager allowed a City Councilmember to hook up to water without first
paying for it and left City employment shortly thereafter. Secondly, has the City selected an
appraiser for the Stocker property for the proposed new boat launch? If so, who was it and
when was the appraisal due? Citizens needed more transparency for this murky deal. The
Stocker asking price of $500,000 was way over the state Fish & Wildlife $150,000 appraisal.
The Tribune quoted Mukilteo Mayor Marine as saying the proposed deal was an illegal gift
of public funds to a private individual and the reporter stood by that quote. Mr. Davis and
Bob Heirman favored the City shop site for the boat launch but the City didn’t want to move
the shop. The Crabbs Bar upriver from the Stocker property would be an ideal site. Finally,
he supported the lease of the Carnegie Building and hoped the lessee’s business would thrive
so next year the whole complex would be rented. If the excursion train comes into town the
Carnegie Building would be a perfect location for a gift and souvenir shop, catering to the
train tourists. Trying to convert the Carnegie into a redundant educational center was a bad
idea; rent it to the private sector.
Mr. Bauman said the appraisal contract would be brought to the Council for approval so there
would be full transparency of the scope of work details and the appraiser’s qualifications. It
would probably be at the first December meeting.
Ric Suarez, 1029 Kendall Court, was one of many attending tonight of whom the City had
decided to lay these bills at their feet. He hoped the Council did some soul-searching on the
issue because what they were doing was wrong. The residents had done nothing wrong and
had ‘clean hands’ while the City did not. The City failed to follow policies and procedures.
Why was that not addressed? The City hung its hat on a little clause that said the funds had
to be collected and couldn’t be a gift. How was that a gift to him? For 18 months the bill
had hung over his head. He couldn’t do things because he might have to pay a bill, although
he very clearly was not going to pay it. Right now the City had him financially paralyzed.
He couldn’t refinance or sell his home until the debt was paid. How would Councilmembers
like to be financially paralyzed? It wasn’t pleasant. He missed out on a 3% loan and was at
5-1/2%. Who should pay that? It wasn’t hard to do the right thing. Had the City’s position
been reconsidered?
Michele Kemper, 1103 Kendall Court, assisted her son’s family purchase their home in
March 2011. She had six questions and a call to action for the Council: (1) Were the unpaid
fees for the debt the current homeowners’ responsibility? City code said connection and
impact fees must be paid by the developer prior to the City’s issuance of the building permit.
The developers acknowledged the fees were their responsibility and yet failed to pay on at
least 13 building permits, dissolved their limited liability corporation and refused to pay the
debt balance. The City had not taken action to file suit against the developers saying “there
is no likelihood of receiving payment.” Yet the City said it couldn’t forgive the debt. There
was a difference between a forgiven and an uncollectable debt; this was uncollectable debt
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from a defunct construction company. (2) Did the City not know the impact fees were unpaid
until just recently? A police investigation report contained documents showing the City was
aware of permit issues as early as 2005 when a letter by Mr. Bauman said the permit coordinator was to be fired because she was dissatisfied with any changes to permit processes.
The City eventually paid the fired employee a $20,000 settlement. No audit was ordered on
the employee’s work until after 2009. (3) Has the City’s threats of liens had any financial
impact on the homeowners? For two years the City has used threats of lawsuits and liens,
holding the titles hostage until the developer’s debt was paid. Owners couldn’t refinance to a
lower rate nor take out a home equity loan. This had a material impact on family finances.
(4) Did the City issue false records hiding the fact that fees were not paid? The City kept
silent on its knowledge of problems with the issuance of building permits and gave false
records to her title insurance company showing the $20,000 in fees were paid. (5) Will her
title insurance company pay the developer’s debt? Chicago Title denied her claim, saying
unpaid fees were specifically excluded from coverage. She was told her only recourse was to
file a class-action lawsuit against the City. (6) Did the City deliver an unbiased and fair
resolution to the developer’s debt? The City determined there was a better chance to collect
the developer’s debt from homeowners. Mr. Bauman was using the power of his position to
threaten legal action, coercing owners to make payment for a debt that wasn’t theirs which
has harmed them financially by holding their title hostage. She called the Council to action
to stop action against the homeowners since the City failed to collect fees when the permits
were issued, furnished false documents to her title company, and failed to take action against
the developer in a timely manner. These actions precluded the owners from the enjoyment of
their homes, caused undue stress and fear, and created a financial hardship the past two years.
Carsten Buus, 2302 11th Street, requested full disclosure of all records and communications
associated with his property from the time it was part of the undeveloped Denny and Kendall
plats to the present. This included City records, correspondence, electronic files, e-mails,
recorded phone calls, notes, receivers to include but not limited to builders, developers, title
insurance companies, banks or other financial entities, escrow companies, government
agencies, utility and sewer districts, school district; and any entity that managed, collected, or
assessed fees related to this property. He asked how many Councilmembers had read the
police report. He had read a lot of statements in the paper and it seemed that false statements
were being made to the press. What was the City trying to hide with these false statements?
Colleen Dunlap, 1614 Fourth Street, read a definition of incompetence as ‘inadequate or
unsuitable for a particular purpose, lacking the qualities needed for effective action.’ Poor
management of the planning department had been ongoing. Major mistakes continued to be
unresolved for years. Even after the problems were identified, management failed to follow
through to resolve the problem. Poor management was responsible for non-collection of
impact fees from the Kendall developers. Mayor Guzak had said that to not collect the fees
would be failing the rest of the City taxpayers and she was right. In their incompetence, City
leadership has cost everyone real money. The solution was not to foist the bill off onto home
buyers but for leadership to stand up like adults, own their personal responsibility and find a
fair solution. If leadership couldn’t meet that challenge, they should resign and make way
for someone who was responsible and competent.
Gary McLean, 323 Avenue E, said any other type of business with an employee that openly
screwed up couldn’t look for someone else to fix it; in this particular case it was admitted
that an employee made a mistake. All he asked them to do was ‘bite the bullet,’ drop the
case and keep on going. This wasn’t fair to the people of the City and the people who in
their words were being held hostage.
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Larry Thompson, 2307 11th Street, said the homeowners weren’t here to dismantle or
disrupt the City’s business, or to get the City to spend a whole bunch more money on this.
He didn’t know what staff had spent but was sure it was quite a bit of time and effort for
these twenty months now with public records and the media. Did anyone have an idea of
what was spent so far? Staff all had jobs to do without this interfering with the day-to-day
tasks. This could be put to rest by suing the developer and LLCs, get a judgment, and write
the receivable off. The audience didn’t care how staff handled it internally. It had gone on
long enough. Money would roll in the next steps and there were damages. It would cost the
City a lot of money, which would end up costing the homeowners. Do the right thing and get
it done; don’t turn it into the years-ago pig issue and spend hundreds of thousands of dollars
getting a couple cartoon pigs off a restaurant wall. It wasn’t worth it.
Rory Mundwiler, 1007 Kendall Court, was not a homeowner affected by this except that
his neighborhood was. He came in support and solidarity with them. The Council had to
understand that people’s lives and well-being were at stake. This neighborhood was classic,
an almost utopian neighborhood that should be a model for planning. If he wanted a cup of
sugar from a neighbor, he could send his wife or daughter to get it. Any number of people
would be there for them. The right thing was being rubbed the wrong way. Maybe someone
else screwed up but the wrong could be righted. The Council had the power to realize and
say the Denny and Kendall plat people were the type they wanted in town. The presentation
for Mr. Klem was a great direction. The homeowners were a great direction; just treat them
with the respect that they deserved.
John Poteet, 5901 107th Avenue SE, lived in Kendall Court from June 2009 until selling his
house in June 2013. In completing the transaction, they were told school impact fees were
owed. Just prior to that they were told they did not have a certificate of occupancy so that
was provided in May. Their money was still in escrow and would be until this was settled.
They felt it was wrong to pay the impact fees because they didn’t owe them and it would set
a precedent. He recommended that the money be held for any house that sold because it
would be going towards something that was not owed.
Mark Marzolf, 9000 72nd Street SE, was an area builder. All builders carried contractors
insurance when they got their license. No one brought that point up. His was for $1 million.
Had that been looked into? When he applied for a permit in the county, he had to show proof
of insurance. It should be retroactive to cover when a sub-contractor or supplier wasn’t paid
and he didn’t see where the City would be any different. Why couldn’t the City go after that?
He hoped they could.
Mayor Guzak heard their frustration and anger, and shared it as a homeowner in town. It was
a really difficult situation. Staff had looked at every way they could think of to clear it up.
The school fees belonged to the school district. The sewer line that serviced the area cost the
City $8 million. The City had collected from many developers. It came at a time when there
were bankruptcies, people losing jobs, and banks failing. A City employee hadn’t followed
procedure so the City was responsible for an issue that impacted members of the audience as
well as the Council. The City saw no legal path to forgive this. It was a question of fairness.
The City would be gifting taxpayer money to these homeowners if it paid the debts that went
to these properties. Laws governed the City and supported fairness in its actions. Staff had
consulted a lot with the City Attorney and the best that could be done right now given their
understanding of the laws was to give time for the payment. The City could find no legal
recourse. If the owners wanted to bring more ideas, the Council and City Attorney would be
happy to entertain and look at them. She was very sorry for this. They were all in it together.
108

City Council Meeting
December 3, 2013

CONSENT ITEM 7b
Larry Coyle, 1025 Kendall Court, said with all due respect, the Mayor’s statement was
very offensive. They were not ‘in this together.’ He and the Mayor spoke before. There was
a failure of fiduciary responsibility when the City failed to put liens on the properties. His
home was built in 2009 and the record showed an awareness of the problem in 2008 before
his home was ever built. His house had gone back to the bank. There was a record that the
bank was aware of these fees being owed. A big cloud of dust was being created about all
sorts of issues and complexities but there was no complexity to the problem. The entire issue
could have been solved by putting liens on the properties. He was a retired project manager
and there were project management checklists. According to City code one of the checklist
items was after issuing the permit, particularly on sewer connections, if the fees were not
paid within 30 days a lien was placed on the property. It was intuitive and common sense.
The City had so many opportunities to correct the problem from obligated individuals and
didn’t do it. That was the entire issue. He understood procedures weren’t always followed
and that things happened but when the problem was discovered, no action was taken and that
was what created the problem they faced now. Did this coercive action being taken by the
Council and City have the consensus of the entire Council? Did they support the criminal
coercion that was going on?
Mayor Guzak rejected that this was criminal coercion.
Mr. Bauman apologized to the thirteen property owners who continued to be affected by
these unpaid fees that must be paid for their properties. While working with lenders, title
companies, and project developers had resulted in more than $279,000 in fees being paid for
27 homes in the development the City reached a point where it didn’t expect any more of the
unpaid fees to be paid by those sources. Unfortunately the last recourse for paying the fee
was the property owners and there was no legal means to change that reality. Errors made by
staff that led to the problem were definitely regrettable and unfortunate. He would turn back
the clock if possible to undue the problems that occurred; however that wasn’t possible. The
responsible employee and her supervisor were no longer with the City but as City Manager
he took responsibility. Changes were made in staff training and the systems used to ensure
that these problems didn’t arise again. Staff requested that the state auditor’s team review
those changes who confirmed that the appropriate improvements had been made to prevent a
reoccurrence. He did not see further action the City could take that could legally reduce the
burden on the remaining thirteen property owners although he wished it were otherwise. If a
legal means could be found to change that, it would be done in a heartbeat.
Councilmember Guedel had lived here his entire life, and was embarrassed and ashamed that
this happened to his town. None of the owners deserved this. If it happened to him, his family
or neighbors, he would be here doing exactly as the audience was doing. From the Council’s
perspective, the issue had come to them fairly recently primarily because of actions taken by
the owners. He appreciated that they had come forward because the issue needed to be dealt
with. The City did have other legal options that it could pursue. Under Other Business he
intended to make a motion that would reflect some viable options for the City that did not
involve pursuing homeowners. He didn’t question legal research done by the City Attorney’s
office but legal issues were not ‘yes or no, on or off’. One of the primary things to look at
was the City’s insurance that covered things like theft, fraud, employee misconduct, errors
and omissions liability insurance. When the City had an issue that it had insurance coverage
for, the option needed to be pursued. Insurance was a funding source that could be utilized
and was often used in cases where an employee, whether a government or private agency,
has done something wrong and caused financial harm. If the City wasn’t legally compelled
by a court or any other state agency, he didn’t think the City had to pursue getting the fees
from the owners. He’d had discussions with other legal experts on the issue who saw a lot of
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ambiguity. When there was ambiguity, the City should come down on the side of its citizens.
He was very sorry and apologized on behalf of how he viewed community. He thanked the
audience for everything they had done in trying to work through the issue.
Councilmember Burke’s position was that people entered into a contract in good faith and
there needed to be laws that covered and protected the people. A lot of different transactions
and agreements were entered into among the 27 homes. People had an expectation when
engaging in a large important transaction that affected their entire lives; if documents said
fees were paid it needed to be honored. He was in broad agreement with Councilmember
Guedel’s comments and had been the whole time.
4. PRESENTATION – Appreciation of Service on Economic Development Committee for
Robert Klem (moved ahead of Citizen Comments at beginning of the meeting)
5. PUBLIC HEARINGS
a. 2014 Budget
This was the second public hearing to review the 2014 budget. The Council had held one
public hearing at the last meeting and two workshops in October to review the budget at a
departmental level. Staff had received no requests for revisions so the budget presented
to the Council on September 30th was essentially the same document being reviewed
tonight for final adoption.
Primary changes in the 2014 budget were to sustain current services and make modest
improvements in resources to support those services. One of the staffing additions was
an administrative position to provide shared support to Planning, Public Works, Human
Resources, City Clerk and City Manager departments. It was also intended to continue
the current funding level for temporary summer positions in Parks and add one additional
position in Streets.
Goals and action strategies of the City’s strategic plan were deeply embedded in the
budget and reflected not only in the line items, but more importantly in the Council’s
goals and items selected for adoption for projects and programs in the coming year.
Operating funds for the City showed an ending fund balance of over $2.8 million. The
reserves operated also as the rainy-day funds for each of the programs and were deemed
to be sufficient at this point to sustain operations and accommodate reasonably expected
emergent conditions. Following the public hearing, the Council may adopt Ordinance
2260 for the 2014 budget.
Citizens’ comments:
Morgan Davis, 206 Avenue I, said Councilmember Kaftanski considered property tax as
the best way to stabilize and fund local government. In 2009 a typical City home was
valued at $300,000 with a total tax bill of around $3,000. In 2013 that same home had
decreased in value to about $200,000 but still incurred a total tax bill of around $3,000.
Yet the homeowner suffered a real money loss of $100,000 in equity from 2009 to 2013.
Property tax was the most regressive tax while income and sales taxes were progressive;
the less earned, the less spent, and the less taxes charged. In hard times why was it that
citizens were the only ones who had to tighten their belts and sacrifice compared to the
relatively stable income of government? The only City employees to get pink slips during
the great recession were Corbitt Loch and John Turner. Mr. Loch’s position was quickly
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filled and the City was now hiring again. Contracting police services with the Sheriff’s
Office proved to be a huge success. Staff now proposed installing another property tax
of up to $.75 per $1000 of assessed valuation on City residents with the creation of a
Metropolitan Parks District to ostensibly go for parks improvements. The owner of a
$300,000 house would see an annual increase of $225. The new tax would be limited to
City residents only instead of expanding the boundaries to include the school district
because over half the park users lived outside of town in the urban growth area. If the
City wanted more revenue, go for an income or sales tax increase, or even consider an
employee head-count tax. Today’s Herald said the County Council was considering
raising property taxes up to 6% that they had banked without a vote of the citizens.
Everybody wanted to raise property tax which was the worst tax in the whole structure.
There were other ways to get revenue.
Colleen Dunlap, 1614 Fourth Street, had been looking at the City’s $17 million debt.
She loved parks and thought they were very valuable to a community. She didn’t believe
in debt and was sick of it. If the City continued to increase in population, a new sewer
would have to be installed and stormwater dealt with, ending up with more debt. They
were spending money and talking about increasing taxes for luxury items. These were
not necessities but getting out of debt was. She didn’t have a credit card with thousands
of dollars on it. She didn’t want her City to have $17 million in debt and then go out to
dinner on it putting more money into the parks.
Citizens’ comments – closed
Mayor Guzak asked the City Manager if he would like to comment on some of the citizen
statements. There were some misconceptions that could use clarification.
Mr. Bauman did not want to address citizen comments on a point-by-point basis. He
assured the Council that the debt was a very manageable part of City finances. Debt was
incurred by virtually all public agencies in the course of business. Large capital projects
which were needed for the community’s success often couldn’t be completed without
loans. The City had been very successful in getting loans from the Public Works Trust
Fund at an interest rate of .5%. Loans had to be repaid but there were very few options
that were a better deal than the PWTF for any municipality in the state. Unfortunately
the Legislature had chosen to sweep funds from the PWTF program and it didn’t look
like it would be a viable option for the next six years unless it was funded in the future.
MOTION by Guedel, second by Kaftanski, that the City Council accept public testimony
and comments concerning the 2014 budget, close the public hearing and adopt Ordinance
2260 to implement the 2014 budget. The motion passed unanimously (7-0).
b. 16th Street Annexation
The Council discussed this annexation in August at the 10% level. Tonight’s action
was whether to accept the petition to annex and proceed with the process. If the Council
had a favorable response, Resolution 1309 would be passed authorizing staff to submit
the package to the county Boundary Review Board. If the Council determined it was not
appropriate to move forward, then the annexation would stop here.
As a refresher the annexation process started with a request in the form of a 10% petition
with signatures representing 10% of assessed value for the area proposed for annexation.
That was followed by the Council public meeting which occurred August 6th in this case.
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At that time the Council authorized circulation of the Petition to Annex. The petition was
received in September and certified by Snohomish County as meeting the state requirements for signatures representing 60% assessed value. Now the City was at the point of
the public hearing.
All these steps were outlined in state law. A city had to follow the state statutory process
for annexations which was a fairly rigid process. With approval of Resolution 1309 staff
would file a Notice of Intention package with the BRB. It would be deemed as approved
by the BRB if no request for review was received within 45 days or following a public
hearing. If approved the next step would be to return to the Council for adoption of an
annexation ordinance.
The 16th Street Annexation was comprised of 17.4 acres and designated single-family on
the land use map. About 5 acres was SR 9 right-of-way with the remaining 12 acres of
privately held land. There were seven parcels with six property owners. It was a direct
petition method based on the assessed value and certified by the county on October 18th.
Signatures represented 60% of the assessed value from four properties within the area.
The property was west of SR 9, south of 16th Street which became 72nd Avenue SE
outside the City limits, and east of 89th Avenue SE which became Ludwig Road within
the City. It was within the City’s western UGA. Existing parcels were primarily singlefamily development. Constraints to future development included Cemetery Creek before
it went under SR 9 and the Bonneville Power transmission line easement that took up a
significant chunk of the proposed annexation.
A new wrinkle came up as of this weekend. The owner of the largest property within the
area has expressed an interest to withdraw from the annexation although she was one of
the signatories. As this occurred after the petition was certified the City was constrained
by state law from removing her name from the petition. State law provided three days
following the start of the county’s certification review of the petition during which period
a signature could be removed by written request but the petition was certified on October
18th. The City had no power to remove her signature.
After the boundaries were set at the public 10% meeting, the Council did not have the
option of modifying the boundaries. It proceeds forward to the BRB who does have the
power to modify the boundary. Because the property in question represented more than
5% of the assessed value for the annexation, the property owner did have the option of
requesting that the BRB deny it.
The Council may wish to consider this issue in determining whether to move forward.
The proposal could be considered untimely due to the possible lack of support, although
staff remained with the original recommendation to move forward. Annexations were
typically somewhat divisive and it was rare to get a consensus with all property owners in
support of an annexation. The process was initiated by a valid petition which occurred
here at the property owners’ request. With a petition annexation there was no follow-up
vote. The opportunity for property owners to provide input was at the initiation petition
stage. As outlined in state law, following receipt of the petition it was then subject to the
Council’s evaluation of whether it made sense for the City to proceed forward.
Council considerations for this proposal included: (1) It was within the City’s UGA.
(2) Near-term development was likely. The proposal had been organized and pushed by
Wescott Homes, a single-family developer who was interested in developing several
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parcels of the property. (3) No one-time capital costs and no particularly significant
long-term costs to the City for maintenance were identified. There were no existing
roadways that would be included in the annexation. There were some boundary issues
that the Council discussed at the 10% public meeting and determined that City priorities
encouraged moving forward with it. However the Council was aware that the boundary
issues may trigger review initiated by either the BRB or the county.
Councilmember Randall asked why the property owner wanted her name removed.
Mr. Dennison said initially Wescott Homes had four properties under contract including
hers. Evidently Wescott had dropped their contract with her and she no longer perceived
a benefit in moving forward to join the City.
Councilmember Kaftanski confirmed the 9104 property was primarily where the transmission lines were located. There was an approximate 300’ east-west easement. In terms
of development capability what were the restrictions around power poles?
Mr. Dennison said essentially no development could go under them. Bonneville Power
Administration opposed even fences within the easement so it was highly limited and
essentially open space.
Citizens’ comments:
Morgan Davis, 206 Avenue I, knew the Council would approve this short-sighted
proposed annexation. It was a hodge-podge of properties with irregular boundaries and
removal of the large parcel would make it worse. Going north, at 77th Street Ludwig
Road became the county’s 89th Avenue SE and then at 16th Street it went back to Ludwig
Road. Piecemeal annexation was a mistake. He hoped when the BRB looked at this that
they would remand it back to the City to square up the boundaries, using arterial streets
instead of property lines. The Growth Management Act required that. The Council had a
fiduciary responsibility to do this right. Don’t be embarrassed by the BRB remanding it
back to the Council.
Mary Ann Schilling, 9302 72nd Street, said her husband was born and raised in the area.
Their five boys graduated from Snohomish High School. Many friends were long-time
residents. They supported fellow business owners by shopping locally and using local
services whenever possible. While they supported local business and enjoyed their lifestyle here, they did not want to reside within City limits; part of the reason they enjoyed
their lifestyle was because they were outside the City. They were unable to change the
zoning to benefit their ability to sell their property for a different use and annexation
would not change that. The cost of utilities was prohibitively more than they paid now so
how was that a benefit? The cost for the privilege to hook up to the City sewer and water
was obscene at $20,000 and that didn’t include the cost of the actual work to physically
do the hook-up. There was a comment about no long-time or significant long-term cost
to the City but it was a significant cost to them. They had a fine water company and a
reliable septic system that had never given them any trouble. They were not antiprogress nor were they anti-development but given the exorbitant price to them, they
should be able to expect something in return. The City had nothing to offer them. They
did not support annexation. It would saddle them with obscene debt without any return
on that debt. The debacle discussed earlier this evening was reason enough to not want to
be under City governance.
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Richard Barclay, 7411 89th Avenue SE, represented the owner of 7409 89th Avenue SE
who in no way wanted to be annexed into the City. The addresses represented on the map
were incorrect.
Dennis Long, 7405 89th Avenue SE, was in favor of annexation. The City had paid to
install a sewer trunkline along 89th Avenue SE and planned on expansion. His neighbor
had been for the annexation. Sooner or later the City had to expand for future growth.
The BRB could look at the lines and see what they felt would be a good recommendation.
12 acres was a substantial piece of property. It could benefit the City for tax purposes
and get some trunkline funds back that the City had already put in to all the expense.
Mark Marzolf, 9000 72nd Street SE, owned property west of the proposal. This would
be a great addition to the City. It will make a lot of revenue. City limits went down the
middle of the street so there was a little conflict of regulations from one side of the street
to the other. The water system was a 2” line but with no fire hydrant so if there was a
fire, they would use the City’s hydrant across the street. That would all be improved plus
the houses would be paying for the water system that was provided for them in case of
fire. Besides the power line easement, there were a lot of wetlands which would remain
regardless of how the area developed. Wescott was very thorough in the road studies and
those passed well. The sewer system was the best thing out there. He was in the building
business and knew septic systems failed. Street improvements paid for by the developer
would help foot traffic. With all the building along Ludwig Road and north, there would
be a lot more foot traffic. Police patrol would be easier. Rules and regulations for the
county were much different than the City. It was good for the City to start to expand into
an area that was growing. He saw nothing but good things with the annexation.
Brian Danielson, 7424 89th Avenue SE, decided to speak because of the owner at 9104.
About six years ago he tried to get a larger area annexed including his property and those
around him. He had almost 80% signatures for the 10% meeting. Based on poor advice
from his developer who said he didn’t need to attend the meeting because they had the
required signatures, he didn’t show up. Two people against the annexation did attend and
the Council agreed as no one was there to speak in favor even though the signatures were
provided. He really wanted to be in the City eventually but this was poorly drawn and
didn’t include the chunk of UGA it should. Now there was another citizen that really
represented the majority of the property who didn’t want to join. His recommendation
was to not do this because it wasn’t a clean line; it wasn’t a good annexation. The area
would eventually all get annexed at some point but don’t do it like this. There were
moral issues with her not wanting it. Were they going to force this down someone’s
throat or were they going to do the right thing and not send it on?
Citizens’ comments - closed
Councilmember Guedel asked what the financial impact was when the City annexed an
area with existing residences using septic systems and the intention was that ultimately
they connected to the City system. When did it happen, how much did it cost, and when
was payment required to be made? What was the financial reality of being annexed for
someone who may or may not want to be in an annexation?
Mr. Schuller assumed the property got annexed and then the question became ‘what
active construction happened.’ Because of the recession there hadn’t been a lot going on
to give recent examples. Depending on the nature of the development, the code allowed
people to hook up to sewer and water once service was within 200’. If 90% of the prop114
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erty was developed, but the house in the middle didn’t want to connect, the City would
work with the developer so that water and sewer were right by the parcel. At that point
the last parcel would be hooked up so that everybody got connected to sewer and water
when all the construction was happening. Most of this area was rural but in the UGA so
there were long-term plans. The transition occurred when all the various parcels were
hooked up to sewer and water. It was best when it happened organically as part of the
actual construction of those improvements. There were many hypotheticals.
Councilmember Guedel was focused on the citizen who said she would have to pay
$20,000 to connect to the City utility systems if the City annexed this property. Was an
existing resident in the annexed area going to get an order and a bill from the City saying
‘hook up; here’s what it costs; and here’s when it’s due’? What specific financial impacts
were there now for someone if any, and if not, then what was the case? Talk about who
was there now and what would happen if the area was taken into the City’s boundary.
Mr. Schuller knew of various houses in town on septic and different water services so
there were plenty of examples of homes annexed in but the City hadn’t forced them to
connect. When development did come, and there was one hold-out sitting in the middle,
that was when the code was enacted and the resident was told to connect. At that time
they would need to pay and hook up to City water and sewer services because at that time
they were becoming part of the City. As one person said, now they had a water hydrant
that could actually supply the fire flow for them and their neighbors. Instead of looking
at the horses or cows that used to be their neighbors, now they were looking at 50 homes
on 4,000 square-foot lots. That was a much different environment and that was the time
that people converted to City services.
Councilmember Schilaty recalled when the Council visited this in the past there was a
five-year period in which houses would be required to hook up. The City had many
examples of people on septic where a new development was not going to be coming in.
Without any development would that be the expectation of these property owners within
five years of the annexation?
Mr. Schuller said the various different examples got complicated but another example
was where sewer and water were near the location and the septic was failing. The owner
needed to spend $20,000 on a new septic tank or hook up to City sewer services so the
house got hooked up to City services based on some action that happened.
Councilmember Schilaty asked if the septic was functioning well, was it only failure of
the septic, or was it five years? Overlaying that was a state requirement to have citizens
hooked up to sewer for public safety.
Mr. Schuller believed five years was in the current code or stated in a previous letter.
Mr. Weed was not aware of any state law that required people to hook up to sanitary
sewer. It was really a local ordinance issue. His recollection was that for any property
within 200’ of the sewer system, the City had the right to require connection within five
years of the time they came within 200’. Another code provision was that the City was
not willing to provide water and sewer service unless and until the property was annexed.
Once the property was annexed, services were within 200’, and the five-year window had
passed, the City had the right to require connection. Connection fees would be required
to be paid at that time and the normal bi-monthly rates would begin.
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Councilmember Kaftanski said it sounded as if there was discretion built into the code to
require hook-up after the five-year time frame had passed.
Mr. Weed believed it was a requirement, not discretionary.
Councilmember Kaftanski asked if there was a process in place to direct homeowners to
connect when the five years were up. Was that being done?
Mr. Schuller believed a letter was sent out a few years ago before he came to the City. He
wasn’t familiar with it so couldn’t comment on the specifics but could do some research.
Councilmember Schilaty said the property owners wanted an answer. The Council should
look at this separately at a later date. They didn’t want a situation where five years had
passed and people thought they didn’t have to hook up but then at some point the City
asked them to do so. She would like to see something specific such as the house had to
connect when the septic failed. There were many septic systems that worked really well.
Property owners needed some assurance and know what was to be expected of them once
they annexed. A lot of property owners had been living with their septic for a very long
time and would be very surprised to find out now that they needed to connect to sewer.
Councilmember Hamilton recalled a letter sent out within the last couple years to the
Terrace Avenue residents stating that five years was up and they needed to connect. He
didn’t know if they had connected but remembered the line at the podium at the time.
Councilmember Randall remembered it was on the north end of Terrace for some homes
just inside the City limits. They weren’t happy about it and came to talk to the Council.
Councilmember Hamilton said if the City had been doing it in the past, presumably it
would be done in the future. Then the question was if the line came within 200’ of the
house, then the clock started running and five years later they would be asked to connect.
It could be a couple years from now before the line got within 200’ of the house.
MOTION by Guedel, second by Randall, that the City Council continue the public
hearing to a future meeting with the request that staff come back to Council prior to that
meeting with an explanation of current codes and regulations on sewer, and other utility
and infrastructure-related hookup costs so the Council would have the benefit of that
information prior to voting on the recommendation of Resolution 1309.
Councilmember Randall would also like to have the owner of 7409 89th Avenue SE
contacted to find out if they were now truly opposed to the annexation. If they were, then
three out of five property owners were apparently no longer interested.
Mr. Weed clarified that if the Council wanted to take further public comment, the motion
should be to continue the public hearing and keep the public comment portion open to
receive additional comment.
VOTE ON THE MOTION: The motion passed unanimously (7-0).
6. ACTION ITEMS
a. AUTHORIZE City Manager to Sign Professional Services Agreement for Prosecution
Services
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This agreement was to extend prosecution services for 2014 through 2016. The City
issued a request for proposal in 2011. Zachor & Thomas law firm was selected to handle
the prosecution of misdemeanor and traffic cases of the City’s police department filed in
Evergreen District Court for 2011-2013. Staff’s recommendation was to extend services
and continue with Zachor & Thomas, based on the police department’s belief that they
were doing a good job in prosecution of the City’s cases.
Contract cost history was reviewed. The initial monthly rate beginning in April 2011 was
$6,500 per month. Currently the amount was $6,630 per month, resulting from the builtin 1% per year cost increase through the term of the agreement.
Some key provisions in the agreement were reviewed. If the Council chooses to extend
the base prosecution cost would begin at $6,696.96 monthly. An agreement provision
also allowed Zachor & Thomas to charge at an hourly rate for specialty services outside
of the normal prosecution work such as handling appeals. In 2011 there was an additional
$1,150 charged one month for the prosecution to handle an appeal to Snohomish County
Superior Court. There was a provision for charging reasonable out-of-pocket expenses
which typically hadn’t been added to the current monthly charge. The proposed renewal
would be for three years and the 1% per year cost of living increase would continue.
Mayor Guzak saw that the case loads had gone down considerably since 2011. There had
been a reduction in crime which she assumed was a result of the excellent service from
the Sheriff’s Office. However the City would still be using the prosecutor at a slightly
increased rate.
Mr. Weed said a policy decision was made when the City contracted for police services
with the county. Instead of charging Driving While License Suspended cases as criminal
offenses, the Sheriff’s Office reduced the charge to Driving Without a Valid Operator’s
License on Person. There were still fines and penalties when a person was charged so the
person was held accountable but it didn’t show in the criminal case numbers presented.
Chief Flood added that the numbers reflected significant change in the laws pertaining to
driving offenses. Many people in the community were actually driving on suspended
licenses without realizing it because of unpaid traffic or speeding tickets which they
would have to deal with later on. As a way to manage the overwhelming case load that
they had to deal with on a daily basis the county prosecutor’s office sent out a directive
that they would no longer charge DWLS in the third degree which was the lowest offense
for such things as an unpaid ticket. The Sheriff’s Office decided that they also would not
charge people with that offense but believed people needed to be held accountable for not
paying their tickets and driving in the community on a suspended license so officers went
with the offense of No Valid Operator’s License which was similar to getting a speeding
ticket. People are also admonished that if they failed to respond to the ticket, it became a
criminal matter that could land them in court. It was a way to manage and gain voluntary
compliance but also keep costs down as it pertained to prosecution of these cases.
Councilmember Kaftanski was still trying to understand about case load and how that
translated into prosecutor time.
Mr. Weed couldn’t promise that the amount of time expended in 2011 to handle all the
City’s prosecution matters was the same today. There wasn’t a direct correlation between
the number of cases and the amount of time spent. Every case was different. Some cases
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were hotly contested; some cases went to trial and required significant amounts of time.
Other cases got disposed of early in the process and required less amounts of time.
MOTION by Randall, second by Hamilton, that the City Council authorize the City
Manager to execute the proposed addendum for a professional services agreement for a
term of three years with Zachor & Thomas P.S. for prosecution services. The motion
passed unanimously (7-0).
b. AUTHORIZE City Manager to Sign Professional Services Agreement Regarding Water
Rights Memorandum
This issue was to hire legal counsel to look at water rights. A water intake structure and
dam were installed on the Pilchuck River in 1932. In the early 1980’s a water treatment
plant was built and the 15-mile transmission line redone to provide water for the southern
half of the City. The northern half got its water directly from Everett’s transmission main
from Spada Lake. The City purchased wholesale from Everett.
In 2009 a Water Supply Study looked at what the best options were for the City for longterm water supply and water treatment. The study found that serving the entire City with
Everett water, getting rid of the treatment plant and transmission line, versus improving
the treatment plant were about equal in cost over a twenty-year period. However if the
cost to replace the transmission line was included, it was much better to go all-Everett.
Data used in the study was from 2007 and before. The same conclusion was reached in
looking at the five years since 2008, especially when looking at the transmission main.
The Council had looked at a number of major issues, the biggest being to understand the
water right. The first point of the agreement’s Scope of Work was to ‘advise the City
about preserving water rights in the event the City suspends or exits the water supply
business.’ It was important for the Council to look at the water right because getting a
new one was very difficult. The right was a tremendous asset although it couldn’t be sold
necessarily. At a later date staff wanted to update the Council on what could be done to
preserve the water right if the City opted for the all-Everett water solution.
Next steps included conducting a workshop in spring 2014 to refresh everyone on what
the issues were. The water right, last five years of data, and the 2009 report would be
reviewed. There were two options: keep the existing water supply or look at going with
all-Everett for a water solution. If the Council wanted to go all-Everett, staff would work
with the City Attorney and consultant to bring that work back in a second workshop later
in 2014 to understand all the complexities with the transmission line customers.
Mr. Weed explained why outside legal counsel was needed to assist with analysis of the
City’s water rights. This topic had a significant amount of complexity and specialization.
The law had changed significantly since the City last looked at its water rights. It was
important to have someone who was entirely up to date on case law, rulings, the outcome
of litigation, and regulations the state Department of Ecology issued. A state Supreme
Court case decided in September could impact the status of the City’s water right.
Councilmember Burke supported hiring Mr. Gravley with Van Ness Feldman LLP. It
was a huge decision for the City. The north end of town was supplied directly by Everett
and the south end was supplied by the Pilchuck River. Was the PUD a third option?
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Mr. Schuller said one of the key options for converting the transmission customers was to
work on an option for PUD to take them over. For the City buying water from Everett
was cheaper because they manufactured the water and PUD bought a lot of its water from
Everett. PUD had a groundwater right in Lake Stevens that was just perfected last year
so now 15-20% of their water came from that source.
Councilmember Burke asked how many residents were on the north end of town.
Mr. Schuller estimated the split to be in the 40/60 range.
MOTION by Kaftanski, second by Randall, that the City Council authorize the City
Manager to execute a professional services agreement with Van Ness Feldman LLP in
the total amount not to exceed $30,000 for consultant services regarding water rights and
municipal water supply.
Mayor Guzak confirmed the $30,000 would come from the water utility.
VOTE ON THE MOTION: The motion passed unanimously (7-0).
c. APPROVE Scoping Comments Regarding Sound Transit’s Long-range Plan (removed
from Consent Agenda at beginning of the meeting)
Sound Transit was in the process of updating its long-range plan. Scoping comments
were being taken on the supplemental environmental impact statement for the update.
The draft letter before the Council was directed toward the SEIS process. Comments
primarily focused on recommendations that Sound Transit study options for expanding
the district to include portions of Snohomish County, and that commuter services on the
eastside rail corridor should be included in the long-range plan. With the comments due
November 25th it was necessary for the Council to make any revisions to the letter tonight
so that it could be sent to Sound Transit for their record.
Councilmember Kaftanski had four general comments: (1) Reorient the issue of highway
capacity. They weren’t looking to increase highway capacity but to move more people
more efficiently with the existing capacity. (2) Ask Sound Transit to study whether it
made sense to expand the taxing district as opposed to telling how the taxing district
could be expanded which was generally an annexation vote. The intent was to see from
Sound Transit’s perspective what made sense to expand the district. (3) He gave the City
Manager some language to reconcile a potential inconsistency in the letter that indicated
the necessity in our belief that Sound Transit consider annexation and at the same time
said something about less direct benefit and possibility of a bifurcated taxing district.
Mr. Bauman reviewed the suggested edits and supported them as improvements to the
original draft. In the fourth paragraph the first sentence would be revised to “We look to
transit to move more people more efficiently in the future.” The next change was to the
first sentence in the seventh paragraph which would now read “We ask that Sound
Transit study potential expansion of its district boundaries to incorporate the full length
of the eastside rail corridor prior to implementing ST3.” In paragraph eight, the first
sentence would read “This scope should include consideration of whether an alternate
taxing rate should be applied to areas that may have less direct benefit from Sound
Transit services within its current boundaries.” Finally the last sentence in the letter
would be revised to “We wish Sound Transit all success in completing its ST3 plan.”
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MOTION by Randall, second by Hamilton, that the City Council adopt the suggested
changes to the letter to Sound Transit made by Councilmember Kaftanski. The motion
passed unanimously (7-0).
Mayor Guzak thanked Councilmember Kaftanski and Mr. Bauman for their work. She
hoped that Sound Transit would pay attention to a small little city.
Mr. Bauman reminded the Council that Sound Transit was still scheduled to make a
presentation regarding the long-range planning process and ST 3 in December.
7. DISCUSSION ITEMS
a. Website Presentation
The City’s new website was launched and went live on October 21st as scheduled. The
City got a new url address of SnohomishWA.gov along with the new website although the
previous url of ci.snohomish.wa.us would still work to get e-mails and reach the website.
Key staff members who were critical in launching the website included: Katie Hoole,
Brooke Eidem, Kaylee Beckel, Andy Sics, Ann Stanton, Mike Johnson, Lisa Bender, and
David Bowman. Dock Leong and Derek Sherred in the Information Services department
also provided assistance. It was full City staff participation with great collaboration.
Community engagement allowed for anyone coming to the website to sign in and get an
account. Mega menus allowed people to get to pages and items faster. Citizens were
encouraged to engage with the City. I Want To was a quick menu to get to tasks such as
get a permit, make a payment, etc. Embedded social media allowed people to share
pages on Facebook or Twitter. Staff was able to track the items that brought people to
the website. If other pages were found to have more visits, they could be swapped out
from those shown now.
Quick buttons were reviewed. In Notify Me people interested in getting specific updates
could sign up to be notified when a new agenda or newsletter was available for example.
Emergency notices and alerts could also be provided. People could subscribe via e-mail
or text message when any of the requested items were updated.
Users were able to Report a Concern via the website with the creation of an account.
Name and a valid e-mail address were needed. Then they would input their concern. The
concerns were routed through front-desk staff to be distributed to the appropriate staff for
response. This would streamline the process and provide effective communication back
to citizens by comments written on the website for the people who reported the concern.
Make a Payment currently related only to utilities but it was hoped to expand that in the
future. Reserve a Park now provided for online reservations and included a calendar
showing whether the facility was available on the date they wanted.
Councilmember Hamilton had enjoyed the new website and found navigation to be much
easier. He was running it on his ipad right now and noticed he wasn’t getting the rotating
picture. Everything below the picture line was the same.
Ms. Emge said it was optimized for mobile devices such as tablets and cell phones.
Mayor Guzak was really glad for this. It was delightful, looked better and cleaner.
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b. Police Quarterly Report
For the third quarter police report, the same slides were being used to present the same
information. If the Council wanted a different format staff would be happy to adjust.
Current Calls for Service could be compared with previous quarters back to third quarter
2012. Calls were up, especially Dispatched Calls. There was no discernible pattern as to
why people were calling 911. The department had enough staff to handle it and not be
overwhelmed by the calls coming in. People were encouraged to report crime whenever
they saw an issue and utilize 911 as the way to contact police so that could be the reason
for increased calls.
In looking at Property Crimes data available for July-September, the one thing that stood
out was thefts. A map of all thefts that had occurred in town during those three months
was provided. Snohomish Station jumped out as an area of multiple thefts as were the
grocery stores at the intersection of Avenue D/13th Street. There were 15 thefts shown at
Snohomish Station over the three-month period. Kohl’s, Fred Meyers and Home Depot
were located there.
The uptick in reported theft calls was based on retail businesses in town. Loss prevention
was associated with every business but unfortunately the businesses didn’t have resources
for fulltime loss prevention. There was an uptick when loss prevention staff was working
the store. 35 thefts were reported in July, with a majority coming from loss prevention
personnel calling in shop lifters. A number of reported thefts came into the police station
also, making them a reporter even though the theft wasn’t occurring at the department.
Calls on thefts could go up and down based on when there was loss prevention in town.
Staff wasn’t concerned about the rise and anticipated it with active loss prevention.
Those people were very keen and identified people they knew to be criminals in the
community who were stealing from the good businesses.
Mayor Guzak confirmed loss prevention referred to security guards.
Chief Flood added that the individuals were in plain clothes, wandering the floor or up on
the catwalk looking down on the floor trying to prevent product loss.
Lately there had been a rash of vehicle prowl thefts that will show up in the fourth quarter
report. The prowls were unusual for the City so the police started looking for the reasons
behind the occurrence. As a result they were able to identify a potential suspect with the
help of the jail who had a booking photo of someone the police were interested in. The
police were able to locate his residence outside of town and arrest him for outstanding
warrants. The case was being worked now and a direct connection between drugs and the
vehicle prowls was anticipated. Thefts in the community were often seen as a source of
getting quick cash. This uptick in property crime could be tied back to the scourge of
heroin and methamphetamine within the community.
A slide was presented showing lows and highs of assault, burglary, domestic violence,
shoplifting, theft and vehicle theft in town. Numbers could be impacted by loss prevention programs, added patrols in a specific area, or an emphasis on a specific problem such
as DUIs. It wasn’t that there was an increase in occurrences but resources were focused
on the problem and more individuals were being caught who might be impaired.
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Traffic Related Incidents included DUIs which were always tracked because of their
importance to citizens. This also included speeders, traffic stops and hazards, and traffic
complaints. The website was going to be a tool for the department. People could now
report traffic concerns via the website and officers could act on them much quicker than
in the past. Someone could make a report and resources sent to the area in a short period
of time. Staff appreciated having an electronic option for people to report so the police
could be more responsive.
Third quarter crime in the City was compared with other cities in east county. The City’s
total of burglaries, theft, vehicle theft and prowl was 94. Gold Bar had 28; Monroe had
138; and Sultan had 32. The City’s ratio was 10.2 crimes per 1,000 population. A crime
map was shown indicating where the crimes occurred in the community. Primary areas
included the Historic District, Avenue D corridor, and Maple and Pine Avenues as people
exited the City.
Citizens Police Academy started September 10th with 25 students who will graduate on
December 9th in recognition of the hard work the students had put in during the academy.
Graduation would be open to the public.
Mayor Guzak dedicated the Bickford Avenue flyover on September 13th. The flyover
across US 2 will make the community safer, eliminating the previous traffic hazard.
Councilmember Kaftanski thanked Chief Flood for providing the information on a
quarterly basis. Often public safety data wasn’t provided regularly in the public sector
and he appreciated the transparency. He offered to be a sounding board regarding future
data presentations.
Councilmember Schilaty asked who did the mapping.
Chief Flood had a Sheriff’s Office volunteer, Ray Coleman, who lived in Gold Bar, who
compiled the data as part of departmental tracking efforts and then plotted it on the map.
Mr. Coleman actually generated the map himself.
8. CONSENT ITEMS
a. AUTHORIZE payment of claim warrants #53116 through #53195 in the amount of
$268,815.39 issued since the last regular meeting
b. APPROVE the minutes of the regular meeting of November 5, 2013
c. AUTHORIZE City Manager to Sign Interlocal Agreement with Snohomish County for
Fleet Services
d. AUTHORIZE City Manager to Sign Revised Lease for Carnegie Building
e. AUTHORIZE City Manager to Sign Professional Services Agreement for Visitor
Information Center Staffing Services
f. AUTHORIZE City Manager to Sign Lease for Visitor Information Center Building
g. CONFIRM City’s Representatives to Alliance for Housing Affordability
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h. APPROVE Scoping Comments Regarding Sound Transit’s Long-range Plan (made
Action Item 6c at the beginning of meeting)
MOTION by Hamilton, second by Randall, to pass the Consent Agenda. The motion
passed unanimously (7-0).
9. OTHER BUSINESS/INFORMATION ITEMS
Councilmember Guedel said a number of citizens made reference to having their properties
held hostage which he interpreted to mean they had encountered some kind of encumbrance
against the title to their property. What was the status of title encumbrances imposed by the
City related to the issue?
Mr. Dennison said by code the sewer charges represented a tax lien against the properties.
School district impact fees were not a City fee. When the City received a phone call or
contact from a title or escrow company, staff notified them that there were outstanding fees.
That was the extent of what staff was doing.
Councilmember Guedel had accessed free legal advice at work on a number of different
levels, both to understand the City’s options and risks, and also the likely legal actions
available to impacted homeowners. In a litigation action brought by one or more of those
homeowners, which now seemed an increasingly likely possibility, he had tried to make an
overall survey of the landscape and come up with pertinent information and ideas. On a
philosophical note, the Council was elected to represent the people of Snohomish, had the
responsibility to advocate for those interests, and serve everyone’s interests as best they
could which was a challenge when those interests didn’t align. When there was ambiguity in
a requirement or an obligation, the City should come down on the side of its citizens. If
outside parties beyond the City saw things differently, that may be a battle they needed to
fight. He didn’t feel that the battle should line up where the government was fighting against
its own citizens in favor of a concept or some outside entity that didn’t have a vested stake in
the community. As the homeowners had already made legal inquiries to the attorney general
and elsewhere, it looked like their likely next step was litigation. The City Attorneys had
done a very good job of advising the City of the general legal obligations when it came to fee
collection, what those implications were, and what the statutes were. To date the focus has
been on the legal concept of fiscal management. There was a law that said public funds
couldn’t be gifted which meant a number of different things but essentially fees wouldn’t be
waived for no reason, people couldn’t be given an ‘out’ on financial issues for no reason and
if it was done, there were ramifications. But because the original actions and lack of actions
gave rise to the whole situation years ago, because of the passage of time, because of intervening events like sales and transfers of property, and opportunities to do things that were
apparently missed, the City wasn’t operating strictly in the original relatively narrow legal
issue landscape of ‘you cannot gift public funds.’ The landscape was now much broader.
Mr. Weed interrupted to say he would not be doing his job if he didn’t advise the Council
that it sounded like they were embarking on a discussion and making a record that could
jeopardize the City’s legal position. There had been previous executive sessions concerning
these issues and he saw no reason not to continue to do so. His advice was that if they
wanted to have this conversation, it should be in executive session. The Council could
follow or not follow his advice but he had to raise the issue.
Councilmember Guedel appreciated and agreed, and would be happy to make the remainder
of his substantive comments in that context. However, they still faced an immediate issue
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which was that tomorrow a lawsuit could be filed against the City because the City had to
some extent apparently placed people in a situation where they couldn’t make full use of
their property. He didn’t have the details other than what he heard tonight but that was very
problematic and something they needed to take action on. There were things he believed the
City could do right now to investigate other options. One of the speakers mentioned that the
City had the ability to demand a confession of judgment from the original developer who was
required to pay the fees but evidently did not. If the City hasn’t made that demand, it should.
Further legal action could be taken in a potential default if the entity had disappeared and that
needed to be pursued. A comment was made about insurance. He didn’t know to what extent
the developer who should have paid these fees had insurance at the time, but the fact that the
developer as a corporate entity went away did not mean the insurance policy went away. The
entity itself could disappear but the policy issued by assurity would still be in effect. If such
a policy existed the City may have the ability to make claim against that.
MOTION by Guedel, second by Burke, that the City Council direct staff to the extent these
options have not already been taken, that the City pursue a confession of judgment and/or
default judgment against the developer and other responsible parties who were originally
legally obligated to pay these fees but did not, and that the City pursue the liability or other
insurance policies of those responsible parties and make appropriate claims to seek payment
of these fees under those policies.
Mayor Guzak took the City Attorney’s issue to heart and agreed that these discussions would
better happen in executive session. They were talking about legal issues she did not feel
confident to engage in.
Councilmember Randall supported the Council looking into all possible ways to recover
damages from the developer or possibly former employees who didn’t perform their jobs
satisfactorily. He also was concerned about not talking this over in more detail in executive
session. He did generally support looking at other alternatives to pursue this.
Councilmember Kaftanski asked if they could adjourn to executive session and if appropriate
reconvene, and possibly take action on the motion on the table.
Mr. Weed said the Council had the option to adjourn into executive session to discuss the
issue in more detail before taking any action on the motion. Any action they took would
need to be taken in the public meeting. A motion was needed to temporarily set aside the
pending motion. Then they could entertain a motion to recess into executive session.
MOTION by Randall, second by Guedel, that the City Council table the motion so the
Council could adjourn to executive session. The motion passed unanimously (7-0).
MOTION by Kaftanski, second by Randall, that the City Council adjourn to executive
session at 9:30 p.m. to discuss potential litigation for 15 minutes with possible action to
follow. The motion passed unanimously (7-0).
At 9:43 p.m. Mayor Guzak extended the executive session for another ten minutes.
Reconvene at 9:55 p.m.
MOTION by Hamilton, second by Randall, to extend tonight’s meeting to 10:15 p.m. The
motion passed unanimously (7-0).
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MOTION by Randall, second by Kaftanski, to remove from the table the motion to pursue
judgments. The motion passed unanimously (7-0).
Mayor Guzak reviewed the motion for staff to come back to the Council with information
regarding insurance issues and default judgment against the original developers.
VOTE ON THE ORIGINAL MOTION: The motion passed unanimously (7-0).
Councilmember Schilaty had a housekeeping issue. Was anyone else having problems with
their tablet agendas? Was it just coming in PDF form? Couldn’t it be in Word? She had
three devices that all operated differently.
Mr. Bauman said the agendas could be downloaded as PDF and then opened as a Word file.
Councilmember Hamilton added that the Thursday e-mail with the agenda link was in Word.
10. COUNCILMEMBER COMMENTS/LIAISON REPORTS
Councilmember Hamilton said following the Community Transit workshop on January 16th
there would be the bi-annual caucus to select the board for the next two years. Two board
members from small cities didn’t stand for re-election so there would be some replacements.
Earlier he failed to mention that citizens could sign up for various things on the City’s new
website. He had done that and was getting various e-mails about meetings, and agenda and
newsletter availability. He encouraged citizens to utilize the links to be more informed about
what was happening in the City and not be taken by surprise by something.
Councilmember Burke attended the Historic Downtown Snohomish annual meeting last
Tuesday night along with over 30 people. City staff made some presentations. One topic
was a future decision to remove some large trees downtown that were damaging sidewalks.
The meeting centered on the great work HDS had done over the year. There was a lot of talk
about the Main Street tax incentive program and PBIA funds. It looked like the Main Street
program would raise as much or a little more money than it did this year. Some business
owners had vandalism. Speeding issues on First Street were brought up with the suggestion
that a radar speed sign be installed on First Street during rush hour.
Councilmember Kaftanski said the Design Review Board approved a submittal for
modifications at 131 Cedar Avenue, the former mortuary.
11. MANAGER’S COMMENTS
The Senate Transportation Committee would conduct a hearing in Olympia on Thursday.
The current list for major transportation projects in both the House and Senate versions
included the SR 9 Snohomish River Bridge and the SR 204/SR 9 intersection. It was critical
for the SR 9 Coalition to have a presence and support those projects. A councilmember from
Lake Stevens planned to attend. Was a City Councilmember able to attend, to make sure
there was good representation for the hearing?
Mayor Guzak could rearrange her schedule to go to Olympia if no one else from Council
could attend. She would try to arrange transportation with the Lake Stevens people.
The City’s wastewater treatment plant has passed its fourth consecutive month summertime
compliance test with zero violations. This was the critical season in terms of wastewater
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treatment. To have no violations was a great endorsement of the improvements made and
showed the ongoing success of the near-term ‘bacteria hotels.’
12. MAYOR’S COMMENTS
The Alliance for Affordable Housing would have its first meeting with the new coordinator
on Wednesday in Everett. The Mayor and Mr. Dennison would attend. There had been a
preliminary meeting at City Hall to talk about what the City might need and expected from
the Alliance over the next two-year funding cycle.
Snohomish County Tomorrow was making transportation the primary focus and would give
some funding to the Economic Alliance Snohomish County for a lobbying event in Olympia
relative to making Snohomish County’s transportation needs a higher priority.
The health district was still struggling with budget issues. Four years ago they had 232
employees and were now down to 141. Some federal and state funds had dried up. The
county was still funding the district as part of the county’s mission to provide for public
health. The board of health was still doing good work but it was a tough time.
Mayor Guzak went to a fundraising luncheon for U.S. Representative Rick Larsen to
continue the dialogue with him so he was aware of the City’s issues around transportation
and the eastside rail corridor.
The Eastside Rail Alliance would meet on Saturday at the Snohomish Bakery. State
Representative Luis Moscoso would be there.
University of Washington public health students would be doing a study in town on how the
City was doing on three critical health issues in the county – youth physical abuse, obesity,
and suicide. It was a short-term project to see what problems the City may have and what
solutions might come.
13. ADJOURN at 10:07 p.m.
APPROVED this 3rd day of December 2013
CITY OF SNOHOMISH

ATTEST:

__________________________
Karen Guzak, Mayor

______________________________
Torchie Corey, City Clerk
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Date:

December 3, 2013

To:

City Council

From:

Max Selin, Project Engineer

Subject: 2013 Street Overlay and Utility Upgrade Project Closeout

The purpose of this agenda item is to authorize project closeout of the 2013 Transportation
Benefit District (TBD) Overlay and Utility Upgrade Project.
BACKGROUND: In August 2011, the Transportation Benefit District was approved by the
City of Snohomish voters to increase the local sales tax rate two tenths of one percent (0.2%) for
a period of ten years (2012 to 2021). In January 2012, the new sales tax rate for the City was
increased from 8.6% to 8.8%, and in March 2012, the City began to receive the initial allotment
of TBD revenues.
At the March 5, 2013, Transportation Benefit District Board meeting, the TBD Board approved
Weaver Way and Hillcrest Drive for the 2013 street preservation construction program. Each
road was bid as a separate schedule that consisted of the following work:
Schedule 1 – Weaver Way
Final asphalt overlay.
Schedule 2 – Hillcrest Drive
Road reconstruction and upgrade of deficient water and stormwater infrastructure.
BID OPENING: Bids were solicited through the public bid process and a bid opening was
conducted on Monday, July 1, 2013. Six bids were received and after review of the certified bid
tabulation, it was determined that Award Construction, Inc., of Ferndale, WA was the successful
low bidder.
PROJECT FUNDING: The final project fund allocation is as follows:
Schedule
No.

Roadway

TBD Fund
311

1

Weaver Way

$ 38,743.00

2

Hillcrest Drive

$198,366.39

Total by Fund
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$237,109.39

Bond
Revocation
Funds
$13,447.00

$13,447.00

Water
Utility
Fund 432

Storm
Utility
Fund 432

Total Project
by Schedule
$ 52,190.00

$ 121,163.79

$ 17,740.75

$337,290.72

$ 121,163.79

$ 17,740.75

$389,460.92
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CONSTRUCTION COSTS:
PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY
Council Approved Construction Contract

$

419,558.92

Total Construction Cost Paid

$

389,460.92

Approved Construction Contract
Budget Remaining

$

30,098.00

COST SAVINGS NOTE: City Engineering staff completed the 2013 Transportation Benefit
District Overlay and Utility Upgrade Project design, planset drawings, and specification writing
in-house, and also performed contract administration, construction management, and project
inspection for this project. Utilizing City Engineering staff in lieu of outside consultants results
in a significant cost savings to the Transportation Benefit District thereby allowing more
construction work to be completed.
STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE: Initiative #4, Increase multi-modal mobility within and
connections to the community; and Initiative #5, Become more environmentally sustainable.
RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council ACCEPT the contract for construction of
the 2013 Overlay and Utility Upgrade Project with a total construction cost of $389,460.92.
ATTACHMENTS: None
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Date:

December 3, 2013

To:

City Council

From:

Max Selin, Project Engineer

Subject: Public Works Low Impact Development Improvements Project Closeout

The purpose of this agenda item is to authorize project closeout of the Public Works Low Impact
Development Improvements (LID) Project.
BACKGROUND: In 2010, City staff submitted a project for consideration through the
Washington State Department of Ecology (DOE) Fiscal Year 2011 Stormwater Retrofit and
Low-Impact Design (LID) Grant application process. Using LID design, the submitted project
proposed to construct a level spreader filter strip accompanied with mitigation plantings to
provide river bank protection and treat stormwater runoff from approximately one (1) acre of
impervious area at the City’s public works shop site. The submittal also included a proposal to
update the vehicle wash area and to connect it to a gravity sewer line. Unfortunately, after all
grant application submittals were reviewed and ranked by the DOE, this project was not selected
for funding.
In early 2012, the City was notified that although the grant application was not successful under
its previous application process, it was now being considered as a DOE stormwater retrofit
project funded by the Washington State Legislature Jobs Bill sponsored by Representatives
Dunshee and Jinkins.
In summer 2012, the City received notification that the grant application was successful and the
project would receive funding in 2013 under the Washington State Department of Ecology Fiscal
Year 2011 Stormwater Retrofit and LID Grant program funded by the Jobs Bill legislation.
The City worked closely with DOE and executed a grant agreement in December 2012 that
provides for construction of the LID improvements only. Updating the vehicle wash area to
connect to a gravity sewer line was not eligible for funding under the grant criteria.
BID OPENING: Bids were solicited through the public bid process and a bid opening was
conducted on Wednesday, July 31, 2013. Eleven bids were received and after review of the
certified bid tabulation, it was determined that RRJ Company, LLC of Monroe, WA was the
successful low bidder.
PROJECT FUNDING: The total grant approved project amount is $138,000 under the grant
agreement. The project is funded through the Utility Capital Projects Fund (432) in the 2013
Budget with 75% of the project expenses grant reimbursable.
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COST SAVINGS NOTE: City Engineering staff performed contract administration,
construction management, and project inspection for this project. Utilizing City Engineering
Staff in lieu of outside consultants results in a significant cost savings to the project and the City.
CONSTRUCTION COSTS:
PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY
Council Approved Construction
$
Contract
Construction Cost Paid
$
Approved Contract Budget
$
Remaining

89,596.80
88,440.26
1,156.54

STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE: Initiative #5, Become more environmentally sustainable.
RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council ACCEPT the contract for construction of
the Public Works LID Improvements Project with a total construction cost of $88,440.26.
ATTACHMENTS: None
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Date:

December 3, 2013

To:

City Council

From:

Ann Stanton, Project Manager

Subject: Property Appraisal Services
Authority to execute professional services agreements to complete a market appraisal of the
proposed acquisition is requested.
Three separate agreements are needed to complete discrete elements of the work, since they are
to be performed by independent firms. Individually, none of the three agreements require
Council authority to execute. However, the total fees to complete one appraisal will exceed the
$15,000 threshold requiring Council authority. As a result, staff considers it appropriate to seek
Council authorization to proceed with the appraisal.
If approval to proceed is granted at this time, the work is anticipated to be completed by April.
An April completion date is well within the time frame available under the grant.
The Snohomish County Council has awarded $500,000 in Conservation Futures Bond funds
to the City of Snohomish to purchase twenty acres of riverfront property located upstream of
Cady Park.
Under the advice of counsel, a market appraisal is sought to confirm that the market value of
this property supports the negotiated purchase price of $500,000. The property owners have
stated that they are willing sellers at this price but will not consider an offer under $500,000.
Conservation Futures bond funds may not be used for property purchased under power of
eminent domain (condemnation).
Purchase of this property is sought for both environmental conservation and recreation purposes.
Conservation purposes include enhancement of both riparian and wetland buffers, preservation
of the river’s connection to its floodplain, and possible restoration of side channel habitat.
Proposed recreation uses currently include a boat launch, extension of the Riverfront Trail, and
passive park activities such as shoreline access, off-leash dog park, community gardens, and
picnicking. Both design and construction of the boat launch is currently a $500,000 line item in
the adopted budget of the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife. After construction,
operation of the boat launch would be the responsibility of the City, which has long sought an
alternative site to its current Cady Park launch. These proposed uses implement key elements of
the City’s adopted Riverfront Master Plan.
STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE: Initiative #3, Strengthen the community’s connections to our
rivers. Strategy B., Invest in public improvements to activate and improve access to Snohomish’s
rivers. Evaluate opportunities for public access improvements, including a boat launch.
RECOMMENDATION: That the City Council AUTHORIZE the City Manager to sign
individual professional services agreements totaling not more than $25,000 with Robert
Bonjorni, Steve Graddon, and Harmsen & Associates for services necessary to complete an
MAI property appraisal of the proposed Stocker Farm purchase.
ATTACHMENT: Aerial photo
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Attachment: Aerial photo showing proposed acquisition area outlined in red.
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