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Port of Seattie

December 16, 2G08

Mr. Craig Ward, City Manager
City of SeaTac

4800 S. 188" Street

SeaTac, WA. 98168

Dear Craig:

I am writing this letter in regards to the vacation of streets in the North SeaTac Park area. These
vacations are per prior agreement and are referenced in the 2006 Interlocal Agreement (ILA) as
“approximateiy 33 acres of siveel vacations in the North SeaTac Park (NETP) area as cal od for in the

NSTP agreements.”

This letter affirms our agreement that the package of street vacations currently being considered by the
City of SeaTac Council will satisfy the City’s ILA commitment to vacate the NSTP streets.

Thank you for your and your staff's work in processing the street vacations.

Sincerely,

Diane Summerhays
Director, Community Development

Seatile-Tacoma
International Airport
P.O. Box 68727

Seattle, WA 88168 U.S.A.
TELEX 703433

FAX (206) 431-5912

®



Amendment #4
to
Port of Seattle & City of SeaTac Interlocal Agreement
Entered into on September 4, 1997

In accordance with the provisions of the September 4, 1997 Port of Seattle and City of
SeaTac Interlocal Agreement (ILA), including but not limited to ILA paragraph 12.2
“Amendment” and Exhibit A, section 2.4 “Expansion of Port Uses and Property,” the
Port and City hereby amend the ILA as follows:

Exhibit A, Attachment A-2, “Agreed Map and Land Uses on Port Property”
Add “Borrow / Surface Mining Operations” to the list of Permitted Principal Uses within
both the Aviation Operations (AVO) and Aviation Commercial (AVC) zones.

Add note that Borrow / Surface Mining Operations are “Subject to Best Management
Practices (BMP) and the protection of adjacent properties as agreed upon in advance
between the City and the Port of Seattle.”

This amendment #4 shall be effective on the date of the last signature below.

Dated: DPacem ber 2 ¢, 200] PORT OF SEATTLE, a Washington
municipal corporation

s 228

Dlrector Aviation Division
Gingq Mare Lindscy

Dated: Dz pzmpze 2 /, 200/ CITY OF SEATAC, a Washington
mumcxpa orporation

Clty Manager

Approved as to form:

Q= £ eal,.

Robert L. McAdams, City Attorney
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Amendment #3
: to
Port of Seattle & City of SeaTac Interlocal Agreement
Entered into on September 4, 1997

In accordance with the provisions of the September 4, 1997 Port of Seattle and City of
SeaTac Interlocal Agreement (ILA), including but not limited to ILA paragraph 12.2
“Amendment,” the Port and City hereby amend the Seattle-Tacoma International Airport
Zoning Map included as Attachment A-2 to the ILA to exclude the area shown in
Attachment A to this Amendment #3. The amended Zoning Map shall also serve as an
amended “coordinated land use map” as called for in ILA Attachment A, paragraph 2.1.

This amendment #3 shall be effective on the date of the last signature below.

Dated: 12/5 / oo PORT OF SEATTLE, a Washington
mumcxpal corporation
,z//g / W
/ Dlrector Aviation D1V1s1o
N j
. /
Dated: |k /\ /oo CITY OF SEATAC, a Washington

mumclpal corporation

70 1 ()
YA/

City Manager

Approved as to form:

Robert L. McAdams, Clty Attorney
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28 Ave. S.

Seattle-Tacoma
International
Airport

Zoning Map

LEGEND:
Zoning Designations:

Aviation Operation
(AVO)

Aviation Commerc
(AVC)

FAA Regulated Areas:

[:! Runway Protectiot
Zones (RPZ)

Approach
Transitional
Zones (ATZ)

Other Features:

—— SeaTac City Limit:

"] Parcel Boundaries

The boundary between the
Aviation Operations (AVO) a
Aviation Commercial (AVC)
zones in the area west of the
airport is intended to show tr
property needed for the third
runway and related facilities.
The boundary may be adjus!
upon mutual agreement of tf
parties based on the outcom
of the joint Westside plannin
set forth in Exhibit A, 1.2,

EXHIBIT

Scale: !:25000

Prepared by.
The City of SeaTac
Department of Planning &
Community Development
January 2000,
Revised November 2000.

Souross:
Map prepared by Gambrell Urban, inc., 8
for Seattle-Tacoma intemational Airpo
City of SeaTac Resolution 98028,
Effective 11/23/99




-ﬁ Port of Seattle

City of SeaTac & Port of Seattle Policy and Procedures

Policy # 4 Title: Project Notice Procedure Adopted: July 2000

)

74N
Calvin Hoggard, City Manager, City of SeaTac{g LA
rc,)ved as to Form: /,) é/‘
(
CLVT 1))

Robert L. McAdams, Clt?}%&%@fNOTICE PROCEDURE

This procedure addresses the implementation of the Project Notice requirement in the
ILA.

Backeround Information

The 1997 Interlocal Agreement between the Port of Seattle and City of SeaTac (“ILA™)
requires that the Port provide “Project Notice” (see below) using the “standard format”
provided in ILA Attachment A-3.

2.3.1.2 Project Notice. The Port shall provide a “Project Notice”
to the City for each proposed action by the Port using the format
set forth in Attachment A-3 (including a full description of
compliance with pre-approved development standards). Project
Notice shall be sent as early as possible (e.g. initial listing on
Port’s spread sheet tracking if sufficient detail exists), but in any
event no later than the Port’s preparation of a SEPA checklist for
the project or the Port’s determination the action is not covered by
SEPA (e.g. categorical exemption).

Format of the Project Notice

The Port has developed a new form called the Port Project Notice Tracking Sheet (see
sample attached) which will serve as the Project Notice required by the ILA. Rather than
naving a separate notice for each project, the Port and the City have determined that a
sheet which tracks all pending projects is superior. Thus, the Port Project Notice
Tracking Sheet will include a list of many projects.

I[LA Owners’ Manual — Policy and Procedure #4 Page 1 of 6



Content of the Project Notice

The ILA Attachment A-3 states that the Project Notice is supposed to be provided as soon
as possible, or no later than the time a checklist is prepared or a categorical determination
is made. Not all of the information required in Attachment A-3 is available before the
checklist is issued. The Port and the City have determined that in light of this situation,
the Port Project Notice Tracking Sheet shall list pending or proposed projects, even if not
all of the information required by Attachment A-3 is available at the time of the initial
listing. The Port shall provide the information on the project to the extent it is available
at the time the Tracking Sheet is produced. The Tracking Sheet will also be updated
regularly by the Port to add information as it becomes available on each project.

For example, the location, proposed use, and schedule can be provided at the first listing
of a project on the Tracking Sheet. The status of Environmental Review can be generally
stated at the outset, but this will need to be updated as the Environmental Review process
proceeds for each project.

In terms of the applicable Development Standards, the Port and the City have determined
that a very generalized description on the Tracking Sheet is sufficient to cover this item
required by Attachment A-3. The Tracking Sheet will not itself provide detailed
information on the compliance with Development Standards; such compliance will be
addressed in submittals to the City for individual projects. (See separate procedure
entitled Port-City Development Review Process.)

The Tracking Sheet will continually increase in size as new projects are added and new
information is provided on projects identified on previous Tracking Sheets. The Port
may remove from the Tracking Sheet any project for which permits have been issued or
any project which has been discontinued.

See section at the end of this procedure which provides more detailed information on how
the various columns on the Tracking Sheet are to be filled in.

Type of Projects which Trigger Project Notice

The ILA does not specifically state which projects would trigger the Project Notice
requirements. The ILA states that the requirements apply to “each proposed action by the
Port” and that such notice shall be provided no later than “... preparation of a checklist or
the Port’s determination the action is not covered by SEPA (e.g. categorical exemption).”
Based on these provisions of the ILA, the Port and the City agree that the Project Notice
requirements also apply to Port projects categorically exempt from SEPA, and not just for
DNSs, MDNSs, and EISs  Also, many of the Port projects are already covered by the
Master Plan Update EIS. Nonetheless, those projects shall also be identified on the
Tracking Sheet.

ILA Owners’ Manual — Policy and Procedure #4 Page 2 of 6



Notwithstanding the above, the issue that arises is whether the Project Notice
requirements apply to minor Port actions. The Port and City agree that the ILA should
not be interpreted so literally as to mean that every single activity at the Airport is
covered by the Project Notice requirements. Instead, the Project Notice is meant to
provide early information to the City of Port capital projects, so that the City may be
familiar with them and the overall schedule of projects.

Toward that end, there are certain categories of projects to which the Project Notice
requirements are inapplicable. For example, any Port project that involves only
maintenance and repair or non-structural building changes, shall be exempt from the
Project Notice requirements.

How Notice is Created and Updated

The Port’s existing SEPA spreadsheet is not always current for Airport projects, is only
issued once per month, and the information provided is less than what is required by the
Project Notice “standard format.” Thus, the Port has developed a new form, called the
Port Project Notice Tracking Sheet (see sample attached) to suffice as the ILA Project
Notice. The Tracking Sheet will be prepared and updated by the Port’s Environmental
Services group. The Tracking Sheet will be reviewed internally by the Port through its
SEPA/NEPA team, prior to release. Each Tracking Sheet will be issued with a cover
memorandum signed by David McCraney.

The Port has developed an internal procedure whereby Environmental Services is
informed of planned projects so that these can be added to the Tracking Sheet on a timely
basis. In addition, Environmental Services will track SEPA exemptions on minor
construction projects so that such projects, to the extent required by this procedure, are
listed on the Tracking Sheet.

The Tracking Sheet shall be issued once a month, or sooner if Environmental Services is
aware of changes to the prior Tracking Sheet. The Port shall produce versions of the
Tracking Sheet in a format which track changes in the information provided in the prior
Tracking Sheet. For example, for projects already listed on the Tracking Sheet, a change
to information in the columns for that project shall be indicated with a shaded
background in order to denote the changes. Similarly, if a new project appears in the
Tracking Sheet, the name of the project and all information in the various columns for
that project shall be noted with a shaded background.

ILA Owners’ Manual — Policy and Procedure #4 Page 3 of 6



Distribution of Project Notice

The Tracking Sheet shall be distributed by the Port to Port staff, and by the Port to City
staff as indicated on the attached sample Tracking Sheet.

If the City wishes to discuss projects involving SEPA exemptions or DNSs, then the City
shall contact David McCraney at the Port to arrange for that discussion. Discussion of
projects involving EISs would normally occur before issuance of the EIS, and also during
the public review process on the EIS. In the case of EIS projects or MDNS projects, the
Port would initiate contact with the City’s Planning Director or designee to discuss

the projects.

Further Comments on Information to be Included on the Tracking Sheet

To assist Port staff in filling out the Tracking Sheet, and City staff in reviewing the
Tracking Sheet, further information is provided below on what information is to be -
included within each column on the Tracking Sheet.

e Project Name/CIP Number — Use the name which the Port commonly uses
in describing the project. Indicate the Port’s assigned CIP number for that
project. An asterisk next to the Project Name denotes that the project was
included in the Port’s Airport Master Plan. The significance of this is that
most Airport Master Plan projects are not subject to further mitigation of
impacts. For further information, see Exhibit A, Land Use Agreement, to the
1997 ILA, particularly section 2.3.1.4.

. Prdject Manager — Designate Port staff in charge of the project. This same
person will be listed as the Port contact on permit/ILA submittals to the City.

o Project Location — Rather than attaching a map (which would be
cumbersome given that this will develop into a long list of projects), provide a
brief description of the project location (within the terminal, where on the
airfield, outside the airport, etc.). However, a map will be provided, if a
written description is not sufficient to give City staff a clear understanding of
a project’s location.

e Project Size/Scope — State acreage, number of stories, number of parking
spaces, quantity of grading, as appropriate.

e Project Function and Use/User — State function or purpose of project (both
immediate and as it relates to overall airport improvements) and the intended
use or user. Examples include: “support increased air travel/airport
passengers” or “meet projected parking forecast/public parking.”

1LA Owners’ Manual — Policy and Procedure #4 Page 4 of 6



o Status of Environmental Review — If Port determines the project is exempt
from Environmental Review, indicate: “Categorically Exempt.” If not
exempt, indicate whether Environmental Review is under NEPA or SEPA,
and indicate Estimated or Actual completion date for environmental
document. If a project is just in its infancy, and the status of environmental
review is not yet known, then indicate “To be Determined.” If environmental
review is covered by the Airport Master Plan EIS, indicate “Covered by
Master Plan EIS.”

e Proposed Construction Schedule — Indicate which quarter of which year
construction is anticipated to begin; if quarter not known, indicate year or
range of years. Indicate approximate end date for construction.

e Development Standards That Apply — The possible development standards
that apply are: City permit standards if a City permit is required (building,
grading, plumbing, mechanical, and electrical); ILA pre-approved
development standards, whether or not a City-permit is required; and Port of
Seattle 1996 Regulations for Airport Construction (“RAC”). Any of these that
apply to the project should be listed in this column, e.g., City permit
standards, ILA standards, RAC. If a project is just in its infancy, and the
status of compliance with development standards is not yet known, then
indicate “To be Determined.”

If the Port anticipates some potentially disputed issue about the standards
(such as a request for modification or interpretation of the standards), then this
should be noted in this column.

e Status of City PDRC — Under the separate procedure entitled Port-City
Development Review Process, a PDRC process is established for
preapplication review of Port projects, either to discuss City permit
requirements or issues of compliance with ILA development standards. If a
PDRC meeting is planned, but not yet scheduled, indicate in this column: “To
Be Scheduled.” If the PDRC meeting has been scheduled, indicate meeting
date. If no PDRC meeting is contemplated, indicate: “Not Applicable.”

ILA Owners’ Manual — Policy and Procedure #4 ‘ Page 5 of 6



ﬁ Port of Seattle

City of SeaTac & Port of Seattle Policy and Procedures
Policy # 3 Title: Dispute Resolution Procedures Adopted: March 2000

). 0 7,
Gina Marie Lindsey, Director of Aviation, Port of Seattle \%/ % ; 4 /

Calvin Hoggard, City Manager, City of SeaTac / Cgn . /' )7V A L/
- A4

DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCEDURES

As part of the implementation of the 1997 Interlocal Agreement, the Port and City hereby
mutually agree as follows:

1. The procedures in this document are intended to supplement the “Binding
Arbitration” provisions of the ILA “Dispute Resolution” process (ILA 911.1.2). The
overall Dispute Resolution Process shall be governed by ILA q11.1 and in the event
that this document conflicts with the ILA, the ILA shall govern.

2. Potential providers of arbitration services include, but are not limited to the following:
the Judicial Arbitration and Mediation Service (JAMS), Judicial Dispute Resolution
(JDR), and Washington Arbitration and Mediation Services (WAMS).

3. The applicable arbitration rules for all cases shall be the King County Local Rules for
Mandatory Arbitration unless the Port and City agree to alternative rules at the time
the Binding Arbitration portion of the ILA Dispute Resolution process is invoked.

#HH

ILA Owners’ Manual — Policy and Procedure # 3 — Dispute Resolution Procedures - March 2000
Page 1 of 1
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Amendment #2
to
Port of Seattle & City of SeaTac Interlocal Agreement
Entered into on September 4, 1997

In accordance with the provisions of the September 4, 1997 Port of Seattle and City of
SeaTac Interlocal Agreement (ILA), including but not limited to ILA paragraph 12.2
“Amendment,” the Port and City hereby amend the ILA as follows (additions in double
underline, deletions in strikethrough):

Exhibit C, Section 5.1.21 - 28"/24™ LID

The Port shall fund the formation of (and not protest) and pay its property benefit
assessment share of an LID for Phase I of the 28th/24th Ave. S. project commensurate
with other property owners. Phase I of this project will upgrade the corridor to a
principal arterial (5 lanes) from S. 188th St. to S. 202nd 204tk St. (see attached map).

The Port's commitment is $2.828 million, plus interest that may accrue, based on the final
project assessment roll dated November 17, 1999. The parties acknowledge that the City
will need to purchase property from the Port for the arterial and related facilities arid that

the Value of thls propertv 18 sublect to ongomg dlscusswns %éﬂﬁﬂhe&as—estmrated—te

: h 5 nde he Seattle ea- The Port shall
support and cooperate in the C1ty s request to apply all or substant1a11y all of the TIB
funds (approximately $12 million) towards Phase I of the project. Alternatively, if the
TIB funds are not allocated to Phase I, the City may provide comparable funding from
other sources. The Port shall continue to provide input to the LID project design.

Exhibit C. Section 9.2 — Street Vacation Payment
The Port's payment for the street Vacattons 1dent1ﬁed in ﬂ 9. 1{a9 shall be the hquldated
amount of $6 5 mllhon ; : agree-tha : sserib

st;eet#aea-&e&s—réen&ﬁed—m%@—l—éb}—ée}—aﬂd—éd) Startm,q Januarv 1 2000 mterest on

$3 million of this amount shall accrue at the interest rate of tax-exempt municipal bonds
issued by the City in 2000 (estimated at an annual rate of 6.5%).




Amendment #2 to

" Port of Seattle & City of SeaTac Interlocal Agreement

Entered into on September 4, 1997

Page 2 of 2

This amendment #2 shall be effective on the date of the last signature below.

Dated: %Mb/{; /?27

Dated: / £ 04 A ,M/ /‘ff“’ﬁf

V:ila\28 24amd.doc

PORT OF SEATTLE, a Washington
municipal corporation

) > S
By: (fna. %M
/ Director, Aviation Divisio/

CITY OF SEATAC, a Washington
municipal corporation

R
By { (// R
Clty Manager

Approved as to form:

Q@Q&M P m

Robert L. McAdams Clty Attorney




Amendment #1
to
Port of Seattle & City of SeaTac Interlocal Agreement
Entered into on September 4, 1997

In accordance with the provisions of the September 4, 1997 Port of Seattle and City of
SeaTac Interlocal Agreement (ILA), including but not limited to ILA paragraph 12.2
“Amendment,” the Port and City hereby amend the Seattle-Tacoma International Airport
Zoning Map included as Attachment A-2 to the ILA to exclude the area shown in
Attachment A to this Amendment #1. The exact location of the eastern zoning line on
the McBreen / Port of Seattle properties shall be consistent with the final lot line -
adjustment approved by the City of SeaTac. The amended Zoning Map shall also serve

as an amended “coordinated land use map” as called for in ILA Attachment A, paragraph

9]
2.1

This amendment #1 shall be effective on the date of the last signature below.

Dated: 4%7 /% Vi PORT OF SEATTLE, a Washington

municipal corporation

. N 174 “ e .
Director, Aviation D1v151c/>r{

Dated:_ Doc . /4, 1595 CITY OF SEATAC, a Washington
' municipal corporation

City Manager

/U
Approved as to form:

Oz 2 mod,

Robert L. McAdams, City Attorney




Proposed Amendments to the ILA "Zoning Map" (Attachment A2)
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Prepared by the City of SeaTac Dept. of Planning & Community Development, 11/16/99
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ﬁ Port of Seattle

INTERPRETATION OF 1997 INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT

TITLE: RESOLUTION OF DISAGREEMENTS
OVER DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

N

Interpretation # 1 Adopted: September 1998

Signed: /4 o ‘

Gina Marie Lindsey, Director of Aviation, Port of Seattle %{/ %
A 4 vy .

Calvin Hoggard, City Manager, City of SeaTac //

RESOLUTION OF DISAGREEMENTS
OVER DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

The Port and the City adopt the following interpretation of the 1997 Interlocal
Agreement (“ILA”) to guide both agencies in resolving disagreements over ILA
development standards. This interpretation is necessary to clarify the intent of the ILA.

Relevant ILA Provisions

Attachment A-4 to EXHIBIT A of the ILA states that if the Port and City disagree
over application of development standards, then Dispute Resolution under Section 11.1 of
the ILA shall apply. In that section, Dispute Resolution is further defined as a two step
process: 1) Party Consultation — a meeting between the City Manager and Aviation
Division Director or their designees, and 2) if Party Consultation does not resolve issues,
then Binding Arbitration. W

The issue is how the above provision relates to the statement in Section 2.3.1.3 of
ExXHIBIT A which states that if development standards are not proposed to be met, or the
City in good faith believes the standards will not be met, then the Joint Consultation
process described in Section 2.3.2 shall take place. Section 2.3.2.2 defines Joint
Consultation as a meeting between the City Manager and Aviation Division Director or
their designees, which if the issue is not resolved, is followed (pursuant to
Section 2.3.2.4) by Dispute Resolution as described in Section 11.1.

Interpretation of 1997 ILA page 1 of 2
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ﬁi Port of Seattle

Putting these two provisions together, the ILA would seem to call for the
following steps in order to resolve disagreements over development standards:

1. Joint Consultation

2. Dispute Resolution
a. Party Consultation
b. Arbitration

As both Joint Consultation and Party Consultation involve a meeting between the City
Manager and Aviation Division Director (or their designees), there is redundancy if the
ILA is interpreted to require both Joint Consultation and Party Consultation as part of the
resolution process.

Discussion

In order to eliminate redundant efforts in the resolution process, it is appropriate
to require only one step where the City Manager and Aviation Division Director (or their
designees) meet together. The ILA inadvertently used two different terms to describe this
same meeting (i.e., Joint Consultation and Party Consultation). This requires
clarification. In addition, both agencies desire to have a uniform procedure for all
disagreements concerning development standards, whereby disputes are resolved at the
lowest organizational level possible.

To address questions which may arise in the future, both agencies agree that the
following sequence of steps apply to resolving disagreements about ILA development
standards, pursuant to Section 2.3. of, and Attachment A-4 to, EXHIBIT A of the ILA:

1. Discussion between staff of both agencies

2. Party Consultation (meeting between City Manager and Aviation Division
Director, or their designees)

3. Binding Arbitration

The above statements should be considered a formal interpretation of the ILA, which
shall be applied by both agencies.

Interpretation of 1997 ILA page 2 of 2
POS V:ila\ownr_mnl\dispres1.doc



_ﬁ Port of Seattle

City of SeaTac & Port of Seattle Policy and Procedures
Policy # 2 Title: House Demolition Process Adopted: Sept. 1998

Gina Marie Lindsey, Director of Aviation, Port of Seattle%%ﬁ% <

{/f’@ R é& <)
Calvin Hoggard, City Manager, City of SeaTac & ,sz{@%yﬁy », W e A

W

HOUSE DEMOLITION PROCESS

As part of the implementation of the 1997 Interlocal Agreement, the Port and City hereby
mutually agree as follows:

Background Information

e An Interlocal Agreement was entered into between the Port and the City in 1992
regarding building permitting at the airport (“1992 ILA”). The 1992 ILA provides
that in lieu of permits issued by the City for demolition in the Port of Seattle Land -
Acquisition Area, the Port will issue a demolition work permit, with a copy to the
City. The 1992 ILA was not formally superseded by the 1997 Interlocal Agreement,
and this provision, among others, is still in effect.

e Although the City does not issue a demolition permit or approval on house
demolitions done by the Port, the Port and the City recognize that in order for the City
to respond to questions and concerns of its residents and elected officials, the City
needs to be informed of the status of house demolitions, including reviewing Port
documentation on the steps necessary to complete the demolition permit process.

e This document describes the procedure agreed to by the Port and the City for house
demolitions by the Port.

General Procedures

e The Port maintains a file on each house demolition and fills out a House Demolition
Checklist (see sample attached) for each house that is demolished. All permits and
other documents related to demolition are kept by the Port within the same file.

ILA Owners’ Manual — Policy and Procedure # 2 - House Demolition Process - September 1998
Page 1 of 5
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—‘ﬁ Port of Seattle

e The Port house demolition files are public documents and the City of SeaTac has
access to those files during Port office hours. The files will be kept at the Port
Construction Services office located within the boundaries of the City of SeaTac.
City access and use of Port files is in lieu of the City maintaining its own files on Port
house demolitions.

L. Port Construction Services (“PCS”) Receives Vacant House from Acquisition

A.

Port sends 1st letter to neighbors about upcoming demolition activities
(Port contact names & phone numbers for questions, Port Police phone
numbers, events expected to take place)

Port submits address to Port Police, Airport Supervisors, and Fire Depts.
for periodic patrol; City submits address to City police

Port sends 1¥ notice to Port staff manning “hotline” and Public Affairs that
house has begun demo process

1. Public Affairs contacts charities and other public agencies
interested in salvage materials

2. Interested parties must sign sales agreement and remove items by
specified date

Port submits Work Permit Application to Port CPI Coordinator, who

_processes and forwards a copy to City of SeaTac Assistant Building

Official

City begins tracking demolition, using its Residential Demolition
Checklist (see copy of form attached); City communicates any comments
to Port PCS

Port Work Permit issued by Port to PCS and copy sent to SeaTac Assistant
Building Official. Work Permit will incorporate the City standards in the
attached document entitled: “Standard Conditions for Port of Seattle
Demolitions located in the Acquisition Area (Buy Out Area).”

PCS Crew Secures House (change locks, secure doors & board up
windows, clean up any household hazardous wastes, dispose of debris left
in house)

Port schedules landscape maintenance contractor to mow lawn
periodically

Port puts out demo contract containing 5-10 houses & performs contractor
walk-through

ILA Owners” Manual - Policy and Procedure # 2 - House Demolition Process - September 1998

Page 2 of 5
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II.

HI.

Iv.

ﬁ Port of Seattle

Asbestos Survey and Utility Disconnect

A.

B.
C.

Port contacts Utility Companies to remove their service to house

1. Cable TV - TCI Cablevision

2. Telephone - US West

3. Natural gas - Puget Sound Energy

4. Leave power & water available for use during asbestos abatement
Port-retained consultant performs asbestos survey on house

Port applies for PSAPCA abatement & demolition permit

Asbestos Abatement and Utility Disconnect

A.

D.

B.

Port contacts Utility Companies to remove service following completion
of abatement

1. Power - Seattle City Light, Puget Sound Energy
2. Water - Districts #20, #49 & #125
3. Sewer - SW Suburban

Port installs erosion control BMPs around site and Environmental
Consultant verifies they are in place and properly installed prior to oil tank
and house demolition

Environmental Specialist and tank removal contractor obtain UST
Removal permit from Port Fire Dept.

Port removes fuel oil tanks & all surrounding contaminated soils

Port informs demo contractor of required start date as listed on PSAPCA
permit

Site Demolition

A.

Port sends 2nd notice to Public Affairs, Acquisition, “hotline” staff, etc.
informing of demolition dates and schedule

Port sends 2nd letter to neighbors giving actual demolition date
Copy of letter sent to City of SeaTac Assistant Building Official

Port pumps out and removes septic tank (or cap sewer in accordance with
Sewer District procedures)

ILA Owners’ Manual — Policy and Procedure # 2 - House Demolition Process - September 1998
Page 3 of 5
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D. Port demo contractor begins on required PSAPCA permit date

1. All buildings, concrete, septic tank concrete, driveways, etc.
removed and disposed
2. Backfill foundation holes as necessary
3. Grade site in preparation for hydroseeding
E. Port’s Environmental Consultant shall monitor erosion BMPs weekly (or

after a storm event) to ensure they are functioning properly. Consultant
shall note any problems needing repair or additional BMP installation

F. Port’s Environmental Consultant shall inspect surrounding streets for dirt
tracking and site for equipment leaks, spills, etc.

G. Port shall make all repairs and implement additional BMPs noted by the
Environmental Consultant

H. Hydroseed contractor seeds the site

L Port receives comments from City of SeaTac on Residential Demolition
Checklist (copy of checklist sent to Port PCS Demolition Coordinator by
City) and from other agencies or public

J. Port reviews comments received, noting receipt and response on Port’s
House Demolition Checklist (see sample attached), and taking follow-up
action determined necessary by the Port

V. Site Upkeep

A. Port shall water hydroseed and continue to mow lawns as necessary to
maintain pleasant appearance

B. Port’s Environmental Consultant shall verify that permanent cover
practices (i.e., hydroseeding) are in place and re-inspect the site 2 — 3
weeks following completion to ensure no erosion problems exist

C. Port removes silt fencing and other erosion control measures after
permanent ground cover has taken hold

D. PCS, Port Police, and Airport Supervisors perform routine area sweeps of
cleared Port property

E. Port removes any abandoned cars, trash, hazards, etc., as needed

ILA Owners’ Manual — Policy and Procedure # 2 - House Demolition Process - September 1998
Page 4 of 5
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STANDARD CONDITIONS FOR PORT OF SEATTLE DEMOLITIONS
LOCATED IN THE ACQUISITION AREA (BUY OUT AREA).

D

2)

3)

4)

S)

6)

7

All utilities, including water, sewer, natural gas and electricity must be terminated per
the direction of the serving utility.

The building site must be restored to original condition including the removal of the
foundation.

All rubble and debris is to be removed to an approved location.

All precautions are to be taken during construction to prevent silt and debris from
collecting in the city storm drainage system, wetland areas, or flowing onto adjoining
property. Install and maintain temporary erosion and sedimentation control best
management practices as described in chapter 5 of the King County Surface Water
Design Manual (Rev. 11/94); or as may be directed by the public works inspector.
After completion of demolition, storm drains are to be cleaned as directed by the City
Public Works inspector.

All work in the public right-of-way is to have a construction permit issued by the City
of SeaTac’s Engineering Division. Engineered plans for any improvements are to be
reviewed and approved by the Engineering Division.

The public right-of-way is to be kept clean and free of debris, demolition material,
and equipment at all times per the direction of the Public Works inspector.

Roads, shoulders, curbs and gutters, driveways, sidewalks, and/or other

improvements in the public right-of-way that are damaged during construction are to
be replaced or restored to predemolition condition or better. All restoration and
clean-up work subject to right-of-way permits will be required to meet the approval of
the Public Works inspector.

ILA Owners’ Manual — Policy and Procedure # 2 - House Demolition Process - September 1998
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T Op CITY OF SEATAC
PORT RESIDENTIAL DEMOLITION
SEATAC ~ CHECKLIST

Address: . Date: PORT OF SEATTLE WORK PERMIT #

The following items have bezn considered by the City’s Building Inspector.

L. Verification of work being performed in right of way.
~ No work
Right-of-way permit is required.
No impact on storm sewer

Venfication of means of controlling silt.
Not required
Silt controt required

[§)

Verfication of proper disconnection of utilities. (Letter from utility provider)
Water

Sewer

Gas

Electric

Abandoned Septic System

L)

]

~ Venfication of proper abatement of asbestos. (Report from abatement company)
Verified (properly abated)
Verified (no presence of asbestos)

A

Vedfication of proper removal of underground fuel storage tank. (Approval from Fire Dept.
Tank properly removed
Contaminated soil being mitigated.

wn

6. Verification of proper restoration of site.
Rubble and debris has been removed. »
No damage to public right of way during construction,
Hydroseeding is complete

COMMENTS:

CITY OF SEATAC BUILDING INSPECTOR DATE:




¢?ORT OF SEATTLE

House. Demolition Checklist

Status as of 10-22-97

Federal Parcel:J0O60R

Address:h‘SECz—Des Moines Mem. Or.

Demo Wark Permit:zS/l 4/97

L

Neighboring Parcels To Notlfy:incne

T

1st Notlce:

- 2nd Natlce!|

3rd Nozice:,'

Water_District:l20

Water_Removed:"é/?S/QT

Power_Company:|Seatiz City Light

Meter Number:[235808

Power_Remaved:6/26/97

Sewer_District:jSW Suburbar/ Lee's Sanitation

Side_Sewer_Permit:gYES

ereet_Use_Permit:{
B

Sewer_Capped:,’

Phone_Company:{US Wes:

Phone_Removed:/5/26/37

Cable_Company:fTCl Cazizsvision

SN N I O O O IR

Cable_Removec:|6/26/97

Gas_Company:ln/a

Gas_Rcmoved:,'

Asbestos Survey:S.M. Riche & Associales

Survey Finish:[5/27/97

Asbestos Abatement:iFS & GS Services

Abatement Finish:6/30/97

Septic_Tank_Company:in/a

Septic_Removed:|

Septic_Backtilled:|

Fuel_Oil_Company:[Marine Vacuum Service, Inc.

EEEEEEEEEEE

Fuel_Oil_Removed:[7/3/97

Sails_Consultant:[Kathy Bahnick

Soils_Analysis:|

Ccntaminated_Din:f‘r’ES .

Dirt_Disposal_Site:Holnam

Contam. Dirt Disposeq;|

Salvage_Contractor:in/a

Salvage_Finish:{

Demo_Contractor:|PCS

Demo_Finish:7/3/97

Hydroseed_Contractor|PCS

Seed_Layed:|7/2/97

Elapsed Time (days):|S6

City of SeaTac Comuments Received:

Other Comments Received:

Port Response to Comments:

Form Completed
. By:

Dated:
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City of SeaTac & Port of Seattle Policy and Procedures
Policy # 1 Title: No Surprises Adopted: April 1998

T 72
Gina Marie Lindsey, Director of Aviation, Port of Seattle_/ /// //////(/C %{/é/éﬁﬁ/ 7

Calvin Hoggard, City Manager, City of SeaTac /

\’/

“NO SURPRISES” POLICY

In the implementation of the strategic partnership known as the Interlocal Agreement,
Port and City staff hereby mutually agree as follows:

A “No Surprises” policy shall be mutually adhered to by the City and the Port to the
fullest degree possible. Its subject matter shall be all issues and activities of POSSIBLE
mutual interest to either agency, and its purpose shall be to enable each agency to respond
adequately and in a timely, accurate way to questions from elected officials, residents and
the media about each others’ activities and programs. Its implementation procedures

shall include but not be limited to:

1. The parties .will use the Project Notification Procedures described in Exhibit A
paragraph 2.3.1.2 of the ILA; and such implementation procedures as may be
mutually developed and adopted to detail those procedures;

2. Staff from the two agencies will meet monthly as a joint Port-City team to
share status of projects and resolve issues;

3. Port and City ILA designees will meet weekly or more to coordinate, discuss
issues and prepare for team meetings;

4. Each agency shall inform the other in a timely way (i.e. normally.within 24
hours) of events, decisions and problems that could lead to questions from
elected officials, residents, news media and the like;

5. Each agency shall inform the other of any press releases which are planned to
be submitted to the media;

ILA Owners’ Manual — Policy & Procedure #1 — “No Surprises” Policy
3:46 PM 04/06/98
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Port of Seatt.

January 9, 1998

Calvin Hoggard, City Manager

City of SeaTac

17900 International Blvd., Suite 401
SeaTac, WA 98188-4236

Subject: Sequence for City street vacations and process for Port payment

Dear Cal:

The City / Port Interlocal Agreement (ILA) calls for the City to adopt ordinances by December 31,
1997 approving vacation of certain street rights-of-way to the Port (ILA Exhibit C 99.1). However,
because of the need for the Port and City to develop detailed technical information to support the
vacation ordinances, I understand that this deadline could not be met.

The Port proposes that the December 31, 1997 deadline be extended and that the Port and City work
together to develop a sequence for street vacations. The Port has hired a licensed civil engineering
firm to survey the street rights-of-way and an independent certified appraiser to determine the fair
market value of the streets to be vacated. The results of this work will provide both of us with the
information needed to work out a detailed process for the street vacations. From our analysis so far,
the Port anticipates that the vacations will be undertaken in multiple phases as follows: 1) Streets
already bounded by Port property (1 or 2 phases), 2) Streets bounded by Port and other parties’
property (1 or 2 phases), and 3) Streets in the Westside acquisition area (3 to 6 phases). It appears
that City approval of these phased vacations could start in the first quarter of 1998 and be completed
in late 1999 or early 2000. The Port commits to provide the City no later than March 31, 1998 legal
descriptions of all streets to be vacated under the ILA and applicable maps and a completed city
application for street vacations.

When we negotiated the ILA, the Port recognized that Washington State law (Chapter 35.79 RCW)
allows the City to require agencies such as the Port to pay compensation for vacated street rights-of-
way. Based on the information available during the negotiations, the parties estimated that the
value of the streets to be vacated would be about $13.5 million total. This total is comprised of $3.5
million for Westside streets and $10 million for various other streets in the City (ILA Exhibit C
99.2). The ILA defined the $10 million portion as funds the City would use for community relief of
the Airport Master Plan improvements and that it would be paid in three installments as follows:

1) $2 million upon the City’s adoption of amendments to the City Comprehensive Plan to make the
Plan consistent with the ILA and the Airport Master Plan (i.e., on or before December 31, 1997),

2) $4 million at the earlier of the completion of the joint transportation study or December 31, 1998,
and 3) $4 million by December 31, 1999 (ILA Exhibit C 91.4).

PO. Box 1209

Seattle, WA 98111 U.S.A.
(206) 728-3000

TELEX 703433
FAX(206) 728-3252

®



Calvin Hoggard
City of Sealac
January 9, 1998
Page 2

The condition for Port payment of the first $2 million of vacated streets was fulfilled with the City
Council’s adoption of amendments to the City Comprehensive Plan on December 9, 1997. Because
the ILA ties this payment to street vacations and based on Port and City staff discussions during the
past several weeks, the Port proposes that the $2 million, plus accrued interest, be paid to the City
following the transfer of title to the Port for street rights-of-way valued at $2 million. In the
meantime, the Port has invested the $2 million in the King County Pool and interest shall accrue
beginning January 1, 1998 through the date on which the Port transfers the funds to the City. Under
no circumstances shall the transfer of title and funds be delayed beyond June 30, 1998. Interest
shall accrue at rates the Port actually earns on invested money. The rate for the first 60 days is
5.58%. At the end of this 60 day period, the Port will reinvest the funds ($2 million plus interest
accrued to date) in the King County Pool which is anticipated to earn rates comparable to what the
City could achieve in the State of Washington Local Government Investment Pool.

The City and Port have made good progress in building our partnership under the ILA and 1998
promises to offer us many more opportunities to work together.

Sincerely,

-

CIH A s )
MR. Dinsmore

Executive Director

Port of Seattle

Please indicate by signing below your concurrence with the above process for Port payment and the
extension of the December 31, 1997 ILA deadline for street vacations.

gy
/ ff /1
(Yl g
Calvin Hoggard Y,
City Manager
D AN o I .
City of SeaTac

cC: Port of Seattle Commissioners
Gina Marie Lindsey, Burr Stewart, Troy Brown, Janice Marsters, Borgan Anderson,
Traci Goodwin

POS VAILAST AGMNT.doc
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Aﬁ Port of Seattle

City of SeaTac & Port of Seattle Posicy and Procedures

Policy # 1 Title: No Surprises Adopted: April 1998

Gina Marie Lindsey, Director of Aviation, Port of Scattle_fﬂ/ e // [ A
¥, 4

v ] ,/

(Gl o e Sl

Calvin Hoggard. City Manager, City of SeaTac e i~ 5 LT~
— 4 v/

-

“NO SURPRISES” POLICY

In the implementation of the strategic partnership known as the Interlocal Agreement,
Port and City staff hereby mutually agree as follows:

A *No Surprises™ policy shall be mutually adhered to by the City and the Port to the
fullest degree possible. [ts subject matter shall be all issues and activities of POSSIBLE
mutual interest to either agency. and its purpose shall be to enable each agency to respond
adequately and in a timely. accurate way (0 questions from elected officials. residents and
the media about cach others’ activities and programs. [ts implementation procedures

shall include but not be limited to:

1. The parties will use the Project Notification Procedures described in Exhibit A
paragraph 2.3.1.2 of ihe ILA; and such implementation procedures as may be
mutually developed and adopted to detail those procedures:

2. Staff from the two agencies will meet monthly as a joint Port-City team to
share status of projects and resolve issues;

3. Port and City ILA designees will meet weekly or more to coordinate, discuss
issues and prepare for team meetings: ‘

4. Each agency shall inform the other in a timely way (i.e. normally within 24
hours) of events, decisions and problems that could lead to questions from
clected officials. residents. news media and the like:

5. Each agency shall inform the other of any press releases which are planned to
be submitted to the media:

ILA Owners' Manual - Policy & Procedure #1 —*“No Surprises™ Policy
3:46 PM 04/06/98
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6. Each agency shall convey to the other agency’s designee or public affairs i
people if any key issues affecting them are discussed with media
representatives: !

7. A roster of names, project assignments / responsibility areas, phone, fax and
e-mail contact information shall be prepared, kept current and shared:

8. Notification by either agency to owners of property and residenis within 500
feet of the property subject to a project of that agency shall be given by mail
(and any other notification, posting or publication required by regulations of
the agency conducting the project) not less than 3 days prior to observable
noticeable work activities at the site. The notification shall disclose how long
the activity will contirue, daily and weekend hours of operation; the nature of
the project, reason for activity, and the name and phone number of whom to
contact for additional information ;

9. Team leaders will inform their counterparts regarding who will be invited to a
specific meeting, so that the other agency both knaws what to expect and can
ensure that the appropriate people are included. If outside agencies are tc be
invited. this will be clear ahead of the meeting. If attorneys are to be present,
the other agency will be notified prior to the meeting.

98072778011

10. Each agency will keep in mind the other’s mission as it pursues its own.

11. If either agency needs a draft document reviewed before adoption, a clear and
reasonable deadline for comments will be specified. Suggested revisions
received after that deadline will be accepted only if feasible.

12. To the fullest extent possible, draft documents from one agency on topics e
pertinent to the ILA will be exchanged for comment by the other agency
before finalization.

13. Such other coordination and communication as may be needed to fulfill both
the spirit and the letter of this policy, shail be utilized as needed.

14. The parties agree that this No Surprises Policy shall not apply to filing and
service of pleadings or other actions taken in regard to pending or potential
litigation.

[LA Owners' Manual - Policy & Procedure #1 — “No Surprises” Policy
3:46 PM 04/06/98
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INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT

between
PORT OF SEATTLE
and

CITY OF SEATAC

Date: September 4, 1997

R

far. #57-/79§ 4
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 THIS INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT ("Agreement" o "ILA") s entered into effective the I ay of
_.»"«; pliacdee 1997, between the PORT OF SEATTLE ("Port”), 8 Washington municipal corporation, and
the CITY OF SEATAC ("City"), a Washingtor municipal corporation.

RECITALS
A, The Port owns and operates Seattle-Tacoma International Aiport ("Ses-Tac Airport"), which is
located primarily within the City limits.
B. As municipal corporations, the City and Port each have statutory authority to address common

subjects such as planning, land use and zoning, transportation, surface water management, critical areas, police
and other matters. Both parties are governed by the State Environmental Policy Act and have lead agency
authority to the exteni provided in the adopted SEPA rules.

C. The City and Port desire tc cooperate and esteblish a mutual and cooperative system for
exercising their respective jurisdiction to avoid disputes and to resolve and dismiss existing lawsuits and SEPA
appeals.

NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration the receipt and adequacy of which is hereby
acknowledged, the Port and City agree as follows:

1. Cooperation and Implemenistion of Agreement. The City and Port each shall take
appropriate actions tc implement this Agreement. The parties shall use all good and reasonablz good faith
efforts to cooperate in the successful implementation of this Agreement and svoidance of disputes.

2. Land Use snd Zoning. The City and Port adopt the planning, land use and zoning provisions
set forth in Exhibit A hereto and shall implement the same. The Portz's Master Plan Projects (defined in
Attachment A-1 to Exhibit Ay shall be reviewed and developed under § 2.3 of Exhibit A ("Project
Imiplementation and Development Regulations”), including "Fort Project Notice,” end no City permits or
approvals are required (except as provided in Exhibit A for ministeria} permite, work within City rights-of-way
or specific construction measures).

3. Surface Water Management. ‘The City and Port adopt the surface water management
provisions set forth on Exhibit B hereto and shall i plement the same.

4. Critical Areas. The City and Port adopt the critical area regulations for application to Port
projects as set forth in the Development Standards included as Attachment 4 to Exhibit A.

5, Transportatior. The City and Port sdopt the transpertation provisions set forth us part of
Exhibit C.
8. Stats Environmenis Policy Ast. The City and Pont shall follow the lead agency rules gs ser

forth in the SEPA rules, WAC 197-11-922-948. The parties acknowledge the Fort generally will be the lead
agency for Port-initiated projects. Any disputes chall be resolved by the Department of Ecology as provided in
WAC 197-11-9456.

7. Police. The City and Port cach have their respective authority and jurisdiction to establish
police forces. The parties may further agree to joint or specified coverage consistent with their respetive
authority. The parties acknowledge the Port's authority in this regard pursuant to an unpublished opinion dated

4493311 00C16 AGM/B2597
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September 16, 1996 in Division I of the Court of Appeals in Teamsters Union Local 117 v. Fort of Seatile, No.
36366-2-1.

8. Materis! Haul. The City and Port adopt the material hauling provisions for Port Haul Projects
(i.e., greater than 100,000 cubic yards) as set forth in Exhibit D.

9. Master Pias Community Relief. The parties adopt the community relief package st forth in
Exhibit C for scttlement of litigation and relief to the City for the projects included in the Poit's Airport Master
Plan Update adopted August 1, 1996 ("Port Master Flan"}. Project review for the Port’s Master Pian Projects
(defined in Attachment A-1 to Exhibit A) is covered by § 2.3 of Exhibit A ("Project Implementation and
Development Regulations™).

10. Term of Agreement.

10.1  Ten-Year Term; Extension. This Agreement shall be binding on the parties for an
initial term of ten (10) years, and shail be automaticaily exicnded in five (S5) year increments. Notwithstanding
the foregoing, cither party may deliver to the other party a written notice requesting review. Upon receipt of
such notice, the parties shall promptly and in good faith meet to discuss any revisions to this Agreement desired
by either party. If following notice and consultation mutual agreement to revisions is not reached, then either
party may terminate this Agreement effective upon the expiration of the then-current term. The procedures and
standards set forth in this Agresment, including ali of the Exhibits, shall be applicable during the term of the
Agreement. Neither the Port nor City shall modify or add new conditions to those sot forth in this Agreement
during the term of this Agreement unless either (a) the parties have mutually agreed to those changes, or (b)
either party, after discussion with the other party and 2 public bearing, determines in good faith that changes are
required to respond to a serious threat to public health or safety.

10.2  Two-Yesr Review. Recognizing that this Agreement estabiishes new procedures
which require coordination and cooperation for successful impiementation, the parties hereby establish & review
process at the end of the second year of the Agreement. If either the Port or City requests revision(s) of the
Land Use Agreement (Exhibit A) or SWM Agreement (Exhibit B), then the proposed revision(s) shall be
presented in writing and discussed by the Port/City Committee established under § 12.2 of Exhibit C. If the
parties do not mutually agree to the proposed revision(s), then the unresolved revisions shall be deliveredto a
facilitator mutually selected by the parties. The facilitator shall review the requesied revision(s) and issue &
recommendation as to whether any revision is appropriate end if so, the specific revision recommended. Within
thirty (30) days after the facilitator’s recommendation, the Port Commission and the City Council each will
consider whether or not to adopt the recommended revision. 1f the Port Commission and City Council both
agree to the recommendation, then an appropriate amendment to this Agreement wiil be executed by the pariies.
if both parties do not agree, then this Agreement shall continue in its current form for the remainder of the term
specified in Section 10.1 above. This two-year review shall not in any way limit the ability of the Port or City
to propose revisions or mutually approve amendments at any time during the Agreement.

11, Enfercement.
1.1 Dispute Resolution,

11.1.1 Party Consultation. The fellowing Dispute Resolution provision shall apply
in any disagreements or disputes regarding Jand use, surface water management, matesial hauling or Port
mitigation to the extent provided in Ext.ivits A-D. The City Manager (or his/her designee) and the Aviation
Division Director (or his/her designee) along with any staff or technical persons either party desires, shall meet
within seven {7) days afler request from either party, which may be extended for an additional seven (7) days to
include other persons or obtain additional information. 1f the dispute is not resolved at said meeting, or within

449331100016 AGM/BR2547
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such additional time as the parties mutually approve, then an arbitrator shall be selected to settle the dispute as
provided below.

11.1.2  Binding Arbitration. If the parties do not resolve the dispute within the time
period as provided in Section 11.1.1 above and the dispute does not involve an issue for which the Central Puget
Sound Growth Management Hearings Board ("GMHB") has jurisdiction under the Growth Management Act, then
the parties in good faith shall seek to agree, within seven (7) days after adjourning their final meeting, to select 2
single arbitrator to resolve the dispute. If a single arbitrator is not agreed to within the seven (7) day period,
then either party may seek appointment of a single arbitrator pursuant to RCW 7.04.050. The arbitrator shall be
experienced in the particular subject matter of the dispute (e.g land use, surface water, transportation). The
arbitrator shall not be an employee or consuitant of either the City or Port. The arbitrator shall establish the
procedures and allow presentations of written or oral information, but shall render its final binding decision
within thirty (30) days after the matter is referred to arbitration, unless the parties agree to a differert time
period. The arbitrator’s decision shall be in writing and specifically set forth the reasons and resolution of the
dispute. Judgment on the arbitrator’s award may be entered by the King County Superior Court. The parties
shall pay equally the cost of arbitration, but each party shall pay its own attorney’s and other costs and fees.

112  GMHB Matters. If a dispute involves an issue for which the GMHB has jurisdiction
under the Growth Managemeni Act, then the binding arbitration provisions of Section 1 1.1.2 shall not apply and
the matter shall be presented to the GMHB in accordance with applicable ruies and reguiations.

11,3 Other Disputes. If any dispute is not covered under Section 11.1 above, then either
party may enforce this Agreement by a suit filed in the Superior Court for King County, State of Washington.

i2. General Provisions.

12.1  Binding Agreement; Authority. The terms and conditions of this Agreement are
binding on both parties. Each party represents and warrants it has the authority, end has undertaken all actions
necessary to authorize, this as a binding agreement.

122  Amendment. Any amendment to this Agreement shall be in writing signed by both
parties.

123 Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of
Washington.

12.4  Interpretaticn; Severability; Changes in Law. This Agreement is intended to be
interpreted 1o the full extent authorized by law as an exercise of each party's authority to enter into agreements.
If any provisions of this Agreement are declared unenforceable or invalid by a court of law, then the parties shall
diligently seek to modify this Agreement (or seek the court’s determination of whether and how the Agreement
is to be modified if the parties cannot reach agreement) consistent with the parties’ intent to the maximum extent
allowable under law and copsistent with the court decision. If there are changes in applicable law, court
decisions, or federal regulations or interpretations that make either party’s performance of this Agreement
impossible or infeasible, then the parties shall diligently ssek to modify this Agreement consistent with the
parties” intent and consistent with the good faith obligations set forth in Section 13.5.

12.5  Coordination; Notice. Each party shall designate in writing a contact person for
implementation of this Agreement. Any notice or demand under this Agreement shall be in writing and either
(a) deitvered personally, (b) sent by facsimile tranismission with confirmation and an additional copy mailed first
class, or (c} deposited in the U.S. mail, centified mail, postage prepaid, retum receipt requested, and addressed
the designaied contact person.
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12.6  Tooperation. The parties shall seek in good faith and reasonably to reach agreements f
and otherwise implement this Agreement.

T

127  Time of Essence. Time is of the essence of this Agreement in every provision hereof. |
Unless otherwise stated, "days" shall mean calendar days. If auy time for action occurs on a weekend or legal ;
holiday, then the time period shall be extended automatically to the next business day.

128  Headings. The headings are inserted for reference only und shall noi be construed to
expand, limit or otherwise modify the terms and conditions of this Agreement.

12.9  Exhibits. Exhibits A through D attached hereto are incorporated herein by this ]
reference.

13. Settlement of Lawsuits and Appesls. The parties are relying upon the adoption and
enforcement of this Agreement rather than their existing or future lawsuits on the subjects covered by this
Agreement.

13.1  Pending Jurisdictional Lawsuit. Consequently, the parties shall take gopropriate
action to dismiss King County Superior Court Cause No. 95-2-03901-4 relating to jurisdictional issues, which
shall be dismissed on the express understanding no litigation involving the jurisdictional issues sei forth thercin
shall be commenced by either party at any time during which this Agreement is in effact. The prohibition on
suits raising jurisdictional issues during the term of the Agreement includes any lawsuit cr action regardless of its
denomination, including any issues regarding compliance or the impact of the Growth Management Act (except
for any litigation authorized under Exhibit A to define an *essential public facility™).

City dated August 15, 1996 relating to the Port’s Master Plan. Further, the City shell not appeal any other
environmental determinations or permits related o the Port’s Master Plan Projects listed on Attachment A-1 to
Exhibit A, including no appeal of the pending Corps of Engineers 404 Permit, eny supplemental EIS including
the May 1997 Port Master Plan Supplemental EiS, or any NEPA decisions or analysis relating to the Pozt’s
Master Plan Projects. The City shall not join with or support the Airport Communities Coalition or amy other
party opposing the third runway or the Port’s Master Plan.
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133 No City Code Chslienges. The parties acknowiedge this Agreement sets forth the
requirements and stadards on the particular matters covered by this Agreement (e.g., land use, surface wwater
management, material haul and community relief measures in Exhibit ) during its term. (See Section 10).
Consequently, this Agreement rather than general city codes or ordinances shall apply to the covered matiers.
The terms of the Agreement and the attachments provide the requirements and standards for the matters subject
to this Agreement, unless the Agreement otherwise provides for the application of particular City or Port
standards. However, this Agreement calls for the use of the following existing City ordinances:

3
13.2  Pending SEPA Appeal. The City shall dismiss the pending SEPA appeal filed by the é
i
1
1
i
!

!

|

i

® Business Park Zone, STMC Ch. 15.11 through 15.16, 15.18, 15.22 and Title i6 (regarding |
clean light industrial and lot coverage--see Attachment A-2, page 4 regarding light i
industrial/manufacturing and Attachment A-4 regarding lot coverage, loading/service yards;

® Critical Area Regulations, STMC Ch. 15.30 (see Attachment A-d, page 4),
® City SWM Code, STMC Ch. 3.60 and 12.30 (Exhibit B, but Port expressly reserves the right {0

appeal the SWM fees as described in Exhibit B);

o Cirv Traasportation Impact Fees, STMC Ch. 11.15 (which apply to non-airport projects but
which will not be applied to airport projects except on a retroactive basis after funding
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decisions are made under the Joint Transportation Study, Attachment A-4, page 4; Exhibit C,
453

° City Parking Tax, STMC Ch. 3.70 (Exhibit C, §5.2.5%

° Street Vacation Code, STMC Ch. 11.05.090 (Exhibit C, 1.9);
s Codes applicable to borrow pits and construction measures, STMC Ch. 13.11 (Grading Code)
(Exhibit C. 4.16.1; Exhibit A, §2.3.1.4(2) & (B); 2 ii

° Matcrial Haul Enforcement and Fees, STMC Ch. 11.10 end Resolution m gcgarding fees %/-'
and charges (Exhibit D, 4 1.8.7 and 2).

The Port will noi chalienge the City codes or ordinances listed above as they exist on the date of this Agreement
30 long as they are applied to the Port in & lawful and reasonable manner consistent with the terms and intent of
this Agreement. If any of these Codes are invalidated through independent litigation (which tbe Port will not
solicit or support in any manner) on constitutionel or substantive grounds (as opposed to procedural grounds),
then the parties will no lenger foliow the invalidated code or ordinance provisions, and shall use Section 12.4 to
carry out the parties intent in light of a change of law.

134  Good Faith. Each party will use good faith in implementing and maintaining the
other party’s intsrests as reflected in this Agreemens. If, notwithstanding such good faith, there is 2 change in
law, then the provisions of Section 12.4 shall apply.

DATED effective ¢n the lasi signature below.

Dated: é( /ﬁ vat 9, 1697 PORT OF SEATTLE, a W f6ipal corporation
v A
By: ﬁ F el Sordlo

kL Bingnr-
%:hbbuk Ve Lifew. s

“‘) " A
Dated: %ﬂ/}&@ﬁtg&( % / ?@‘7 CITY OF SEATAC, a Washington municipal corporation
L

/Npg:o ed as to form: /’/

\
Robert L. McAdams, City Attorney
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EXHIBIT A
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LAND USE AGREEMENT

The City and Port desire to coordinate their land use planning, project development and permitting by
implementing this Land Use Agreement.

1. Cooperative Comprebensive Planning and Economic Development.

1.1 General. The Port and City shall engage in cooperative comprehensive planning to jointly
address issues related to the Port’s Airport properties and activities and the City’s economic
development, land use and related goals. The cooperative planning shall strive for cons’stency
between the City’s Comprehensive Plan and the Port’s Master Plan (and related portious of the
Puget Sound Regional Council's regional planning decisions). The objective is the reciprocal
recognition of the Port’s Master Plan (and related portions of the Puget Sound Regional
Council’s regiona! planning decisions) in the City’s Comprehensive Plan and the relevant
portions of the City’s Comprehensive Plan in the Port's Master Plan (e.g. land use, economic
development, transportation and capital facilities). The coordinated comprehensive planning
activities shall include:

1.1.1 Land Uses. A land use element with appropriate Comprehensive Plan policies and
land-use designations for Port properties, uon-Port properties adjacent to or near Port-owned
properties, Port property not being used for Airport purposes that may be identified for likely b
future Airport uses, and for properties within the 65 DNL noisc contour. The parties shall

develop a land use map displaying the results of the coordinated planning. A noise-contour b,
overlay map will be inzluded to foster Airport compatible land-use planning and used to guide

land-use decisions within the City. Existing Part 150 noise guidelines shall be incorporated intc

the policies.

1.1.2 Transportation. A transportation :icment that includes coordinated strategies for
parking, transii, RTA, parking taxes, impact fees and other mitigation.

3807278011

1.1.3 Capitai Facilities. A capital facilities element implementing and incorporating the
Port’s Master Plan and City’s Comprehensive Plan.

1.1.4 Other Eizmenis. A joint economic development element, & potential City Center
strategy, and community image and design element to integrate the Airport and the adjoining
areas. .

1.2 West Side Planning. As a component of the coordinated comprehensive planning, the Port
and City sha!l develop a subarea plan for the west side of the Airport, including a conceptual
land-use map, which includes the following: (a) the third runway, perimeter roads, and other
ancillary runway support facilities comprising the Port’s Master Plan Projects; (b) conceptual
zoning and land uses along the western "edge” between the edge of the third runway fill siope
and the western City limits, potentially including commercial and trail uses; and (c) joint
economic development opportunities.

1.3 Economic Development Opportunities. In addition to the western "edge” opportunities in
% 1.2 above, the Port and City shall work through the SeaTac Economic Partership (STEP) 10
jointly identify and pursue economic development opportunities for Port properties and/or arcas
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under Cicy jurisdiction which are in proximity to the Airport. The parties shall consider the
costs and bensfits of proposed development, inciuding Port development.

1.4 Noise Pianning. The Fort and City shall utilize the upcoming "Part 150 Plan" for evaluating
and incorporating noise compatibility measures, upon FAA approval, into appropriate Port
Master Plan and City Comprehensive Plan policies and related land use maps and regulations.

1.5 Adoption and Amendment.

1.5.1 Adoption.

1.5.1.1 General. The Port adopted its Master Plan update on August 1, 1996, by
Resolution 3212 (as amended). The third runway has been incorporated into the Metropelitan
Transportation Plan adopted by the Puget Sound Regional Council. The City adopted iis GMA
Comprehensive Plan in December 1994, with amendments in 1995 and 1996.

The City Council and Port Commission respectively shall consider adoption of
updates to the City Comprehensive Plan and the Port’s Master Plan to implement the
coordinated planning conducted under this §1. The Port and City may adopt appropriate
portions of their coordinated planning without adoption of all elements listed under 4 1.1 above.

1.5.1.2 By City. On or before December 31, 1997, the City shall consider an
amendment to its GM4 Comprehensive Plan in substantially the following form (which may
have appropriate findings):

The Port of Seattle is 8 Washington municipal corporation that b
owns and operates Seattle-Tacoma International Airport, which is ;"
located primarily within the City limits. The Port adopted a
Master Plan update on August 1, 1996 by Resolution 3212 (as
amended) ("Port Master Plan"). In addition, the third runway has
been incorporated into the Metropolitan Transportation Plan
adopied by the Puget Sound Regional Council. This City’s
Comprehensive Plan recognizes Seattle-Tacoma International
. Airport as an essential public facility, and its importance for the
(0’ & Citv as well as the region. The Interlocal Agreement dated
M 9/4/97 ___ and adopted by the Port and City comprises
appropriate mitigation and operating conditions for the Port
Master Plan consistent with RCW 36.7CA.200.

807278011

The City's Comprehensive Plan Use Map designates a single
airport land use for all properties owned or to be owned by the
Port under the Port Master Plan. The development regulations,
which ere contained in the attached Interlocal Agreement, have
two zones (“Aviation Operations” and "Aviation Commerciai")
within the airport land use designation. Development of the
Airport shall be done in accordance with the Interlocal Agreement
and shall control in the case of any conflict with other provisions
of this Comprehensive Plan. To the extent the Iaterlocal
Agreement establishes development standards as defined in RCW
36.70-B.170 et. sec., the Interlocal Agreement also constitutes a
"development agreement.”
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1.5.1.3 By Port. The Port Commission shall adopt updates of the Port’s Master
Plan to implement the coordinated planning conducted under this . 1.

1.5.1.4 Reservation of Rights. The parties voluntarily are undertaking
cooperative planning as & resolution of their jurisdictional disputes. Both parties shall cooperate
in good faith to avoid appeals or litigation, but neither party is waiving or conceding any legal
authority it has with regard to its respective City Comprehensive Plan or Part Master Plan, or
the application of the Growth Management Act, Revised Airports Act, Airport Zoning Act, or
Port District enabling statutes.

1.52 Amendment. From and after the adoption of the respective Plans under 7 1.5.] above,
amrendments of each party's respective plans shall be reviewed and adopted as provided in § 2.4
below,

Zoning/Land Use/Development Regulations.

Land Use/Zoning Map. The Port Commission and City Council each shall adopt a
coordinated land use map that (a) shall be implemented by the City’s zoning map; (b) is
updated to recognize the Port’s Master Plan (e.£., third runway); (¢) resolves any discrepancies
on the permitied uses of Port-owned property on the perimeter of the Airport (e.£., Seafirst
Bank, Bai Tong Restzurani); and (d) reflects the City land use decisions that affect the Airport.
Both the City Council and the Port Com-.ission shall adopt the coordinated land use map on or
before December 31, 1957 (and the City shall adopt it concurrently with its Comprehensive
Plan Amendment).

Zoning Uses. The Port and City agree upon the two zones and uses for Port-owned property
gs set forth in Attachimeni A-2: "Aviation Operation” and "Aviation Commercial."

Project Implementation and Development Regulations.

[NOTE: Uses not on Attachment A-2 and uses on new Port property are covered in § 2.4, and
not this $.2.3.]

2.3.1 Agreed Uses on Existing Port Property. The Port and City hereby establish a system
for construction and development of the agreed-upon land uses defined on Anachment A-2 on
Port properties that are owned (or included to be owned as indicated in the Port’s existing
Master Plan) on the effective date of this Agreement as follows:

2.3.1.1 Port Initiation. The Port shall decide the timing, location and type of use
so Jong as consistent with the agreed-upon map and uses in Attachment A-2 and no City
permits or approvals are required (except permits covered by the existing LA described in
¢ 2.3.3), subject to the following process:

2.3.1.2 Project Notice. The Port shall provide a *Project Notice™ to the City for
each proposed action by the Port using the format set forth in Attachment A-3 (including a full
description of compliance with pre-approved development standards). Project Notice shall be
sent as early as possible (e.g. initial listing on Port's spread sheet tracking if sufficient detail
exists), but in any event no fater than the Port’s preparation of a SEPA checklist for the project
or the Port’s detenmination the action is not covered by SEPA (e.2. categorical exemption).
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2.3.1.3 Development Standards. All Port projects within the City shall comply
with the pre-approved development standards set forth in Attachment A-4. If the standards in
Attachment A-4 are not proposed to be met or the City in good faith believes will not be met,
then "Joint Consultation” shall take place under §.2.3.2 below, but subject to the limitations
regarding Port Master Plan Projects in §.2.3.1.4 below.

2.3.1.4 Purt Master Plan Projects. The community relief measures set forth in
Exhibit C to this Agreement provide complete community relief and mitigation measures for
the Port's Master Plan Prcjects (as defined in Attachment A-1), subject to the following:

(a) For those Master Plan Projects identified with an asterisk ("*") on
Attachment A-], Joint Consultation may take place if the prerequisites
under §2.3.2 otherwise apply; and

(b) For those Master Plan Projects on Attachment A-1 without an asterisk,
no Joint Consultation shall take place and no additional commiunity
relief or mitigation shall be required, but the Port shall implement,
afier notice and consultation with the City, constructiocn measures such
as traffic control and protection of City rights-of-way or facilities. If
the Port and City do not agree on these construction measures, then
the Dispute Resolution procedures set forth in Section 11.1 of the ILA

shall apply.

2.3.2 "Joint Consuliation.” Joint Consultation shall be conducted as follows:

2.3.2.1 Prerequisite. Joint Consultation shall be required in the following two
circumstances: (i) if the Port proposes to change property use from the "Airport Commercial”
to "Airport Operation® or (i) where the impacts of & development meet the prerequisites set
forth in the remainder of this paragraph, except no Joint Consultation shall take place for those
Port Master Plan Projects which do not have an ("*") on Attachment A-1. Either the Port or
City may convene a Joint Consultation by delivering written notice to the other setting forth the
party's good faith determination of all of the following:

(a) The Port's proposed project will have a probable, direct significant
adverse impact on non-Port property;

() The impacts will not be adequately mitigated by the pre-approved
development standards (Attachment A-4), the community relief
provisions of Exhibit C or mitigation incorporated into the proposed
project; and

(c) The impacts are related to elements of the environment specified
under SEPA.

2.3.2.2 Procedure. Within seven (7) days afer such notice, the City Manager (or
his/her designee) and the Aviation Division Director (or his/her designee), along with any staff
or technical persons either party desires, shall meet, consult and seek resolution of any disputes
by application of the criteria set forth in § 2.3.2.3 below.

2.3.2.3 Consultation Criteria. Although the City shall not have the right tc deny
the proposed action, the Port shall incorporate City-requested mitigation if the mitigat.on:
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(a) is attributable to the impact of the proposed action as identified in 9.2.3.2.1; (b) will have a
demonstrable benefit; (¢) will not result in unreasonable costs to implement; (d) does riot
materially impair the functioning of the Airport or th: integration of the proposed use into
existing Airport facilities; and (e) is not a federal conflict ("federal conflict” means the
mitigation requested is expressly precluded or preempted by federal or state regulation;
precludes federal funding; or places the Port in noncompliance with federal directives for
Airport operation). The City has the burden of showing the existence of the Prerequisites
{§.2.3.2.1) and consuliation criteria (a) and (b). The Port has the burden of showing
consultation criteria (c), (d), and (e).

2.3.2.4 Dispute Resolution. If a dispute is not resolved at the Joint Consuitation
meeting, or within such additional time as the parties may approve, then the dispute shall be
resolved through the Dispute Resolution procedures as set forth in Section 11.1 of thr: Interlocal
Agreement.

2.3.3 Building Permit Review. To the extent provided in an ILA dated September 1992, the
City shall continue to process building permit applications for Port projects whether or not such
proiects constitute Airport Uses (the 1992 ILA excludes airfield facilities). City building
permit review shall take into account the pre-approved development standards in Attachment A- ‘
4. 1

2.3.4 Review Time Period; Additiong] Staff or Consultent. The City shall review Port

projects on an expedired basis in recognition of the preapprove 3 development standards and the

project notice provided by the Port. If the Port proposes a major project or City staff is unable L
to meet in expedited timeframe, then the City may retain, after consultation and approval by the b
Port, an additional staff person or outside consultant with experience in the type of project

being reviewed (cr experienced in the subject matter that will be the principal component of the
project, such as drainage, critical areas, etc.). The Port shell pay the costs of such additional
staff or consultant’s review on a mutually approved basis. :
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2.4 Ezxpsnsion of Pori Uses and Property.

2.4.1 New Use on Existing or Port Master Plan Property. I the Port proposes a use that is
not as provided on Attachment A-2 (i.e., it is either not shown as Port property on the
Auachment A-2 map or it is not consistent with the permitted uses within the two Port zones),
then the following shall apply:

2.4.1.1 Shifi Aviation Commercial to Aviation Operation. If the Port proposes .
1o change the use of Port property from "Aviation Commercial” to “Aviation Operation,” then :
(a) Joint Consuitation shall apply under § 2.3.2, (b) the map and agreed uses on Attachment A-
2 shall be deemed revised for that praperty, and (¢) the property shall be developed in 5
accordance with §.2.3. The parties acknowledge certain changes from "Aviation Commercial” !
to "Aviation Operaticn” couid be major inprovements o capacity changes at the Airport. ¢
Consequently, the scope and extent of mitigation shall cotrespondingly reflect the scope and
magnitude of the change in use. For example, if the change in use involves expansion of a
runway, major addition of cargo facilities, 8 new terminal (other than the north terminal as
provided in the Port’s Master Plan), or other major changes, then the mitigation package done
through Joint Consultation shall reflect the significance of the change in use. [Note: The
community relief package in Exhibit C reflects the scope and magnitude of the third runway
and related 1996 Master Plan Projects.] Further, the parties acknowledge major improvements

649131100008 OT1/B 28 97
Ssanle A-5




or capacity changes at the Airport may trigger review by the Puget Sound Regional Council,
amendment of the regional transportation plan or other legal requirements, including RCW Ch.
47.80. Both parties shall have full ability to participate in any such process involving Airport
expansion or facilities. The Joint Consultation under this Exhibit is in addition to such other
participation and this Agreement does not limit & party's rights in other processes.

2.4.1.2 Other Airport Use. Although the parties believe most airport uses are «

expressly included on Attachment A-2, if the Pert in the future proposes a use within the ;
mapped area on Attachment 2 that is not covered by §.2.4.1.1 above, then the following shall |
apply: (a) if the Port and City agree that the proposed use is an "airport” use under state law,
then the property shall be developed in accordance with §.2.3; or (b) if the City disagrees it is ]
an "airport" use under state law, then Dispute Resolution under § 11.1 shall apply (or § 11.2 ;
shall apply if the dispute is & matter for which the GMHB has jurisdiction under tie Growth ;
Management Act). i
|

i

|

2.4.1.3 Miscellaneous Use. If the Port proposes to develop or use its existing
property for a use not on Attachment A-2 and does not believe it is an “airport” use, then the
Port shall submit applications to and comply with City standards applicable to the zone within
which the property was located as the zone existed immediately prior to execution of this ILA.

2.4.1.4 Stetutory interpretation If ILA Terminates. The parties have adopied
the uses in Attachment A-2 to settle their dispute, and the Attachment A-2 uses shall not bind
or waive either party’s right to interpret "airport” uses under state law in the event this ILA
terminates. ]

2.4.2 New Port Property. The foliowing procedures shali apply if the Port desires to acquire p
new property (i.e., not existing on the date of this Agreement nor property to be owned by the
Port as shown in the Port’s existing Master Plan):

2.42.1 Censistent With Zoning. If the Port acquires property that is zoned to
allow the proposed airport use, then the map and agreed uses on Attachment A-2 shall be
expanded to include the property and uses thereon and development of that property shall be

governed by §.2.3. If the new Port property is not then being used for an Airpont use, then it
shall be governed by § 2.4.1.3 above,

38117278011

2.4.2.2 Inconsistent Zoning. If the proposed property is not zoned for the
proposed use, then the parties shall undertake the amendment process set forth in 1.2.4.3.
Upon completion of the amendment process, the new property acquired shall be added 10
Antachment A-2 and development of the property shall be governed by 9.2.3 (but no additional
mitigation beyond any mitigation identified during the amendment process shall be required
during project review).

2.4.3 Amendment Procedures. The following procedures shall apply if an amendment is

required under § 2.4.1.2 or 2.4.2.2 above or if the City proposes tc amend its comprehensive

plan relating to or affecting the Airport or if the Port proposes to amend its Airmort Macter

Plan. The Port’s proposed use shall be treated as an expansion of an "essential public facility."

{If the parties disagrec about whether the use is an "essential public facility,” the procedures

under § 2.4.4 shall apply.) The City Council shall not preclude the use, and the City and Port

shall undertake the following: (a) the City Manager and the Aviation Division Director shall ,
meet to discuss appropnate mitigation and other matters; and (b) thereafler a Mitigation
Committee shall be convened consisting of two City Council members and two Port :
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commissioners, and appropriate staff. The Mitigation Committee shall develop
recommendations for the expanded uses and mitigation, including review of the Joint
Consultation criteria.

The parties acknowledge expansion of the Airport may involve major
improvements or capacity changes at the Airport. Consequently, the scope and extent of
mitigation shall correspondingly reflect the scope and magnitude of the change in use. For
example, if the change in use involves expansion of a runway, major addition of cargo
facilities, a new terminal (other than the north terminal as provided in the Port’s Master Plan),
or other major changes, then the mitigation package done through Joint Consultation shall
reflect the significance of the change in use. [Note: The community relief package in Exhibit
C reflects the scope and magnitude of the third runway and related 1996 Master Plan Projects.]
Further, the parties acknowledge major improvements or capacity changes at the Airport may
trigger review by the Puget Sound Regional Council, amendment of or consistency with the
regional transportation plan or other legal requirements, including RCW Ch. 47.80. Both
parties shall have full ability to participate in any such processes involving Airport expansion or
facilities. The mitigation process under this Exhibit is in addition to such other participation
and this Agreement does not limit a party’s rights in cther processes.

The Mitigation Committee shall prepare its recommendation within thirty (30) days
(or sixty (60) days if an environmental impact statement has been prepared) after requested by
the Port (which time will be extended if additional information is reasonably required) and the
City Counci} shall make a decision thereon within thirty (30) days (or sixty (60) days if an
environmental impact statement has been prepared) following the consensus report of the
Mitigation Committee. If the Mitigation Committee does not reach consensus, then a report
shall be prepared and delivered to the City Council reflecting the areas of sgreement and the
outstanding issues. The time periods for the Mitigation Committee and City Council do not
begin until a final EIS has been published (if one is being prepared). Thereafter, the City
Council shall consider ar. amendment of its comprehensive plan to reflect the proposed
expansion and adopt reasonable mitigation measures related to the reasonable and proportionate
impacts of the proposed expansion. If the Port objects to the City Council’s decision (inciuding
3 failure to amend the comprehensive plan or objections to the terms, and conditions or
mitigation measures of any approved expansion), the Port shall have the right to file suit in
King County Superior Court (unless the GMHB has jurisdiction, in which case the Port may
file a petitiop with the GMHB to resolve the dispute).

2.4.4 Dispute Over "Essential Public Facility.” If the parties disagree over whether some or
all of the expansion or change of use is part of an "essential public facility” as defined by the
GMA, then (a) the City shall file a petition with the Central Puget Sound Growth Management
Hearings Board to resolve such disagreement, or (b) if the GMHB does not have jurisdiction or
otherwise does not make & decision on such dispute, then either party may file a lawsuit to
determine the questicn, and Dispute Resolution under Section 11.1 of the ILA shall not apply.
If the Port's proposed use is determined not to be part of an essential public facility, then the
Port shall submit permit applications and the City shall utilize the preapproved development
standards in Attachment A-4 to the extent reasonably possible, but may modify those standards
to impose mitigation conditions if those standards do not provide direct and reasonable
mitigation for the new use. If the Port’s proposed use is determined to be part of an essential
public facility, then § 2.4.3 shall apply.
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ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment A-] -
Attachment A-2 -

Attachment A-3 -
Attachment A4 -
Attachment A-5 -
Attachment A-$ -
Attachment A-7 -
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List of Port Master Plan Projects
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Seattie-Tacoma international 1 N
Fina! Supplemental Environmentsl Impact Staternent

"TACHMENT A-1

LIST OF PORT MASTER PLAN PROJECTS

TABLE 2-7
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport

Suppiemental Environmental Impact Statement

MASTER PLAN UPDATE IMPROVEMENTS - PHASING

Project

Changes in Phasing
or Projects Definition

New Parallel Runway and asseciated operational procedures and taxiways

Acquisition of land for the new narallel runway

1996-2000 As the rurmway moves to the ind
phase, acquisition is now separately identified

Relocation of ASR and ASDE 1996-2000
Relocaticn of $.154/156th around 16X end 1996-201,0

Not previously separalely identified
Temporary construction interchange off SR-509 and SR-518 Previously assumed

Not previously separately identified

Construction of the new parallel runway

1997-2004 First vear of operation 2005

Extension of Runway 34R by 600 feet 2010
Clearing and Grading For the Runway Safety Areas
Development of the RSA embankments 1996-2000
Relocation of S.154/156th around 16L and 16R RSAs 1996-2000

Not previcusly separarely identified

Terminal and Landside Improvements
1996-2000 (Phase I)

Expansion of Concourse A, including expansion of Main Terminal at A

No Change - clarification of action

Improvements to the Main Terminal roadway and recirculation roads,
including a partial connection to the South Access Roadway and a ramp
roadwav from the upper level roadway to the airpor! exit

No Change - clarification of action

QOverhaul and/or replacement of the STS

No Change

Expanston of the main parking garage to the South,. North and East

Phase I] and Il expansion of the main
garage was moved to this phase.

Construct first phase parking lot north of SR 518 for employee use (3500
stalls)

Moved from Phase Il (2006-2010) to
Phase 1 (1996-2000

Not previously separately identified

Construction of the new air traffic control tower/TRACON No Change

Removal of the displaced threshold on Runway 16L Not previously separately identified

Relocation of Airborne Cargo duc io new Control Tower No Change

Expansion or redevelopment of the cargo facilities in the north cargo No Change

complex

Development of a new snow equipment storage facility berween RPZ and 34L No Change

and 34X

Site preparation a1 SASA site for displaced facilities No Change

Removal of the Northwest Hangar - seplacement in SASA No Change

Development of 8 ground support equipment location 2t SASA Previously assumed, but not separately
listed

"Development of GA/Corporate aviation facilities 1n SASA or north airfield
locaion

Previously listed as 2001-2005

Development of a new airpont maintenance building and demolition of

Moved from Phase 1] (2001-2005) to

| _existing facility Phase 1 (1996-2000)
Development of on-airport hotel No Change
Development of the Des Moines Creek Technology Campus No Change .

Potential joint consultation only if project i

exceeds a total of 125,000 square feet of Port
of Seattle and related office/meeting space in

up to five stories above the concourse level,

Attachment A-1
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Seattls-Tacoma International Airport
Final Supplemental Environmental Impsct Statemant

TABLE 2-7

Sea-Tac International Airport
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

MASTER PLAN UPDATE IMPROVEMENTS PHASING

2001-2005 (Phase II)
Dual taxiway 4R No Change
* Improved access and circulation roadway improvements at the Main No Change Plaza moved from Phase III
Terminal, provide upper roadway transit plaza at Main Terminal (2006-2010) to Phase I/ (2001-2005)
Additional expansion of the main parking garage No Change
Expansion of the north employee parking lot (North of SR518) 10 6,000 stalls Added intersections improvements to
including improvements to the intersection of S. 154%724" Ave. S. address this lot and the ramps associated
with the North Unit Terminal at 24" Ave.
S.atSR518
Construction of second phase of overnight apron Was assumed compieted in Phase I
** Development of the first phase of the North Unit Terminal (south Pier), Moved from Phase Il (2006-2010) to
' development of the ramps off SR-518 near 20" Ave. 5. and intersection Phase 11 (2001-2005, identified the
:: improvements fo S, 160th St to address surface transportation issues ramps separately, and added surface
o associated with the closure of S. 170th Street to through raffic. transportation improvements at S. 160"
o Street/International Blvd. 1
g Construct first phase of the North Uit Terminal parking structure for public Moved from Phase I (1996-2000) to Phase b
g and rental cars 11 (2001-2005) L4
Development of the North Unit Termunal Roadways Moved from Phase 1II (2006-2010) to
2 Phase II (200)-2005)
‘ Interchange near 20%/SR-518 for access 1o cargo complex Previously included in the projeci above,
now for clarity, separately identified l .
Relocate ARFF facility to north of the North Unit Terminal Moved from Phase III (2006-2010) to o
Phase Il (2001-2005) (
* Additional improvements 1o the Scuth Access Roadway connector Moved from Phase LI (2006-2010) o
N Phase 1I (2001-2005) |
* [ Relocauon of the United Maintenance complex to SASA Not previouslv separately listed ‘
_..Conunued expansion of the north cargo facilities No Change
2006-2010 (Phase III)
* Expansion of North Unit Terminal (North Pier) First phase is now in Phase II
Additional taxiway exists on 16L/34R Moved from Phase IV(2011-2020) to
Phase 11l (2006-2010)
* Complete connecors to South Access Roadway (to eventual SR 509 Now separately 1dentified
| Extension and South Access)
Additional expansion of main parking garage New Projeci
Addiuonal Expansion of north employee lot to 6.700 stalls No Change ,
* Further expansion of redevelopment of north cargo complex No Change ;
Expand North Unit Terminal parking structure for public parking No Change ’
2011-2020 (Phase IV)
ol Development as needed to accommodate growth in demand No change
* SR 509 Extension/South Access Not previously listed / part of Do-Nothing
and With Project

* Items for potential Joint Consultation
** Potential Joint Consultation for roadways only

Attachment A-1 et
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ATTACHMENT A-2

AGREED MAP AND LAND USES ON PORT PROPERTY

Attached is a map showing two zones: "Aviation Operations” (blue) and "Aviation Commercial” (pink).
Also attached are the set of land uses applicabie to each zone.

9807278011
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Land Use Designations & Descriptions — Seattle-Tacoma International Airport
[accompanied by "Port Zoning Map" dated August 4, 1997]

Aviation Operations (AVO) Zone:

The Aviation Operations (AVO) zone is an Airport-owned area designated for development of the range of
facilities that provide for safe and efficient commercial aviation operations and support, together with security,
access, the needs and convenience of the traveling public, and the handling of air cargo.

Permitted Principal Uses:

-

runways, taxiways, & safety areas

aircraft ramp & parking areas

zirfield lighting

aviation navigation, communication & landing aids for airport and aircraft operations (P)

airfield control towers & FAA air traffic control facilities

metecrological equipment (P)

communications equipment (P)

designated airfield safety areas, clear zones, & runway protection zones (P)

aircraft runup areas

airport access roadways and public transportation facilities (P)

airfield infrastructure & utilities serving uses permitted in the 2one (P)

infrastructure and utilities serving other zones or areas (P)

aircraft fueling systems

airfield crash/fire/rescue (ARFF) facilities, including staff quarters & offices

other aviation activities or facilities whose location within the AVO zone is fixed by function by FAA
requirements

passenger terminal facilities, including passenger and baggage handling, ticketing, security checkpoints,
waiting areas, restrooms, aircrafi loading gates, restaurants, conference facilities, newsstands, gift shops,
and other commercial activities providing goods and services for the traveling public

hote! facilities immediately adjacent and providing disect physical access to passenger terminal facilities
parking for public and employees (P)

access, parking, transfer & holding areas, intermodal connections, etc. for public transit, high capacity
transit, busses, taxis, shuttles, etc. (P)

passenger vehicle rental, including parking, service and preparation, and customer facilities (P)

air cargo aircrafl loading and unloading

air cargo warehousing and customer service facilities (P)

flight kitchens (P)

offices and work & storage areas for airline & aviation support (P)

facilities for the maintenance of aircraft

facilities for the maintenance of airline & airfield equipment

facilities for the maintenance of airport & sirfield facilities

Permitted Accessory Uses:

449131100008 OTL/ 15 97
Seattie

airfield service roads and access improvements (P)
airfield security facilities such as fencing, gates, guard stations, eic. (P)
parking and storage for airfield ground service equipment (GSE)
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- inter-/intra-terminal transfer facilities for people, baggage, & cargo (P)

- controlled storage of hazardous wastes generated by permitted uses and temporanly stored pricr to
disposal in accordance with federal and state regulations

- reasonable office and staff facilities to serve uses permitted in the zone

- employee support facilities such as cafeterias, locker rooms, rest areas, restrooms, exercise areas, etc. (P)

Foreign Trade Zone:

- Fareign Trade Zoue (FTZ) designation may be applied to wses permitted in AVO listed above. Fencing,
access limits, and other security provisions or facilities necessary for FTZ designation are permitted.

Prohibited Uses:

- Any use or facility which is found by either the FAA or the Port to contravene FAA regulations and/or
interfere with the safe and efficient operation of the airport

- Any residential use except: 1) public accommodations which serve the convenience of the traveling
public or 2) quarters for airport operational staff required for round-the-clock operation response (e.g.
ARFF staff)

Aviation Commercial (AVC) Zone:

The Aviation Commercial (AVC) zone is an Airport-owned area designated for development that provides
support to operations of the airport, the traveling public, and air cargo, and for other development that provides
economic benefit to the Airport and community while maintaining cormpatibility with Airport operations and
activities.

9807278011

Permitted Principal Uses:

- hotels and convention facilities

- conference facilities

- public parking facilities

- wholesale sales and distribution facilities

- retail sales and distribution facilities

- warehousing and distribution facilities, excluding truck terminals

- those clean light industrial and manufacturing facilities permitted in the City’s BP zone as it exists on
the date of this Agreement

- girport access roadways and public transportation facilities

- other aviation activities or facilities whose location within the AVC zone is fixed by function by FAA
requirements

- fzcilities for the maintenance of airline & sirfield equipment and of airport & airfield facilities,

provided that maintenance of heavy equipment (e.g. fuel trucks, runway snowplows) shall be permitted
only in the AVO zone

- parking and storage for airline and airfield ground service equipment (GSE) provided that parking and
storage for heavy equipment (e.g. fuel trucks, runway snowplows) shall be permitted only in the AVO
zone

- infrastructure & utilities supporting uses permitted in the zone

- infrastructure & utilities serving other zones or areas

.- any use permitted in the Aviation Operations (AVO) zone and flagged with the (P) indicator

Attachment A-2
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Permitted Accessory Uses:

- reasonable office and staff facilities to serve uses permitted in the zone
- employee support facilities such as cafeterias, locker reoms, rest areas, restrooms, exercise areas, etc.

Foreign Trade Zone:

- Foreign Trade Zone (FTZ} designation may be applied to uses permitted in AVC listed above. Fencing,
access limits, and other security provisions or facilities necessary for FTZ designation are permitted. (2)

Prohibited Uses:

- any use or facility which is found by either the FAA or the Port to contravene FAA regulations and/or
interfere with the safe and efficient operation of the airpon

- any residential use except: 1) public accommodations which serve the convenience of the traveling
public or 2) quarters for airport operational staff required for round-the-clock operation response (e.g.
ARFF staff)

The following uses are permitied in both the AVC snd AVO zones:

Measures that provide environmental protection and/or mitigation of environm.ntal impacts, including:

e measures which provide protection, restoration, or enhancement of & stream, pond, wetland, or
associated biolegical habitat
- measures which relocate, create, or modify a stream, pond, wetland, or associated biclogical habitat as

part of a mitigation plan

- measures which provide compatibility with seismically sensitive areas

- stormwater runoff control and water quality facilities, provided thas contaminated water bolding ponds
and treatment equipment which are part of the Airport’s Industrizl Waste System (IWS) are permitted
only in the AVO zone.

Note: Habitat areas, including streams, wetlands, or other arcas with natura! flora and fauna, may
be modified or maintained to protect the safety of flight operations by controlling height
and/or by limiting attraction, roosting, nesting, feeding, or breeding by birds, mammals, or
other fauna. FAA guidance or regulations may apply to these uses and conditions.

Pubiic access parks, trails, or viewpoints but only in accordance with the Public Use Special Conditions listed
below:

- Public Use Special Conditions
- The following speciai conditions shall apply to any areas which are designated for public access perks,
trails, or viewpoints:
- Public access or recreational uses shail be limited as necessary to assure compatibility with
airpori and aviation activities. If use of Port-owned property by the public for access and
recreation is permitted, it shall be considered compstible with airport operations, including

Attachment A-2
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nioise and other impacts, and shall not establish & recreation use or other public activity
under the U. S. Department of Transportation 4(f) provisions.

- Public use and access shall be gensrally of low intensity. Density guidelines for numbers of
people may be established by the Port and FAA, with input from the public and local
jurisdiction. (Exampics of such guidelines we represented in the North SeaTac Park Jeases
snd tri-party agreements.)

- Public use and access shall be subject to the requirements and needs of airport and aviation
ectivities, including security, as determined by the Port and/or the FAA.

Note: Where the Part determines that 2 public and community benefit which mitigates impacts of
the Airport's facilities and or operations should be provided, the Port may enter into :
agreements with other public agencies or jurisdictions for the long term development and/or
operation of public access parks, trails, or viewpoints. Such agreements shall include ‘
language addressing the Public Use Special Conditions and Port review and/or approval of
plans for development, operation, and maintenance of such facilities. North SeaTac Park is
an exampie of such an agreement.

Note: The City has accepred the Port’s proposal to zone the North SeaTac Park area as AVC based on the
following: 1) under the two-zone system AVC is more appropriate than AVO; and 2) the NSTP
agresments protect the park program and the City's level of control. The Port also believes the
anticipated use of the potentia! 50-acre transfer from the park would match the AVC designation.

9807278011
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ATTACHMENT A-3

STANDARD FORMAT FOR PROJECT NOTICE
WITH PROJECT DESCKIPTION
AND DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

This Project Notice would be sent to the City's designiated contact person &s early as possible (c.g. initial listing j
on the Port’s spread sheat tracking if sufficient detail exists), but in any event no later than the Port's preparation
of a SEPA checklist for the project ox the Port's determination that the action is not covered by SEPA (e.g. |
categoricai exemptinn). ’

Location (with map) and Size, Function and Scope of Project:
Proposed Use and User:
Froposed Schedule for Construction:

SEPA/Environmental Compliance: Describe environmental analysis including whether covered by prior EIS; if
additional detail since EIS analysis, describe significant adverse impacts and any propesed new mitigation to
address these impacts.

Description of Applicable Development Standards (and any modifications resulting from federsl or state
requircmenis): [See list in Attachment 4]

9807278011
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ATTACHMENT A
PRE-APPROVED DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR PORT PROJECTS

(revised 8/6/97)

This Attachment sets forth the development standards approved by the City and Port for projects on
property owned by the Port (or to be owned as identified in the Port’s Master Plan). Port standards as
referenced below are those contined in the Port of Seattle’s Regulations for Airport Construction, 1996 Edition;
City of SeaTar. standards are those contained in the City Code as of April 30, 1997. [Note: Port projects
currently before the City or in design would attempt to comply with the standards, but they are not mandatory
and pre-existing standards would control.] Maps of the permanent revisions to the Air Operations Area (AOA)
security fence shall be sept to the City for purpose of notification whenever such revisions are made. The
current map of the AOA security fence is included as Attachment A-7.

SETBACKS

Port standards apply. The Port will consider the City request for smaller setbacks for properties fronting
International Boulevard as long as safety and security requirements allow.

LOT COVERAGE

Port standards apply. On properties within the City’s current (1997) Business Park zone, the City’s requirement
for 25% pervious surface shall apply.

HEIGHT RESTRICTIONS

Port standards apply.

SETBACK PROJECTIONS

Port standards apply.
LANDSCAPING

The purpose of this section is to provide landscaping in developments to prescrve and enhance the aesthetic
character of the City and Port of Seattle; to improve the quality of the built environment; to promote retention
and conservation of existing natural vegetation; to reduce the impacts of development on drainage systems and
natural habitats; and to increase compatibiliry between different land uses by:

1. Providing visual interruption of large expanses of parking areas and reduction of reflected heat
and glare through the implementation of interior and perimeter parking area landscaping;

2. Screening undesirable views from surrounding properties;
k Providing a visual and physical barrier between dissimilar adjoining land uses;
4. Providing increased areas of permeable surfaces which allow:
a) Infiltration of surface water into groundwater resources;
Attachment A-4
to Exhibit A
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b) Reduction in the quantity of storm water discharge; end
c) Improvement in the quality of storm water discharge.
The landscaping standards in this section are minimum requirements. Where it is determined by the Port of
Seattle that additional landscaping is needed to mitigate, screen or buffer the development from its surroundings,
or comply with the spirit of this section, additional landscaping may be required. The landscaping standards in
this section may be augmented by revised standards resulting from Port and City review.
A Perimeter Landscaping
1. Port standards shall apply. On properties located within the City’s Business Park /BP)
zotie as indicated on the map in Attachment A-6, the following standards apply:
2. Perimeter Landscaping shall be located along the property lines of a lot and shall
include:
e) A minimum twenty (20) foot wide landscape strip adjacent to public rights-of-
ways consisting of the foilowing:
o4 i) A mix of evergreen and deciduous trees and shrubs spaced to create a
§ filtered screen within three (3) years;
g i) At least 50% deciducus trees and a¢ Jeast 30% evergreen trees;
g iii) Evergraen trees spaced no more than fifteen (15) feet on center;
@D
] iv) Deciduous trees spaced no more than twenty (20) fect on center;
v) Evergreen shrubs spaced no more than five (5) feet apart and that
‘ achieve a height of six (6) feet within three (3) years,
vi) Ground cover
b) A minimum twenty (20) foot wide landscape strip edjacent to residential
zoned properties consisting of the following:
i) A solid wall of trees and/or 8 dense hedge with a mix of deciduous E .
and evergreen trees placed to form a continuous screen within three :
(3) years;
: if) At least 70% evergreen tress;
' iii) Evergreen trees spaced no more than fifReen (15) feet on center;

iv) Deciduous trees spaced no more than twenty (20) feet on center;

PRp—

v) Evergreen shrubs spaced no more than four (4) feet apart and to
schieve a height of six (6) feet within three (3) years;

AP W
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¢i) Ground cover
B. Losding Bay Lundscaping

IR Port standards apply. On properties within the City’s Business Park zone as indicated
on the map in Attachment A-6, the following standards apply:

8} Unless there is conflicting guidance from the FAA or Airport security, loading
bays shall be screened from residential properties or adjacent rights-of-ways
uiing one or a combination of the following methods. Such screening shall
provide total screening between subject property and adjacent residential
properties and rights-of-way by:

i) Using building design and layout, or vrientation, to screen the
loading bays.

ii) A twenty foot (20°) Type 1 landscape buffer backed by a decorative
fence or incorporating a landscaped berm, approved by the Port, of a
minimum height of six feet (6'). Type | landscaping is defined in
Section 15.14.030 of the City of SeaTac Zoning Code.

C. Surface Parking Lot Landscaping

1. Port standards apply. On properties within the City’s Business Park zone as indicated
on the map in Attachment A-~6, the following standanis apply:

a) Surface Parking Lot Landscaping shall provide shade and visual relief, and
maintain clear site lines within parking areas. Interior Lendscaping within
surface parking lots shall be a minimum of 10% of the interior parking lot
including parking spaces and drive aisles.

9807278031

b) Parking area landscaping shall consist of:

i) Canopy type deciduous trees or broadleaf evergreen trees, evergreen
shrubs and 2 mix of evergreen and deciduous ground covers planted
in wells, raised planters or parking strips;

ii) Shrubs that do rat exceed a height of four feet (4') in maturity;

iii} Plantings contained in:

(a) planting wells or parking strips having an area of at least
seventy-five square feet (75 sf) and with a parrowest inside

dimension of at least five feet (5') in width; or

@) planters with a2 maximum dimension of five feet in length
and width;

iv) Planting weils or strips which each contain at least one (1) tree; and

v} Ground cover;
Attachment A-4
2491341100008 O/ 23 87 to Exhibit A
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vi) Street frontage landscaping can be located in front of or behind the
sidewalk.
2. In lieu of the above plantings located within the paved parking areas, landscaping may

consist of a landscaped buffer which functions as a visual separator between the
parking arca and non-airport property. Plant materials within the alternative landscape
buffer shall be of the same type, size, number and area as needed to comply with items
"a" through " above.

D. Service Area Landscaping

i Port standards apply. On properties within the City’s Business Park zone as indicated
on the map in Attachment A-5, the following standards apply:

a) Service Area Landscaping provides screening of outdoor storage and dumpster
areas, and provides visual relief while maintaining clear site lines of the
Airport Operating Area (AOA) security fence.

b) Service Area Landscaping shall consist of:

i) A "see-through” buffer which functions as a partia! visual separator
to sofien the appearance of loading and service areas. “See through”
buffering is intended for use between public streets and Airport
related service areas located adjacent to the ADA sccurity fence.

9807278011

i) A mix of canopy type deciduous trees, evergreen trees, broadleaf
evergraen treex and shrubs spaced to create a continuous canopy
within ten (10) years,

iti) At least seventy percent (70%) deciduous trees;

iv) Trees spaced no more than twenty-five feet (25°) on center,;

v) Shrubs that do not exceed a height of three feet (3°) in maturity;

vi} Berms which do not exceed a slope of three horizontal feet to one
vertical foot (3:1);

vii) Landscaping located a minimum of five feet (5°) away from the
AOA security fence; and

viii)  Grass ground covering.
2 Exceptions to Service Area Landscaping:

a) Airport related uses located within the AOA or where Jandscaping is restricted
by either Federal regulations or the Airport Security Plan; and

b) Surface parking areas lccated within or directly adjacent to the ACA.

Attachment A4
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E. Genersl Landscape Requirements
1. Deciduous trees shall have a diameter {caliper) of at least two (2) inches measured four
{4) feet above the ground at the time of planting.
2. Evergreen (broadleaf or conifer) trees shall be at least eight (8) feet in height measured
from treetop to the ground at the time of planting.
3. Shrubs shall be at least twenty-four (24) inches high or wide at the time of planting
A and shall »e & minimum two (2) gallon rootball size.

| 4. Ground covers shall be planted and spaced to result in total coverage of the landscape
strip within one (1) year. Ground covers shall be planted at a maximum of twenty-four
(24) inches on center or as approved by the City.

{ 5. if fences, hedges or other architectural designs are used along street frontage, they
shall be placed inward of the landscape strip. Openings shall be provided tc
accommodate pedestrian circulation requirements.

-4 6. Berms shall not exceed a slope of three horizontal feet to one vertical foot (3:1).
i
% SIGNAGE
i~
o Port standards apply.
i~
7 LUMINATION (LIGHT/GLARE
<
Port standards apply.
PARKING

Fomatile

449110) 100008 OTL/ 28 97

For non-aviation development, such as the Bzi Tong Restaurant or the SeaFirst Bank. City
parking requirements epply.

For the Port's existing parking garage and any new parking garages, the Port’s parking
standards apply.

Fur aviation-related development that will not be using the Port’s remote employee parking
lots, City parking requirements will be applied, except in case where:

a) Work sites have multiple work shifis over a 24-hour pesiod;

b Where employees have reasonable access to alternative, non-SOV modes such as
shuttle vans, buses, taxis, HOVs, or walking.

When one or both of these conditions ¢xist, the City and Port will meet and decide on parking
standards on a case-by-case basis; or

For aviation-related development that wili use the Port's remote Airport Employee parking lots,
the Port's parking requirements will apply.

Attachment A-4
to Exhibit A
Page 5
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DESIGN GUIDELINES

Port standards apply. City of SeaTac standards apply to properties within the City’s Business Park zor~ as
indicated on the map in Attachment A-6,

SuU E WATER NAGEMEN]

Projects shall comply with the SWM Standards st forth in Exhibit B to this ILA.

CRITICAL AREAS

The City's critical area regulations and standards, as they exist on the date of this Agreement, presumptively
shall apply to Fort projects. However, the City’s critical area provisions shall not apply to the third runway or
other portions of the Port Master Plan Projects as follows: (a) wetland mitigation being done in Aubum,
Washington (4 15.1, Exhibit €); (b) Miller Creek stream location as shown in the Port’s Section 404 Corps
Permit Application ({_15.2, Exhibit C); and (c) for the Port Mastet Plan projects without an *&" in Attachment
A-1, the Port shail implement the mitigation measures set forth in the Master Plan Final EIS and Final
Supplemental EIS (as set forth in Attachment A-5), and the City’s critical area regulations (including flood
plains, seismic hazards, erosion and vegetation) shall not apply so long as those mitigation measures are
implemented. The City's standards and regulations shall be flexibly epplied or modified on a case-by-case basis
1o recognize federal regulations, circulars or similar provisions affecting airports or the special circumstances
presented by the operation of an airport. If the Port and City disagree on the critical area standards, then Dispute
Resolution under Section 11.1 of the ILA shall apply.

TRANSPORTATION

Non-Airport projects shall pay impact fees as normally paid by projects within the City. After the City adopts

an updated transportation plan (and corresponding fundir3) as called for in Exhibit C, then Airport uses on Port
property are governed by the mitigation provisions in Exhibit C (including appropriate funding following an
update of the City's tansportation plan. Funding decisions adopted afier the joint transportation study (§.3.2.4 in
Exhibit C) shall apply retroactively to any project on Port land that is proposed between the date of the ILA and
the funding decision.

NOISE

Noise measures shall be those adopted as part of the "Part 150 Plan” referred to in § 1.4 of the Land Use
Agreement.

ITEMS NOT COVERED; DISPUTE RESOLUTION

Development standards not addressed above shall follow the Pert's Regulations for Airport construction (RAC).
Many issues addressed in the RAC such as building design and construction materials, etc. are important to Port
construction, but are not included in the development standards sbove. If the Port and City disagree over
application of any development standards, including disputes over whether a use is an aviation-related use or
which development standards apply to a mixed-use proiect (part of which is aviation-related), then Dispute
Resolution under Section 11.1 of the ILA shall apply.

NOTE: The development standards set forth above shall be modified to the extent required te avoid conflict
with federal or state regulations applicable to or permits issued for SeaTac Intemational Airport (¢.8.,
NPDES,; air quality regulations; state HPA).

Attachment A-4
, to Exhibit A
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ATTACHMENT A-S

CRITICAL AREA MITIGATION APPROVED AS PART OF
PORT MASTER PLAN PROJECTS WITHOUT "*"

The Port shall undertake the mitigation measures for those Port prejects without an **" (on ¢ t A-l
described in the following:

Airport Master Plan Final EIS:

Chapter IV, Section 10, Water Quality & Hydrology

Chapter IV, Section 12, Floodplains

Chapter IV, Secticn 16, Plants & Animals (Biotic Communities)
Chapter 1V, Section 17, Threatened & Endangered Species
Chapter IV, Section 19, Earth

Appendix F, Stream Report for Miller Creek
Appendix G, HSP-F Hydrological Modeling Analysis
Appendix P, Natura] Resource Mitigation Plan

Appendix Q, Water Studies

Airport Master Plan Final Supplemental EIS:

Section 5-5, Biotic Communities, Wetlands, and Fioodplains
Section 5-7, Other Impacts

Appendix F:
9.  Biotic Communities/Wetlands/Floodplains
10.  All other issues

Attachment A-5

to Exhibit A
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Cal Hoggard
City Manager
City of SeaTac

17900 International Blvd.
SeaTac, WA 98168

Subject: Interlocal Agreement — SWM Fee Appeal

Dear Cal:

I'have received your October 12, 1998 letter responding to my September 22, 1998 letter
regarding the City’s surface water management (SWM) fee study and timing for Port appeal of
City SWM fees as identified in the City and Port Interlocal Agreement (ILA). I concur with you
that extending the SWM fee appeal date to December 31, 1998 is appropriate. To be clear, we
understand that the extension will not alter that the fee appeal will begin with the year 1995 and
continue to the present.

As I mentioned in my earlier letter, we would appreciate the opportunity to review any advance
drafts of the fee study, if possible.

We look forward to continuing to work with the City on this and other important issues we
jointly face.

Sincerely,

Gina Marie Lindsey
Director, Aviation Divisio

Please indicate by signing below the City of SeaTac’s concurrence with the above extension of
appeal deadline and fee appeal process.

/;7 , "
2 P e, SO
é’KL ;K i e ]

Calvin P. Hoggard, SeaTaé/CM Manager

cc: Stewart, Brown, Hubbard, Kirk

Seattle-Tacoma
Internationatl Airport
P.O. Box 68727

Seattle, WA 98168 U.S.A.
TELEX 703433

FAX (206) 431-5012

@
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EXHIBIT B

SWM AGREEMENT

Introduction

Both the City and Port have surface water management programs and facilities. The following

agreement set forth in this Exhibit B implements the parties’ desire to coordinate and have mutually compatible
SWM programs.

The parties acknowledge that the purpose of City SWM rates and charges is to provide a method for
payment of all or any part of the cost and expense of surface and storm water management services, ur to pay or
secure the payment of all or any portion of any issue of general obligation or revenue bonds or other debt issued
for such services. These rates and charges are necessary (o promote the public health, safety and welfare by
minimizing uncontrolled surface and storm water, erosion and water pollution; to preserve and utilize the many
values of the City’s natural drainage system, including water quality, open space, fish and wildlife habitat,
recreation, education, urban separation and drainage facilities; and to provide for the comprehensive management
and administratior. of surface and storm water.

The parties agree that the update of the SWM fees described in ftem | below is not intended to provide
the basis for modifying or changing the policy underlying the City's SWM program. The parties agree that any
adjustments to fees or charges paid by the Port will occur if:

n any of the conditions contained in KCC 9.08 0RO are present;

2) any of the conditions contained in RCW 35.67.020 arc present, or
3) the City may grant a credit pursuant to RCW 90.03.510 if the Port has storm water facilities
that mitigate or lessen the impact of stormwater.

1. UPDATED SWM FEES

The City has indicated to the Port that it will conduct & study of its SWM fees to (1) study whether the
fees are accurately and fairly applied to all property in the City, including the Port's property, and (2) study the
feasibility of creating a special rate classification for the Port property looking at the factors set forth in RCW
35.67.020. The Port has in turn indicated to the City that it has severa! particular issues related to SWHM fees
applicable to its properties that it would like the City to address. [f the parties are unable to produce the study in
sufficient time for the Port to evaluate the data for use in a fee appeal, the Port plans to file a fee appeal to
preserve its rights to the 1995 fee year and the parties agrer o stay the hearing uatil the earlier of the following:
(2) completion of the study; (b) Sepiember 30, 1998, or {c} the City's failure to adopt & budget appropriation in
its 1998 City budget for the SWM study. The Port shali be considered to be acting in good faith if it
independently pursues information regarding the data for its fec appeal.

Accordingly, as part of the City’s study, the parties shal! mutually select and retain & consultant, whose
scope of work will include, among other things as agreed, tasks to support the following:

44313\1\00006 ACM/B24R7
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ACTION PARTY
. Determine acreage and percent impervious surface of Port See below*”

property draining into City's SWM system.

® Deterniine acreage, land use, and quantity of City runoff See below**®
draining into the following facilities: Miller Creek Regional
Detention Facility (which includes Little Lake Reba), NW
Ponds and Tyee Pond.

° Determine Port’s costs of O&M for the following detention Port
facilities: Miller Creek Regional Detention Facility (which
includes Little Lake Reba), NW Ponds and Tyee Pond.

® Joint mesting(s) to discuss results Port and City
® Implement fee updates (and reductions/rebates for Port if City
appropriate)
b The Port may proceed with the consultant HDR Engineering at its expense under the scope of work

previously provided to the City on March 7, 1997 (copy attached as Attachment B-5). The City may
elect io request HDR to perform some or all of the City's full SWM fee study. Alternatively, the City
may select a different consultant for the full SWM fee study. The Port shall pay all of the cost of HDR
for the March 7, 1997 scope of work (Attachment B-5). The City shall pay all of the costs of the City’s
full SWM fee study, and the Port shall provide relevant portions of the HDR work that relates to the
City's SWM fee study as it affects Port property at no additional cost to the City.

Using the information obtained above along with other relevant information, the Port and City shall
review and jointly discuss whether rate adjustments are appropriate and whether any fee reduction or rebate
should be owed the Port for City drainage detained and treated by the Port facilities. The City shall implement &
fee update based on mutually agreed adjustments for the Port.

SCHEDULE: The Port may proceed with the scope as described above. The City's full SWM fee
study shall be completed no later than September 30, 1998, unless the Port and City mutually agree to extend the
deadline.

2. WATER QUALITY REVIEW

The Port has provided the City with existing data on sediment contamination and water quality in Pert,
City and regional surface water management facilities, including its annual reporis and monitoring daiz from
storm drains, and the Port shall provide the Receiving Environment Monitoring Study which the Port expects 1o
complete in June 1997. Although the City is not required to obiain a feders] NPDES municipal permit, it shall,
in consultation with the Por, review data provided by the Port and otherwise available, and consider adopting
KCC Chapter 9.12 and new BMP's in addition to those now implemented by the City under its SWM program.
A list of the BMP’s and water quality measures now undertaken by the Port and City are included 23 Arachment
B-1 and B-2, respectively. The City shall exercise reasonable discretion in determining the tiroing and level of
review and consideration of new BMP’s.

SCHEDULE: The review shall be completed by December 31, 1957.

A893INNN00000 ACM/ELERT
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3. COORDINATLD COMPREHENSIVE DRAINAGE PLANS AND BASIN PLANNING

3.1 Comprehensive Drainage Plans. The Port and City acknowledge that each party is undertaking
a Comprehensive Drainage Plan, and that they will coordinate their respective plans and exchange information to
the fullest extent reasonably possible to achieve consistent final plans.

32 Des Moines Creek Basin. The Poit and City shall complete and implement appropriate
measures from the on-going Des Moines Creek Basin Interiocal Agreement with the City of Des Moines and
King County. Aftachment B-3 contains information provided by the Port regarding design of the NW Ponds and
Tyee Pond. Since the original design of the Tyee Pond assumed substantially more acres of Port impervious
surface drained into the Tyee Pond than actually now discharge (estimated at over 100 acres discharging into the
Port's IWS system rather than into the Tyee Pond), the City does not object to the Port’s discharge of surface
water into this facility without additional on-site detention. The Pert shall confirm to the City that none of the
assumed acreage has in fact discharged into the Tyee Pond since the original design. The Port shall hoid the
City harmless from any claims by any other jurisdiction or person reiating to the Port’s edditional discharge o
the Tyee Pond. The NW Ponds were not designed as regicnal detention facilities, although surface water from
the City does and shall continue to flow through the NW Ponds. If additional capacity is built for the NW
Ponds, the Port and City shall evaluate the sources of surface water intended to be received.

33 Miller Creek Basin. Attachment B-3 contains information provided by the Port regarding
design of the Miller Creek Regional Detention Facility. Since the original design 2ssumed 27 acres of Port
impervious surface drained into the Miller Creek Regional Detention Facility that in fact discharges into the
Port's IWS sysiem, the City does not object to the Port's discharge of surface water from up to 27 acres of
impervious Port surfaces into this facility without additional on-site detention. The Port shall confirm to the City
that none of the 27 acres has in fact discharged into the Miller Creek Detention Facility since the original design.
The Port shall notify the City as any portion of that 27-acre credit is utilized in the future.

The Port shall hold the City harmless from any claims by any other jurisdiction or person relating to the Port’s
additional discharge from 27 acres. Except for the Port’s discharge from the 27 acres, the Port shall provide on-
site detention prior 1o surface water reaching the Miller Creek Regional Detention Fecility in accordance with the
"SWM Threshold" described in §_5.3 below unless the Port and City amend this Agreement in writing.

The Port and City shall seek participation by the City of Burien, the City of Normandy Park and King
County to do a Miller Creek Basin Plan to consider the following:

° Allocation of flows for future development for the jurisdictions within the basin.
° Whether additional capacity should be developed in the Miller Creek Regional Detention
Facility or other facilities.
@ The level of protection needed to protect resources of Miller Creek.
!

° Stream flows, flood plain issues and groundwater hydrology and recharge. |

The basin plan shall indicate the capital improvements or operational changes to be undertaken by the respective
sjurisdictions.

If not all of these other parties are willing to participate in the basin plan, then the Post and City shall
determine an appropriate course of action. At a minimum, the Port and City shall review their respective
contributions to Miller Creek dreinage and potential measures to protect and enbance resources.

449331300000 ATMAB/LIAT
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4. SWM DESIGN STANDARDS

The Port shall adopt, and the City has adopted, end both will follow, the standards and requirements for
surface water management as contained in the King County Surface Water Design Manual and King County
Code Chapters 9.04 and 9.08 as existing on the date of this Agreement, except (a) specific County permitting
procedures (e.g. KCC 9.04.090), and (b) to the extent FAA or other federal requirements take precedence over
local surface water requirements. See Attachment B-4. In certain circumstances, such as its NPDES Permit, the
Port is required to follow Department of Ecology SWM standards.

If King County amends its surface water requirements and standards afier the date of this agreement,
then the Port and City shall meet to discuss adoption of the revised King County Standards. Those King County
revised standards are presumed appropriate and should be adopted by the Por: and City, unless adopting those
revisions creates serious practical difficulties or incompatibilities with either party's existing drainage system
(e.g. if the revisions would require retrofit or significant revision of the planned surface water systems of either).

5. COORDINATED PROJECT REVIEW/APPROVAL

The Port and City adopt a cooperative process for reviewing the SWM components of projects as set
forth herein. Each party shall use the SWM standards set forth in §_4 above.

5.1 Eort Projects. The Port shall be responsible for the surface water desiga and requirements for
projects on Pert land, including implementation of the Port’s Master Plan, that discharge directly into Port
facilities, and mo permit or approval from the City is required. Notwithstanding the preceding sentence, SWM

Consultation shall be required if any of the flows will exceed the "SWM Threshold” defined in §_5.3 below. v
The parties acknowledge the Miller Creek Regional Detention Facility, the Tyee Pond and portions of the NW i
Ponds are owned, operated and maintained by the Port for its own use and use by the City and other agencies. il

No SWM Consultation shall be required for any surface water from Port property that discharges into its
Indusirial Waste System, except SWM Consultation shall be required if the I'WS discharge results in a diversion
from one drainage sub-basin to another or would result in a significant reduction of stream flows that would
have a likely impact on habitat.

5.2 City Projects. The City shall be responsible for the surface water design and requirements for
projects on City land that discharge directly into City facilities, and no approval from the Port is required
{including no approval to use the detention facilities located on Port property). Notwithstanding the preceding
sentence, SWM consultation shall be required if any of the flows will exceed the "SWM Threshold® defined in 1
3.3 below. The parties acknowledge the Miller Creek Regional Detention Facility, the Tyse Pond and portions
of the NW Ponds are owned, operated and maintained by the Port for its own use and use by the City and other ,
agencies. .

5.3 Definitions. "SWM Threshold" means runoff or impacts that exceed any of the following
standards: (a) an increase in the runoff between the 100-year, 24-hour pre-development site conditions and the
100-year, 24-hour post-development site conditions, as calculated for each discharge location, of 0.5 cubic feet
per second or greater, (b) diversion from one drainage sub-basin to another, ) any variance from the SWM
design manual, or (d) a diversion that would result in a significant reduction or would result in a significant
reduction of stream flows that would have a likely impact on habitar. "SWM Consultation” means a meeting
berween the Port and City officials charged with implementing SWM design and that shall occur within 14 days
afier either party requests consultation. Each party shall consider in good faith the comments or revisions
requested by the other party.

44933100006 AGMB 2397
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5.4 Dispute Resolution. If eny disagreement or dispute arises regarding interpretation or
application of the SWM standards, then the dispute shall be resolved through the Dispute Resolution procedures
set forth in Section 11.] of the Interlocal Agresment.

5.5 Notice; Information. The Port shall include drainage design information with each “Port
Project Notice" submitied to the City as part of the Port’s "Project Notice” under the Land Use Agreement
(Exhibit A to this Agreement). As a method of providing potice to the Port of City-approved drainage design
for projects, the City shal! deliver to the Port & copy of any SEPA determination on a project that invoives
discharge of surface water into either Miller Creek Regional Detention Facility, the Tyee Pond or the NW Ponds
(even if the SWM threshold is not exceeded). Upon a request by either party, the other party shall provide an
explanation, data and documentation regarding the SWM design of any project approved by & party.

ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment B-1 - List of City’s Existing BMPs and Water Quality Measures
Attachment B-2 - List of Port’s Existing BMPs and Water Quality Measures
Attachment B-3 - Port's Information on Detention Facilities

Attachment B4 - Federal Regulations Affecting SWM Standards
Anachment B-5 - Scope of Work

4491100008 AGM/A/25/97 X
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ATTACHMENT B-1

LIST OF CITY'S EXISTING BMPS AND WATER QUALITY MEASURES

City edoption of King County Surface Water Design Manual with:

o Drainage review required with specified permits;
® Core requirements;
® Special requircments.

Engineering Division of Public Works Department review of drainage, utility and site improvements on
public and private development proposals.

On-going Public Works projects utilizing surface water management fund.

4. Surface water manegement operation and maintenance program.

[Copies of the above were provided by the City to the Port.]

Attachment B-1
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ATTACHMENT B-2

LiST OF PORT’S EXISTING BMPS AND WATER QUALITY MEASURES

1. Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWFPP)
2 Operation and maintenance (O&M) plan for the drainage system.
3. Erosicn 'sedimentation control plan (ESC) for all development.
4. Monitoring of outfalls for both quantity and quality.
5. Procecures manual analysis by a state-certified laboratory.
é, Spill control containment and countermeasures plan (SPCCC).
1. Comprehsnsive drainage plan.
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{ ATTACHMENT B-3 {

Memo PORT'S INFORMATION ON DETENTION FACILITIES

April 10, 1997

To: Traci Goodwin

Fror: Tom Hubbsrd

cc ¥ine Marie Lindsey, Charles Blood, Diane Summechays, Visginia Kirk, Bob Riley
and Michasi Cheyne

Re: Tom Goeliz*s questions

Tom Goeltz hns afiached six questions to the interlocal agreement for the City of SeaTae
jurisdictional lsw suit. The izsues have heen studiad by ovr consultants, and we have
preliminary answers to some of them.

1. Waat is the design and actual capacity for (the) Miller Creek Detention (Pacility), the
Nortawest Ponds and the Tyes Pond?

The words "actual capacity’ implies pesk flow artenuation performance. 'Physical
storsge volume' is 2 more dppropriate term.

The existing physical storage volume for each of the three Port frcilities are:
Miller Creek Detention Facility 80 acre feet, Tyee Pond 23 acre foet. Northwest
Ponds 46.5 acre feet, These numbess are preliminary. Port surveyors have
checked the elevation of the confro] structire on the Miller Creek dsteation
fesility and found that it is within 0.2 feet of the original design.

<. What allocation of capaciry or land use assumptions were made when thoee facilities
were designed or built (e.g. existing iaud use plans)?

Spacific cupacity alloeation by jurisdiction was not done for any of the detention
facilities.

Land uss agsumptions, howeves, were documented by King County snd by
Parametrix, conswtants for King County, in the Miller Creek Detention Fasility
fesign report. (A copy of this consultent report was provided to the City in
February.) There ie not a land use break-out per jurisdiction aithough this could
be determined by our eonsultants.

The Northwest Ponds are not dasigned nor planned as regional detention facilities,
therefore, desigp and lend use assumptions do net exist.

1
A Tyee Detastion Pond 'design repart’ bas yet to be locatad and may not exsst.
Therefore, it may be impossible to definitively determine ‘design’ lend use
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The difference berwesn design 1and use sssumptions and wday's actual land use
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determined by sur consultants.

The difierence betmduiphndmmmﬁiw snd woday 's actes) 1and ues
has not been epecifically w:.miasdfue:!’w‘smnnm&wmcs Fazility
and the Tyee Pond. ‘meinfnmtionhssbuncuﬂed end pieced together through
review of previous reports. Fer the Milley Creek facility. the onginal dasiga
repost assurned that 27 acres of Part impetvious susface drains 1o the Miliay Cresk
deieation facility vie the Port's storm inage system, However. those aerss of
development discharge to the Port's Induatrial Wasts Systsm OWS) and tharefore
remains available for future Port developmeat.
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The Tyce Popd. as discussed above ip the respozie (o quastion 2, bas signiSeasuly

ms?anmdmin‘mswiuhmoﬁginﬂy assumosd in the design. Tha exact
acreage and exact percent irpperviousneas of thal acreage can not be determinad
because & fnal design report bas yet 1o be located and may not exist. However,
the Port inteads to use the facility 1» liew of project-spesific Gn-gite deteption On &

project by projest basis.
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Although they do provide for some detention, the Nopthwes! Ponds were never
designed es detention facilities '

4. What portion of the regional facility cspacity would the Port use?

The Miller Creek dstontion facility i owned operatzd und maintaired by the Port
of Seattle. Stormwater flows from other jurisdictions (City of SeaTac, Clty of
Burien, Weshington Deparumant of Transportation, end King Couaty) discharge to
it. Similarly, the Port owns operates and maintains the Tyee Pand and the
Nerthwest Ponds. Port sad Ciey of SeaTac drainage discharge to both of them.

Based on the differences in land use and design assumptions, the Por intends o
use portions of the volume of the Miller Creek and Tyee Pord dsteation facility in
lisu of project-specific on-site detention on a project by project basis. These
differences are outliped in the Miller Creek detention facility design report and the
design essumptions for the Tyee Pond.

The Northwest Ponds are not designed as s Port deteption fecility. Therefore,
future Port development which drains to the Northwest Ponds will be apalyzed per
the King County Surface Design Manual for complisnce with op-site detentica |
requirernents, unless 8 negotiaied regional detention facility can be constructed at .
the Northwest Ponds that would take into sccount future Pont developmest as well -
as furage development on nop-Pofl property.

The Port and the City of SeaTac have signed an Interlocal Agreement to develop a
basin plan for Des Moines Creek. The recent ‘Draft Des Moines Cresk Basin
Plan’ (KC 1997) includes a discussion for enhancing boilh Use Tyee and Northw=st
Ponds o account for future development (Port and non-Pert).

9072778011

S. Is the Port abje to control the amount it uses by diversioa o I'W'S or by on-site
dewnnion prior io discharge into the regional facility?

Mo, the IS is designed to treat rupoff from aress adjecent to the terming! where
mroff can become contaminsted by svistion sctivities. It was never designed ©©
function as 2 stormwater defcntion facility for general airport runoff, especiaily
the runways, taxiways and ground access (roads and parking).

With the exception a few small dry ponds built 23 part of the Boeing fill site north
SR 518 and the Perimeter Road, there are no existing on-gite detention fecilites.

&, What are the terms of the King Counry transfer agreemeat for capacity allocstion
among the jurisdictions for the fecilities? :

3 &/1097 4:08 PM
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The Interloest 4 greament simply revokes the eusemest granted by e Port 0
King County to build snd maintein the Miller Creck and Tyes Pond detention
facilities, Thare weve no capacity allocetions in the erigioal Inter-jozal
Agroements for these fecilities.
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Note: The following list is intended to be a representative sample of applicable federal

IL.

ATTACHMENT B-¢

FEDERAL REGULATIONS AFF ECTING SWM STANDARDS

environmental regulations. Attempts have been made to ensure that it is comprehensive,
but it js not necessarily all-inclusive. The SWM and sensitive areas agrecInents should
acknowledge that other federal regulations not listed here may apply and that the
regulations may be amended or new regulations adopted from time-to-timne. '

GENERAL ENVIRONMENTAL - Typically are add, essed during planning: >§
e National Environmental Policv Act of 1969 (NEPA) - established a broad national -

policy to improve the relationship between man and the environment and set out
policies and goals to ensure that environmental considerations are given careful
atiention and appropriate emphasis in all Federal decisions.

e Council on Epvironmenta! Quality (CEQ) Regulations - Regulations established by
the President's Council on Environmental Quality to implement the NEPA.

» FAA Airport Environmental Handbook. 5050.4A

WATER

e Federal Water Pollution Contro] Act/Clean Water Act - regulates pollutant discharges
into the waters of the U.S. including discharges from retention basins, wastewater
treatiment units, stormwater, etc. Established a permit process (Section 404) for the
dredge and fill of navigable waters.

e Safe Drinking Water Act - regulates on-site water wells supplying water for public
consumption.

I
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Exceutive Orde- 11990 Protaction of Wetlapds - defines wetlands and the importance

of wetlands to the nation.

Executive Order 11988 Floodplain Magagement - links the need to protect lives and
property with the need to restore and preserve natural and beneficial floodplain
values.

WILDLIFE HAZARDS, LANDFILLS, CLEAN AIR

e

14 CFR Part 139,337 (FAR Part 139.337) - Requires the certificated airports provide

an ecological study when potentially hazardous birds or other wildlife are observed nr
if a serious bird strike occurs.

40 CFR Part 258 - provide landfill sitc criteris concerning the establishment,
elimination or monitoring of waste disposa! facilities in the vicinity of an airport
(Included in FAA Order $200.5A).

Clsan Air Act - requires the EPA 1o set ambient air quality standards, to control
emissions from stationary and mobile sources, to establish new source standards and
to contro] hazardous air pollutants. Including 40 CFR Pant 5] and 93 which govern
conformity with a State Implementation Plan - Projects involving federal fupding
must show that they conform to the objectives of the SIP.

NOISE

@

Airport Noise and Capacity Act of 1990 - Requires the transition to a Stage 3 fleet
(for aircraft weighing more than 75,000 pounds) by December 31, 1999 with
exemptions possible on a case-by-case basis through December 31, 2003

FAR Part 91 (14 CFR Part 91) - Establishcs a phased transition to an all Stage 3
aircraft fleet.

EAR Past 16] (J4 CFR Pan 161) - Establishes a program for reviewing airport noise
and access restrictions on the operations of Stage 2 and Stage 3 aircraft.

EAR Pari 150 (14 CFR Part 150) - Airport Noise Compatibility Planning process
establishes a framework for preparing airpert noise and 'and vsc compatibility plaas.
Contains the FAA land use compatibiliry guidelines.

i
!
i
'
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( ATTACHMENT B-5 ( '

Attachment “G" -
Seope of Work
for Amendment to
Professional Service Agreement Ho. P-940432

1. Backaroynd. The Port of Seattle requires additional engineering services o support
its Surface Water Management (SWM) Program. The next steps of development of the
Program are to: 1) analyze the SWM fees paid by the Airport, 2) analyze SWM fees that
would be appropriate for major Airport tenants, and 3) Use available information to
determine the amount of capacity in regional detention facilities that should be aliccated
for Airport facility development.

2. Engineering Services, The Consultant will provide the foilowing services.

a. Current Airport SWM Fees. Check with County to see if information is available
showing how the current SWM fee is calcuiated. Summarize any available
information regarding caiculation of the current SWM fee. Calculate the appropriate
SVWM fee for the existing Airport. Compare calculated fae with the existing fee
(approx. $450,000). If necessary, provide possible reasons for discrepancy.

Periorm alternative analysis to determine if there may be more advantageous ways
to divide the acreage for purposes of zaiculating the fee. This alternative analysis
should include all of the Ports property (approx. 2,500 acres), ai.d will consider
parce| grouping via lot line adjustments to reduce percent impervious. Consider
grouping non-tenant parcels as an alternative simply to reduce the number of utility
billings the Port currentiy pays.

3807278011

o

Cost Sharing Alternatives. |ocok at upstream basins to determine relative area
and percentage impefvious contributions of the Port and outside municipal
junsdictions to the three regional detention facilities: the Miller Creek Regional
Detention Facility, the Northwest Ponds, and the Tyee Pond. Recomnmend i the Pon
wouid be entitled to and/or should charge other jurisdictions for the cost of providing
stormwater management in regional! facilities that are located on Port property.
Snecifically, is the Port entitled to sclicit sharing the cost of their SWM fee with
tricutary junsdictions or should the cost sharing be based on actual Port
mainienance costs and benefits received. It is expected thal the Port attorney will
have input to this recornmendation.

c. Reports., Repon the resuits in a letier report with color graphics of the drainage
areas by jurisdiction and type of development. Five copies of a draft report will be
provided for Port review and comment. Limited and editorial comments wiil be
incorporated into 2 final repert. Five copies and an onginal reproducible copy wiil be i
provided of the final report. ‘ |

Scope Assumptions. It is assumed that the Port will provide AutoCAD or GIS files |

and/or hard copies of base maps of Port property. It is also assumed that basin
delineation, and land use maps will be available from local sources for use by HDR

o
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tn do the above analysis and for their subconsultant to prepare color graphics for the

report. Outside of Port prope-ty, the percent impervious will be assumed based
upon land use within each basin. Within the STIA - NPDES pemmit area, the percent
impervious area will be taken from previous stormwater system analysis. Outside
the STIA - NPDES area but within the 2,500 acres of STIA Port property, the
percent impervious will be grossly determined for each area based upon mapped
fand use. '

Because the extent and nature of existing available mapping is not known, it is
assumed for initial budgeting that researching and development of basin base, land
use, and drainage area maps will require approximately the following hours from
HDR and sub.consultant Gambrell Urban, Inc. (GUY):

Gl8Mapping tech time 420 hours (GUI)

Professional Engineer 20 hours
Project Principal/manager 8 hours
Expenses/Map Costs $2,500

Because the extent of property research required for this task is not specifically
determined, subconsultant - Jerry Sidwell w/ Appraisal Group of the Northwest, LLP

staf in consolidating parcels for Soil Conservation fees.

. Tenant 3WM Fees. Work with Port engineers, legal, and policy rnaking staff to

recommend the amount that would represent an appropriation of the total SWM fee
for @ach rnajor tenant of the Airport. The amount should be based on the Airport's
overall BVWM fee, the annual internal cost to the Port for operation of its SWM
Program, the tenant iease areas, and the type of surface (pervious/impervious).

Port staff will categorized tenants by type of business they are engaged in and make
pelicy decisions regarding appropriate level of fees for each tenant category.

. Reports. Report the results in a draft letier report, spreadsheet of tenant, categery,

area, parcent impervious, and proposed fee. The report will include a eolored map
showing major tenant araas. Five copies of the draft report will be provided for
review. Limited and editorial comments will be incorporated inte a final report. Five
copies and an original reproducible copy will be provided of the final report.

Ecope Assumptions. It is assumed that the Port will provide the listing of major
tenants, inforrnation about the categories of businesses, a tabulation of leases and
areas, a set of real estate maps showing the areas used by each major tenant, and
lease information relaled to calculation of fees. The Port will also provide 2n
AutoCAD or GIS base map for showing tenant areas and inforrmation about internal
costs o operate and mairtain the SDS for allocation of costs io the tenants. IWS
fees will not be included in this analysis
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V. BAZARDGUS WASTE

«  Comnrehensive Environmental Response. Compensation apd Liability Act
{CERCLA) of 1980 - also known as the superfund law. Enacted to address past and
present national problems of hazardous substances. It finances the clean-up by the
government of waste spi ills and uncontrolled disposal of past industrial practces.

e Resource Conservation and Recovery Agt (RCRA) of 1976 - regulates the

management and disposal of newly crested industrial hazardous waste.

= Texic Substance trol Act (TS 976 - established 8 system for identifying

and evaluating environmental and health effects of chemicals. TSCA established
controls for such substances as asbestos-containing building materials. PCB
capacitors, transfonners, etc.

o 40 CFR Part 261 - Identification and Listing of hazardous Waste.

Vi. FEDERAL GRANT ASSURANCES

e As a condition for federal funding of airport developments, FAA requires airports to ‘
sign Grant Assurances which require, among other actinns. 1) to not cause or permut ’
any activity or action that would interfere with the use of the Airport for Airport ﬁ
purposes; 2) to mitigate or prevent the establishment of flight hazards, and 3) to carry
out developments in accordance with federal policies. standards, and specifications
including but not limited to the FAA Advisory Tirculars {Grant Assurances 19, 20,
21.34).

3807278011

OTHERS

© 28 CFR 1926 Federal Occupational Safety and Health Act

40 CFR Pan 64 Neticnal Emission Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants
o Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act

o Endangered Species Act of 1974

e Farmiand Protection Policy Act

» Federal Insectcide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act

g
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o E.O. 11514 Protection and Enhancement of environmental Quaiity
E. 0. Il 593 Protection and Enhancement of Cultural Environment
o E. 0.1 1 990 Preservation of Wetlands.
eE 0. 123 72 Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programs

»E.0. 12858 - Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and
Low-Income Populations

«E.0 11998 Floodplain Management

o Section 4(f) of the Department of transportation Act of 1966 (49 USC 303(c))

o National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (31 CFR 8C0)

» Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1574 (16 USC 469 ¢t seq.)

s Aviation Safery and Noise Abaternent Act of 1979

o Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970

o FAR Part 77 - Height limitations near airports

ub Cu_sxbfilc/negotiat/fedpremp.dot
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Dstention. Determine appropriate detention allocation for STIA in the Miller Creek

Regional Detention Facility, NW Ponds and the Tyee Pond based on the initial
design intent, each jurisdiction’s conributing acreage end typ2 of developmant.
HDR and Port staff will meet with King County to determine what inforrnstion is
available regarding the design criteria used for these regional ponds and to
detarmine what additiona! information may be available regarding operation of these
facilities. The work is to research existing aveilable feasibility studias, dasign
agencyffirm, and other barkground infornation.

. Reports, Prepare five copies of draft letter report summarizing the findings and

making recommendations for detention ailocation or for addiional studies to
deiermine detention allocations. Limited and editorial cornments will be incorporatrd
into a final report. Five copies and an original reproducibie copy will be provided of
the final report.

Scope Assumptions. It is assumed that the analysis will be compieted using
existing available information regarding the design of the {hree regional detention
facilities. It is alse understood that, in some cases, this information may be limited.
i the initial design criteria can not be located, then an analysis to determine
allocation of detention storage will be performed based upon tributary area and
parcent impervious. However, this will enly determine the current percentage of the
storage available to each user. it will not determing if there is “excess” available
storage for the Port to use to mitigate for detention reguirements. If design criteria is
riot available, the only way fo determine if storage is available to offsel current or
future detention needs would be 1o model the basins tributary to the thrae regienal
detention faciiities. This modeling is not eurrently included but could be done as an
addition to this scope of work. '

. Support Services, The Consuftant will atlend meetings with Port staff and will

support for Port staff at meetings with other jurisdictions and/or agencies. There will
be five meetings with the Port inciuding chartering of the project tearn, reporting
progress, and briefing the final results. There will be two meetings with outside

groups.
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EXHIBIT C

PORT MASTER PLAN COMMUNITY RELIEF PACKAGE

As part of their Interlocal Agreement ("ILA"), the Port and City agree to the following community relief
package for the Port’s Airport Master Plan Update adopted by the Port on August !, 1996 (“Master Plan").

1. GENERAL

1.1 Shared Goal. The Port and City agree that a vibrant and healthy City surrounding Seattle-
Tacoma International Airport ("Airport®) is a shared goal and responsibility.

1.2 Cooperative Relationship. The Port and City place & high priority on a cooperative
relationship in recognition of their respective municipal powers. The parties wish to take advantage of the
benefits provided by the Airport, while reducing the adverse impacts from the Airport. The Master Plan,
including construction of the third runway and other improvements contemplated therein, constitutes one of the !
largest construction projects in Washington state. Accordingly, the parties adopt this package as complete i
community relief for the 1996 Port Master Plan Projects within the City of SeaTac as listed on Attachment A-1 :
of Exhibit A to this ILA, subject to the provisions of 4 1.3 below.

1.3 Community Relief and Mitigation Strategy. This community relief package is based on the
Port’s Master Plan proposal and sets forth not only specific community relief measures, but also establishes
strategies for the City and Port to cooperate through impiementation of the Port's Master Plan Projects and Lo
thereafter. This community relief package is in addition to mitigation measures identified in the FEIS and SEIS, b
which the Port will implement for the benefit of the City or others. [Note: Exhibit A of the ILA provides for
project review for Port projects, which may include Joint Consultation under Paragraph 2.3 of Exhibit A for
those Port Master Plan Projects denoted with an “asterisk” on Aftachment A-1.] Consistent with the parties’
effonts for a complete community relief package, the City will not require additional community relief measures
for the Port Master Plan Projects on Attachment A-1 except as provided in § 2.3.1.4d of Exhibit A, measures in
this Exhibit C, or mitigation measures identified in the Port Master Plan FEIS and SEIS.

1.4 Community and Land Use Compatibility Relief. In eddition to the other funding and
financial commitments called for in this community relief package, the Port shall pay the City the sum of $10.0
million as community and land use compatibility relief and litigation settlement ("Community Compatibility”).
The Port shall pay this compatibility funding on the foilowing schedule: initial payment of $2.0 miilion upon
the City's adoption of the City Comprehensive Plan amendment called for in § 1.5.1.2 of Exhibit A (i.e., no later :
than December 31, 1997), $4.0 million at the earlier of the completion of the joint transportation study (§.5.2.3) .
or December 31, 1998; and $4.0 million by December 31, 1999), as those amounts are escalated in accordance
with CPJ under § 20. These Community Compatibility funds shall be used by the City for community relief of
the Master Plan improvements. Consequently, these may be used for the City Center (1.2 below) or other
facilities or uses determined by the City, including funding of the City’s share of the City Center study or the
Joint transportation study (§9.2.2 and 3.2.3, respectively, below). Prior tc comemitment of expenditure of the
Community Compatibiiity funds, the City shall consult with and coasider in good faith comments or suggestions
of the Advisory Committee (1 12.2). However, consistent with this community relief package, the final decision
for expenditure of the Community Compatibility funds shall be the City's decision.

449331300024 MIT/B 25 97
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2, CITY CENTER

2.1 Existing Studies. As requested, the Port shall provide the City with copies of all generic
land use concepts, technical analyses, and other materials prepared during the Port’s review of the City Center
concept.

2.2 Joint City Center Study. The Port recognizes the importance of the City Center to the
City's vision and agrees to participate in a joint study of the concept. The City and the Port shall agree upon a
scope of work and the selection of a consultant. The Port shall provide support staff and technical resources in
addition to funding up to $500,000 ‘0 match the City’s contribution to the study. Included within this funding
commitment, the Port shall examine potential airport-related uses inciuding passenger & employee parking,
vehicle circulation, air passenger-related services, and the relation of these uses to other uses envisioned by the
City. The stady shall address, but not necessarily be limited to, the following issues: 1) market viability of
potential land uses, 2) cost-effectiveness of uses from an Airport operational and service viewpoint,
3) relationship of City Center to the Port’s Airport Master Plan Update, 4) reiationship of City Center to the
larger SeaTac urban center, both as discussed in the City Comprehensive Plan, 5) land uses on both the east and
west sides of International Bivd., and 6) linkages to RTA and other transit. The City Center Study shouid be
developed in light of joint transportation planning as discussed under the "Transportation” section cf this
document. The parties shall hire a consultant by January 31, 1998 and complete the study by September 30,
1998, or other schedule as mutually agreed by the parties.

23 Padestrian Link. The Port shall work with the City to develop a moving sidewalk as a
pedestrian link between the Airport and the City Center and/or RTA station. The Port shall fund up to 100% of
the cost (not to exceed $6.0 million) of this link from the passenger terminal to the east side of International
Boulevard at the earlier of construction of (a) the first phase of the City Center or (b) the RTA station. If the
cost of the pedestrian link is less than $6 million, the unexpended balance shall be contributed to the City for its
discretionary use as comrunity and land use compatibility relief set forth in § 1.4. The Port further agrees to
discuss additional options for pedestrian links between the Airport and the City beyond those related to the RTA.

24 Development Contribution. The City may utilize a portion of the $10.0 million Community
Compatibility relief described in § 1.4 to begin development of the City Center after completion of the City
Center study in § 2.2.

3. RTA IMPLEMENTATION

3.1 Station and Guidewsy Location. The City desires an RTA station at the City Center and
the guideway along the Airport’s north access expressway due to concerns with the potential aesthetic impacts of
he RTA guideway if located along International Boulevard. The Port shall consider in good faith the City’s
request. The parties are studying options with the RTA for routing and station location. Additional information
will bear on the ability of the Port to ultimately support the City’s desired locations, including the following:
impact of station location on RTA ridership; the physical constrairts at the Airport; the extent of interference or
accommodation of ihe routing along the Airport north access expressway due to the proposed norih passenger
terminal; and other Airport operational and economic issues.

3.2 Selected Location. Regardless of the location of the station and guideway for the RTA, the
Port and City shall work cooperatively to complete the RTA study and implement ways to improve the aesthetics
of the guideway as well as alternative rights-of-way other than International Boulevard or the Airport’s north
access expressway.

41933100025 MIT/8 28 97
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4. ECONOMIC DEVFLOPMENT

4.1 Joint Efforts. The parties shall vigorously implement the goal of economic development by
working with the business community through the SeaTac Economic Partnership (STEP), the joint City Center
Study discussed above, the Westside Plan discussed below and other appropriate mechanisms to attract additional
private sector development to the City.

42 Specific Opportunities. In addition to the long-term relationship, the City and Port shall
cooperate 1o revise the North SeaTac Park agreement and leases to aliow commercial development of 50 acres of
the site on mutually acceptable terms. Further, the parties shall pursue economic development in accordance
with the Westside program described in § 8 below.

5. TRANEPORTATION AND PLANNING

5.1 South Access (see attached map).

5.1.1 Permanent South Access.

5.1.1.1 SR 509/South Access Expressway, The Port and City fully commit to
and support the SR-509/South Access project for a south airport access roadway connecting o I-5. The Port and
City shalt continue joint efforts, inciuding fundiag lobbying, to obtain state and federal approval and funding.

5.1.1.2 Altemate South Access. If SR-509/South Access is not approved and
funded by December 31, 2005, the parties shall review the adequacy of the parking tax rate as set forth in
q 5.2.5 for funding the following items:

(a) Undertake a design and feasibility study for the improvements described
in (b) and (c) below at the time funding is committed for a new I-5
interchange and access ramps as approximately shown on the map
attached ("I-5 Work");

(b) When construction commences on the I-3 Worik, construct the grade
separation at S. 188th St. and 28th Ave. S. and ramps that connect (o the
Airport link described in § 5.1.2.2 below;

() Construct the connector (see attached map) between 28th Ave. S. up to
(but not including) the access ramps that are part of the I-5 Work,

Netwithstanding the foregoing, the City and Port may agree to another alternative to establish a south access, in
the absence of & south airport roadway, where appropriate commitments can be obtained from WSDOT, FHWA
and other affected entities.

5.1.2 Interim South Access

§.1.2.1 28th/24th LID. The Port shall fund the formation of (and not protest)
and pay its property benefit assessment share of an LID for Phase I of the 28th/24th Ave. S. project
commensurate with other property owners. Phase ] of this project will upgrade the corridor to a principal
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arterial (5 lanes) from S. 188th St. to 204th St. (see attached map). The Port’s comrmitment is $5.3 million as
estimated to date in 1997 dollars. The fina! Port amount is subject to final project costs. [Nete: The Port’s
payment has 2 components. First, the Port’s share as a property owner is currently estimated at $2.9 million out
of a $8.2 million share to be paid by property owners, less $2.2 million right-of-way donation for a net of $0.7
million. Second, the Port will fund another $3 million as an airport institutional benefit for the LID. The
property component share will be adjusted to final costs. The institutional benefi1 share will be inflated by the
Consumer Price Index for the Seattle Metropolitan Area.] The Port shall support and cooperate in the City’s
request to apply all or substantially all of the TIB funds (approximately $12 million) towards Phase I of the
project. Alternatively, if the TIB funds are not allocated to Phase I, the City may provide comparable funding
from other sources. The Port shall continue to provide input to the LID project design.

5.1.2.2 Airport Link. The parties will fund and construct improvements along
28th Ave. S. north of S. 188th St. to connect S. 188th St. with the Airport to complete the interim south access.
These improvements shali be to principal zrterial standards (or another standard if mutually approved by the
parties) and include necessary at-grade turn lanes and signaling at the intersection of S. 188th St. and 28th Ave.
S. The City and Port shall cooperate in additional design work for these improvements. The work shall be
completed at the same time as the LID improvements in § 5.1.2.1.

5.1.2.3 Interim Signage. Until the permanent south access is completed (as
provided in 4 5.1.1 above), the parties may seek to route Airport traffic (via signage) on the north access
expressway to access the regional highway system. The parties may seek agreement with WSDOT or other
govemning agency to modify signage along I-5 to use the north access expressway, rather than S. 188th St.

52 City Street Capacity; Trip Mitigation.
52.1 Background. The Port and City share a mutua! interest to ensure surface

transportation needs are met by the increased use of the Airport under its two runway configuration and with the
adoption of the Master Plan and its third runway. The Port’s SEIS notes significant vehicular increases in
Airport-related traffic in the City with or without the Master Plan improvements. The Port and City believe
approximately 30%z of traffic accessing the airport comes through the International Boulevard/Flag Plaza entry
at 180th by using City streets; 70% of the access is via the north access freeway.

522 Port Obligation. The Port shall pay its proportionate share of the costs to
mitigate the impacts of increased Airport traffic on the City streets, whether resulting or atiributable to increased
Airport capacity associated with a Master Plan or more intense utilization of existing Airport facilities.

523 Joint Transportation Studv, The City and Port shall agree on a scope of work,
zelection of consultants and methodology to update and revise the City’s traffic study to quantify the current
number of Airport trips, their circulation and distribution and other normal elements of a transportation analysis.
The Port shall provide staff and technical resources, in addition to funding up to $500,000 to match the City's
contribution to this update study. The parties shall hire a consultant by March 30, 1998 and shall complete the
study by December 31, 1998, or other schedule as mutually agreed by the parties. The study shail determine
what appropriate improvements to the City street system are required and calculate the Port’s proportionate share
of the costs of such improvements. Because of the imporiance of this study to both the City ard Port, the Port
and City shall utilize Dispute Resolution as specified in Section 11.1 of the ILA for any disputes relating to the

scope, methodology, model assumptions, required improvements or costs thercof or the Port's proportionate share
of the costs of such improvements.

524 Transportation Funding. Once the Port’s proportionate share of the costs of
improvements are determined, the Port shall fund its share of improvements through a variety of sources:
pasking tax, Port construction, direct payments or other methods. The following funding analysis is illustrative
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of the type and level of contribution by the Port to the City which would be identified as part of the joint study.
These illustrative amounts utilize 1992 estimates (i.e. before the Master Plan) and are included here to provide a
“order of magnitude” expectation of the Purt’s contribution and method of payment:

On-Airport Projects (Sole Responsibility): improve existing southern traffic £60mil*
route (e.g., route iraffic 1o north or create improvements to ciiy entrance) and
other misc. projects; does not include airport link (§5.1.3)

Airport share City capacity additions $99mil*
Airport share City non-capacity additions $2.6mil*
Airport share Arterial Street Fund O&M $ 4.0 mil
Airport contribution to 28th/24th LID | $ 5.3 mil

Subtotal $27.8 mil

1994 Bond - Debt Service (10 Year Cost) $ 9.0 mil

Total $36.8 mil

& 1992 costs escalated 1o 19978

ol Once the total amount of Port funding under the joint study is known ($36.8 million in the illustration), the b
g parties shall adopt appropriate funding mechanisms. If mutual agreement on funding is not reached, then the
@ Port shall pay for the improvements identified above as follows:
I~
&N ® Port construction of "sole responsibility” projects (which include the ransportation :
% improvements specifically set forth for the Port’s construction or funding in § 5.4.
#
& . Approved LIDs (note 28th/24th LID in § 5.1.2.1);
® Parking tax derived from the Airport, subject to the provisions set forth in §5.2.5.
. Any balance paid by direct funding to an "escrow account.”

Using the illustration, the Port’s obligation for $36.8 million would be paid as foliows: (a) $6 million in "sole
responsibility” projects [Note: The $6 million amount is based on 1992 estimates; this amount in the future will
include the transportation projects required to be constructed by the Port under this ILA}; (b) $5.3 million for
28th724th LID; (c) $25 million of parking tax derived from the Airport (assuming 10 years @ $2.5 million
annual parking tax derived from the Airport, of which $4.0 million paid to anterial O&M and the balance
available for transportation projects); and (d) the baiance of $0.5 million paid 10 an escrow account.
Alternatively, the City and Port may agree upon alternative funding mechanisms, including but not limited to

impact fees for a portion of the funding or a temporary parking tax addition to generate the direct funding
arnount otherwise due to the "escrow account.”
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Funding Analysis Notes:
Other Port Potential Surface Transportation Costs
1. Miscellaneous development (not Airport-related uses) would be subject to impact fees as discussed in
§ 5.3 below. )
2. Material hauling impacts from Master Plan construction are not included in this analysis, but are to
be paid for under Exhibit D to the ILA.
3. As yet unfunded regional improvements include the following estimated total project costs as
identified by third parties:
South Access expressway 2010-2020 $64 million
SR-509 extension 2010-2020 $360 million
SR-518 new interchange 2000-2005 $50 million
4. AOV/Transit partnership funding is not included (RTA, Metro, Remote Terminals, Regional HCY
support, Employee Commute Trip Reduction)

525 Parking Tax. Parking tax derived from the Airport currently is pledged to the
City’s existing bond debt service (see reference in chart in § 5.2.4 regarding 1994 bond debt), and this ILA does
not affect that existing bond pledge. Subject to the preceding sentence, parking tax derived from the Airport
shall be applied in full (subjeci to a pro-rata portion for arterial operation and maintenance and subject to
mutually approved alternative funding mechanisms) as provided in § 5.2.4 above. The City may increase the
parking tax rate tc the Port and non-Airport operators by an additional $0.50 per transaction for a maximum rate
of $1.00 during the initial 10-year term of this ILA. After December 31, 2005, the parties shall review the
adequacy of the parking tax rate to fund South Access and other transportation projects as mutually agreed to by
the parties. The parking tax shall meet the requirements of RCW Ch. 82.80.

52.6 Future Update. The joint transportation study described in § 5.2.3 will be
reviewed and revised at the carlier of: (a) every ten years or (b) if the Port propeses 8 significant change from
the use, scope or facilities beyond the Port Master Plan Projects listed in Attachment A-1 of Exhibit A. The
revised study will follow the same format and methodology as described in § $.2.3 above.

53 Impact Fees. The parties recognize that an impact fee system based upon issuance of new
building or other permits may not be the best measure of or mechanism for funding traffic improvements related
1o increased Airport use. Consequently, the uses on Airport property as described in Exhibit A, Attachment 2
{L.and Uses) would not be subject to impact fees uniess that was one of the mechanisms established for Port
funding under § 5.2 4 above. The funding decision adopted after the joint transportation study (§ 5.2.4) shall
apply retroactively to any project on Port land that is proposed between the date of the ILA and the funding
decision. However, miscellaneous development on Port-owned property (as described in § 2.1.4.3 of Attachment
2 o Exhibit A) not then being used for Airport purposes shall be subject to the City’s normal impact fees (e.g
stand-alone restaurant on Port property would pay normal commercial impact fees).

5.4 SEIS Mitigation. The Port shall construct the intersection improvements identified in the
Port Master Plan SEIS:

24th Avenue South end South 154th Street. The construction of duai northbound lefi-turm
lanes and an additiona! westbound departure lane. The construction of a southbound right-turn
lane. The construction of an eastbound right-turn lane. Protecte:d phasing all approaches.

Internationail Boulevard/State Route 99 and South 160th Street. The construction of dual
northbound and southbound lefi-turn lanes. The construction of 2 high capacity eastbound
right-turn lane. Protected phasing on the northbound and southbound approaches. Split
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phasing on the eastbound (left, lefi/through, through, right) and westbound approaches. Modify
signal phasing to include a westbound right-tumn phase overlap.

55 HOV Portion of Study. Part of the scope of the joini transportation study shall be
consideration of HOV planning and other ground transportation improvements which seek to reduce vehicle trips
to the Airport and site remote facilities for ground transportation away from the core terminal area. This portion
of the study shall be paid for out of the Port’s $500,000 commitment, but without a City match.

5.6 Adoption of Study Resuits. The results of the joint transportation study and funding shall
be incorporated into the 10-yer transportation improvement program (TIP) and the capital facilities element of
the City’s Comprehensive Plan and the Port’s Ground Transportation Planning. To the extent appropriate, the
parties shall cooperate in regional transportation planning with other agencies.

6. TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT; LOCAL DISTRIBUTOR SERVICES

6.1 TDM Review. The Port has considered encouraging 2 consolidated shuttle system for a
number of years and included it s a possible transportation demand management (TDM) option in its SEIS.
The Port is pursuing incentives within its jurisdiction to increase shuttle and courtesy van efficiencies, including
a program for significantly raising shuttle access fees. In addition, the Port is considering other TDM measures
as discussed in the Draft SEIS.

6.2 Adoption of TDM Programs. The Port shall do the following:

(a) Continue and enhance informationai programs to improve Airport wraffic such as:
enhance Flightlines (ground access telephc e hotline), invest in intelligent
transportation systems (links to WSDOT informaticn system), develop public :
Website, and enhance informational brochures on alternatives to private
automobiles; ]

(b) Enhance commercial high occupancy trips, improve Airport facilities (waiting
plaza, etc.);

{©) Continue program for Airport employee commute trip reduction;

$8072778011

{d) Pursue pricing policies to increase vehicle occupancy in commercial trips to the
Airport;

(e) Work with RTA and Metro Transit to improve public transit to the Airport; ‘
Metro's 6-Year Plan calls for additional service to Airport and a transit bub in the -
City of SeaTac; the RTA plan ealls for Regional Express busses to serve the
Airport in the next 5 years (3 routes); it further calls for the light reil to serve the
Airport by 2004;

nH Additional TDM measures may take the form of pricing incentives, continuation
of the Port’s Remote Terminal projects, and land use decisions to promote high
occupancy vehicle uses.

The Port shall discuss TDM measures and their effectiveness with the City and the Advisory Commitiee. TDM
me:sures may be discussed as part of the joint transportation study (§ 5.2.3), the City Center study (§2.2), and
the parking consultation (£ 7.2).
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6.3 PRT. The Port recognizes the City has studied a personal rapid transit system ("PRT") for
jocal distribution. The Port shall review and comment upon City PRT studies or requests, but the Port’s
participation in PRT shall be based on mutual approval by the Port and City.

7. PARKING

1 Mutual Interest. The Port’s interest in parking is both for efficient Airport access and as a
significant revenue source for the Airport. The City’s interest is to develop parking in a way that enhances the
City. Each party recognizes the interests of the other and shall work to provide a mutually beneficial parking
strategy. The parking strategy should be developed with consideration of the need to ensure that parking is
conveniertly located to the passenger terminals and that parking generates a significant portion of Airport and
City revenues. Likewise, the parking strategy shall consider the impacts of off-Airport land uses, traffic and
other impacts on the City and the potential for using parking as an economic development opportuni.y.

7.2 Mecting and Study. The City and Port shall conduct a series of meetings, to conclude no
later than February 28, 1998, to discuss the basic tenets of a parking strategy. The Advisory Committee shall
participate in some or all of the meetings. The Port may proceed on its schedule for the north employee
parking lot and the expansion of the central parking garages. The March 30, 1998 date allows the parking
sirategy to be discussed before the Port implements other parking called for in i*s Master Plan, but the Port is not
precluded from implementing those Master Plan parking operations. In addition to these early parking meetings,
the parking strategy may be included as part of the City Center (§ 2.2) study or the joint transportation study

8. WESTSIDE SUBAREA

8.1 Existing Information. The Port shall provide the Ciry with copies of its Westside
acquisition plan as well as information on the following: 1) how the acquisition area will be kept clean and
maintained, 2) how homes will be maintained pending removal, 3) how security of vacant properties will be
addressed, 4) how information sharing and community involvement will be conducted, 5) how impacts of runway
construction will be lessened as the acquisition proceeds, 6) how businesses will be preserved io the extent
reasonable and based on limitations placed by the FAA, and 7) how residents and businesses will be relocated.

82 Acquisition Program. The Port and City both desire to minimize disruptions and
inconveniences to Westside residents. Hence the Port shall conduct the acquisition as quickly as possible, as
sensitive to the needs of residents as possible, and by increasing time certainty of when specific parcels will be
purchased. The Port has stated its interest 1o acquire the Westside quickly and the Port shall take reasonable
steps, including pursuing non-federal funding sources, to complete the acquisition within four vears, if not
sooner. The Port bas identified a schedule that wil allow appraisals and acquisition offers to be made within
two to three years. However, this schedule may be affected by factors outside the Port’s conwol such as limits
on housing supply for relocated residents and meeting the needs of special populations, such as the elderly.

The Port shali work closely with residents to explain the acquisition program and to establish
& hardship committee to consider the needs of those who wish to be acquired sooner than scheduled. All
acguisitions . 1all be conducted in accordance with the federal Uniform Relocation Assistance Act, which
establishes specific procedures for property appraisals and the provision of relocation assistance money. The
Port's acquisition plan must be submitted to the FAA for approval.

In the unlikely event that runway construction is terminated, the Port is not obligated to resel]
properties at the acouisition price. Because the Airport is land constricted, any acquired properties may be
retained for potential future airport uses.
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Consistent with the City’s request, the Port has defined the Westside acquisition area in a
manner that preserves private ownership to the greatest extent possible. Business owners have been given the
option to be acquired. Beyond this, all residential properties will need to be acquired to either accommodate the
fill slope and perimeter roads or to mitigate construction impacts on residents as requested by the City.

Also consistent with the City's request, the Port defined its Westside acquisition area to avoid
creating "perimeter areas” of residents left behind. The acquisition boundaries sha!l follow well-defined
seighborhood boundaries such as major arterials and freeways.

83 Botapicai Gerden. The parties acknowledge the potential community benefits of the Elda
Behm Botanical Garden. The Port will preserve the approximately 1 acre of existing Garden pending the
following: 1) that the runway fill placement and construction staging can reasonably avoid the site, 2) that the
current property owners do not remove their plants, and 3) that prior to the start of runway construction, an

appropriate private foundation or other party is identified to maintain and operate the Garden. The Port would
retain ownership of the property.

84 Trail. As part of the ongoing discussions of Westside land uses between the City and Port, :
the Port shall pursue options for developing a multi-use trail, with a Port contribution not to exceed $1.5 miliion
for construction and improvements of & trail. The trail design and improvements sha!l accoun: for the following:
(a) the trail shall not conflict with the relocation plans for portions of Miller Creek, (b that it be designed and
maintained to not create a wildlife or bird hazard to aircraft, (c) that it shall not be construed as a park under
USDOT 4(1) restrictions, (d) that the trail design is mutually approved, and (e) that the City agree to maintain
the trail in a safe and attractive manner. If the parties seek grant funding for the project, the portion of the
Port’s $1.5 million covered by grant funding shal] in tumn be expended on other community relief as mutually
approved by the parties. Upon adoption of the trail plan, the parties will revise the North SeaTac Park b

agrecment and leases 1o aliow econemic development of 50 acres of the site. Any disputes under the trail design
or any other provisions of this § 8.4 shall be resolved by Dispute Resolution under Section 11.1 of the ILA.

&5 Aesthetics. The Port shall work with the City to develop and implement appropriate ‘
landscaping and agsthetic features for the runway fill slope as part of an overall $10 millios airport beautification b
plan (see "Airport Beautification” section below). In determining the appropriateness of potertial features, the ‘
parties shall evaluate erosion control and slope stabilization, security and access, and whether plantings attract
wildlife and thereby pose a hazard to sircrafl.

9. STREET VACATION

l
1§
9.1 City Adopticn. The Port shall follow the City’s street vacation process as outlined in City %
Ordinance #94-1045, adopted November 22, 1994. The City shall adopt ordinances approving the street i
vacations concurrent with its adoption of the amendment of the Comprehensive Plan as st forth in 4 1.5.1.2 of P
Exhibit A. The lega! description of the streets to be vacated in accordance with this ILA is includad in :
Atiachment C-] to this Exhibit C. Generally the street to be vacated are as follows:

@ Approximately 26 acres of Westside streets for the third runway;

(®) Portions of South 154th/156th that will be relocated,

() Approximately 34 acres of other street rights-of-way on existing Port property;
and

(d) Completion of the approximately 33 acres of street vacations in the North SeaTac

Park (NSTP) area as called for in the NSTP agreements.
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9.2 Payment. The Port's payment for the street vacations identified in § 9.1(a) shall be the
liquidated amount of $3.5 million. The parties agree that the payment described in § 1.4 of this Exhibit € shali
constitute the full liquidated payment for the remainder of the street vacations identified in § 9.1(b), {c) and (d).

10. ATRPORT BEAUTIFICATION PLAN

10.1 Beautification Measures. The Port shall work with the City to develop and implement a
comprehensive beautification plan for the Airport to improve its general perimeter appearance and to integrate it
more effectively into the natural and built environments, including landscaping and aesthetic features for the new
runway fill slope as discussed under the "Westside" section. Landscaping shall be developed in a way that does
not attract wildlife and thereby pose a hazard to aircraft. The Port shall obtain and consider comments of the
Advisory Commitiee-on the beautification plan. If the City and Port disagree on the specific implementation ;
measures for the beautification plan, then the disagreement shall be resolved through Dispute Resolution under :

Section 11,1 of th~ TLA.,

0.2 Payment. The Port commits $10 million for beautification over the next five years. The
Port shal] advise the City of the timing and expsnditures as it implements its beautification plan.

1L "MOST FAVORED NATION" STATUS

1 Objective. The Port is involved in additional litigation with several adjoining jurisdictions.
Neither party wants the City's community relief package to be less favorabi= than relief that may be provided to
other jurisdictions, especially in recognition of the fact that the Airport is physically located primarily within the
City of SeaTac and that City entered into the ILA priot to the outcome of the litigation brought by the other
urisdicticns.

11.2 Consultation. If either party believes any Port settlement or litigation outcome for another
jurisdiction provides mitigation or community relief for the Port’s Master Plan that is substantially more
favorable than contained in this Exhibit C or in the Port’s Master Plan FEIS and SEIS, then either party can
institute Dispute Resolution under Section 11.1 of the ILA. The comparison shall include not only specific
measures, but any methedology or strategies measuring impacts or designing relief that might be adopted (e.g. a
different methodology for measuring airport traffic impacts or computing transportation funding). This Exhibit C
community relief package shall be viewed as 2 whole and will not be modified unless there wes a demonstrable
showing that another jurisdiction obtained more favorable treatment on a significant component, when viewed
with the comparable component and remzining elements of the community relief package set forth in this

Exhibit C.
12, CITY/PORT ADVISGRY COMMITTEE

12.1 Objective. This community relief package, along with the ILA, is dependent upon a
constructive, positive and trusting relationship between the City and Port. Both parties in good faith shall work
1o establish and maintain that relationship.

12.2 Advisory Commitiee; Liaisons; Team Building. Upon approval of this ILA the Port and
City shall establish a permanent advisory committee composed of two City Councilmembers and two Port
Commissioners, slong with appropriate staff. They shall meet at least once per month jointly 1o review progress
under this ILA. Further, the City and the Port shall each designate a liaison staff person to coordinate overall
implementation of this ILA. In addition, as soon as possible the City and Port should retain jointly and equally
share the cost of an outside consultant to conduct a retreat on team building for City and Fort staff that are
expected to implement any portion of this ILA.
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13. NOISE

13.1 City Involvement in Part 150 Study Update. The Port shall have both a representative and
ajternate from the City on the Part 150 Study Citizen's Advisory Committee and a City stafT representative and
alternate on the Technical & Planning Advisory Commitiee. The City may elect to designate 8 mobile home
resident as either its citizen representative or alternate, and/or designate a mobile home park representative to the
Technical & Planning Advisory Committee. The Port shall make its noise staff and consultants available to brief
the City Council,

13.2 Operational Programs. The Part 150 Study Update shall examine a number of potential
operational programs for reducing on-the-ground and in-flight noise, such as those discussed by the City in its
mitigation request.

133 Mobile Homes. The Port has included funding for mobile home relocation assistanc in its
current noise remedy program, if a park owner is closing a park. In addition, the Port shall examine options for
addressing mobile homes as part of the Part 150 study update.

14. AIR AND WATER QUALITY

14.1 Air Quality. The Port shall comply with applicable air quality regulations and standards.

14.2 Water Quality, The Port shall comply with applicable water quality regulations and
standards. ;

15, WETLANDS AND STREAM RELOCATION

i5.1 Auburn Mitigation. The Port shall implement the wetland mitigation identified in its FEIS
and SEIS, consistent with its federal approvals, in the City of Auburn. The Port analyz:d alternative mitigation
sites, including within the City of SeaTac. The Port’s Auburn mitigation is due to the large area required and
wildlife attractant considerations.

S8U7278011

15.2 Stream Relocation. In connection with the third runway, the Port will relocate Miller Creek
as provided in the Pont’s Section 404 Corps Permit Application [Wo. §6-4-02325; Sheets 14-19 and 21-19], and
any required Corps modifications, and no additional mitigation under the City's critical area standards will be
required.

15.3 Other. The parties have established critical area development standards to be applied to Port
projects to the extent provided in Attachment 4 to Exhibijt A, Land Use.

16. FILL MATERIAL BORROW SOURCES

o,
g /‘ el City. The Port shall appropriately mitigate borrow pits within the City by compliance with
o STMC Chapter 13.11 (City's Grading Code), as it exists on the date of this ILA, and to reclzim and
¥ ") consider economic deveiopment of these sites. The City shall consider Port proposals for & potential conveyor
transport from a barge facility on the Des Moines waterfront and/or from Port owned property. The parties

acknowledge conveyor transport may significantly reduce truck trips and related impacts on City streets.

%

16.2 DNR. The Port shall obtain and comply with appropriate permits and regulations applicable
to mining operations to the extent required by the Department of Natural Resources, including any reclamation
requirements.
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17. PHASE Il TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT

17.1 Background. The Port, City and King County entered into a tri-party agreement in 1990,
that relates to the development of North SeaTec Park. The provisions of that agreement have not been
completed.

17.2 Compietion of Property Exchange. The parties shall work to complete the nine- to ten-scre
property exchange south of the Airport as called for in Section 3.b.1 and 2 of the tri-party agreement. The
exchange property is generally located east of Des Moines Creek between South 200th and South 208th streets.

18. EXPEDITED PERMITTING

18.1 Background. The City shall review building and other permits for Port projects to the exter.t
provided in the existing ILA adopted in September 1992, as well as the project review under Exhibit A. The '
Port and City acknowledge Port projects may present significant burdens for City staff review due to the timing :
or scope of the Port project.

18.2 Expedited Review. In recognition of this pctential adverse impact on City staff, the Port
shall fund resources for permit review. The parties shall seek to execute 2 separate agreement from this ILA to
established expedited permit review timelines in the Port's funding commitment.

19, CITY SERVICES

19.1 General Services. The City requested the Port consider several items relating to City '
services, including contracting for police services with King County, developing # police mutual assistance, crime .
prevention and patrol coverage program and contracting for court services with SeaTac Municipal Court. The %
parties may mutually agree to these provisions, but they are not requirsd community relief under this ILA. r
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28, ESCALATION OF FINANCIAL COMMITMENTS; NO REVENUE DIVERSION

[ 4
-

20.1 Funds. The specific funding amounts stated in this community relief package are in 1997
dollars. The amounts shall be adjusted annually by the CP! Index for the Seattie Metropolitan Arsa (Urban
Consumers). The Port's financial commitments herein are for community relief besed upon federa! and federal
and Washington state laws. The Port reasonably anticipates that federal revenue diversion restrictions are not an
issue when the funding level is directly and proporticnately finked to Airport impacts, end thiz community relief
package meets this standard. The Port’s financial commitments to the City under this JLA ere not contingent,
and the Port’s funding sources shall take into account federal revenue diversion provisions as well as other legal
authority of the Port.

ATTACHMENTS:

Summary of Port of Seattle Funding Commitments for Communty Relief and Litigution Settiement

Attachment C-} - List of Street to be Vacated to Port of Seattle by City of SeaTac

££933\1\0007S MIT/ 23 97

Soate C.i3




L™

SUMMARY OF PORT OF SEATTLE
FUNDING COMMITMENTS FOR
COMMUNITY RELIEF AND LITIGATION SETTLEMENT

Community and Land Use Compatibility (§ 1.4) $10.0 miilion
[City use for City Center and other Airport
community relief]

Joint City Center Study (4 2.2) $ 0.5 million

RTA/City Center Pedestrian link (§ 2.3) $ 6.0 million (not to exceed)

Joint Comprehensive Transportation Plan § 5.2.3) $ 0.5 million

Transportation Improvement Funding (§ 5.2.4) $36.8 million (32.8 capital + 4 O&M)’

Airport Beautification (including west slope of third $10.0 million (not to exceed)

runway per § 8.5) ( 10)

Westside Recreational Trail (§ 8.4) $ 1.5 million (not to exceed)

Street Vacations (about 60 acres) (§ 9.2) $ 3.5 million™
(Westside for third runway existing Airport; .
not North SeaTac Park) E

TOTAL $68.8 million

S8U72768011

*  Estimate before updating transportation study and funding decisions called for in § 5.2.3 and 5.2.4 of
community relief package; $32.8 million based on current City plan (escalated to 1997 dollars).

#* The above total is for 60 acres of street vacations and based upon & Port appraisal done for a proposed
property exchange (including street right-of-ways); the street vacation totel is for the Westside property to
be acquired for third runway and for existing Airport; street vacations for North SeaTac Park were included
in the consideration and for obligations under 1990 Tri-Party Agreement.

449IN100028 MIT/R 25 97

Sesnie C-14

r—.”"‘““ ;




9807278011

( ATTACHMENT C-1 { 6/4/57
List of Streets to be Vacated to Port of Seattle bv Citv of SeaTac

Note: Descriptions have been segmented so that overlaps at intersections are not counted
twice. Roads with shared boundaries are indicated and the area vacated (o others is not

included in the square footages. All references & dimensions are taken from sheets 331E,
332W, 332E. 341 W, 341E, 348W, 353E, 354W. & 354E: Atlas of Seattle. Kroll Map Co.

1. The entire right-of-way of South 146th Street lying between the right-of-way of 16th
Avenue South on the east ar.d the west end of the road segment, with an area of
approximately 23,400 square feet, more or less.

2. The entire right-of-way of 25th Avenue South lying betwesn the right-of-way of South
148th Street on the north and the right-of-way of South 150th Street on the south, with an
area of approximately 26,850 square feet, more or less.

3. The entire right-of-way of 28th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
152nd Street on the northand south end of the road segment. with an areu of approximately
30.760 square feet. more or less. [Note: This segment does not appear on the City's list.
The City's list. however, does include a segment named *27th Place South™ with a smaller
area. This road segment does not appear on our Kroll Maps.]

4. The entire right-of-way of 16th Avenue South lying between the right-of-wav of South
146th Street on the north and the right-of-way of South 154th Street on the south, with an
area of approximately 132,800 square feet, more or less. [Notes: 1) less the right-of-way of
State Route 518; 2) if not already vacated: 3) south end may have already been partially
vacaied as a result of the relocation of South 154th Street]

5. The entire right-of-way of South 192nd Street lying between the right-of-way of 16th
Avenue South on the west and the east end of the road segment. with an area of
approximatety 39.600 square feet, more or less. [Note: if not already vacated]

6. The entire right-of-way of 16th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
198th Street on the north and the right-of-way of South 200th Street on the south, less
crossing(s), with an area of approximately 17.240 square feet, more or less.

7. The entire right-of-way of 16th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
200th Street on the north and the right-of-way of South 208th Sireet on the south, less
crossing(s), with an area of approximately 92,000 square feet, more or less.

8. The entire right-of-way of 15th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of State
Route 509 on the north and the right-of-way of South 200th Street on the south, less
crossing(s), with an area of approximately 47,130 square feet, more or less. [Note: Road has
shared boundaries, portions to go to Highline Schoo! District & Washington State
Department of Transportation. ]
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9. The entire right-of-way of 15th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
200th Street on the north and the right-of-way of South 201st Street on the south. with an
area of approximately 6.000 square feet. more or less. [Note: Road has shared boundaries. a
portion {0 go to privale property owner.]

10. The entire right-of-way of 15th Place South lying between the right-of-way of South
197th Street on the north and the right-of-way of South 198th Street on the south, with an
area of approximately 12,000 square feet, more or less.

11a. The entite right-of-way of 14th Avenue South Iving between the right-of-way of South
196th Street on the north and the right-of-way of South 198th Street on the south. less
crossing(s), with an area of approximately 28,980 square feet, more or less.

11b. The entire right-of-way of 13th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
196th Street on the north and the right-of-way of South 197th Street on the south. with an
area of approximately 8,490 square feet. more or less. [Note: Road has shared boundaries. a
portion to go to private property owner.]

12. The entire right-of-way of South 196th Place lying between the centerline of the right-
of-way of 13th Avenue South on the west and the right-of-way of 15th Avenue South on the
east. with an area of approximately 28.850 square feet. more or less. [Note: Road has shared
boundaries, a portion to go to Washington State Department of Transportation. ]

13. The entire right-of-way of South 197th Street lying between the centerline of the right-
of-way of 13th Avenue South on the west and the east end of the road segment, with an area
of approximately 45,300 square feet, more or less.

14. The entire right-of-way of South 198th Street lying between the west edge of the right-
of-way of the parallel allev between 13th/14th Avenues South on the west and the east end of
the road segment(west of 16th Ave. S.), with an area of approximately 30.960 square feet.
more or less.

15. The entire right-of-way of South 199th Street lying between the centerline of the right-
of-way of 15th Avenue South on the west and the east end of the road segment(west of 16th
Ave. 8.}, with an area of approximately 20,400 square feet, more or less.

16. The entire right-cf-way of South 201st Street lying between the right-of-way of 15th
Avenue South on the west and the east end of the road segmem(west of 16th Ave. S.), with
an area cf approximately 15.93C square feet, more or less. [Note: Road has shared
boundaries, a portion to go to private property owner.]

17. The entire right-of-way of South 202nd Street lying between the west edge of the right-
of-way of the paralle] alley between 15th/16th Avenues South on the west and the east end of
the road segment (west cf 16th Ave. S.), with an area of approximately 12,270 square feet.
more or less.
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18. The entire right-of-way of South 204th Street lying between the west edge of the right-
of-way of the parallel alley between 15th/16th Avenues South on the west and the right-of-
way of 18th Avenue South on the east. with an area of approximately 48,600 square feet.
more or less.

19. The entire right-of-way of South 205th Place lying between the right-of-way of 16th
Place South on the west and the right-of-way of 18th Avenue South on the east, with an area
of approximately 22,950 square feet, more or less.

20. The entire right-of-way of South 206th Street lying between the west edge of the right-
of-vray of the parallel alley between 15th/16th Avenues South on the west and the righi-of-
way of 16th Place South on the east, with an area of approximately 14,750 square feet, more
or less.

21. The entire right-of-way of South 207th Street lying between the west edge of the right-
of-way of the paralle] alley between 15th/{6th Avenues South on the west and the east end of
the road segment (west of 16th Ave. S.), with an area of approxtmately 11.615 square feet.
more or less.

22. The entire right-of-way of the north/south Alley parallel to and between 13th & 14th
Avenues South Iving between the right-of-way of South 196th Street on the north and the
right-of-way of South 198th Street on the south, less crossing(s), with an area of
approximately 6.495 square feet. more or less. [Note: Road has shared boundaries. a portion
to go to private property owner.]

23. The entire right-of-way of the north/south Alley paralle! 1o and between 14th & 15th
Avenues South lying between the right-of-way of South 196th Street on the north and the
right-of-way of South 198th Street on the south. less crossing(s), with an area of
approximately 8,745 square feet, more or less.

24. The entire right-of-way of the north/south Alley paralle! to and between 15th & 16th
Avenues South lying between the right-of-way of South 198th Street on the north and the
right-of-way of South 200th Street on the south, less crossing(s), with an area of
approximately 6,465 square feet, more or less.

25a. The entire right-of-way of the north/south Alley parallel to and between 15ith & 16th
Avenues South lying between the righi-of-way of South 200th Sireet on the north and the
right-of-way of South 201st Street on the south, less crossing(s), with an area of
approximately 3,000 square feet, more or less.

25b. The entire right-of-way of the north/south Alley paralle! to and between 15th & 16th
Avenues South lying between the right-of-way of South 201st Street on the north and the
right-of-way of South 208th Street on the south, less crossing(s), with an area of
approximately 15.075 square feet. more or less. {Note: Road has shared boundaries, a
portion to go to private property owner.}
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26. The entire right-of-way of 18th Avenue South lying between the righi-of-way of South
200th Street on the north and the right-of-way of South 208th Street on the south. with an
area of approximately 77,390 square feet, more or less. {Note: Road has shared boundaries.
a portion to go to Washington State Department of Transportation. }

27. The entire nght-of-way of 17th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
200th Street on the north and the south end of the road segment, with an area of
approximately 38,845 square feet, more or less,

28. The entire right-of-way of 22nd Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
208th Stree: on the south and the north end of the road segment, with an area of
approximately 48,330 square feet, more or less. [Note: Road has shared boundaries. a
portion to go to City of SeaTac.]

29. The entire right-of-way of 19th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
200th Street on the north and the south end of the road segment. with an area of
approximately 8,000 square feet, more or less. [Note: Road has shared boundaries. a portion
to go to Washington State Department of Transportation.]

30. The entire right-of-way of 16th Place South lying between the right-of-way of South
205th Place on the north and the right-of-way of South 206th Street Ln the south, with an area
of approximately 8,250 square feet, more or less.

31 The entire right-of-way of 24th Avenue South lying between the north end of the road
segment (north of S. 194th St.) and the south end of the road segment (south of S. 196th 5t.),
with an area of approximately 50,900 square feet, more or less.

32. The entire right-of-way of South 194th Street lying between the right-of-way of 24th
Avenue South on the west and the right-of-way of 28th Avenue South on the east. with an
area of approximately 69,760 square feet, more or less.

*3. The entire right-of-way of South 195th Street lying between the right-of-way of 24th
Avenue South on the west and the right-of-way of 27th Avenue South on the east, with an
area of approximately 50,275 square feet, more or less.

34, The entire right-of-way of South 196th Street lying between the right-of-way of 24th
Avenue South on the west and the east end of the road segment, with an area of
approximately 38,900 square feet, more or less.

35. The enure right-of-way of 26th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
195th Street on the north and the right-of-way of South 196th Stre<t on the south, with an
area of approximately 13,200 square feet, more or less.
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36. The entire right-of-way of 26th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
197th Street on the north and the right-of-way of South 200th Street on the south, with an
area of approximately 52.250 square feet. more or less.

37. The entire right-of-way of South 197th Street lying between the right-of-way of 26th
Avenue South on the west and the east end of the road segment. with an area of
approximately 3,035 square feet, more or less.

38. The entire right-of-way of South 164th Street lying between the right-of-way of 12th
Avenue South on the west and the east end of the road segment. with an area of
approximately 10,000 square feet, more or less.

39. The entire right-of-way of South 176th Street lying between the nght-of-way of 12th
Avenue South on the west and the east end of the road segment. with an area of
approximately 16,800 square feet. more or less. [Note: if not already vacated)

40. The entire right-of-way of South 158th Street lying west of the boundary between

Sections 21 and 22 (Township 23 North, Range 4 East) on the east and the west end of the :
road segment. with a length of approximately 450 feet and with an area of approximately |
15,450 square feet, more or less. ‘

41. The entire right-of-way of 22nd Avenue South lying between rhe right-of-way of South b
146th Street on the north and South 150th Street on the south. with an area of approximately !
74,760 square feet, more or less. [Note: The Kroll map does not indicate this remains as a

platted street; to be verified with County Assessor's office. Area is an approximate estimate.]

9807278011

42. The entire right-of-way of South 150th Street lying between the right-of-way of 20th
Avenue South on the east and the west end of the road segment (approximately the west side
of 22nd Avenue South), with an area of approximately 39,600 square feet. more or less.
[Note: The Kroll map does not indicate this remains as a platted street: to be verified with
County Assessor’s office. Area is an approximate estimate.]

43. The entire right-of-way of South 170th Street lying between the right-of-way of 12th .
Avenue South on the west and the east end of the road segment, with an area of
approximately 26,250 square feet, more or less. (This is the airport viewpoint park access :
road. [Note: The Kroll map does not indicate this remains as a platted street: to be verified ?
with County Assessor's office. Area is an approximate estimate. ]

44. The entire right-of-way of 14th Avenue South lying between the nght-of-way of South
168th Street (if extended) on the north and the right-of-way of South 171st Street (if
extended) on the south. with an area of approxiraately 48,000 square feet, more or less.
[Note: The Kroll map does not indicate this remains as a platted street; 10 be verified with
County Assessor’s office. Area is an approximate estimate.]
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45. The entire right-of-way of 27th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
194th Street on the north and the south end of the road segment, with an area of
approximately 9,000 square feet. more or less.

46. The entire right-of-way of South 195th Place lying west of a line approximately 190 -
200 feet west of the right of way of 28th Avenue South on the east and the end of the road
segment on the west, with an area of approximately 6.350 square feet, more or less.

[Note: Items 47 - 72 reflect street vacations related to 3rd Runway development.]

47. The entire right-of-way of South 150th Street lying between the right-of-way of Des
Moines Memorial Drive and SR-518 on the west and 12th Avenue South on the east. with an
area of approximately 27,900 square feet, more or less.

48. The entire righi-of-way of 12th Avenue South lying between the vicinity of the SR-518
right-of-way on the north and the south end of the road segment, with an area of
approximately 20.700 square feet, more or less.

49. The entire right-of-way of 12th Avenue South lying between South 152nd Street (if
extended) on the north and the south end of the road segment, including the separated road
segment to the south, with an area of approximately 44,100 square feet. more or less.

50. The entire right-of-way of 9th Place South lying between the right-of-way of 10th
Avenue South on the north and the right-of-way of South 156th Street on the south, with an
area of approximately 30,900 square feet. more or less.

51. The entire right-of-way of 10th Avenue South lying between the north end of the road
segment and the right-of-way of South 156th Street on the south. with an area of
approximately 47,925 square feet, more or iess.

52. The entire right-of-way of South 156th Street lying between the west end of the road
segment and the right-of-way South 156th Way on the east, with an area of approximately
21.900 square feet, more or less.

53. The entire right-of-way of South 157th Place lying between the right-of-way of Des
Moines Memorial Drive on the west and the right-of-way South 156th Way on the sast, with
an area of approximately 39,650 square feet, more or less.

54. The entire right-of-way of 9th Avenue South lying between the north end of the road
segment and the right-of-way of South 160th Street on the south, with an area of
approximately 13,950 square 1eet, more or less.
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S5. The entire right-of-way of South 160th Street lying between the right-of-way of Des
Moines Memorial Drive on the west and the right-of-way of 12th Avenue South on the east,
with an area of approximately 81,000 square feet. inore or less.

56. The entire right-of-way of 12th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
156th Way on the north and the right-of-way of South 176th Street on the south, with an area
of approximately 367,140 square feet, more or less.

57. The entire right-of-wa; of 9th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
160th Street on the north and the south end of the road segment, with an area of
approximately 18,000 square feet, more or less.

58. The entire right-of-way of 8th Avenue South lying between the north end of the road
segment (in the vicinity of South 162nd/163rd Streets, if extended) and the south end of the
road segment (in the vicinity of South 170th Street, if extended), with an area of
approximately 115,650 square feet, more or less. [Note: A small portion may go to WSDOT]

59. The entire right-of-way of South 166th Place lying between the right-of-way of I 1th
Avenue South on the west and the right-of-way of 12th Avenue South on the east, with an
area of approximately 16,400 square feet, more or iess.

60. The entire right-of-wayv of South 167th Place lying between the west end of the road
segment and the right-of-way of 12th Avenue South on the east, with an area of
approximately 6,720 square feet, more or less.

61. The entire right-of-way of South 168th Street lying between the west end of the road
segment and the right-of-way of 12th Avenue South on the east. with an area of
approximately 34,080 square feet, more or less.

62. The entire right-of-way of 10th Avenue South lying between the north end of the road
segment and the right-of-way of South 168th Street on the south. with an area of
appreximately 14,350 square feet, more or less.

63. The entire right-of-way of 11th Avenue South lying between the right-of-way of South
166th Place on the north and the right-of-way of South 168th Street on the south, with an area
of approximately 24,000 square feet, more or less.

64. The entire right-of-way of 8th Place South lying between the right-of-way of South
168th Street on the north and the right-of-way of South 170th Street on the south, with an
area of approximately 42,800 square feet, more or less.

65. The entire right-of-way of South 170th Street lying between the right-of-way of 8th
Place South on the west and the right-of-way of 12th Avenue South on the east, with an area
of approximately 33,500 square feet, more or less.
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66. The entire right-of-way of South 171st Street lying between the west end of the road
segment and the right-of-way of 12th Avenue South on the east, with an area of
approximately 30,300 square feet. more or less.

67. The entire right-of-way of South 173rd Street lying between the west end of the road
segment and the right-of-way of 12th Avenue South on the east, with an area of
approximately 27,350 square feet, more or less.

68. The entire right-of-way of South 173rd Place lying between the west end of the road
segment and the right-of-way of 12th Avenue South on the east, with an area of
approximately 10,500 square feet, more or less.

69. The entire right-of-way of South 174th Street lving between the west end of the road
segment and the right-of-way of 12th Avenue South on the east, with an area of
approximately 30,360 square feet, more or less.

70. The entire right-of-way of South 176th Street lying between the right-of-way of SR-509
on the west and the right-of-way of 12th Avenue South on the east, with an area of
approximately 22,980 square feet, more or less. [Note: A small portion may go to WSDOT]

71. The entire right-of-way of South 168th Street lying be:ween the right-of-way of SR-509
on the west and the right-of-way of 8th Avenue South on the east, with an area of
approximately 15,000 square feet, more or less. [Note: A small portion may go 1o WSDOT)

72. The entire right-of-way of South 164th Street lying between the righi-of-way of Des
Moines Memorial Drive on the west and the right-of-way of 8th Avenue South on the east.
with an area of approximately 13,050 square feet, more or less.

Total area to be vacated = approximately 2,612,805 square feet (60.0 acres).

[Note: The calculated area is an approximate upper bound in that some areas which may
already be vacated are included. Private roads and areas that would become the property of
other parties are not included, however. The calculated area could change either upwards or
downwards once proper surveys are carried out.]
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Additionaj Notes:

The notation "if not already vacated" refers (o notations on Kroll maps indicating that the
roads segment was “to be vacated”. Status of these roads needs to be verified, and they
should be deleted from the vacation request if vacation has already occui-e~.

The following road segments are believed to have already been vacated. ... status needs to
be verified & they should be added to the vacation request if vacation has not aiready
occurred:

-~ 15th Place South, north of South 197th St.

-- 25th Avenue South and associated South 197th Street, north of South 200th Sireet

-- ltems 41, 42, 43, and 44 on the list -

The following road segments are believed to be private roadways for which vacation is not
required. Their status needs to be verified & they should be added the vacation request if
vacation is required and has not already occurred:

-- 16th Court South, near 16th Avenue South and South 208th Street

-- South 204th Street, west of 24th Avenue South

-- South 206th Place, west of 22nd Avenue South

-- 22nd Place South, nosth of South 208th Street

-- South 154th Place, west from the vicinity of 12th Avenue South

-- South 158th Street, west from [12th Avenue South

-- Oth Place South, south from South 157th Place

-- 10th Place South, south from South 157th Place

-- South 172nd Street, west from 12th Avenue South

Not included in this list are any areas which will require vacation as part of the relocation of
S.154th Streev'S.56th Way to accommodate runway safety areas and the third runway

Not included in this list are any streets in the Cities of Des Moines or Burien.

Not included in this list are any streets within the North SeaTac Park area which are to be
vacated under the existing agreements among the Port, City of SeaTac, and King County.

Not included in this list are any streets in commercial areas which may be acquired for RPZ
purposes or in any residential or commercial areas which may be acquired as part of an
approach/transition area buyout.

No adjustment is included for any streets or other public access that may be dedicated back to
the City of SeaTac as part of Master Plan development.

Future status of South 176th Street bridge over SR-509 and South 168th Stree: roadway
under SR-509 has not been determined/included.
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EXHIBIT D |

MATERIAL HAULING PROVISIONS FOR PORT HAUL PROJECTS

1. Operating Conditions and Standards. The following permit conditions apply to Port Haul
Projects, including the material hauling for the third runway and the Runway 34R Safety Area Project. The Port

and its contractors shall not piecemeal projects or components of projects in order to avoid the terms of this
Agreement.

i1 Access Routes and Hours. Approved maximum number of one-way trips per hour
(#):

Davtime A 6:00 A.M. - 8:00 AM.
South 188th west of tunne! (45)

South 188th between SR99/tunnel (18)
South 188th east of SR99 (6)

SR99 south of South 188th (6)

SR99 north of Scuth 188th (6)

Daytime B_8:00 A.M. - 3:30 P.M.
South 188th west of tunnel (45)

South 188th between SR99/tunnel (30)
South 188th east of SR99 (12)

SR99 south of South 188th (12)

SR99 north of South 188th (6)
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Evening A 3:30 PM. - 5:30 PM.

No lane closures

South 188th eastbound, west of tunnel (18)
South 188th westbound, west of tunne] (45)
South 188th between SR99/tunnel (18)
South 188th east of SR99 (6)

SR99 south of South 188th (6)

SR99 north of S. 188th (6)

Evening B_5:30 P.M. - 6:00 A.M.
South 188th west of tunnel (43)

South 188th between SR9%/tunnel (30)
South 188th east of SR99 (6)

SR99 south of South 188th (12)

SR99 north of S. 188th (12)

i.1.1 Exception. The Port will include in its bid documents notice that for
South 188th Street east of SR 99 the number of trips per hour may be increased or decreased t¢ accommodate
school events. The Port and the City will mutually agree in writing upon the changes in hours.

1.1.2 Changes to Hours or Routes. The contractor may request to modify,
change, or propose other aiternatives for the hours of cperation or route for the hauling operation. Approval of
this request will be at the discretion of the Public Works Director.

440)1 1DIR20 AGA722MT
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1.2 Uniformed Gfficers/Certified Flagger/Enforcement Officer. The Port/City will
monitor the contractor for compliance with state and local traffic regulations: (1) the City will notify the Port if
a safety issue arises (including the frequency of trucks on routes in excess of permit; (2) the Port will take
reasonable steps to promptly address the safety issues; (3) if the safety issue is not corrected reasonably
promptly, the City may exercise discretion to assign a uniformed officer to enforce safety regulations, including
overweight enforcement; and (4) if the City assigns a uniformed officer to enforce safety regulations, the Port
will reimburse the City for its costs up to $25,000 per year for each officer assigned, not to exceed 375,000
cumulatively during any calendar year for all projects subject to this Agreement. Reimbursement for time will
include field work only and will not include court and/or administrative time.

1.3 Truck Scales. The Port has purchased portable scales and will provide them to the
City for its use in weighing the trucks hauling material to ensure they are not exceeding their licensed weight
limit. The City wi!l be responsible for operation, maintenance, and certification of ibe scales.

i4 informaticn Line. The Port will maintain an informational and complaint hot line,
advertised within the community, for airfield construction activity including the 3rd runway. The City may refer
telephone inquiries it receives to the hot line for handling, and the Port may refer hot line inquiries about City
services to the City for handling. The Port and the City will exchange periodic call reports, at least once per
month, unless a more or less frequent reporting is mutually agreed upon, describing the number of hot line
complaints received from residents and businesses by jurisdiction, identifying the nature of the complaints, and
summarizing the information provided to the callers. The City will provide the Port information about City
services that may be useful to the Port in handling telephone inquiries.

1.5 Construction BMPs; Public Right of Way Cleaning. The Port and City hereby
approve and adopt the Construction Best Management Practices and the City" "Standard Permit Conditions”
(collectively "Haul BMPs") attached to this Agreement in Attachment D-1 for Port Haul Projects. The Hau!
BMPs shall be included as part of the construction and hauling contract and include requirements that the
inbound and outbound haul routes on City streets will be kept clean and free of hauling debris from the project
at all times, and that the contractor shail clean storm drainage systems along the haul routes within the City when
sc directed by the Director of Public Waorks or his/her designee.

1.6 Covered Loads. The contractor will have the option to implement the attached
borrow site BMPs. 1f the contractor chooses not to implement the borrow site BMPs, then the City’s Director of
Public Works, at his'her discretion, may require the contractor to cover ali loads.

1.7 Noise Ordinance. When working at night, the contractor shall provide a plan of
operation to insure compliance with the attached noise BMPs. In particular, the plan shall address the truck
bachup alarms. If hauling operations cannot comply with the noise these noise BMPs, then the contractor will be
required to apply for a variance to the City and the Port and not haul at night until a veriance is granted.

1.8 Road Repairs. This paragraph sets forth the method to determine the Port’s
compensation to the City for direct and proportional impacts to City streets caused by material hauling for
projects subject to this Agreement. Payment of these fees by the Port is intended to compensate the City for the
cost of repairs during the haul and returning City streets io their pre-haui condition as identified in the
Repair/Replacement Strategy described below. The Port and the City will mutually agree upon the selection of 2

consuliant that will conduct the following tasks:
i.8.1 Background Assessment.

e Perform a visual condition survey, using standard Washington Staie
Department of Transportation methodology to establish the type,
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severity and amount of distress evident on the surface of the sireets
used for the haul.

e Conduct nondestructive testing on all travel lanes. Tests will be
conducted at 50 foot intervals on streets ¥4 mile in length and at 100
foot intervals on streets longer than Y% mile.

s Determine pavement structure through either a review of records or 1
by taking one core sample every 500 feet per lane to identify the i
components of the cross-section of the street.

»  Estimate past, present, and future average daily trips broken down by
percentage and classification of vehicle types. Analyze and compare
these totals with the projected number and type of trucks io be used
for Port Haul Projects and the routes to the airport. If existing traffic
information is not available from the City, the traffic will be
estimated in terms of equivalent single axle loads using the AASHTO
design equations.

1.8.2 Analysis. The background assessment information wilt he used by the
consultant to determine and make recommendations to the Port and City as follows:

®  The life of the pavement with normal traffic conditions and with
trucks associated with the haul using AASHTO Guide for Design of ]
Pavement Structures, 1993 methodology (Attachment D-2). & :

e Options for effective methods(s) to preserve or restore the pavement

89807278011

Port.

e A pavement condition index that will idemtify:

#¢  the loss in pavement life determined in years as a result of
Port Haul Projects subiect to this Agreement;

hd the thickness in inches of asphalt concrete overiay required to
return the pavement to its pre-haul condition or for repairs
during the haul;

**  the construction costs for repairs during the haul and partial or
full overlays required to retumn the pavement 1o its pre-haul
condition;

**  when repairs during the hau! should be made or an overlay or
partial overlay should be applied to retumn the road in its
pre-haul condition; :

®¢  appropriate timing for when such work should be performed.

1.8.3 Mainienance/Repair Strategy. Prior to commencing any Port Haul
Project, the Port and City shall agree upon the work, timing and costs of repair or replacement of City streets
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affected by the Port Haul Projects ("Repair/Replacement Strategy™), based upon the background assessment and
analysis done under 9 1.8.1 and .8.2. The parties agree that depending upon the findings of the pavement
condition index, certain road damage occurring during the haul period may require prompt repair. Repairs made
during the haul, but which are not part of the Repair/Replacement Strategy agreed to prior to the start of the
haul, will not be the responsibility of the Port. The Port will be responsible for fiiling potholes occurring during
the haul which will be undertaken at the direction of the Director of Public Works.

The Port and the City will use the following Pavement Condition Index (PC]) and the Pavement
Conditions Rating (PCR) as one of the tools to jointly develop the Repair/Replacement Strategy. If the number
of truck trips, routes or the types of tricks used for the Port Haul Project .. sevised significantly after agreement
on the Repair/Replacement Strategy, then The Port and City shall reevaluate and agree upon the adjustment to
the Repair/Replacement Strategy using the same methodology as used for the initial strategy.

PCI PCR REPAIR/REPLACEMENT STRATEGY
100 - 86 Excellent Routine maintenance and repairs
85-71 Very Good Routine maintenance and repairs
70 - 56 Good Routine maintenance and overlay
55 -4} Fair Overlay
40 - 26 Poor Overlay or reconstruction
25-11 Very Poor Thick overlay or reconstruction
11-0 Failed Reconstruction

The Port and City agree to use actual percentages of truck trips (adjusted impacts using the ASHTO
methodology which incorporates background traffic and current road conditions) for calculations of impacts on
each lane of traffic associated with haul operations. ihe percentage of use, comparing truck traffic and
background traffic, will be projected for each traffic lane. It is recognized that, using the ASHTO methodology,
impacts to the traffic lanes associated with inbound trucks fully loaded nd outbound trucks that re empty have
different impacts to the roads. The percentage of impact will be assessed for each lane of waffic. Shoulders and
turn lanes, adjacent to the traffic lanes. will be included in the calculation of the total impact. The impact fee
for the shoulders and turn lane should be calculated based on the average percentage of truck use on all of the
traffic lanes.

1.84 Compensation - Payment of Fees/Repairs. As part of the
Repair/Replacement Strategy, the Port and City will mutually agree as to whether the Pori should compensate the
City in fee payments (lump sum or periodic), perform the road work itself, or 2 combination thereof to
implement the Repair/Replacement Strategy. Funds paid by the Port to the City shall be:

a. held by the City in a separate account or in an established road fund:

b. used solely to repair and/or replace the streets affected by the hau! in accordance with the
parties’ agreed repair/replacement strategy; provided, the City may incorporate the funds and
adjust the timing of work to be part of a lzrger City CIP project which includes the haul routes;
and
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c. refunded to the Port (without interest) to the extent not spent on the parties’ agreed
repair/replacement strategy within five (S) years after completion of the Port's Haul Project for
which the funds were paid.

At the Port’s request, the City within thirty (30) days will document City expenditure of funds paid under this
Agreement.

1.8.5 Time Yalue of Money. In addition to the to be paid under §4 1.8.3 and
1.8.4, the parties recognize that the impacts of the dirt haul may require road repair 10 be done sooner than
anticipated in the City’s TIP and that we City typically repairs all lanes at once. In order to compensate the City
for the cost of repairing the road sooner than anticipated in its TIP, the parties agree that the Port will pay the
City for the increased cost of making improvements to all lanes sooner, which is the time value of this money.
The time value of the money will be calculated as follows: The total cost of improvements to the road will be
multiplied by the total percentage of damage impact for ¢ach individual lane. Then, the Port’s coniribution to
road improvements will be subtracted from the total cost of improvements to the road and multiplied by the
difference in life between the design life and the shortened life as a direct resul: of truck traffic.

1.8.6 Dispute Resolution. Any disagreement regarding the Repair/Replacement
Strategy. including Port compensation or werk, shall be subject to Dispute Resolution under §_3.

1.8.7 Enforcement. The City shall have the right to enforce each permit
through revocation, corrections and penalties to the extent provided in Sections 11.10.130, .190, .290 and .300 of
the City Code as they exist on the date of this Agreement (Attachment D-3).

1.8.8 City Code Compliance. Compliance with the terms of this Agreement
constitutes full compliance by the Port and its contractors with the City’s codes and regulations for Port Haul
Projects, including without limitation permit conditions, fees and performance standards.

2. Fees. The following fees (as described in Section 11.10.100 of the applicable City Code for
Class E permits on the date of this Agreement and attached hereto as Attachment D-4) shall apply to the Port
Hau! Projects during the term of this Agreement:

2.1 Application Fees. 8174 for each haul contractor for a Port Haul Project to be paid at
time of application for permit to cover initial processing, counter service and recordkeeping.

2.2 Application Processing Fees. $83 per application as the "application processing fee"
(i.e. "base” fee) if the Port and City have established the engineering and traffic control plans for that haul as
part of the Repair/Replacement Strategy under §_1.8.3 above; provided. if the individual permit applicant
proposes engineering or traffic contrel not covered by the Repair/Replacement Sirategy, then the tee shall be
$250 per application.

23 Public Works Inspection Fees.

2.3.1 Daily Use Fee. $50 per day for each day of the hau! as "daily use fee"
for the public works inspection fee for inspections occurring during regular business hours (8:00 a.m. -
5:00 p.m.).

2.3.2 Overtime Public Works Inspection. $75 per hour, for 8 minimumn of
two hours per inspection. as the overtime public works inspection fees, not 10 exceed the amount of $3,000 per
year per permit covered by this Agreement.
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2.4 Repair and Replacement Charges. Repair and replacement charges and costs are
part of the Repair/Replacement Strategy to be paid or undertaken by the Port under § 1.8.3 above and are not to
be charged to individual haul contractors.

2.5 Escalation of Fees. The fees set forth in this 2 are those in effect on the date of
this Agreement. The City may increase these fees during the term of this Agreement as part of a general City
fec revision for right- of-way permits, but in any event the fees charged for Port Hau! Projects shall not be
increased from the amounts stated herein by more than 2% per year during the term of this Agreement.

2.6 Payments. All fees to be paid by each haul contractor shall be bilied and paid
monthly. All fees to be paid by the Port shall be part of the Repair/Replacement Strategy agreed to under

g183

3. Dispute Resclution. I any disagreement or dicpute arises regarding interpretation or

application of the this Exhibit D, then the dispute shall be resolved through the Dispute Resolution procedures set
forth in Section 11.1 of the Interiocal Agreement.

4 Conflict in Provistons. If a conflict exists between the specific Best Management Practices as
contained in the text of this Exhibit or Attachment D-1, the parties shall comply with both to the extent possible,
but if not possible, then the text of this Exhibit shall control over any conflict with Attachment D-1, and any
conflict within Atachment D-] shail be conirolled by the "Construction Best Management Practices” over the
City's standard permit conditions.

ATTACHMENTS:

Atachment D-1 - Haul BMPs: Construction Best Management Practices and City's Standard Permis
Conditions

Attachment D-2 - AASHTO Guide for Design of Pavement Structures, 1993 Methadology

Attachment D-3 - Excerpts of Applicable City Codes on Date of Agreement

Attachment D-4 - Excerpts of Applicable City Fees on Date of Agreement
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ATTACHMENT D-1

HAUL BMPS; CONSTRUCTION BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES
AND CITY’S STANDARD PERMIT CONDITIONS

Attachment D-1
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City of SeaTac Material Haul - Best Management Practices
for Haul Projects Over 100,000 Cubic Yards

The 1997 permit issued to Segale for the Runway 34R safety area project does not include the
following best management practices ()BM‘Ps). Segale will be encouraged but not mandated to
incorporate these BMPs into their 1997 work. Specific items that will be discussed with Segale
include deSI?nation of areas where Jake Brakes can be used, frequency of storm drain cleaning,
planned haul route sweeping practices, identification of dust control measures, timing of removal
of temporary erosion control measures, and identification of contractor fueling areas.

Permit conditions that focus on safety, including spillage and storm drain cleaning, that requires
prompt attention will be the responsibility of the Port. If the City of SeaTac is contacted
regarding spillage or storm drain problems, the City of SeaTac will immediately contact the Port.
If the Port does ot promptly respond, the City can perform the work and be reimbursed for their
work by the Port and/or Contractor.

The following construction management practices are typically included in the Port of Seattle’s
contract specification. It is anticipated that this listing would be included in the requests for bids
such that contractors wiil be obligated to comply.

A. The Port will monitor all off-site loading operations, haul routes, and on-site operations to
ensure compliance with all applicable mitigation ﬁrowsxons. The Port will take all necessary
steps to enforce compliance and correct noncompliance promptly upon its discovery.

B. The Contractor will be required to identify and assign a Haul Route Supervisor. The Haul
Route Supervisor shall be a supervisory person, well-trained, and experienced in handling
excavated materials both with “on-highway” and “off-highway” equipment. The Haul Route
Supervisor shall be completely familiar with the approved haul routes. The Haul Route
Sp;;eryisor shall document all activities and answer all complaints regarding spillage, traffic
violations, property damage claims, safety, equipment breakdowns, anc_ the ierms and
conditions of required bonds and permits. ~The Haul Route Supervisor will be a full-time
employee dedicated to this project, understanding that this person may have other project
duties as well. The responsibilities may be shared with other project personnel provided the
above-stated qualifications are satisfied.

C. The Contractor will be required to maintain documentation concerning its activities. The
Contractor will maintain project records concerning fill material borrow site and haul routes.
Before any material is loaded at the fill material source borrow site, the Contractor shall
submit the following information: (a) Haul Route to the site and return. (b) Copies of permits,
agreements, or letter of undersianding from regulatory & encies, towns, cities, or other
ﬁnvqmmengal entities. (¢ ) Description, owner, vehicle number, and license number of each

auling vehicle. (d) Each vehicle operator’s name and driver’s license number.

D. Vehicles delivering materials to or hauling material, shall access the site from [io be inserted]
via the contractor’s access route. These Toutes and & specific contractor hauling plan will be
reviewed b%}the Port and approved prior to implementation. When reviewing requested haul
routes, the Port will consider the potential impacts on traffic congestion, roadway conditions,
impacts on neighboring properties, and other relevant factors. Based on this consideration,
and in consultation with other jurisdictions (such as WSDOT and adjacent cities), the Port
ma?' apce%t or reject proposed haul routes or i;nlpose conditions on the use of haul routes,
including hours of o(reratmg and number of vehicles permitted to use the route. The hauling
vehicle shall proceed to the project site via the agproved haul route. Any deviation from the

approved haul route shall be approved by the Haul Route Supervisor and the Port.
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City of SeaTac Material Haul - Best Management Practices
for Haul Projects Over 100,000 Cubic Yards

E. The Contractor shall provide an asphalt or concrete paved drive for haul truck access to and
exit from the construction site. This paved/concrete drive, in conjunction with a rock run-out
area, should be 500-1,000 feet continuous from connection to public roads or the project site.

F. Contractors will be required to maintain and repair all equiﬁment in a manner that reasonably
minimizes adverse environmental impacts, such as air pollution, nose, and entrainment of
dust. Contractors will be required to maintain mnimum freeboard, consistent with
Washiugton State Department o Trans¥ortation requirements, on all hauling trucks with
continuous monitoring for compliance. The Haul Route Supervisor will ensure that all haul
vehicies have effeciive mufflers at_all times and that jake Brakes are not used <xcept in
specifically designated areas. The City of SeaTac Public Works Director or his’her designee
will participate 1n designating areas for use of Jake Brakes.

G. The vehicle operator shall conform to ali agreed upon ﬁf)erational procedures established by
the site operator and the Contractor. The piocedure shall include but not be limited to, traffic
control, turn-outs, turn-arounds, queue time, truck washing facilities, gate security, etc. The
contractor will provide all ﬂa%gm%, SI%]Q, lighting, etc., as required by the apghcable
jurisdiction (including City of SeaTac, King County, State of Washington or the Port of
Seattle) to provide all reasonable safety measures to protect all persons using the roads The
contractor shall obey all vehicular weight and speed limits established by the agghcable
jurisdiction. Flagging, si%ns and all traffic control devices shall conform to WAC -155-
300, -05, -310 and -313 and specific regulation or requirements of the City of SeaTac.
Flaggers must meet the requirements of the State of Washington, Department of Labor and
Industries (WAC 296-155-305). All workers engaged in flagging or traffic control shall wear
reflective vests and hard hats. ‘Contractors will use truck scales or loading equipment scales
at borrow sites to ensure compliance with legal load limits.
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The local jurisdiction may notify the Port if a safety issue arises, and subsequent to the Port
and Contractor taking reasonable steps to promptly address the safety issues, may assign a
uniformed officer to enforce safety regulations, including overweight vehicle enforcement.

The Contractor shall appoint cne employee as the responsible representative in charge of
traffic control and safety. The appointed representative shall have authority to act on behaif
of the Contractor and shall be available, on call, twenty-four hours a day throughout the
period of construction for the Contract. A twenty-four hour phone number shall be ?rovxded
to the Port of Seattle for use in case of an off-hour emergency. The Contractor shall provide
immediate response to correct any and all deficiencies upon notification and keep a log of the
response and actions taken to address deficiencies.

H. The contractor shall continuously sweep and wash-down access routes to the construction
areas and existing adjacent gaving areas. These areas shall be kept free of debris at all times.
Sediment shall be removed from mw:e%}’ shoveling or sweeping and be transporied and place
within the fill area. Coordinate the sediment disposal area with the Port of Seattle. Strest
washing shal! be allowed only after sediment has been removed. The contractor shall flush
and clean storm drainage systems along the haul route within 1,000 feet of the site when so
directed by the Port. Water may be used for dust control gurposes rovided that runoff does
not discharge directly into a receiving stream. The City of SeaTac ublic Works Director or
his/her designee will participate in planning for the frequency of sweeping and identification of
sediment disposal areas.
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City of Seal'ac Material Haul - Best Management Practices
for Haul Projects Over 100,000 Cubic Yards

1. Any damage (including lane striping and lane turtles) along the contractor access’haul routes
due to the contraciors use for this project shall be repaired immediately. At the completion of
the prject, all pavements and surfaces along the access routes that were existing &t the start
of the project shall be restored to their original condition or fees paid in lieu of repairs 8s ';
agreed by the Port and local jurisdiction. The contractor shall repair any damage to the haul !
road due to their operations. The contractor shall coordinate and meet the cicaning and repair
requirements set by other putlic agencies for use of their roads for Sea-Tac Airport related
work. Existing pavements, facilities, utilities, or equipment which are damaged shall be
replaced or reconstructed to original strength and appearance at the Contractor’s expense.
The Contractor shall take immediate action to replace any damaged facilities and equipment
and reconstruct any damaged area which is to remain in service.

3. The contracior shall keep a vacuum sweeper truck and a water truck on site &t all times durin,
the working and non-working hours and shall maintain the site free from dust an
objectionable debris. During the periods of time that there is no construction activity Ge,
between work shifts), the water truck must be ready with on-site contracior’s personnel
available to respond immediately to a dust problem, as identified by Airport Cperations staff
or the Port Engineer. At no time shall there be more than a 20 minute response time to calls
concerning dust/debris problems during work hours and a 90-minute response time at all other
tomes on a 24-hour eger dﬁy basis. The Contractor’s method for dust comtroi will be
continuously monitored and if the method is not controliing the dust to the satisfaction of the
Port, the Contractor will be required to improve the method or utilize 8 new method at no
additional cost to the Port. The City of SeaTac Public Works Director or his/her designee will

participate in planning for the method of dust control. ? '
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The contractor shall provide whatever means are necessary to prevent foreign object debris
(FOD) in aircraft movement areas on a 24-hour basis. Trucks and equipment shall have all
loose dirt, rocks, and other materials removed when accessing the Airport Operations Area or
when leaving the work area and using public roads. They will be continuously monitored by
the Port and if the Contractor’s method is not adequate, the Contractor will be required to
improve their method or utilize 2 new method at no additional cost to the Port.

The Contractor shall provide truck washes, rumble strips, stabilized construction entrances,
shakers or whatever means are necessary to prevent any foreign material from being deposited
on public roads.

When Airport roadways and public highways are used in connection with construction under
this contract, the Contractor shall remove all debris cluttering the surfaces of such roadways. :
Trucks and equipment shall have all accumulated dirt, mud, rocks, and debris removed before .
accessing the site and when Jeaving the work area. Loads shali be struck flush and secured to
prohibit loss of material. If spillage occurs, such roadways shall be swept clean immediately
after such spillage to allow for safé operation of vehicles as determined by the Port of Seattle.
If the Contractor is negli%em in cleanup and Port forces are required to perform the work, the
expense of said cleanup shall be paid by the Contractor.
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City of SeaTac Material Haul - Best Management Practices ,
for Eaul Projects Over 100,000 Cubic Yards

K. At all times keep objectionable noise generation to a minimum by: (1) Equip air compressors
with silencing packages. (2) Equip jackhammers with silencers on the air outlet. (3)
Equipment that can be electrically driven instead of gas or, diesel is preferred. If noise levels
on equipment cannot reasonably be brought down to criteria, listed as follows, either the
equipment will not be allowed on the job or use time will have to be scheduled subject to
approval of the Port of Seattle. Objectionable noise received on neighboring (non-Port-
owned) grogemes is defined as any noise exceeding the noise limits of State Regulations
(WAC 173-60-040) or City ordinance, or as any noise causing a public nuisance in residential
area, as determin byrthe Port and community representatives, or by the nuisance provisions
of local ordinances. The noise limitations established are as set forth in the following table

after any applicable adjustments provided for herein are applied:

RECEIVING PROPERTY
Noise Source Resid
ort

Between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. on weekdays and 10:00 p.m. and 9:00 &.m. on
weekends the noise limitations above may be exceeded for any receiving property by no more
than: (a) Five dBA for a total of 15 minutes in any one hour period; or (b) Ten dBA for a
Lotal if S.rréinutes in any one hour period; or (¢ ) 15°dBA for a total of 1.5 minutes in any one

our period. i

within 1,000 feet of residential areas may have additional noise controls required. A City of

In addition to the noise controls specified, demolition and construction activities conducted E
SeaTac variance is required if the Contractor exceeds approved noise limitations. i

L. To minimize pollution emissions, the Contractor shall:
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1. Develop and submit for approval a Contractor Erosion Control Plan (CECP). The CECP
shall inciude all the erosion and sedimentation control features required by: (1) The
project specifications. {2) The Temporary Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan
{TéSC ), (3) Storm Water Management Manual for the Puget Sound Basin (Volumes I
and IT). ~ (4) Regulatory agencies and such additional controls made necessary by the
Contractor’s operation. (5) The King County Surface Water Management Manual.  The
Contractor shall maintain a copy of the CECP and all references at the job site.

2. Designate an experienced Sedimentation and Erosion Control Representative (SEC). The
SEC shall have authority to act on behalf of the Contractor and shall be available, on call,
24 hours a day throughout the period of construction. A 24 hour phone number shall be
provided to the Port of Seattle. The Contractor shall provide immediate response io
correct all deficiencies.

3. Coordinate and schedule the installation of the controls, features, and best management
practices (BMPs) identified in thz Contractor Erosion Controi Pian. Coordinate the
erosion and sedimentation control work with the other contract work in order to provide
continuous erosion and sedimentation control and protection.

4. Maintain the installed BMPs and controls for the duration of the project or as indicated in
the contract documents.

5. Provide periodic inspection and response to ensure that the installed BMPs function
during any and ell siorm events. Contractor shall be responsiblc for erosion and
sedimentation cuntrol 24 hours a day, seven days a week, including holidays.
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City of SeaTac Material Haul - Best Management Practices
for Haul Projects Over 100,600 Cubic Yards

10.

11

12.

Remove all temporary controls at the end of the qojcct or when no longer needed as
determined by the Port of Seattle. The City of SeaTac Public Works Director or his’her
designee will participate in the decision to remove temporary controls.

Conduct project operations in accordance with the State National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permit for storm water discharges associated with
construction activity.

No grading or earthwork shall be started before the CECP is submitted and the Best
Management Practice (BMPs) erosion and sedimentation control items are in place and
functioning. BMPs once installed shall be maintained for the life of the project or until
their erosion and sediment control function has been co;ndpieted. BMPs shall be reriewed
after each major storm event. BMPs shall be maintained during all suspensions of work

and all non-work periods.

Clearing limits, sensitive/critical areas and their buffers, trees, drainage courses, and
wetland areas shall be clearly delineaied in the field. Extreme care shall be taken to
prevent sediment deposition or contamination of the golf course property, wetland arcas,
existin _draina%e courses, or public streets. 1In the event that these areas suffer
degradation in the opinion of the Port of Seattle, the Port Engineer may stop construction
sctivities until the situation is rectiied. BMPs intended as sediment trapping measures
shall be installed and functional before land disturbing activities take place. | rtt)ﬁemes and
waterways downstream shall be protected from erosion due to increases in the volume,
velocity and geak flow rate of storm water from the grcjec_i. site. All temporary on-site
conveyance channels shall be designed, constructed and st.bilized to prevent erosion from
the expected velocity of flow from a 2 year, 24 hour frequency storm for the develop:
condition,. When warranied, application for a Temporary Modification of Water ty
Certification, 401 Permit will be made. All requirements of the permit wiil be adhered to
for the duration of the project.

All temporary erosion and sediment control BMPs shall be removed within 30 days after
final site stabilization is achieved or after the temporary BMPs are no longer needed.
Disturbed soil areas resulting from removal shall be permanently stabilized.

Dewatering devices shall discharge into a sediment trap or sediment pond. Al dpo_llutants
other than sediment that occur on-site during construction shall be handled and disposed
of in a manner that does not contaminate storm water.

A designated maintenance area will be_established for all conmstruction sites with
appropnate goﬂut}on controls. Fueling of Contractor’s equipment will be performed away
from storm drain inlets in areas designated by the Contractor and reviewed by the Port of
Seattle. The Cltr of SeaTac Public Works Director or his’her desggr“ree will participate in
the decision to locate Contractor fueling areas. Extreme care shall be taken to prevent
fuel spills. Contractor’s representative shall be present at all times when equipment is
being fueled. In the event of & spili the Port of Seattle Fire Department shall be called by
way of the Port of Seattle. Place oil absorbent pads and drip pans beneath the vehicle
being fueled and under parked vehicles ﬁgvemiq,(ht and otherwise). Provide and maintain
absorbent materials, shovels, and five gallon buckets at the fueling area for spill cleanup.
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CITY CF SEATAC
: STANDARD PERMIT CCNDITIONS

DDEMNITY AND BOLD HARMLESS: The Permittee agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the City of SeaTac
as provided herein td the maximum extent possible under law. Accordingly, the Permittee agrees for
itself, its successors and assigns to defend all claims, demands, suits and judgenents, inc!uding cast
of defense thereof, for injury to persons, death or property damage which is csused by , arises out
of, or is incidental to Permittees exercise of rights and privileges granted by this permit. The
Permittees obligations under this permit shall include: a) Indemnification for such clainms whether or
not they arise from the sole negligence of either the City of SeaTac or the Permittee, the concurrent
negligence of both parties, ot the negligence of one or more third parties; b) The duty to promptly
accept tender of defense and provide defense to the City of SeaTac at the Permittees own expense: c)
Indemnification of claims made by the Permittees own employees or agents: and d) Waiver of the
Permittees immunity under the industrial insurance provisions of Title 51 RCW, which waiver has been
mutually negotiated by the paities. In the event it is necessary for the ciCy: of SeaTac to incur
atterney's fees, legal expenses or other costs to enforce the provisions of this section, all such
fees, expenses and costs shall be recoverable from the Permittee. In the event it is determined that
RCW 4.24.115 applies to this permit, the Permittee agrees to defend, hold harmless and incemnify the
City of SeaTac to the maximum extent permitted thereunder, and specifically for its negligence
concurrent with that of the City of SeaTac to the Fuil extent of Permittees negligence.

The Permittee, its successors and assigns, is given and granted the right and aur_‘.:c:gity to enter upon
the right-of-way for the purpose of performing the work described in this permit subject to the
requirements and conditions listed below. -

1. A City inspector will be assigned to the project. Permittee is required to notify the City of
Sea7ac Public Works Dept. at 241-1996, 24 bours prior to starting wor¥. Failure to give required
notice will result in assessment of a one hour inspection fee charged against Permittee. This
assessment is in addition to any other remedy availab.e under law or equity which the City may wish
to pursue and shall not be construed as an election of remedies by the City of SeaTac.

2. R11 hard surfaced roads to be jacked or bored. Exceptions will be on a case~by-case basis with
the express permission of the City of SeaTac City Engineer. -

3. One-way traffic and local access shall be mairtained at all times. Sign and traffic controls will
be in accordance with the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices {MUTCD) for streets and highways
(latest edition). Detours and road closures shall be only by the expressed written approval of the
SeaTac City Engineer.

4. It is the responsibility of the Permittee to notify all utility districts and private property
owners when such property is subject to injury or damage through the performance of the work under this
pernit. .

S. After the installation, operation, maintenance or removal of a utility or facility, the Permittee
shall restore all rights of way and public places to the condition which is equivalent in all respects
to the condition they were in before starting work. Rll work to meet the approval of the City
Engineer. In the event that damage of any kind is caused by the Permittee in the course of performing
work authorized by this permit, the Permittee will repair said damage at its sole cost and expense.
Repair work shall begin without delay and continue without interruption until completed. If damage
is extensive, the time allowad for repair will be prescribed by the City.

6. The City may, at any time, do, order or have done any and all work considered necessary to restore
to a safe condition any area left by the Permittee in a condition dangerous to life or property and
upon demand the Fermittee shall pay to the City all costs of such work, materials, etc.

7. 7nfs grant or privilege shall not be deemed or construed to be an exclusive franchise. It does
not prohibit the City from granting other permits or franchise rights of like nature to other public
or private utilities, nor shall it prevent the City from using any of its roads or public places for
any and all public use, or zffact ite Jurisdiction over all sr any part of them. :

8. The City may unilaterally revoke, annul, or terminate, revise or amend this permit without cause

and for any reason including, but not limited to:

2) Permittees failure to comply with any provision, requirement, or regulation herein set forth;

b) Permittees willfui neglect of, or failure to heed or comply with, notices given it; .

€) Permittees facilities are not installed, opertted, or maintained in conformity with conditions
herein set forth;

d) Permittees failure to confora to any applicable law cr regulation as currently exists or may

hereafter be enacted, adopted, ot amended.

9. This permit and any underlying franchise dnes not authorize the cutting of trees with a trunk
diameter grester than four (4) inchas unless authorizetion 1s specafically granted in writing by the
Director of Public Works.

S \arour\eblicwiger ry\uisc\pernit . St
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AASHTO, Guide for
Design of Pavement Structures
1993
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Published by the
American Association of State Highway
and Transportation Officials

444 N. Capitol Streect, N.W,, Suite 249
Washington, D.C. 20001

© Copyright, 1986, 1993 by the Amcrican Assouiztion of State Highway and Tmasporeation
Officlals. AU Righs Reserved. Prirved in the United States of America. This book, or parts
thercof, may act be ruproduced ir; 8Ry forny without written permission uf the publishers.
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RESOLUTIONNO. @

A RESOLUTION of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
Washington adopting a revised Schedule of License Fees, Permit
Fees, and Other Fees ard Charges for City Services.

WHEREAS, the City Council has previously adopted a schedule of license fees, permit
fees znd other fees and charges for City services, most recently amended by Resolution No. 95-
014, and

WHEREAS, since the approval of the fee schedule pursuant to that Resolution, a

number of changes have occurred which prompt revision of the Schedule of Fees, and
WHEREAS, in keeping with the City's intention to provide for fees and charges

reflecting a fair measure of the costs to the City and avoiding unnecessary subsidization of those

costs by the general taxpayers, it is appropriate that the Fee Schedule be periodicaily reviewed

and amended as necessary,

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

WASHINGTON HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:.
Section | The City of SeaTac Schedule of License Fees, Permit Fees, and Other Fees and
Charges for City Services is hereby amended and readopted as set forth on the

attached Exhibit "A”, which is incorporated herein by this reference.

Section 2 This Resolution shall be in full force and effect upon passage and signatures
hereon

Page - |
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' PASSED this __/ Z ¥A day of M 1996 and signed in authentication
thereof on this __/ ; day of M 1996.

CITY OF SEATAC

ATTEST:

- ,,gw.

Yudith L. Cary, City Clerk v

Approved as to Form:

Page - 2




CITY OF SEATAC

SCHEDULE OF LICENSE FEES, PERMIT FEES, AND
OTHER FEES AND CHARGES FOR CITY SERVICES

PUBLIC WORKS:
Right of Way Use Permit Fees
Application Fee
Class A $ 40
Class B $ 7175
Class C Residential less than 30 feet § 50
T2 ClassC $174
S Class C in conjunction with another permit $ 93
L ClassD $ 50
N ClassE $174 _
‘5 Class E in conjunction with another permit $ 93 §
Application Processing Fee ‘
Class A Standard Hourly Rate
Class B Standard Hourly Rate
Class C Residential less than 30 feet Standard Hourly Rate
Class C with .
Engineering plans with drainage facilities $800
Engineering plans without drainage facilities 3213
Resubmittal, each occurrence - base $ 83
Resubmittal, each occurrence - Per Hour Staridard Hourly Rate
Revision to previously approved plans $139%
Class D Standard Hourly Rate
Class E with :
Engineering and traffic control plans $250
Resubmittal, each occurrence - base ¥ 83
Resubmittal, each occurrence - Per Hour Standard Hourly Rate
Rewvision 10 previously approved plans §139
Daily Use Fee
Class A Standard Hourly Rate ,
Class B Standard Hourly Rate i




Class C Construction inspection -
Cost of improvement

$ 0- 30,000 $ 11200+ $62/$1000 Cost %

30,000 - 120,000 $1,162.00 + 27/31000 Cost f

120,001 - or more $3,562.00+ 7/$1000 Cost

Maintenance bond inspection - ‘;

Cost of improvement |

$ 0- 30,000 $ 69+ $9.70/81000 Cost -;

20,001 - 120,000 § 234+ 4.26/5.000 Cost s

120,001 - or more $ 570+ 1.40/31000 Cost ;

Class D Standard Hourly Rate {
Class E - One hour per non-holiday weekday of hauling Standard Hourly Rate

L)
¥4
=
&
N
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House-moving-permit +5-8
TRt 580
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Public Worlis construction permits fees:
A Application review -

1. Initial review: $174
2. Initial review in conjunction
with another permit. 9

B.  Improvement plan review-

1L Engineering plans with drainage facilities: $800
2. Engineering plans without drainage: 3213
3. Resubmittal, each occurrence - Base $ 83
Plus per hour. Standard hourly rate
4 Revision to previously approved plan’ $139

€. Construction insp2ction -
Cost of improvement
s C- 30,000 $ 112+ $62/91000 Cost
30,000 - 120,000 $ 1,162+ 27/31000 Cost |
120,001 - or more §13,562+ 7/$1000 Cost i




D  Maintenance bond inspection -
Cost of improvement

$ 0- 30,000 $ 69+ $9.70/31000 Cost
30,001 - 120,000 $ 234+ 4.20/$1000 Cost
120,001 - or more § 570+ 1.40/$1000 Cost
E.  Code enforcement inspection: . Standard hourly rate
F.  Inspection of electronic devices: Standard hourly rate

Grading penmits fees:
Grading permits 0 - 100 cubic yards $150

Grading permit plan review fees.

;: A The plan review fee shall be calculated by adding the application amounts from Tables 1 and 2;
% maximum plan review fee shall not exceed $20,900.00:
A
A TABLE 1
;,% YOLUME BASE Per100.cu, yds.
101 to 3,000 cu. yds. 3 0.00 $ 14.50
3,001 to 10,000 cu. yds. $ 144.00 3 9.70 |
10,001 10 20, cu. yds. . $ 82400 $ 2.90 ‘
20,001 10 40,000 ¢y, yds. $1,244 .00 $ 0.80 :
40,001 to 80,000 cu. yds. $1,364.00 $ 0.50 {
80,001 cu. yds, and more $1,604.00 5 0.20 ¢
RISTRIBUTED.AREA BASE Rer 100 cu.vds,
Upto | ecre $ 5800 S 27140
210 10 acre $ 12600 s 203.50
11 to 40 acre $ 96600 $ 119.00
41 to 120 acre $ 3,454.00 $ 57.30
121 to 360 acre $ 7,606.00 3 22.70
361 acres and more $11,494.00 $ i160
B Plan revision fee Each occurrence s 80.00
Plus hourly rate Standard hourly rate




Grading permit operation monitoring fees

A The operation monitoring fee shall be calculated by sdding the applicable amount from Annual
Volume Table to an amount equal to $80.00 per acre distributed and not rehabilitated during the
monitoring period.

ANNUAL VOLUME TABLE:

BASE PerlOOcu vds

0 10 3,000 cu. yds. $ 000 3 33.80
3,001 to 10, cu. yds $ 84300 § 5.70
10,001 to 20,000 cu. yds. $1,243.00 $ i.70
20,001 to 40,000 cu. yds. $1,423.00 b3 0.80
- 40,001 to 80,000 cu. yds. $1,543.00 3 0.50
g 80,001 cu. yds and more $1,663.00 $ 0.20
D
{Nf-‘ B. Reclamation bond release inspection: 3 93.00
§ C. Reinspection of non-bonded actions: 3 93.00
&
Grading permit general fee provision.
A. Grading permit fee reduction for projects
completed within one year: or 49.00%
B. Grading permit fee reduction for projects
reviewed in conjunction with building permits,
subdivisions, short subdivisions or plannied
unit developments' or 50 00%
C. Initial plan review fee reduction for projects
reviewed within one year of unclassified use
or Quarry Mining (Q-M) reclassification approval: and 90.00%
D. Grading permit fee for permits over 100 cubic
yards shall be reduced by the fee calculated
from the Uniform Building Code.
Subdivision - Engineering review fees:
A Short subdivision
I Plan and profile, single short plat -
a Single short plat $500

G,




b Two or more simultaneous applications for adjacent short plats on same plan
Base: 3625
Plus per lo. $ 14

c. Supplemental plan and profile fee for drainage facilities: 3625

2. Revisions to previously approved plans: $139
Plus per hour: Standard hourly rate

B. Subdivision
1. Plan and profile

1 Plan and profile Base.
2. Resubmittal Base:

Pius per hour.
3 Revisions to approved plans Base:

Plus pef hour:

a 30 lots or less Base: $1,528.00
Plus per lot: 3 830
b. 31 lots or more Base: $1.651.00
Plus per lot: 3 420
2. Resubmittal - Base: $ 8300
Plus per bour Standard hourly rate
3. Revisions to approved plans Base: $ 8300
Plus per hour: Standard hourly rate
@ C Planned Unit Development
S 1. Plan and profile
@D a 30 lots or less Base: $£1,875.00
g Plus per unit: § 1390
'g b 31 lots or more Base: $2,085.00
3 Plus per unit: $ 690
=) 2. Resubmuttal Base: § 83.00
Plus per hour. Standard hourly rate
3. Revisions to approved plans Base- $ 8300
Plus per hour Standard hourly rate
D. Conceptual Binding Site Plan

§ 78200

3 8300
Standard hourly rate

$ 8300
Standard hourly rate

Drainage Plan Review - Commercial:

Total disturbed area Amount
0-1/2 site acre §$800
5-1 site acre $1000
1-2 site acre $1600
2-5 site acre £3200
5-10 site acres $3800
More than 10 acres $4200

b




Commercial traffic circulation review:

a On-site review only-no right-of-way improvements § 160

b. On-site and right-of-way improvements review § 480

c. Review for compliance with SEPA conditions § 160
STANDARD BONDING RATE:

The standard bonding rate is set at 150% of the cost of the work to bonded.

TRANSPORTATION IMFACT FEES;
Transportation Impact Fees apply to all new developments and the increase in P.M. peak trips resulting

from redevelopment.

Rate per single family, residential unit: s 777
Rate per P.M. peak trips $ 773
{Ordinanee NO-94-1002

Miscellaneous:
$ 1 Per lineal foot

98072768011
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Road vacation application fee $ 250

Road vacation processing fee § 250

Related inspections and other services Standard hourly rate
Landowner’s use of excess right-of«wa.y 12% of assessed value per year
Ovui-legal load permits, State fee, plus $10

Variance, Public Works - Administrative $200

Variance, Public Works - with a public hearing $814

Building permits: Uniform Building Code

Electrical Permits:
For issuance of each permit $ i5
For supplemental permits $ 5

Single Family Dwellings
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Single Family Dwellings
3,000 square feet and under® $135

Over 3,000 square feet® $ 160

Additions and Remodels to Single Family Dwellings

New furnace® or change out $25
New water heater* or change out $ 25
One ventilatiun fan or residential hood § 20
Two mechanical equipment/appliance items® $ 30
Three to five mechanical equipment/appliance items* 360
Six or more mechanical equipment/appliance items* 590
Gas piping (no equipment or appliances) § 30
*Gas piping included under these permits.
Multi-Family and Commercial
Contract Amount Fee
$ 250 orless § 30
251 - 1,001 $ 30 plus 4% of cost over 251
1,001 -5,000 $ 60 plus 1.5% of cost over 1,001
5,001 - 50,000 $ 120 plus 1.4% of cost of 5,0001
50,001 -250,000 $ 750 plus 1% of cost over 50,001
250,000 - 1,000,000 $2,750 plus .8% of cost over 250,001
1,000,001 and up $8,750 plus .4% of cost over 1,000,001
Permit costs include the normal plan review associated with the application.
Plan review for revisions or modifications Standard hourly rate

Egd e ;:15__92 ]gn‘ua

Plumbing permits:
For issuance of each permit $ 1
3

For supplemental permits

[V, BV

Single Family Dwellings

Less than 3,000 square feet % 135

Over 3,000 square feet $ 160
Additions and Remodels to Single Famil ' Dwellings

Adding one to five fixtures § 35

Adding six to ten fixtures $ 55

Over ten fixtures g 135

Multi-Family and Commercial
Contract Amount Fee
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§ 250o0rless $ 30
251 - 1,001 § 30 plus 4% of cost over 251
1,001 - 5,000 § 60 plus 1.5% of cost over 1,001
5,001 - 50,000 $ 120 plus 1.4% of cost of 5,001
50,001 - 250,000 $ 750 plus 1% of cost over $0,001
250,000 - 1,000,000 $2,750 plus .8% of cost over 250,001
1,000,001 and up $8,750 plus .4% of cost over 1,000,001

Permit costs include the normal plan review associated with the application.

Plan review for revisions or modifications Standard hourly ra’e
Pressure vacuum breaker or double check valve assenbly $25
Reduced pressure principal back flow prevention device - each $ 5

Inspection service required or requested but not covered by a permit will be charged for at the same hourly

STANDARD HOURLY RATE:

o8 Xu SRR L2 30 —A A o o

The standard hourly rate is set at $50.00 per hour. When inspections are required afler normal business
hours, the rate is increased to one and one-half times the standard hourly rate, with a four-hour minimum

call back charge.
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ORDINANCE NO. 90-1023

AN ORDINANCE of the City of SeaTac relating ;
to development permit fees; and establishing

fees for building permits, grading permits,
right-of-way use permits, shoreline manage-

ment permits, special reviews, subdivision
permits, uniform fire code permits, and

zoning and land use permits.

WHERTAS, the City Council finds that adoption of a comprehensive
land use plan and zoning regulations are essential to the public
health, safety and welfare; and

WHEREAS, by Resolution 90-47, the City Council authorized entry

into an Interlocal Agreement whereby King County provides land use

application, building permit and inspecticn, and subdivision and short {
subdivision services to the City for which services King County shall %'
collect filing and other fees, together with handling fees, in the ;

amounts usually imposed by King County; and

{BO7278011

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that adoption by reference of the
King County development permit fees is essential to the Interlocal
Agreement and to proper regulation of land uses until such time as the
City has a planning staff capable of providing all such services;:

HOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC DO ORDAIN

AS FOLLOWS:

BECTICON 1. Definitions.

The following sections of Chapter 27.04 King
County Code as now in effect, and as may
subsequently be amended, are hereby adopted by
reference:

27.04.010 Development permits.
27.04.020 Division,
27.04.030 Manager.

- Page 1 - - LT 4.
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SBECTION 2.

Building Permit Fees.

The following sections of Chapter 27.08 King
County Code as now in effect, and as may
subsequently be amended, are hereby adopted by

reference:

27.08.010
27.08.020
27.08.030

27.08.040
27.08.050
27.08.060

27.08.070
27.08.080
27.08.090

SECTION 3.

Building permit fees.

Building permit base fees.

Structural - valuation of construction
fees.

Structural - gross area fees.

Structural - mechanical review fees.
Structural - fire protection plan review
fees.

Site development fees.

Site development -~ construction inspection.
Building permit general fees.

Grading Permit Fees.

The following sections of Chapter 27.12 King
County Code as now in effect, and as may
subseqguently be amended, are hereby adopted by

reference:

27.12.010
17.12.020
27.12.030
27.12.040

EECTION 4.

Grading permit fee.

Grading permit plan review fees.

Grading permit operation monitoring fees.
Grading permit general provisions.

Right-0f-Way Use Permits.

The following sections of Chapter 27.16 King
County Code as now in effect, and as may
subseguently be amended, are hereby adopted by

reference:

27.16.010
27.17.020

Right-of-way use permits.
Right-of~way permit fees.

BECTION 5. Shoreline Management Permits.
The following sections of Chapter 27.20 King

County Code as now in effect, and as may
subsequently be amended, are hereby adopted by

reference:

27.20.010
27.20.020

Shoreline management permit fees.
Shoreline fees.

BECTION 6. Specisl Review Fees.

The following sections of Chapter 27.24 King
County Code as now in effect, and as may
subsequently be amended, are hereby adopted by

reference:

- Page 2 =
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27.24.010 Special review fees.
27.24.020 Development permit special review fees.

BECTION 7. Subdivision Permit Fees.

The following sections of Chapter 27.28 King
County Code as now in effect, and as may
subsequently be amended, are hereby adopted by
reference:

27.28.010 Subdivision product permits.
27.28.020 Subdivision - preliminary application
review fees.
27.28.030 Subdivision - engineering plan review
fees.
27.28.040 Subdivision construction inspection fees.
27.23.050 Subdivision - final approval fees.
27.28,060 Subdivision ~ post final fees. i

]

BECTION 8. Uniform Fire Cede Permit Fees.

The following sections of Chapter 27.32 King

County Code as now 1in effect, and as may

subsequently be amended, are hereby adopted by

reference: &
7.32.010 Uniform fire code permits. e
7.32.020 Uniform fire code permit fees.

RN
IR

SECTICON 9. Zoning And Land Use Permit Fees.

The following sections of Chapter 27.36 King
County Code as now in effect, and as may
subsequently be amended, are hereby adopted by
reference: .

27.36.010 Zoning and land use permit fees.
27.36.020 2Zoning fees.

SECTION 310. Copies to be Available.

A copy of each portion of the King County Code
adopted by reference shall be authenticated and
recorded by the City Clerk and not less than one
(1) copy thereof shall be available in the office
of the City Clerk for use and examination by the
publiec.

SECTION 11. Effective Date.

This Ordinance shall take effect and shall be in
full force on the City’s official date of
incorporation, February 28, 1990. i
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PASSED by the City Council at a regular meeting thereof on

20th day of February, 1990, and signed in authentication of its

passage this ég&zf d.iy of ;2;{£¢oa@:2k , 1850.

the

CITY‘U?‘SBAT%CEE

FRANK HANSEN, Mayor

Approved as to Form:

Qﬁﬁ Speal

+“ROBERT L. McADAMS, City Attorney

Date of Publication: ,;1'.2Qr"72j
{
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ORDINANCE NO. 9671031

AN ORDINANCE of the City Council of the City of SeaTac,
Washington amending the Right-of-Way Use Code.

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 96-1022 established 2 Right-of-Way Use Code within
Chapter 11.10 of the SeaTac Municipal Code; and

WHEREAS, the definition of frequent use hauling set forth at Section 11.10.080E(2) is
fawed and would permit much frequent hauling without a requirement for the Class E permit, and

WHEREAS, the said Section should be amended to accurately reflect the intent of the
Council; and

WHEREAS, the adoption of a fee schedule, as set forth at Section 11.10.100, should be
allowed by motion or resolution of the Council; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds that the changes must be made effective immediately in
order to prevent frequent use hauling which could commence at any time without a permit, and to
avoid applications for permits which might give rise to vested rights and thus avoid the spirit and
intert of the original Ordinance;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN as follows:
Section 1. Section 11.10 080E is hereby amended to rcad as follows:

E Class E - Potential Disturbance of City Right-of-Way.

M Ciass E permits may be issued for use of a nght-of-way, for a

period nol in excess of 180 days, for those activities that have
:he potential of altering the appearance of or disturbing the

Page |
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surface or subsurface of the nght-of-way on a temporary or
permanent basis

) Class E permits include but are not limited to.

(a) Frequent use hauling involving an average of six loaded
vehicles per hour during any 8 hour period in one day,
for two_or_more_consecutive days; every—tern—16)

(b) Any hazardous waste hauling

3) Class E permits may be issued to 2 general contractor 10
authorize construction and fill hauling activities by the said
general contractor and by subcontractors

Section 2 Section 11.10 100 of the SeaTac Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as
follows

11.10.100 Permit fees and charges.
The fee for each permniit shall be set forth in 2 fee schedule to be

adopted by motion or resolution of the city council. Such fee schedule may include a
shding scale for indigent applicants.

A Application Fee. A nonrefundable application fee shall be
charged for each nght-of-way use permit application that is accepted for processing,
counter service, and record-keeping

B Processing of Application Fee. A fee for the processing of
applications may be charged. The amount of the fee shall be determined based upon
the time and costs required to review, inspect, research, and coordinate the applicant’s
data for each permit application. "The processing fee may be different depending upon
the class of nght-of-way use permt involved

C. Daily Use Fee  Permits may include a fee for each day (or part I
thereof) for use of the right-of-way. The fee will compensate the city for monitoring
and inspecting the site or activity. The daily use fee may be different depending upon :
the class of right-of-way use permit involved i

D Reimbursement of Actual Expenses  When a permit is issued, ’
the city may impose a charge based on the actual cost to compensate for its time and
expenses These costs may include street crews, signal crews, and police, if required to
assist in the activity A refundable deposit or other security device may also be
required  Costs of damage to Gity property. or expense of assistance by city
employees, may be deducted from the deposit. charged aganst the secunly device, or :
billed to the permittee directly

E Repair and Replacement Charges If the city should incur any
costs i repainng of replacing any property as the result of the pennittee's actions, the

98072780113
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costs of repair and replacement shall be charged to the permittee  These charges will
be for the actual costs 10 the city

F Utilities shall be charged at an hourly rate for city nspections ‘
and other services pursuant to the adopted fee schedule. .
G. Waiver of Fees. Franchised utilities which must apply for ‘

permits because of city-initiated construction projects may be granted a waiver by the
director of normal permit fees. This provision shall only apply to work that would not
normally have been done by the utility.

Section 3. This Ordinance is necessary for the immediate preservation of public peace, health,
and safety, and for the support of city government and its existing public institutions and,
therefore, this Ordinance, being passed by unanimous vote of the entire Council, shall take effect
and be in full force and effect upon its adoption and publication of 2 surmmary of its contents
pursuant to law.

ADOPTED this_/ 77 day of 2 AL2024A) . 1996 and signed in authentication

\y ) \
{

¢t o
thereof on this ___/ /7"’k day of #_MLM{ 1996

[

od

g CITY OF SEATAC
>

B

= @, Mayor
% ATTEST

Aiii T é//a

Judithl Cary, City Clerk

roved as to Form

= W (o

Robert L McAdams, Interim City Aftorney
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ORDINANCE NO. 6-1022

An Ordinance of the City Counci! of the City of SeaTac, Washington
establishing a Right-of-Way Use Code, and repealing certain sections
of the SeaTac Municipal Code
WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 90-1013, now codified as Chapter 11.05 of the SeaTac
Municipal Cade, authorized an Interlocal Agreement whereby King County was appo:nted the City’s
agent for road and traffic maintenance services, and
WHEREAS, the said Ordinance further adopted by reference certain provisions of the King
County Code relating to use of rights-of-way for private purposes and for utility purposes, and
WHEREAS, the City Council finds that reference to King County Code provisions no longer
meets the public interest in health, safety, and welfare, and that 2 particularized city right-of-way use
code should be adopted, and
WHEREAS, Section 2 of Ordinance 93-1039, now codified as Section 11.10.010 of the
SeaTac Municipal Code banned any display for sale of merchandise on City rights-of-way, and
WHEREAS. the City Council finds that a permitting system is preferable to any out-right ban
on use of nghts-of-way,
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,
WASHINGTON DO ORDAIN as follows:
Section | Section 11 05 060 of the SeaTac Municipal Code and Section 6 of Ordinance
No 90-1013. Section 11 08 050 of the SeaTac Municipal Code and Section 8 of Ordinance No. 90-

1013, and Section 11 05 110 of the SeaTac Municipal Code and Section 11 of QOrdinance No 90-1013
are hereby repealed

Section 2 Section 11 10010 of the SeaTac Municipal Code and Section 2 of Ordinance
No 93-1039 are heteby repealed
Section 3 The following new sections are hereby added to Chapter 11 10 of the SeaTac
Municipal Code
Page 1
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1h.10.020 Short title.
Tihis chaprer 1s known as and mav be referied 10 o~ the “Right-of-Way Use Code

11.10.030 Purpose.

It is the purpose of this chapter to provide for the issuance of right-of-way use permits
in order to regulate activities within rights-of-way in the city in the mterest of public health, safety, and
welfare, and to provide for the fees, charges, security devices, and procedures required to administer
the permit process, 1o include the following specific purposes

A This chapter is enacted to protect and presene the public health, safety, and
welfare The provisions hereof shall be liberally construed for the accomplishment of these purposes
B This chapter and any procedures adopted hereunder shall not create or

othenwise establish or designate a particular class or group of persons who will or should be specially
protected or benefited by the tenms of this chapter ar procedures acopted under this chapter.

C This chapter and procedures adopted hereunder shall place the obligation of
complying with the requirements of this chapter and said procedures upon the permittee, and no
provision shall impose any duty upon the city, or any of its officers employees, or agents Nothing
contained in this chapter or procedures adopted under this chapter shall be construed to create or form
the basis for lability on the part of the city or its officers, employees. or agents, for any injury or
damage resulting from the failure of the penmitiee to comply with the provisions of this chapter, o by
Teason Of i1 consequeice of ainy act OF Omission in conngction with the implementation or enforcement
of this chapter or any procedures adopted under this chapter by the aty. its officers, employees. or

agents

11.10.040 Territorial application.

This chapter and the procedures adopted under this chapter shall be in effect throughout the
Cuty. and shall include City streets designated as parts of the state highway system, but shall not include
fully controlled linited access highways

11.10.050 Definitions.
As used in this chapter, unless the context or subject matter clearly requires otherwise. the

words or phrases defined i this section shall have the indicated meanungs

A »Citation and notice” means a written document initiating a criminal proceeding
issued by an authonzed peace officer in accordance with the Cnm:nal Rules for Counts of Limited
Junsdiction

3 “Departiment” means the department of public works
C “Duective memorandum® means a lette: fron: the aity to a nght-of-way use
permittee, notifving the recipient of specific nonconforming or unsate conditions and specifying the
date by which corrective action must be taken

D “Director” means the director of the department of public works

£ “Franchised utiliies” means utilities that have citv approval 1o use city rights-
oftwan for the purpose of providing their senvices wathin the e whether by written francluse or

othernwise

1 “Hazardous waste” includes any and afl susi matenals as defined by RCW
43 2071 015 (radioactive wastes) and RCW 70 105 010(5) (6), & (15 tother hazardous wastes)

G "Nonprofit” means for chantable purposes an.: not for manetary gain

H “Nouce of viofanon” means a doctment mast 1o i pernmitiee of unauthonzed
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user and posied at the site of a nonconforming of unsate condition

i “Permit” means a document issued by the city granting pernussion (o engage mn
an activity not ailowed without a permt
J “Private use” means use of the pubhic nght-of-way, other than as 2

thoroughfare for ordinary transit of vehicles, pedestrians, or equestrians, for the beneiit of a parucular
person or enuity

K “Right-of-way" means al! public streets, alleys, and property granted or
reserved for. or dedicated to, public use for streets and alleys. together with public property granted or
reserved for. or dedicated to, public use for walkways, sidewalks, trails, shoulders, drainage facilities,
bike ways and horse trails, whether improved or unimproved, including the air nghts, subsurface rights,
and easements related thereto

L “Security device” means any and all types of bonds, deeds of trust, secunity
agreements, or other similar instruments.

M “Stop work riotice” means a notice posted at the site of an activity that requires
all work to be stopped until the city approves continuation of work.

N "Underground location service” means the underground utilities location center
that will locate all underground utilities prior 1o an excavation

0 “Unsafe condition" means any condition which the director reasonably

determines is a hazard to health, or endangers the safe use of the right-of-way by the public, or does o
may impair or impede the operation or functioning of any portion of the right-of-way, or which may
cause damage thereto

1:.10.060 Powers of the director.
The director, under the supervision of the city manager, shal! have the following powers
A Prepare and adopt procedures as needed tc implement this chapter and to carry

out the responsibilities of the department Such procedures do not require approval of the city council
to be initially implemented. however. the council may by resolution direct that procedures, guidelines,
fees. or other aspects of the permitting system be amended or modified to the satisfaction of the
council,

, B Admunister and coordinate the enforcement cf this chapter and all procedures

adopted under tlus chapter refating to the use of rights-of-way,

¢ Advise the city gouncil, city manager, and other city departments on matters
relating 1o applications for use of nghts-of-way

D Carry out such other responsibiiities as required by thus chapter or other codes,
ordinances. resclutions. or procedures of the city,

E Request the assistance of other city departments (0 adnunuster and enforce ths
chapter, as necessan

3 Assign the responsibility for interpretation and application of specified

procedures to such designees as may be deemed appropnate

11.10.070 Permit requireiments.

A It is unlawful for anyone to make private use of anv public right-of-wav
without a righi-of-wav use permit issued by the city, or to usc any nghi-uf=way without complving
with all provisions of a permit issucd bv the city, unless such prvate use falls within the designated
exceptiots set tarth in this chapter

B General and specific permut requirements are defined n the procedures
referenced in this chapte
{ Addiional pernuts for any use mayv be requised by other city codes o

Paue -

s mn —————




S807278011

o ((

ordinances  The city does not warve 1ts right 1o any right-of-wun by issuance of any permit

11.10.080 Right-of-way use perits.
The following classes of nght-of-way use permits are hereby estabhished
A Class A - Short Tern Nonprofit
(n Class A permits may be issued for use of a right-of-way for 72 os less
continuous hours nonprofit purposes which do not involve the physical disturbance of the nght-of-way
(2)  This class of use may involve disruption of pedestrian and veluculas
traffic or access to private property and may require inspections, cleanup, and police surveillance Fo
periods longer than 72 hours these uses will be considered Class D, long-term and permanent If anmy
of these uses are for profit they are considered Class B.
3) Class A penmits include but are not limited to the following vshen for
non-profit purposes
(a) Assemblies,
(b) Bike races,
(c) Block parties,
(d) Parades,
(e) Parking,
8] Processions,
(g)  Nonmotorized vehicle races,
(h) Sireet dances,
) Streei runs
B Class B - Short term Profit
(1) Class B permits may be issued for use of nght-of-way for 72 or less
hours for profit purposes which do not involve the physical disturbance of the right-of-way
(2)  This class of use may involve disruption of pedestnian and vehiculas

1<) 11D Uy Ui uov s
traffic or access to private property and may require inspections, clearup, and police surveillance Fur
periods longer than 72 hours these uses will be considered Class D, long-tenn and permanent

3) Class B permits include but are not himited 10 the following when they
are for profit purposes

(a) Fairs,
(b) House or other large structure moves other than those
i which require a Class E pennit.
{c) Temporary sale of goods,
(d) Temporary street closures
C Class C - Disturbance of City Right-of-way

(1 Class C pernuts may be issued for use of a nght-of-way, for 2 penod
not in excess of 18U davs. tor activities thar may alter the appearance of or disturb the surface, of
subsurface of the rght-of-wav on a temporary or permanent basis

() Class C permits include but ate not lnmited to
(a) Boring,
(b) Culvents,
W) Cutb cuts,
(d) Paving,
(¢) Drainage facihues.
(f) Dnveways,
() Fences.
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(h) Landscapmg,
(1) Painting,
) Sidewalks,
(k) Street trenching,
(1) Utility installation/ repair/replacemem
D Class D - Long Term and Permanent
(1) Class D permits may be issued for use of a right-of-way, for a penod
not in excess of 180 days, for activities for extended periods of time but which will not physically

disturb the right-of-way
(2) The use of a right-of-way for structures, facilities, and uses that involve

capital expenditures and long-term commitments of use require this type of permit
(3)  Class D permits include but are not limited to

(a) Air rights and aenal facilities,

(b) Bus shelters and stops,

(c) Access to construction sites and haul roads,

(d) Loading zones,

(e) Newspaper sale, distribution, and storage facilities,

) Recycling facilities,

(g) Sales structures,

(h) Sidewalk cafes, .

M Special and umique structures, such as awmings,
benches, clocks, decorations, flagpoles, fountains,
kiosks, marquees, pnivate banners, public mailboxes,
and street furniture,

)] Underground nghts.
(x)  Utility facilities,
() Waste facilities,

E Class E - Potential Disturbance of City Right-of-Way
(0 lass E permits may be issued for use of a right-of-way, for a period

not in excess of 180 days, for those activities that have the potential of altening the appearance of or

disturbing the surface or subsurface of the right-of-way on a temporary or permaneni basis
(2) Class E permits include but are not limited to

(a) Frequent use hauling involving an average of one loaded
vehicle every ten (10) minutes ar less over any contimnuous 48

hour period,
(b) Any hazardous waste hauling

(3) Class E permits may be issued 10 a general contractor 10 authorize
construction and fill hauling activities by the said general contractor and by subcontractors

11.10.090 Application and processing of permits.
A To obtain a right-of-way use penmit the apphicant shall file an application with

the department of public works
Every application shall mchide the location of the proposed right-of-way use. d
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descniption of the use, the planned duration of the use. applicant contact information, and all other
information which may be required as specified in the procedures adopted under this chapter, and shall
be accompanied by payment of the required fees

C The director shall examine each application submitted for review and approval
to determine if it comphies with the applicable provisions of this chapter and procedures adopted under
this chapter  Other departments that have authority over the proposed use or activity may be requested
1o review and approve or disapprove the application The director may inspect the right-of-way
proposed for use to determine any facts which may aid in derermining whether a permit should be
granted if the director finds that the application conforms to the requirements of this chapter and
procedures adopted under this chapter, that the proposed use of such right-of-way will not unduly
interfere with the rights and safety of the public, and if the application has not been disapproved by a
department with authonity, the director shall approve the permit, and may impose such conditions
thereon as are reasonably necessary to protect the public health, welfare, and safety and to mitigate any
impacts resulting from the use

D All applications for permits will be submitted at least 30 days before the
planned need for the permit, or such greater period as may be reasonably required by the director 1
unforeseen conditions require expedited processing the city wiil attempt to cooperate, but additional
fees 10 cover additional costs 1o the city may be charged

E Upon submittal of a completed application, the department shall collect from
the applicant an application fee in the amount set forth in the adopted fee schedule

11.10.100 Permit fees and ~harges.

The fee for each permit shall oe set forth in a fee schedule to be adopted by motion of
the city council Such fee schedule may include 2 sliding scale for indigent applicants

A Application Fee A nonrefundavle application fee shall be charged for each
nght-of-way use permit application that is accepted for processing, counter service, and record-
keeping

B Processing of Application Fee. A fee for the processing of applications may be

‘charged The amount of the fee shall be determined based upon the time and costs required to review,

inspect, research, and coardinate the applicant’s data for each permit application The processing fee
may be different depending upon the class of right-of-way use permit involved.
C Daily Use Fee  Permits may include a fee for each day (or part thereof) for use

of the night-of-was  The fee will compensate the city for monitoring and inspecting the site Of activity.
The daily use fee may be different depending upon the class of right-of-way use permit involved

D Reimbursement of Actual Expenses When a permt is issued. the city may
imp~se a charge based on the actual cost to compensate for its time and expenses These costs may
include street crews, signal crews, and police, if required to assist in the activity A refundable deposit
or other secunty device mav also be required Costs of damage to city property, Of expense of
assistance by cily emplovees, may be deducted from the deposit, charged against the secunity device, or
bilied 10 the penmittee directly

E Repan and Replacement Charges If the city shouid incur any costs in repairing
ot replacing any propenty as the result of the permittee's actions, the costs of repair and replacement
shall be charged to the permutice These charges will be for the actual costs to the city

F Utihties shall be charged at an hourly rate for city inspections and other services
pursuant to the adopted fee schedule

G Waiver of Fees Franchised utilities which must apply for permits because of
v -muated constuction projects may be granted a waiver by the director of normal permit fees This
prossmn shall onlcapphy 1o sork that wauld not normally have been done by the utiliny
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11.10.110 Specifications.

All work 1o be performed under any permit issued under this chapter shall conform to
all city codes or ordinances, the current development standards of the department, and all other
standards used by the city in the administration of this chapter

11.10.120 Permit exception.
The following exceptions shall be authonzed

A A nght-of-way use permit shall not be required of franchised utilities or city
contractors when responding to emergencies that require work in the night-of-way, such as water or
sewer main breaks, gas leaks, downed power lines, or airnilar emergencies, provided that the
depar:ment shall be notified by the responding utility or city contractor verbally or in writins, as soon
as practicable following onsct of an emergency. Nothing in this chapter shall relieve a responding
utility or city contractor from the requirement to obtain a right-of-way use permit after beginning
emergency work in the right-of-way.

Permits shall not be required for routine maintenance and construction work
performed by city utilities and city maintenance crews, oOf COntractors awarded coniracts 10 perform
public works projects

C Permits under this chapter shall not be required for persons using the right-of-
way as pedestrians or while operating motor vehicles for routine purposes such as travel, commuting,
or other personal business

11.10.130 Revocation of permits.
A The director may revoke or suspend any permit issued under this chapter
whenever:

(1) The work does not proceed in accordance with the plans as approved,
or conditions of approval, or is not in compliance with the requirements of this chapter or procedures,
or other city ordinances, or state laws,

(2) The city has been denied access 10 investigate and inspect how the
right-of-way is being used,

(3) The permittee has misrepresented a material fact in applying for 2
pent, i
(4) The progress of the approved activity indicates that it is, or will be,
inadequate to protect the public and adjoining property or the street or utilities in the street, or if any
excavation or fill endangers. or appears reasonably likely to endanger, the public, the adjoining property
or street, or utilities in the street

B Upon suspension or revocation of a permit, all use of the right-of-way shall
cease, except as authonzed by the director
C Continued activity following revocation or suspension under this section shall

subject each and every violator to the maximum penalties provided by this chapter.

11.10.140 Renewal of permits.

Each permit shall be of a duration as specified on the permut, but not to exceed 180
days A penmit may be renewed. if requested by the permitice before expiration of the permit,
provided, however, that the use oOf activiiv is progressing in a satisiactory manner as reasonably
determined by the director, or designee

-1
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11.10.150 Perdormance deposits, security devices, and insurance.

A If the director determines that there is a potential for injury, damage, or
expense 1o the city as a result of damage 0 persons or property arising from an applicant's proposed
use of any right-of-way, the applicant shall be required to make a cash deposit, or {0 provide a security
device or insurance n a form acceptable to the director, or designee for the activities descnbed in the
subject permit  The amount of the deposit, security device, or insurance shall be determined by the
director. or designee

B The requirements for performance deposits, security devices, and insurance are
based on considerations of penmitiee’s prior performance, permittee’s ability to pay, nature of the
proposed use, costs of the activty, length of use, public safety, potential damage 10 nght-of-way, and

pote..tial hiability or expense 1o the city

11.10.160 Hold Harmless. ‘
As a condition 10 the issuance of any permit under this chapter, the permittee shall

agree to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the city, its officers, employess, and agents, fro_m any
and all suits. claims. or liabilities caused by or arising out of any use authorized by any such permit

11.10.170 Guarantec. _
When there is a need to ensure conformance with the city’s development standards, city

or state construction standards, or other requirements, the applicant shall be required 1o provide a
guarantee of workmanship and matenials for the period of one year Such guarantee may be in the
form of a cash deposit or a security device in a form and amount approved by the director.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, utilities shall guarantee workmanship and materials until the next
regularly scheduled overlay of the street \

11.10.180 Inspections.
As a condition of issuance of any permit or authonzation which requires approval of
the department, each applicant shall be required to consent to inspections by the depariment or any

other appropniate city depariment

11.10.190 Correction and  discontinuance of unsafle, nonconformiing, or
unauthorized conditions.

A Whenever the director determines that any condition on any right-of-way 1s 1
violation of, or any right-of-way is being used contrary {0 any provision of this chapter or procedures
adopted under this chapter or other applicable codes or standards, or without a right-of-way use

permit, the director may order the correction or discontinuance of such condition or any activity
causing such condition

B The director is authonzed to order correction of discontinuance of any such
condition or activities following the methods specified in procedures adopted pursuant to ths chapter.
C The director shall also have all powers and remedies which may be available

under state Jaw_ this chapier, and procedures adopted under this chapter for secunng the correction or

disconnnuance of any condition specitied in thus section

D The director 15 authorized to use any or all of the following methods i
ordenng correction or discontinuance of any such conditions, or activities as the director determines
appropnate
(1) Service of oral or wntten directives to the penmittec of other
responsible person requesting munediate carrection or discontinuance of the specified condition,
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) Service of a written notice of violation, ordenng correction of
discontinuance of a specific condition or activity within five days of notice, or such other reasonable
period as the dizector may determune,

(3)  Revocation of previously granted permits where the permitiee or other
responsible person has failed or refused to comply with requirements imposed or notices served,

4) Issuance of an order to immediately stop work until authorization be
received from the city to proceed with such work,

%) Service of summons and complaint or service of a citation and notice
to appear by a law enforcement officer upon the permittee or other responsible person who is in
violation of this chapler or other city ordinances.

E Any object which shall occupy any right-of-way without a permit is a nuisance
The department may attach a notice to any such object stating that if it 1s not removed from the nght-
of-way within 24 hours of the date and time stated on the notice, the object may be taken info custody
and stored at the owner's expense. The notice shall provide an address and phone number where
additional information may be obtained. If the object is a hazard to public safety, it may be removed
summarily by the city Notice of such removal shall be thereafter given to the owner, if known This
section shall not apply to motor vehicles.

F All expenses incurred by the city in abating any violation or condition skall
constitute a civil debt owing to the city jointly and severally by such persons who have been given
notice or who own the object or who placed it in the nght-of-way, which debt shall be collectible in the
same manner as any other civil debt

The city shall alse have all powers and remedies which may be available under
law or ordinance, this chapter, and procedures adopted under this chapter for securing the correction
or discontinuance of any conditions specified by the city

11.10.200 Warning and safety devices.

A Wamning lights, safety devices. signs, and baricades shali be provided on all
rights-of-way when at any time there might be an obstruction or hazard 10 vehicular or pedestnian
waffic All obstructions on rights-of-way shall have sufficient barricades and signs posted in such
manner as to indicate plainly the danger involved Warrung and safety devices may be removed when
the work for which the right-of-way use permit has been granted is complete and the right-of-way
restored to the conditions directed by the department

B As a condition of the issuance of any nght-of-way use permit, the director or
designee may require an applicant to submit a traffic detour plan showing the proposed detour routing
and location and type of warning lights, safety devices, signs. and bamicades intended to protect
vehicular or pedestnan traffic at the site for which the right-of-way use permut is requested If a traffic
plan is required, no nght-of-way use permit shall be issued until the traffic plan is approved

Unless otherwise specified in adopted nght-of-way use procedures, the current
editions of the following standards manuals shall apply to the selection, location, and installation of
required warming and safety devices, provided that the director or designee may impose additional
requirements if site conditions warrant such enhanced protection of pedestnan or vehicular traffic

(1) Manual of Uniform Traflic Control Devices for Streets and Highways.

(2) Development standards of the depariment of public works,

(3) pan VI, "Regulations fur Use of Public Streets and Projections over
Public Property.” Umtorm Building Code

D Any nght-of-way use penmit that requires a parual lzne or street closure may
require a certified flagperson, properly attired. or an oft-duty police officer for the purpose of traffic

control duning the construction
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E All decisions of the director o designec shall be final in all matters pertaining 10
the number, type, locations, installation, and maintenance of waming and safcty devices in the public
right-of-way during any actual work or activity for which a duly authorized right-of-way use permit has
been issued

F Any failure of a permit holder to comply with the oral or written directives of
the director or designee related to the number, type, location, installation, or maintenance of warning
and safety devices in the public right-of-way shall be cause for correction or discontinuance as provided
in thus chapter

11.10.210 Protection of adjoining property and access.

The permittee shall at all times and at the permitiee’s expense, preserve, and protect
from injury adjoining property by complying with such measures as the director or designee may deer.l
reasonably suitable for such purposes The penmittee shall at all times maintain access to all property
adjoining the excavation or work site

11.10.220 Preservation of monuments. )
The permittee shall not disturb any survey monuments Of markers found on the line of

excavation work until ordered to do so by the public works director Al street monuments, property
comers. bench marks, and other monuments disturbed during the progress of the work shall be
replaced by a licensed surveyor, at the expense of the permittee, 10 the satisfaction of the director or
designee

11.10.230 Protection from pollution and noise.

The permittee shall comply with all state laws, city ordinances, and the procedures
adopted hereunder by the director to protect from air and water pollution and to protect from
excessive noise The permittee shall provide for the flow of all watercourses, sewers, or drains
intercepted during the excavation work and shall replace the same in as good condition as the permittee
found them, or shall make such provisions for them as the public works director may direct The
permittee shall not obstruct the gutter of any street, but shall use all proper measures to provide for the
free passage of surface water The permittee shall make provision to taxe care of all surplus water,
muck, silt. slickings, or other runoff pumped from excavations or resulting from sluicing or other

PR —— 4

operations, and shall be responstble for any damage resulting from permittee’s faijure 10 50 proviae

11.10.240 Excavated material.

Ali excavated matenal which is piled adjacent to any excavation shall be maintained in
suLn manner so as not 1o endanger those working in the excavation or pedestrians or users of the nght-
of-way When the confines of the area being excavated are 100 small to permit the piling of excavated
matenal beside the excavation, the director shall have the authority to require the permittee to haul the
excavated matenial o a storage site and then rehaut it to the excavation at the time of backfilling It is
the responstbility of the permittee to secure the necessary permission and make all necessary
arrangements for any required storage and disposal of excavated matenal

12.04.250 Backfilling.

I3ackfilling 1n a nght-of-way opened or excavated pursuant 10 2 permut 1ssued under the
provisions of this chapter shall be compacted 1o a degree equivalent 1o that of the undisturbed ground
in which the excavaton was begun. unless the director determines a greater degree of compaction is
necessary 10 produce a satisfacton result Al backfilling shall be accomiplished according 1o city
candaids and specificatons Al backtills shall be inspected and approved by the directer of desigriee
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prior 1o any overlaying or patching

11.10.260 Right-of-way restoration.

A Permanent restoration of the right-of-way shall be made by the pemuitee
strict accordance with the standards and specifications of the city Permanent restoration may mclude
overlays of portions of the right-of-way which have been disrupted by excavation work

B The permittee shall guarantee conformance with the city’s development
standards and specifications as provided at Section 11 10 170 of ttus Chapter.  Acceptance of any
excavation work or right-of-way restoration shall not prevent the city from asserting a claim against the ‘
permittee and permittee's surety under the security device required by this chapter for incomplete or i
defective work. if such is discovered within the period of guarantee and maintenance The presence of
the director, or designee, during the performance of any excavation work shall not relieve the permitiee
of any responsibility under tius chapter

11.10.270 Coordination of right-of-way construction.

The permittee, at the time of receiving a Class C right-of-way use permit, shall notify
all other public and privaie utilities known to be using oF proposing 1o use the same right-of-way, of
the applicant's proposed construction and the proposed timing of such construction A utility so
notified may, within seven days of such notification, request of the director a delay in the
commencement of any proposed construction for the purpose of coordinating other right-of-way
construction with that proposed by the permittee  The director may delay the commencement date of
the permitte’s right-of-way construction for up 10 90 days, except in emergencies, if the director finds
that such delay will reduce inconveniencz to city nght-of-way uses and if the director finds that from

construction activities and he/she finds that such delay will not create uadue economic hardship on the

applicant %
P

11.10.280 Billings and collections. i

The department, jointly with the finance director, inay establish administrative rules and
procedures pertaining Lo the billing and collection of fees and charges adopted pursuant to thus chapter
However. all fees shall be paid not later than 30 days following receipt cf a billing statement from the

city

11.10.290 Appeals.
A decision of the director made in accordance with this chapter shall be considered a

final admumistrat.e decision A perscn aggneved by such decision of the director may appeal such
decision to the hearing examuner in accordance with the hearing examiner code by filing a written
notice of appeal witiun 10 days of such decision i

11.10.300 Violation - Penalty.

Anv person of entity who violates any provision of this chapter, or the provisions of any
procedures adopted hereunder, by any act of commission or omission, or who aids or abets any such
violanon, shall be subject to a civil penalty in the sum of $500 per violation Each and every day. or !
portion thereot. durning winch any violation 1s committed or continued shall be deemed a separate and
distinct violation of this chapter

Section 4 This Ordiance shall be n full force and effect thirty (30) days afier passage
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CuarTEr 15.18 GENERAL PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

SecTions:

15.18.010 Gepersl

18,18.020 Noise

15.18.030 Glare

18.18.040 Storage snd Handling of Flammable Materisis
15.18.030 FElestrical Interferense

18.18.060 Odorous Gases and Mastter

15.18.070 Smoke and Particulate Matter Emissions
15.18.080 Dust, Dlt, Fiyaway Ash or Alrborne Sollds
15.18.090 Commercial Storsge

15.18.100 Toxdc Gases and Matter

15.18.116 Vibradon

15.15.010 Genersi :
The following performance standards specificsily govern industrial, eanufac-
turing, processing, ascembly and similar type uses typlcally found within
induatrial zones. These standards may aso apply to other uses end activities
in other 20nes, which &re not otherwise governed by other regulations of the

SeaTac City Code. — .
WAL V1360

15.18.020  Noise

&. The noiee emanating from the premises of indugirial sctvides shall be
muffled 30 8¢ 801 1o contribute to existing background roise, or besome
cbjectionable w0 adjscen: residential owners due to inteemittent
best, frequency or shrillness, and shall ngf exceed thoss atandards a2
determined by the Washingion Adminispfative Code &5 amendad.

B. Unusual noisas, aside from the associated noises of the Sea-Tae
© Airport related to aircraft operations/emanzting from the presises of
rosidential or commersial use shall be muffied so &3 not o conaibute w
exisdng background noise, or me obiectionable Gue 1o {Atermittent
beat, frequency or shrillnses, and shall not excesd those stndards as
determined by the Washington Administrative Code as amended.

€. Due 1o the proximity of the alrpors facilites, residential construction
shall have sound attenuated or limited as congistent with adopted Port of
Saarle/FAA noisz remedy programs within significant LDN eonteurs.
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15.18.030 Glare

Extgrior lighting shall not be ysac in such a manner that it preduces glare on
public straets and neighboring property. This restriction also applies to any
other non-residantial 264 or use adjucent to single family zones. Arc weld-
ing, acetylene toreh cutiing or similar processes shall be performed s0 as to
be shielded from any adjacen: properties or public roads. The glare of the
terch shall not extend beyond the property line of the use (residential, com-
mercial or industrial) creating the glare.

15.18.040  Storage and Headling of Flammable Materials

In werms of fire and safety hazards, the storage and handling of flammable
liquids, combustible liquids, liquified petroleum gases and explosives shal!
comply with rules and regulations falling under the jusisdiction of the City of
SeaTae, State of Washington and Federa) Agencias,

Any of the sbove referanced tanks shall be locaied no closer io the property
ling than the greatest dimension (dlameter, length or heighi) of the tank.

15.18.050 Electripst interference

Provisions must be made for necessary shielding or other preventive mea. b
sures against the interference occasioned by mechanical, elactrical or nugiesr ‘
squipment uses or processes with electrical apparaus in nearby buildings or
land uses.

98072768011

18.18.060 Odorous Gases aud Matter

The emission of odorous grses or matter in such quantities as ta be readily
detectable without spectal instruments is prohibltad at any point beyond the
property line of the use creating the odor,

18.16.070  Smoke and Particulate Matter Emissions

No emissions shall exceed the allowances set forth by the Environmental
Protection Ageney, the Washingion Stte Department of Ecology and/or the
Puger Sound Air Pollution Contral Agency.

15.18.080 Dust, Dire, Flysway Ash, or Alrbore Solids

No observable fugitive dust, dir, flyaway ash or other airborne solids skall
be sminted from completad development, without adegquzia mitigation mea-
sures 1o prevent such sizuations.
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15.18.096 Commsrcial Storage
Storage of animal or vegetable wastes which attract insacts or podents erestes
4 health hazard, and shall be prohibited. No waste produces shall be exposes
% view, from ¢ye level, beyond the proparty line of the use storing the

wais,

18.18,300 Toxde Gases and Matier
No emissions of toxic gases or matier shall be permitesd.

i5,18.11¢ Vibrstion
Vibration which is easlly discernible without spacial instruments at any point
beyond the property line is prohibited. Thiz ghall nat apbly to vibzation
cauted by highway vehicles. traing, aircraft of intermitient consruction

activities.

9807278011
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ATTACHMENT D-4

EXCERPTS OF APPLICABLE CITY FEES ON DATE OF AGREEMENT
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Attachment D-4
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RESOLUTION NO. %1% ﬁ”

uncil of the City of SeaTac,

A RESOLUTION of the City Co
e Fees, Permit

Washington adopting a revised Schedule of Licens
Fees, and Other Fees and Charges for City Services.

nse fees, permit

WHEREAS, the City Council has previously adopied a schedule of lice
ended by Resolution No. 95-

fees and other fees and charges for City services, most recently am
014; and
{ the fee schedule pursuant to that Resolution, 2

WHEREAS, since the approval o
d which prompt revision of the Schedule of Fees; and

g

number of changes have occurre
s intention to provide for fees and charges

/278011

e
i

WHEREAS, in keeping with the City’

reflecting a fair measure of the costs 10 the City and avoiding unn
hat the Fee Schedule be periodically reviewed

costs by the general taxpayers, it is appropriate t

ecessary subsidization of those

380

and amended as necessary, )
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATAC,

WASHINGTON HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:
License Fees, Permit Fzes, and Other Fees and
|

The City of SeaTac Schedule of
by amended and readopted as set forth on the

Section !
Charges for City Services is here
attached Exhibit “A”, which is incorporated herein by this reference.

Section 2 This Resolution shall be i full force and effect upon passage and signatures

herzon

Page - |
‘.‘z\f‘
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PN

PASSED this _/ 2 i day of W 1996 and signed in authentication
thereof on this __/ 7%day of w 1996.

CITY OF SEAT?C

@anﬁ e

ATTEST:

/'\//1 o X /

Yudith L. Cary, City Clerk

Approved as to Form:

Qlz 2wl

“Robert L. McAdams, Interim City Attorney

- §807278011

Dage - 2

e e o et e et e B 8 3 S
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CITY OF SEATAC

SCHEDULE OF LICENSE FEES, PERMIT FEES, AND
OTHER FEES AND CHARGES FOR CITY SERVICES

PUBLIC WORKS:
Right of Way Use Permit Fees

Application Fee

Class A

Class B

Class C Residential less than 30 feet

Class C

Class C in conjunction with another permit
Class D

Class E

Ciass E in conjunction with another permit

Application Processing Fee

Class A

Class B

Class C Residential less than 30 feet

Class C with .
Engineering plans with drainage facilities
Engineering plans without drainage facilities
Resubmittal, each occurrence - base
Resubmittal, each occurrence - Per Hour
Revision to previously approved plans

Class D

Class E with
Engineering and traffic control plans
Resubmittal, each occurrence - base
Resubmitial, each occurrence - Per Hour
Revision to previously approved plans

3 40
37
$ 50
3174
g 93
§ 50
$174
§ 93

tandard Hourly Rate
Standard Hourly Rate
Standard Hourly Rate

$800

$213

¥ 83
Standard Hourly Rate

$139
Standard Hourly Rate

$250

$ 83
Standard Flourly Rate

$139

Standard Hourly Rate
Standard Hourly Rate

e S A EAIRE




Class C Construction inspection -
Cost of improvement
3 0- 30,0600
30,000 - 120,000
120,001 - or more

Maintenance bond inspection -
Cost of improvement
b3 0- 30,000
30,001 - 120,000
120,001 - or more
ClassD
Class E - One hour per non-holiday weekday of hauling

$ 112.00 + $62/51000 Cost
$1,162.00 + 27/31000 Cost
$3,562.00 + 7/81000 Cost

$ 69+ 39.70/$1000 Cost
§ 234+ 4.20/81000 Cost
$ 570+ }.40/$1000 Cost
Standard Hourly Rate
Standard Hourly Rate

000

-t avd

S

Related- ions Stundard-hourly rate

g

¢
€

Heuse-meving-permit 7
é?\rllllﬂl ¥

i
“

A
=3
Q
[}

g

Public Works construction permits fges:
A.  Application review -
i Initial review: $174
2 Initial review in conjunction
with another permit. § 93

9807278011

B.  Improvement pian review-

1 Engineering plans with drainage facilities: $800
2. Engineering plans without drainage: $213
3 Resubmittal, each occurrence - Base' 3 83
Plus per hour Standard hourly rate

4. Revision to previously approved plan’ $139

C  Construction inspection -

Cost of improvement
LY 0- 30,000 $ 112+ 862/$1000 Cosi

30,000 - 120,000 $1,162+ 27/51000 Cost
120,001 - or more $3,562+ 7/$1000 Cost
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Mayor City Manager
Don DeHan ( {l Calvin P.a;(izag‘gard
Deputy Mayor Assistant City Manager
Kathy Gehring Jay Holman
Counci'members City Aroroey
Steve Stevenson, St. Robert L. McAdams
%hiriey Thompson g

Terry Anderson 17900 International Blvd., Suite 401 o SeaTac, Washington 98188-4236 s s

Joe Brennan City Hali: (206)241-§100 o Fax: (206)241-3999 « TDD: (206)24 1-0091

September 23, 1997

Ms. Gina Marie Lindsey
Aviation Director

Port of Seattle

17801 Pacific Highway South
Seattle, WA 98158

Dear Gina Marie:

At long last we have an Interlocal Agreement. | wish to express my gratitude to you, Charles Blood,
Diane Summerhays, Troy Brown, Traci Goodwin, and other Port staff who worked so hard to bring
this about. I appreciate your efforts. We would not have had the ILA without each of you.

Of course, now the substantial work is before us to make the ILA a success. We will now be
undertaking a long list of projects. Among them are:

Cooperative planning and update of our Comprehensive plan;
Construction project coordination;

Surface water fee and basin studies;

Update of the Transportation Plan;

Westside buyout, demolition and re-use coordination;
Material hauling and excavation coordination;

The City Center study;

RTA coordinated planning;

. Part 150 participation;

10. ILA Advisory Committee establishment;

11. Parking strategy development; and many others.

Vo0 NG W

I believe it will be critical for us to establish good communication including a regular joint meeting
schedule. I will have Marcia Rugg contact Michele of your office to see what we can set up.

Additionally, by separate letter to Mr. Dinsmore 1 have designated Julie Rodwell as our “contact
person” as required by the ILA. She has begun to get us organized so we can fulfill the City’s
obligations.

Another area of importance is the parking tax. We plan to proceed as soon as practical to enact the
fifty cent increase as agreed in the ILA. Itis currently slated for Council action in early October. We
will need to discuss any concerns you may have with this very soon.

A NSRRI
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Gina Marie Lindsay ( (
09/23/97
Page 2

As we discussed by telephone in the final [LA dialog, the City is satisfied with the accommodation it
made through the parking tax, to address the Port’s concerns about the FAA’s application of diversion
rules to the transportation projects. We understand that the Port will fund the interim South Access
improvements (i.e., airport link North of 188" and signage) located on Airport property. and the City
will fund the remainder out of parking tax revenues derived from the airport. This accommodation
shifts what originally was a sole obligation of the Port partially to the City, but only on condition that
the one dollar per transaction parking tax can accommodate it as well as the City’s TIP.

If, for example, these shifted obligations push total TIP costs higher than the amount of revenue the
City receives from parking taxes levied at the vote of one dollar/transaction, the City may decide not ‘0
forego other local projects in our TIP in order to fund the interim South Access improvements. In this
case, the City will expect the Port to make up the difference frem Port funds outside of the Aviation
Division to ensure improvements are built. This is consistent with [LA language clarifying that Port
obligations are firm, regardless of whether FAA diversion ruies apply. Of course, we will first look at
other options including adjustments t0 the parking tax, to address such a problem if it occurs as we
update the Transportation Plan. If the parking tax revenues are conservatively estimated, as expressed
by the Port in our discussions, then, of course, this situation would not materialize. I am also confident
this is what will happen.

I look forward to working with you to make the ILA a success and a good enample of airport and local
municipal cooperation of which we can both be proud. It is certainly a more positive challenge we face

than engaging in the adversarial alternatives. 1 appreciate your willingness to take up this challenge.

IBU7278011

.

Calvin Hoggard g
City Manager

CPH/mir

cc: Steve Butler, Director of Planning
Bruce Rayburn, Director of Public Works
Julie Rodwell, Programs Manager
Jav Heolman, Assistant City Manager

J LavisiaGas

Bob McAdams, City Attorney

CPH/mir
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d Port of Seatt.
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January 9, 1998

Calvin Hoggard, City Manager
City of SeaTac

17900 International Blvd., Suite 401
SeaTac, WA 98188-4236

Subject: Sequence for City street vacations and process for Port payment
Dear Cal'
The City / Port Interlocal Agr Balls for the City to adopt ordinances by December 31,

1997 approving vacation of certain street ri'ghts-of-way to the Port (ILA Exhibit C §9.1). However,
because of the need for the Port and City to develop detailed technical information to suppoert the
vacation ordinances, I understand that this deadline could not be met.

The Port proposes that the December 31, 1997 deadline be extended and that the Port and City work
together to develop a sequence for street vacations. The Port has hired 1 licensed civil engineering
firm to survey the street rights-of-way and an independent certified appraiser to determine the fair
market value of the streets to be vacated. The results of this work will provide both of us with the
information needed to work out a detailed process for the street vacations. From our analysis so far,
the Port anticipates that the vacations will be undertaken in multiple phases as follows: 1) Streets
already bounded by Port property (1 or 2 phases), 2) Streets bounded by Port and other parties’
property (1 or 2 phases), and 3) Streets in the Westside acquisition area (3 to 6 phases). It appears
that City approval of these phased vacations could start in the first quarter of 1998 and be completed
in late 1999 or early 2000 The Port commits to provide the City no later than March 31, 1598 legal
descriptions of all streets to be vacated under the [ILA and applicable maps and a completed city
application for street vacations.

Wien we negotiated the ILA, the Port recognized that Washinigton State law (Chapter 35 79 RCW)
allows the City to require agencies such as the Port to pay compensation for vacated street rights-of-
way Based on the information available during the negotiations, the parties estimated that the
value of the streets to be vacated would be about $13 5 million total This total is comprised of $3 5
million for Westside streets and $10 million for various other streets in the City (JLA Exhibit C
99.2). The ILA defined the $10 million portion as funds the City would use for community relief of
the Airport Master Plan improvements and that it would be paid in three installments as follows:

1) $2 million upon the City’s adoption of amendnents to the City Comprehensive Plan to make the
Plan consistent with the 1L.A and the Airport Master Plan (i.e., on or before December 31, 1997),

2) $4 million at the earlier of the completion of the joint transportation study or IJecember 31, 1998,
and 3) $4 million by December 31, 1999 (1LA Exhibit C g1 .4)

—




3807278011

Calvin loggard ( €\
City of Sea'lac

January 9, 1998

Page 2

The condition for Port payment of the first $2 million of vacated streets was fulfilled with the City
Couneil’s adoption of amendments to the City Comprehensive Plan on December 9, 1997. Because
the ILA ties this payment to street vacations and based on Port and City staff discussions during the
past several weeks, the Port proposes that the $2 million, plus accrued interest, be paid to the City
following the transfer of title to the Port for street rights-of-way valued at $2 million. In the
meantime, the Port has invested the $2 million in the King County Pool and interest shali accrue
beginning January 1, 1998 through the date on which the Port transfers the funds to the City. Under
no circumstances shall the transfer of title and funds be delayed beyond June 30, 1998. Interest
shall accrue at rates the Port actually earns on invested money. The rate for the first 60 days is
5.58%. At the end of this 60 day period, the Port will reinvest the funds ($2 million plus interest
accrued to date) in the King County Pool which is anticipated to earn rates comparable to what the
City could achieve in the State of Washington Local Government Investment Pool.

The City and Port have made good progress in building our partnership under the ILA and 1998
promises to offer us many more opportunities to work together.

Sincerely,

oY Ly ’
A M SN
M R Dinsmore =
Executive Director
Port of Seattle

Please indicate by signing below your concurrence with the above process for Port payment and the
extension of the December 31, 1997 ILA deadline for street vacations.

Qs s>

Calvin Hoggard
City Manager
City of SeaTac

ce: Port of Seattle Commissioners
Gina Marie Lindsey, Burr Stewart, Troy Brown, Janice Marsters, Borgan Anderson,
Traci Goodwin
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