
 
                                              

 
NOTICE OF WORKSHOP MEETING 

 
 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Oak Harbor City Council will hold a Workshop Meeting on 
Wednesday, May 29, 2013, at 3:00 – 5:30 p.m. The meeting will be held in the Council Cham-
bers, 865 SE Barrington Drive.  
 
DATED this 21st day May 2013. 
 
       Valerie J. Loffler, City Clerk 
 
 
The City Council may meet informally in workshop sessions (open to the public) to do concentrated strategic plan-
ning, to review forthcoming programs of the City, receive progress reports on current programs or projects, or re-
ceive other similar information from the City Administrator, provided that all discussions and conclusions thereon 
shall be informal. Council shall make no disposition of any item at a workshop meeting.  Public comment is not 
normally allowed at workshop meetings, although Council may allow, or request participation. 

 
 
 

CITY OF OAK HARBOR 
CITY COUNCIL 

WORKSHOP MEETING                                  AGENDA                                   May 29, 2013 - 3:00 p.m.          
 
 

1. Departmental Briefings 

a. Marina C-Dock Roof Project Recommendation 

b. Development Services 

c. Public Works 

d. Police 

e. Other 

 

2. Pending Agenda Items 

a. Resolution 13-06: Adopting an Invocation Policy 

b. Binding Site Plan Code Amendment 

c. WAIF Contract 

d. NLC Prescription Program 

e. N Booster Station & Transmission Main – Gray & Osborne Design Contract 

f. Septic to  Sewer Project – BHC Contract 

   

3. Emerging Issues 

a.  Non-Represented Employees – COLA and Opt Out 



 

 
 

WORKSHOP MEETING 
May 29, 2013 – 3:00 p.m. to 5:30 p.m. 

CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA 

 

Departmental Briefings 

1. Marina C-Dock Roof Project Recommendation 

2. Development Services -  Bed and Breakfast Code Amendment  

3. Public Works 

a. Parks Code Revisions 

b. Archaeology 

c. Property Acquisition Presentation by Craig Fullerton 

4. Police - Element Nightclub 

5. Other 

 

 

Pending Agenda Items 

1.  Resolution 13-06:  Adopting an Invocation Policy 

2. Binding Site Plan Code Amendment (Ord 1657, PH 06/18/13) 

3. WAIF Contract 

4. NLC Prescription Program 

5. N Booster Station & Transmission Main – Gray & Osborne Design Contract 

6. Septic to Sewer Project – BHC Contract 
 

 

Emerging Issues 

1. Non-Represented Employees – COLA and Opt Out 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: MAYOR SCOTT DUDLEY 

FROM: STEVE POWERS, DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIRECTOR 

SUBJECT: MARINA / C-DOCK ROOF PROJECT 

DATE: MAY 21, 2013 

CC: LARRY CORT, CITY ADMINISTRATOR 

  

 

PURPOSE: 

This memo presents staff’s recommendation that the damaged C-Dock roof not be replaced.   

 

INTRODUCTION: 

In January 2010, a portion of the western half of the Oak Harbor Marina C-Dock roof was 

damaged during a significant wind event.
1
  The damaged roof provided cover to thirteen slips.  

Following the damage, the City’s insurer indicated that the damage was covered under the City’s 

policy and recommended the City hire a structural engineer for review of the structure and to 

develop plans and specifications to replace the roof material.  The City retained the services of 

Reid Middleton, Inc. for this work (June 2010) and a report was completed (August 2010).  The 

City then retained Reid Middleton to prepare plans and specifications for the repair project 

(December 2010).  The project was put out to bid and a construction contract was awarded to 

Roosendaal Honcoop (RH) in the amount of $151,223.44 (May 2011), followed shortly by the 

issuance of a Notice to Proceed (June 2011). 

 

There are two major issues that affected the project from this point forward and both of them 

relate to permitting.  One is how the project was designed to meet the current fire code.  The other 

pertains to permits or approvals from other agencies. 

 

BUILDING PERMIT AND FIRE CODE COMPLIANCE 

When the plans as prepared by Reid Middleton were submitted to the Building Division and to 

the Fire Department for their review and permit approval, it was discovered that the proposed 

design did not meet current fire code standards.  The non-compliant design included the use of a 

fiberglass reinforced panel that was intended to burn and melt away at a prescribed temperature 

and within a prescribed time limit.  This melting away effect is necessary to provide the required 

venting during a fire.  In an effort to keep the project moving forward, the plans were approved 

(May 2011) with the condition that the originally specified fiberglass material be substituted with 

a polycarbonate.  The substituted material required approval by the Fire Department before it was 

installed.  Significant effort was expended by the consultant, the contractor and staff to find a 

material that would meet all of the necessary code and structural requirements within a timeframe 

that would allow the contract to proceed in a timely fashion.  Those efforts were not successful 

and resulted in the Fire Marshall rejecting the polycarbonate material based upon testing (August 

                                                      
 
1
 The roof over slips C-10, C-12, C-14, C-16, C-18, C-20, C-22, C-24, C-26, C-28, C-30, C-32 and C-34 

was either blown off or damaged. 
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2011).  The contract with RH was suspended (August 2011) and then terminated (September 

2011).  The contractor was compensated for their work as required by the contract (December 

2011). 

 

During this same timeframe, Reid Middleton staff continued to evaluate other means to meet the 

fire code, namely mechanical vents and fire sprinklers.  Their evaluation concluded with a 

recommendation that fire sprinklers be installed (August 2011).  Fire sprinklers could not be 

installed however without extending a new water service to the Marina.  The cost of extending 

the new service was prohibitive both in terms of the actual cost to the Marina and the relative cost 

compared to the small number of slips to initially benefit from this infrastructure (13 slips).   

 

Also during this same timeframe, the City and Reid Middleton discussed ways to get the project 

back on track.  Reid Middleton agreed to redesign the project to meet the appropriate fire code 

standards and entered into contract to do so at no cost to the City (January 2012).  The contract 

required a bid ready set of plans be produced by June 29, 2012.   

 

Plans and specifications were prepared, with the redesigned project utilizing roof vents to meet 

the fire code requirements.  The estimated cost of the redesigned project was $392,000, which 

was more than twice the original contract amount.  This amount equates to approximately 

$30,154 per slip. 

 

PERMITTING 

The City has an aquatics land lease with DNR for a majority of the property associated with the 

Marina.  The boilerplate language in the lease requires the City to obtain plan approval from 

DNR for major repairs or reconstruction projects.  The relevant language is shown below: 

 

 Construction, Major Repair, Modification, and Demolition   
(a) This Subsection 7.3 governs construction, alteration, replacement, major repair, 

modification, demolition, and deconstruction of Improvements (“Work”).  

Section 11 governs routine maintenance and minor repair of Improvements and 

the Property. 

(b) Except in an emergency, Tenant shall not conduct any Work, except as described 

in Exhibit B, without State’s prior written consent, as follows: 

(1) State may deny consent if State determines that denial is in the best 

interests of the State. State may impose additional conditions reasonably 

intended to protect and preserve the Property. If Work is for removal of 

Improvements at End of Term, State may waive removal of any or all 

Improvements.   

(2) State will deny consent for any Work that provides for 

(i) Placement of fill below ordinary high water, unless fill is 

intended for mitigation in accordance with Exhibit B, 

(ii) Construction of new bulkhead, or 

(iii) An increase in the total square footage of covered moorage 

(3) Except in an emergency, Tenant shall submit to State plans and 

specifications describing the proposed Work concurrent with 

submitting permit applications to regulatory authorities unless Tenant 
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and State otherwise agree to coordinate permit applications.  At a 

minimum, or if no permits are necessary, Tenant shall submit plans 

and specifications at least ninety (90) days before commencement of 

Work (emphasis added). 

 (4) State waives the requirement for consent if State does not notify Tenant 

of its grant or denial of consent within sixty (60) days of submittal.  

 

Per the language shown above no work may proceed without prior written approval from DNR 

and DNR may impose their own conditions (in addition to those required by other permitting 

agencies, if applicable).   

 

There is an exception to these requirements as outlined in Exhibit B to the lease.  The relevant 

language from Exhibit B is shown below: 

 

IV. RENOVATION, REPAIRS AND NEW CONSTRUCTION 

 

C. Planned Marina Redevelopment.  As of the Commencement Date, Tenant 

secured permits for phased reconstruction and upgrading of the existing marina 

facilities. Tenant has not secured funding for this work and the City Council has 

not determined whether to implement the full scope of work.   

 

 Permits current as of the Commencement Date include Section 404 permit issued 

by the United States Army Corps of Engineers (Permit #: NWS-2007-951-NO, 

issued on October 31, 2008), Hydraulic Project Approval (HPA) from the 

Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, (Permit #: 111469-1 issued on 

January 25, 2008),  and a Shoreline Conditional Use Permit  (Permit #:PLN-07-

00010), issued on November 28, 2008), Department of Ecology Conditional Use 

or Variance Permit, issued on March 28, 2008, (collectively “Commencement 

Permits”).  Tenant anticipates that the permits will expire before all of the 

authorized work is funded or completed.   

 

State grants its approval for work authorized under the Commencement Permits. 

Unless otherwise explicitly required under this Exhibit B, State does not 

require Tenant to submit plans and specifications as required by Section 7.3 of 

the Lease for work authorized under the Commencement Permit.  For work not 

authorized under the Commencement Permits and if any Commencement 

Permit expires before the work described below is complete, Tenant shall 

submit plans and specification to State and obtain State’s approval of work in 

accordance with Section 7.3 (emphasis added). 

 

The redevelopment permits included constructing new covered moorage.  Following the language 

of the lease, the City believed it did not need to get DNR approval to replace the existing, 

damaged roof so long as the redevelopment permits (aka the Commencement Permits) were valid.   

 

Knowing that the United States Army Corps of Engineers (the Corp) permit would expire on 

October 31, 2011, City staff contacted that agency in advance of that date to seek an extension.  
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In response to that request the City was informed that an extension could not be acted upon until 

two issues were addressed.  One issue was the submittal of a mitigation monitoring report as 

required by conditions of the redevelopment permit.  The other issue pertained to what the Corps 

refers to as unauthorized activity.  In short, the Corps believes that several of the existing in-water 

structures were never permitted by them and are therefore unauthorized.   

 

City staff has been working to address both of these issues.  A mitigation monitoring report was 

prepared by a qualified environmental firm and will be submitted to the Corps very shortly.  Staff 

has also submitted documentation to the Corps attempting to prove that the structures they view 

as unauthorized were funded and permitted by other agencies.  To date the Corps has not changed 

their opinion of these structures.  Staff continues to coordinate with the Corps on resolving this 

issue. 

 

Until such time as it is resolved, an extension of the Commencement Permits will not be 

considered by the Corps.  Without an extension, the roof cannot be replaced without first 

receiving DNR’s approval and receiving new permits from DOE and, ironically, the Corps.   

 

If the City needs to seek new permits to replace the damaged covered moorage, the terms of the 

DNR lease addressing renovation, repairs and new construction will apply.  Several of the lease 

provisions require features to be constructed that increase the amount of light that pass through 

overwater structures.  The relevant portions of the lease are shown below (with emphasis added): 

 

IV. RENOVATION, REPAIRS AND NEW CONSTRUCTION 

 

A. Conservation Measures. Whenever replacing, renovating, or repairing 

improvements, regardless of whether under Section 7 or Section 11 of the 

Lease, or constructing new improvements, Tenant shall implement the 

following conservation measures:  

 Install only flotation material that is encapsulated in a shell resistant to 

ultraviolet radiation and/or abrasion and which prevents breakup or release of 

flotation material to the water. 

 Do not use vehicle tires as flotation material or as dock or float bumpers that 

come into contact with the water at any time.   

 For floats with the potential to ground out (come in contact with the 

underlying tidelands), provide stoppers set to a height sufficient to keep the 

bottom of the floats at least twelve (12) inches above the substrate at all 

times.  Minimize the number of pilings used in new construction, thereby 

minimizing changes to existing sediment transport. 

 Maximize light passage through overwater structures as follows: 

1. The main walkway and laterals shall be at least fifty (50) 

percent grated, with the grating having at least sixty (60) 

percent open space, for both covered and non-covered docks.  
This shall apply to all docks 8 feet in width and greater, unless 

those docks are designed to be ADA compliant, in which case 

ADA standards for open space in the grating shall apply. See #5 

below.  
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2. Finger floats less than 8 feet in width in the uncovered moorage 

area shall utilize grating on 25% of the float area. 

3. Where dead loads such as gangways, electrical units, and other 

stationary loads are present, the maximum amount of grating (up 

to 50%) will be used in the float as is structurally feasible to 

support the required dead loads. 

4. Finger floats in covered moorage areas are not required to 

have grating but shall incorporate grating if structurally 

feasible.  Grating on the main walkways and laterals in covered 

moorage areas shall be incorporated to the maximum extent 

that it is structurally feasible and shall have a minimum of 

40% open space in the grating. 
5. According to the ADA Accessibility Guidelines for Buildings 

and Facilities (ADAAG) the Oak Harbor Marina is required to 

have a minimum of six (6) ADA accessible slips for a marina of 

their size (301-400 slips).  ADA accessible slips must at a 

minimum meet the grating requirements defined in standard 

4.5.4 of the ADAAG.   

 

 Orient night lighting to minimize the amount of light shining directly onto 

the water. 

 Make every reasonable effort to minimize noise during nighttime operations.  

 Post no-wake signs throughout the leasehold to minimize noise and sediment 

re-suspension. 

 Install storm drain filters on all storm drains that discharge directly into the 

bay.  

 Inspect filters monthly and replace as needed.  Annually submit verification 

of the inspections and filter replacements to State.   

 Do not use treated wood timbers or pilings below the waterline.  Use steel or 

concrete for new or replacement piles.  

 When feasible, remove structures/fixtures that are no longer in operation or 

use.  

 Maintain the dredge basin with a depth gradient shallower toward shore to 

avoid deep pockets that can act as unflushed holding basins. 

 Before construction or replacement of covered storage, Tenant shall 

submit plans and specifications showing the location for State approval in 

accordance with Section 7.3 of the Lease
2
. 

 

Given DNR’s clear preference for increasing the amount of light that penetrates structures 

shading the water, staff is not convinced that their approval would be granted without requiring 

                                                      
 
2
 Please note Section 7.3 permits the State to deny consent for improvements if they determine that denial is 

in the best interests of the State.  It also permits them to impose additional conditions reasonably intended 

to protect and preserve the property.   
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the City to construct significant mitigation measures in either the floats or the roof.  Securing new 

permits will also mean the expenditure of additional funds for various consultants. 

 

COVERED MOORAGE AND EXISTING SLIP MIX 

The Marina has 420 slips with 217 open permanent slips and 135 covered permanent slips (prior 

to the damage) of varying sizes, with the remainder of slips being either conditional or temporary 

moorage.  It was constructed in 1974 and the mixture of slip sizes is reflective of the boat sizes of 

that era.  The longer and taller boats of today require larger slips.  While covered moorage helps 

protect boats from the elements, many larger boats and all sail boats are incapable of utilizing 

covered moorage as exists in Oak Harbor.  In fact, over time various marina tenants have cut 

notches or openings into some of the roof beams in order to allow their boats to pass underneath.  

Leaving thirteen 40-foot slips uncovered provides a greater number of slips capable of handling 

today’s larger boats.  In fact, a key component of the Marina Redevelopment Program sought to 

increase the number of larger slips available for moorage.   

 

CONCLUSION 

More than three years has passed since the western half of the C-Dock roof was damaged in a 

storm.  Efforts to design and install a replacement roof have been hampered by fire code 

compliance difficulties and permit problems with other agencies.  While the fire code compliance 

issues have been solved (although at a much higher cost than originally estimated), the permit 

problems still remain.  In short, the City cannot replace the roof without (1) having been granted a 

time extension to the original Marina redevelopment permits, or (2) starting a new permit process 

with the Corps of Engineers, Department of Ecology and Department of Natural Resources.  It is 

not clear when or if the City’s request for a time extension will be approved.  Starting a new 

permit process will require the hiring of environmental and/or engineering consultants to assist 

with the JARPA process. 

 

Finally, decisions regarding the C-Dock roof project should also be made in the context of how 

they fit within the overall Marina Redevelopment Program and in recognition of the age of the 

facility.  Simply put, building a brand new roof structure on top of 39 year old floats may not 

make economic sense given the evolution of boating design and preferences. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

For the reasons stated above, staff recommends that a new roof not be constructed on that portion 

of C-Dock that was damaged in January 2010. 
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DRAFT – FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES 

 

 

 

 

RESOLUTION NO.  13-06 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF OAK HARBOR ESTABLISHING A WRIT-

TEN POLICY FOR THE PRESENTATION OF INVOCATIONS AT CITY 

COUNCIL MEETINGS 

  

WHEREAS, it is the desire of the Oak Harbor City Council to set the tone for the City of Oak Harbor 

for the conduct of its City Council meetings during 2013 and for years to come; and 

 

WHEREAS, invocations can serve the secular purpose of solemnizing public occasions and encouraging 

the recognition of things that are worthy of appreciation in society; and  

 

WHEREAS, in order to continue the long standing history and tradition of legislative invocation 

established by the drafters of the Constitution, it is  the policy of the City to permit invocations to be 

presented at the commencement of City Council meetings; and  

 

WHEREAS, it is the intent of the Oak Harbor City Council to recognize and respect spiritual diversity; 

and 

 

WHEREAS, it is the wish of the Oak Harbor City Council to conform its written invocation policy with 

the holding in Rubin v. City of Lancaster, No. 11-56318 (9
th

 Cir. 2013) and to express the City’s 

commitment to spiritual neutrality; 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the City Council of the City of Oak Harbor, Washington 

as follows: 

 

1. The Oak Harbor City Council will continue to begin the regular City Council meetings with 

an invocation presented by  representatives of the greater Oak Harbor area spiritual  commu-

nity. 

 

2. The City will advertise at least once per year that it is seeking interested members of public 

from any and all religious denominations or spiritual organizations  to present invocations at 

City Council meetings.  The City Clerk shall establish a list of religious and spiritual organi-

zations  located within the greater Oak Harbor area.  The list shall be available to the public 

and additional organizations shall be added at the request of any organization..  Notice of the 

opportunity to give the invocation will be sent to all organizations on the list.  A sign up pro-

cedure will be established by the City for scheduling of interested volunteers. 

 

3. The opportunity to offer an invocation is voluntary and the contents of the invocation may be 

dictated by the beliefs of the individual or organization offering the invocation. As a general 

guideline only, it is requested that invocations be limited to approximately 90 seconds.     
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4. The City shall endeavor to provide a copy of this resolution to each volunteer in advance of 

his or her presentation of the invocation.   

 

PASSED by the City Council of the City of Oak Harbor and approved by its Mayor this _____day of 

______, 2013. 

 

      CITY OF OAK HARBOR 

 

      _______________________________ 

      SCOTT DUDLEY, MAYOR 

 

ATTEST:     Approved as to Form: 

 

________________________  ________________________________ 

Valerie J. Loffler, City Clerk   Grant Weed, Interim City Attorney 



City of Oak Harbor 

City Council Agenda Bill 

 

 Bill No.      

 Date: June 18, 2013 (Tentative) 

 Subject: Ordinance No. 1657: 

Binding Site Plan Code 

Amendments  

 

FROM: Steve Powers 

 Development Services Director 

 

INITIALED AS APPROVED FOR SUBMITTAL TO THE COUNCIL BY: 

    Scott Dudley, Mayor 

    Larry Cort, City Administrator 

    Doug Merriman, Finance Director 

    Grant Weed, Interim City Attorney, as to form 

 

PURPOSE 

This agenda bill introduces a draft ordinance to the City Council that amends Oak Harbor Municipal 

Code (OHMC) Chapter 21.80, Binding Site Plans, by establishing a process for altering or vacating 

previously approved binding site plans and making other related amendments.   

 

AUTHORITY 

RCW 58.17.035 grants cities the authority to adopt by ordinance procedures for the division of land by 

use of a binding site plan (BSP).  Should a city choose to adopt such an ordinance it is required to 

provide for the alteration or vacation of BSPs. 

 

There are also two sections of the Oak Harbor Municipal Code that are relevant to this agenda item.  

One addresses the adoption of ordinances in general (OHMC 1.04.020), while the other addresses 

amendments to land use codes (OHMC 18.20.270). 

 

OHMC Section 1.04.020(2) states:  

 

An ordinance other than an emergency ordinance, budget amendment, moratorium ordinance or 

ordinance to be passed after a public hearing shall be introduced at least one full council meeting 

prior to the one it is considered for passage. After introduction and consideration, the ordinance 

shall then be continued to a scheduled subsequent full council meeting for additional 

consideration and for action such as passage, rejection or continuance to another hearing date.  

 



City of Oak Harbor 

City Council Agenda Bill 

 

OHMC Sections 18.20.270(1) and (2) establish that amendments to land use codes require a public 

hearing before the Planning Commission with a recommendation to the City Council.  The City Council 

may hold additional hearings.  Traditionally, the Council has conducted its own hearing.  

 

FISCAL IMPACT DESCRIPTION 

Funds Required:  N/A 

Appropriation Source:  N/A 

 

SUMMARY STATEMENT 

State law provides for the BSP process as an alternative means of subdividing property.  This method is 

typically used in commercial shopping centers, industrial parks and residential condominiums where 

individual ownership of specific buildings or spaces is desired and where common ownership of other 

facilities is appropriate (e.g. driveways, parking spaces, landscaping, and stormwater facilities).  

 

The Municipal Code includes a chapter devoted to binding site plans (OHMC 21.80; please see 

Attachment 1). A review of the existing language found that it does not specifically or adequately 

address the alteration or vacation of previously approved BSPs. Staff notes this review was the result of 

a past application seeking to alter a previously approved binding site plan. 

 

BACKGROUND 

The past application, submitted by Alpine Village, Inc. in 2010, sought an amendment to the Binding 

Site Plan for Pier Point Condominiums.  The City processed the application, ultimately denying the 

requested amendment.  Alpine Village, Inc. appealed the City’s decision, first to the Hearing Examiner 

and then to Island County Superior Court.  The Superior Court ruled in the City’s favor and remanded 

the case back to the Hearing Examiner to enter a decision consistent with the Court’s.  The Hearing 

Examiner entered his decision on June 27, 2012.  The Hearing Examiner’s decision provides a summary 

of the issues involved (please see Attachment 2.)  

 

The above information on Pier Point Condominium/Alpine Village, Inc. application is provided to the 

City Council as background information only and to illustrate why the code amendment project was 

initiated.  It is important to note that while the proposed draft ordinance addresses some of the issues 

raised with the Pier Point application it is not specific to only that particular BSP.  The proposed code 

amendment applies to all existing and future binding site plans, as noted in the draft. 

 

Work on the draft amendment began in late-2010 and continued into 2011.  Work was suspended after 

the Planning Commission completed their review and recommendation, pending completion of the 

appeal process for the Pier Point Condominium/Alpine Village, Inc. application. 
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PLANNING COMMISSION REVIEW 

As required by OHMC 18.20.270, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on the proposed 

code amendment.  The hearing was opened on December 28, 2010, and then continued to January 25, 

2011 and February 22, 2011.  Copies of the staff reports, attachments and minutes from those hearings 

are attached as Attachment 3.  These materials document the background information presented to the 

Planning Commission by staff and the code concepts considered by the Commission.  The Commission 

accepted testimony from the public and from staff on all three dates.  After closing the hearing on 

February 22, 2011, they recommended approval of the attached draft code to the City Council 

(Attachment 4) 

 

STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

The draft code was discussed with the Governmental Services Standing Committee at their February 8 

and March 2, 2011 meetings.  No additional briefings of that committee have occurred. 

 

The draft code was presented to the City Council at their May 29, 2013 workshop. 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 

Open public hearing on Ordinance No. 1644 and continue to May 21, 2013. 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Oak Harbor Municipal Code Chapter 21.80, Binding Site Plans (existing code) 

2. Hearing Examiner Decision of June 27, 2012 

3. Planning Commission staff reports, attachments and minutes from December 12, 2010; January 

25, 2011 and February 22, 2011.  

4. Draft Ordinance No. 1644, amending OHMC 21.80 

 

Please note that for the introduction of this topic to the City Council at the May 29, 2013 

workshop, only the February 22, 2011 Planning Commission report and the draft ordinance are 

provided as attachments.   
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City Council Agenda Bill 

 

  Bill No. ________________________ 

  Date:    June 4, 2013   

Subject:  Prescription Discount Card 

Program 

 

  

FROM:     Cheryl L. Lawler, HR Manager 

 

INITIALED AS APPROVED FOR SUBMITTAL TO THE COUNCIL BY: 

  _____ Larry Cort, City Administrator 

  _____  Doug Merriman, Finance Director 

 _____ Grant Weed, Interim City Attorney, as to form 

       
 
PURPOSE  
  
To introduce a Prescription Discount Card Program through National League of Cities that would benefit 

the citizens of Oak Harbor and employees. 

 

AUTHORITY  
 

None 

 

FISCAL IMPACT DESCRIPTION 
 

There is no cost of the city or to its citizens to enroll or use this program. 

 

SUMMARY STATEMENT 
 

The National League of Cities, of which Oak Harbor is a member, has created the NLC Prescription 

Discount Card Program that will provide our residents with a program that offers an average savings of 

23%.  

 

STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
 

None 

 

RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 

It is recommended that the  City Council and Mayor approve the necessary steps to launch this program to 

our citizens.  

 

ATTACHMENTS 
 

Information about the program from The National League of Cities. 
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CITY OF OAK HARBOR 
RESOLUTION NO. 13-XX 

 
A RESOLUTION TO ADOPT THE NATIONAL LEAGUE OF 
CITIES PRESCRIPTION DISCOUNT CARD PROGRAM 

 
WHEREAS, The City of Oak Harbor values and desires to meet the needs of the 
residents it serves; and  
 
WHEREAS, the City recognizes that with the continuing rise in the cost of 
healthcare many individuals and families are without health insurance or a 
traditional pharmacy benefit plan, or have prescriptions not covered by 
insurance; and  
 
WHEREAS, as a member of National League of Cities (NLC) our city can offer to 
our residents a free prescription discount card that provides savings off the retail 
price of prescription medications, at no cost to the city. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Oak 
Harbor that the NLC Prescription Discount Card Program will be implemented. 
 
PASSED by the City Council and approved by its Mayor this ______ day of 
________________, 2013. 
        

CITY OF OAK HARBOR 
 
 
__________________________ 

      SCOTT DUDLEY, MAYOR 
 
 
Attest:      Approved as to form: 
 

 
___________________________ _______________________________ 
Valerie J. Loffler, City Clerk  Grant K. Weed, Interim City Attorney 
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