City Council Meeting
Tuesday, September 21, 2010, 6:00 p.m.
City Hall — Council Chambers

CALL TO ORDER Mayor Slowik called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.
INVOCATION Ben Norris, Church of the Nazarene
ROLL CALL
Mayor Jim Slowik Paul Schmidt, City Administrator
Seven Members of the Council, Margery Hite, City Attorney
Rick Almberg Doug Merriman, Finance Director
Jim Campbell Steve Powers, Development Services Director
Scott Dudley Cathy Rosen, Public Works Director
Beth Munns Eric Johnston, City Engineer
Danny Paggao, Mayor Pro Tem Rhonda Severns, Utility Services Coordinator
Jim Palmer Rick Wallace, Chief of Police
Bob Severns Mark Soptich, Fire Chief

Ray Merrill, Battalion Chief
Mike Mclintyre, Senior Services Director
Renee Recker, Executive Assistant to the Mayor

MINUTES

MOTION:  Councilmember Campbell moved to approve the 9/7/10 regular
meeting minutes. The motion was seconded by Councilmember
Palmer and carried unanimously.

NON-ACTION COUNCIL ITEMS

Proclamation — Fire Prevention Week

Councilmember Dudley read and presented this proclamation to Oak Harbor Fire
Department Battalion Chief, Ray Merrill. This year's theme, “Smoke Alarms: A Sound
You Can Live With,” actively works to motivate Oak Harbor residents to implement
smoke alarm recommendations in their homes. Free smoke detectors will be handed
out during a safety fair which will be held at Home Depot, October 2, 2010, 9:00 a.m.

Public Comments

Fred Henninger, 580 SE Ireland, Oak Harbor. Dr. Henninger spoke about the $4,400
error which had occurred during the Pioneer Way survey and how this will be negotiated
with the surveyor. He noted that this surveyor had volunteered his services for the
Waterfront Walkway. Mayor Slowik responded that there is no connection between this
volunteered time and the contracted work for Pioneer Way. The contractor stepped up
and said he made the mistake, corrected the mistake, and is willing to work off the dollar
amount as compensation to the City which is a fair and equitable decision by the
contractor.
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Mel Vance, P.O. Box 2882, Oak Harbor. Mr. Vance spoke about the Annual Whidbey
Island Kite Festival which is being held on September 25 and 26, 2010 at Camp Casey
and the Camp Casey Conference Center. There will be outdoor and indoor kite flying,
children’s activities, and the festival is an enjoyable event which is free to the public.

There were no other public comments.

Consent Agenda
A. Jail Contract — Washington State Department of Corrections
B. Excused Absence — Councilmember Bob Severns, from the 10/19/10 City
Council Meeting
C. Approval of Accounts Payable Vouchers (Pay Bills)

Councilmember Almberg asked that item A, Jail Contract — Washington State
Department of Corrections, be removed from the consent agenda for discussion.

MOTION:  Councilmember Almberg moved to approve consent agenda items B
and C with item C paying accounts payable check numbers 142914 —
143088 in the amount of $263,115.58; payroll check numbers 94106 —
94121 in the amount of $405,489.35, and payroll check number 94122
in the amount of $192.96. The motion was seconded by
Councilmember Palmer and carried unanimously.

Item A, Jail Contract — Washington State Department of Corrections
Councilmember Almberg asked about prescription payment and the provision for
medical care as shown in Section 3.07 — Medical Care. Chief Wallace responded that
there is direct billing for all costs and the City is not paying for offenders’ medical care.
Mr. Almberg did not see this stipulated in the agreement. Chief Wallace will check with
Mr. Hawkins and City Attorney Hite noted that she had a similar concern but the
offenders’ health plan is the State’s plan and we would not pay for it. We have a
responsibility for inmates in our care and the State does too.

MOTION:  Councilmember Almberg moved to authorize the Mayor to sign the
interlocal agreement for jail services between the Washington State
Department of Corrections and the Oak Harbor City Jail. The motion
was seconded by Councilmember Severns.

Councilmember Dudley noted the language in Section 3.07.7 of the agreement which
addresses medical billings.

VOTE ON THE
MOTION: The motion carried unanimously.
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Public Hearing — West Meadows Final Plat Alteration

Development Services Director Steve Powers gave this report and PowerPoint
presentation which requested City Council approval of an alteration to the West
Meadows final plat. The alteration requested by the owner (West Meadows Partners,
Inc.) would relocate the driveway access for Lot 54 for the purposes of accommodating
a specific house plan. The plat alteration is in conformance with the engineering
requirements for traffic safety and will not affect other improvements to the lot or within
the subdivision. Staff has reviewed the application and has determined that the
proposed alteration to the final plat meets the State's subdivision alteration
requirements of RCW 58.17.

Mayor Slowik opened the public hearing at 6:20 p.m. but there were no comments so
the public hearing was closed.

Council Discussion

Council discussion followed about reference to the alteration in the plat map’s notes,
staff's review of traffic, access to corner lots, and the resolution number to be assigned
to the accompanying resolution.

MOTION: Councilmember Munns moved to approve Resolution 10-23. The
motion was seconded by Councilmember Palmer and carried
unanimously.

Resolution 10-23 describes the alteration of the West Meadows final plat to revise Lot
54 and allow access from NW Upsala Drive.

Introduction of Ordinance — Establishing Utility Rates

Public Works Director Cathy Rosen presented this agenda bill and introduced Shawn
Koorn from HDR Engineering, Inc. Over the past three months, Council has adopted
ordinances that establish policies to be used in setting rates for the water, wastewater,
and storm drain utilities. This evening’s proposed ordinance will set the rates. Mr.
Koorn gave a PowerPoint presentation reviewing what has been presented to Council
and staff in the past. The complete presentation and discussion points are attached to
the minutes as Exhibit A. The rate setting process compares revenues of the utility to
its expense to determine the overall level of adjustment, allocates the revenue
requirement between customer service classifications, and designs rates for each class
of service to meet the revenue needs of the utility along with rate design goals and
objectives. This study is the first the City has done from a cost of service perspective
and will help establish a trend for future studies.

Mayor Slowik called for public comments.

Fred Henninger, 580 SE Ireland, Oak Harbor. Dr. Henninger spoke with concern over
charging rates from meters; receiving water from a certain size meter should be the
guide for a base water rate. Only one utility is metered with regard to water. The State
of Washington has not taxed us for the food we buy, but the legislature allowed that
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water be taxed. If you do not pay your storm drain fee, then they will turn off your water
and water is essential. You are taxed from receipt of water through the flush of water.
My monthly water rate will incur an 18.75% increase. Why do we use cubic feet as a
measurement instead of gallons? My stormwater rate will incur a 10.9% increase.
Adding up all of the increases in my utilities will incur 113.3% increase over what |
presently pay. Call the meter fee a capital improvement fee. The 6 % percent interest
on what we charge for water adds $259,000 into the general fund. It is about the same
for sewer. Only 2/100s goes to the State of Washington and the rest goes to the general
fund. The City's general fund goes up by 113% for the first year of this increase.

Mel Vance, P.O. Box 2882, Oak Harbor. This presentation should have been given
two months ago. The largest water consumers, their rates are going up by small
amounts, whereas the single family rates are going up much faster. For the water rate,
bring in the inclining block much sooner. Waiting five years is not fast enough, three
years should be adequate. With ERUs, the only item | see for conservation is in water
consumption. Runoff should be considered with conservation. We need to penalize the
construction of larger homes.

With no other comments coming forth, Mayor Slowik closed comments on this
introductory ordinance.

Council Discussion

Discussion followed about the definition of debt service, financing of capital projects
through a revenue bond and the annual repayment (debt service) for a bond over its
time period. Noting Mr. Vance’s remarks, discussion continued about the months of
study and Council workshops which have been held for this rate study, the different
classifications of utility customers, administrative and fixed costs — meters have to be
tested, replaced, and read, pipes must be maintained, and Department of Health testing
is required. These costs are capitalized into a meter fee rather than a capital
improvement fee; it is called a ready-to-serve charge, an administrative fee.
Discussion followed about churches as a commercial class, how often rates are
reviewed (annually, but a rate study is not done annually), and inclusion of this review
timeline in the ordinance along with all of the rate charts. Mr. Koorn noted that it is
difficult to show these so far out. Councilmember Campbell asked that it be shown out
to 2015 and that citizens need to have this information that far into the future. Ms.
Rosen clarified that what Council was being asked to do is adopt the rates and we do
not know what the rates should reflect that far out; this ordinance is asking for the next
three years. Mayor Slowik asked Ms. Rosen if the proposed ordinance calls for review
on an annual basis (no), but Mr. Koorn is asking that the rate structure be reviewed
every three to five years. Discussion continued about the positive effect of this rate
study and that the City can now act in a proactive rather than reactive mode with the
rates ordinance and the adopted rates policies. Discussion followed about the
consumption for commercial customers and residential customers, the use of ccf
instead of gallons, and the beginning dates for these rates. Storm drain rates and
impervious surface were discussed, the use of this study as a scale to help Council stay
in budget, and the amount of time that has been given to this study and the proposed
rates. Mr. Koorn talked about the use of an average residential customer bill on all
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three utilities and the increase by the proposed rate adjustment; the cumulative
adjustment at 45% is the average increase for the average customer over five years.
For the combined utility, the overall increase in the bill is 20%. Council concurrence ran
toward seeing five years called out in the final ordinance since rates can be reviewed
annually. Discussion followed about storm water rates and square footage,
Councilmember Dudley read the letter from Mr. Wallin and Mr. Wallin’s concerns about
the impact of stormwater rates and Mr. Dudley also talked about a letter from Dr.
Schulte, OHSD, concerning utility costs. Discussion continued about line size, meter
size, commercial use, and increase percentages. The Anacortes agreement and Navy
agreement were also discussed along with clarification about the invoice from the City
to the Navy. The water the Navy pulls from the 24" line goes into their own stand-alone
system; this water does not come through the City’s distribution system. To charge the
Navy as we charge our citizenry would not be fair or equitable since they pull off of the
24" line. The existing Navy contract asks that they pay for half of the maintenance costs
on the 24" line, and half of capital projects when they occur. The Navy, as well as the
State Park, is also asked to conserve water. Discussion continued about rates for areas
not annexed but served by the City (they pay one and a half times more) and the benefit
of annexation to drop this figure. The five-year transition period instead of a three-year
transition period was discussed. Mr. Koorn felt the City can be more proactive
concerning capital improvements by going out that far, but rates are considered in a
shorter time period. And to clarify ccfs, one ccf is 748 gallons. It was suggested that
the utility bills show a gallon to ccf equivalent.

MOTION: Councilmember Campbell moved to schedule a public hearing on
October 5, 2010 for the ordinance establishing rates for water,
wastewater and storm drain services, and include the five year
charts and language specifying an annual review of rates. The
motion was seconded by Councilmember Dudley.

Councilmember Almberg asked about the beginning date and Ms. Rosen responded
that the effective date is December 20, 2010 which will begin the 2011 schedule.

VOTE ON THE
MOTION: The motion carried unanimously.

Break
Mayor Slowik called for a break at 7:30 p.m. and the meeting reconvened at 7:40 p.m.

Public Art Site Recommendations — Oak Harbor Arts Commission

City Administrator Paul Schmidt presented these recommendations and introduced Rick
Lawler, Chair of Oak Harbor's Arts Commission. The Commission completed a Visual
Arts Collection Management Plan Policies and Procedures which was adopted by the
City Council in February of 2007. A policy regarding the display and placement of
works of art is contained in the document which states the Commission will establish
and recommend an Artwork Site Plan. For the past year, the Arts Commissioners have
held numerous discussions regarding possible art locations throughout the City as well
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as the types of art that may be appropriate. Site criteria taken into consideration
included the need to locate art where people frequent and the importance of placing art
within sight of SR 20. The Commissioners would like art to become a part of life in Oak
Harbor — a passive encounter. The sites chosen for public art include the Farmer’s
Market area by the Chamber of Commerce, Freund Marsh, Pioneer Way, the “Freund
Wall” and Pasek Park on Pioneer Way. The “Freund Wall” refers to the large retaining
wall located on the corner of SR 20 and Erie on which a mural could be painted or
decorative tile work done. The Arts Commissioners acknowledge both the Farmer's
Market area and “Freund Wall” are not located on City property, but feel those locations
are highly visible and art would be a welcome addition for those who pass by. Should
those sites be accepted, staff would prepare agreements with the property owners.
These site recommendations were presented to the Parks Board in May of 2010 and
were unanimously approved.

Public Comments

Mel Vance, P.O. Box 2882, Oak Harbor. Mr. Vance spoke with concern about the
Freund Wall and felt ownership should be transferred to the City. Mr. Vance also spoke
about two murals on Pioneer Way, one of which is still in place and needs repainting.
Mr. Vance recommended that this be done instead of incorporating new sculpture or art;
it would be less expensive.

There were no other public comments.

Council Discussion

Discussion followed about the % percent collected on behalf of public art (approximately
$2,800 per month), that it could be used to acquire an easement, if there is a time limit
on accrued funds, and the each piece of art will come back before Council for approval.
Council members concurred that, as Mr. Vance suggested, easements in perpetuity
(perpetual permanent easements) should be established. Mr. Schmidt noted that there
have been conversations with the school district regarding the Farmer’'s Market site, and
that any significant cost for an easement would come back before Council. These
recommendations are for planning purposes. Discussion followed about a developed or
developing theme for public art and if this might return to Council in the future.

MOTION: Councilmember Almberg moved to approve the proposed list of art
sites as recommended by the Arts Commission: Farmer’s Market
area by the Chamber of Commerce, Freund Marsh, Pioneer Way, the
“Freund Wall,” and Pasek Park on Pioneer Way; and that whenever
an easement is required, the easements would be granted in
perpetuity. The motion was seconded by Councilmember Palmer
and carried unanimously.

Council Rules Amendment — Standing Committees Rule No. 27

City Administrator Paul Schmidt presented this agenda bill which is a follow-up to
Councilmember Palmer’s request that a rule be drafted to deal with procedures to be
followed at standing committee meetings. An ordinance was adopted on June 15,
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2010 which formalized the nature and meeting times of standing committees. During
Council discussion, Councilmember Palmer indicated that he would like to establish
procedures for the conduct of standing committee meetings. This agenda bill proposed
adoption of standing committee rule no. 27 as part of the “Administration and Personnel
Council Rules” to address Mr. Palmer’s procedural concerns. The four provisions of the
proposed rule are:

1. Every standing committee will have a chair who will preside at standing
committee meetings and provides for selection of a chair pro tempore if the chair
is not present.

2. Only assigned committee members will sit at the dais or at the table for
Councilmembers.

3. The chair may, but is not required to, allow public comment.

4. Councilmembers not assigned to the standing committee as a primary member
( ) may participate in the standing committee discussions.

( ) may not participate in the standing committee discussions.

Public Comments

Fred Henninger, 580 SE Ireland, Oak Harbor. !t bothers me that | cannot find an
agenda and | think this discourages the public from attending.

Mel Vance, P.O. Box 2882, Oak Harbor. There are two issues with these rules, and
there is still some question about interpretation of the Open Public Meetings Act. Be
careful; it may need to be changed. Bring in the State. The other issue is about public
comment. The committees are where business is done; and then they vote on it.

Mayor Slowik corrected the record concerning Mr. Vance’s comments. No action is
taken at standing committees. All action is taken during City Council’'s regular meetings.
Also, we have written, through Barbara Bailey, to ask about the standing committees in
general. There is still no answer from the Attorney General. Many other groups are
weighing in on this issue. Mayor Slowik also noted, regarding Dr. Henninger's
comments, that the agendas are posted on the City's website and the bulletin boards
once they are available.

Council Discussion

Discussion followed about Councilmember participation, the lack of response from the
Attorney General, and quorums and the perception of the doctrine of fairness.
Discussion continued about incorporating the June 15" standing committees ordinance
into the “Administration and Personne! Council Rules” book. Councilmembers felt it is
helpful to attend standing committee meetings as a member of the public to hear the
committees’ discussion. City Attorney Hite noted that if you take public comment, you
are subject to the Open Public Meetings Act. The ordinance made standing committee
meetings Council meetings. Councilmember Palmer had asked about the process for
conducting a standing committee meeting. Standing committee meetings are already
open public meetings. Discussion continued about the number of Councilmembers who
should attend and the perception of a quorum, that Councilmembers should attend only
their assigned committee meetings, and that standing committee meetings should
always allow public comment. Discussion followed about the quorum issue and that
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when Chapter 1.04 was amended, the standing committees are regular open public
meetings, all Councilmembers can attend them, and quorum ceases to be an issue.
Chapter 1.04.015 (4) states: Any City Councilmember may attend any standing
committee meeting and there shall be no quorum requirement for standing committee
meetings.

Discussion followed about the public comment that Council does not discuss issues at
the regular meeting level and that, if questions are discussed during standing committee
meetings and not discussed again during the regular Council meetings, it could be
perceived as “rubber-stamping.” Mayor Slowik noted that Council did not appear to
have this issue settled. As suggested earlier in this discussion by Councilmember
Campbell, Councilmember Palmer and City Attorney Hite talked about including
Ordinance 1578 into the Rules booklet and if that would then become Rule No. 28. This
was not a formal motion.

MOTION: Councilmember Palmer moved to remand this back to staff, the
motion was seconded by Councilmember Campbell and carried
unanimously.

North Oak Harbor Street Project — Council Agenda Bill Per OHMC 1.04

City Administrator Paul Schmidt presented this agenda bill in response to a motion and
second by the Council on September 7, 2010 to place this report on the September 21,
2010 Council agenda. To respond to a City Council inquiry request in the time provided
and involving a project with such breadth in duration and design complexity as the North
Oak Harbor Street Project, staff prepared a binder of documents which was distributed
to Council members as a CD similar to a response to a public records request. City
Engineer Eric Johnston also provided a memorandum which specifically addressed
some of the known questions that have surfaced regarding the North Oak Harbor Street
Project.

Mayor Slowik called for public comments.

Mel Vance, P.O. Box 2882, Oak Harbor. Mr. Vance asked that public comments be
reopened after Council discussion. Mayor Slowik said he would not do that; Council
conducts the business of the City.

There were no other comments.

Council Discussion

Since Councilmember Dudley had made the motion on September 21, 1010 to have this
agenda bill in place for this evening’s meeting, discussion began with his statements
and questions. Mr. Dudley talked about the construction and consulting contracts,
contract costs, in-house versus consultant and contractor duties on this project, the
number of Reid-Middleton staff on this project, the original design, asbuilts and
topographic work, and the project timeline. Mayor Slowik noted that Councilmember
Dudley had spoken for ten minutes and asked for the amount of time needed to
conclude his discussion.

9/21/10 City Council Meeting
Page 8 of 11



MOTION: Councilmember Dudley moved to extend his time for an additional
thirteen minutes after all other Council members had made their
comments. The motion was seconded by Councilmember Campbell.

It was asked if each Council member would then have 23 minutes to discuss this
project. City Attorney Hite and Mayor Slowik noted that such a decision would be up to
Council. Discussion followed about this issue as a contract administration issue that
deals with staff and that it is not relevant to go through this contract review, with
discussion then countering that there have been questions and concerns about the
project. Discussion continued about the intent of this agenda bill — what is its real intent:
fact-finding, financial impact, blame, delay?

VOTE ON THE

MOTION: Councilmembers Dudley, Campbell, Paggao, and Severns voted in
favor of the motion. Councilmembers Almberg, Palmer, and Munns
opposed. The motion carried.

Discussion continued about the nature of a street project, delays on other projects, the
notice of substantial completion issued on September 8, 2010, the excellent work that
G.G. Construction has done on past projects, and that changes occur with every
project. Discussion followed about Council as a body inadvertently interfering with a
contract and to not prejudice the City's position. The City has done construction
management work with larger and smaller projects, G.G. Construction was the prime
contractor on Department of Transportation projects, the standard specifications of the
City's contract documents, that the level of documentation ran to funding and use of City
staff's time, that staff and the contractor should be supported with regard to finishing this
project, and that the contractor’s schedule is not relevant to this Council. The project
allows safer access and is a good project for the City. Discussion followed about
wheelchair access, ADA compliancy, a light pole on the sidewalk and accessibility for a
wheelchair in that area, steepness, the need for a crosswalk where there are ADA
ramps, emergency vehicle accessibility, and pervious material and standing water.
Councilmember Campbell asked for an answer to these concerns now or later.

City Engineer Eric Johnston talked about Mr. Campbell's observations: The pervious
asphalt runs from Crosby to Columbia and there are areas that are patched with non-
pervious material, but the pervious material is draining appropriately. Concerning wheel
chair access, there are “up and down” areas but these are addressed in the standard;
the sidewalk meets the ADA standard. The power pole north of the mobile home park
also meets ADA standards. Mr. Johnston noted that he would answer this discussion
and questions in written format.

Councilmembers Munns and Paggao in earlier comments responded that everyone is
excited and proud of this street and how it looks.
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CORRECTION TO THE MINUTES (requested during the 10/5/10 City Council
Meeting). Councilmember Dudley asked that this statement be added to page 12 of
the 9/21/10 City Council minutes:

I thought that the City did not communicate with Island Transit or the

Transportation Department of our Oak Harbor School District of which both of

them were greatly affected.
Councilmember Dudley'’s final remarks addressed the sidewalk ramps at Oak Harbor
Street and Whidbey which he felt are wrong, sidewalk ramps at Columbia and at NE
10™ which do not have crosswalks, and he generally felt the street is not pedestrian-
friendly. Mr. Dudley asked to see the compliance for the power pole in the sidewalk.
His remarks continued to the driveway grade, trees planted under power lines, the
pervious surface compliance, bus stops, the school district, medians and sprinkler
heads which have been damaged, and the safety of the stop sign on Columbia due to
its visibility. Councilmember Dudley expressed concern about the City's in-house
projects, the City’s relationship with contractors, and if the City would gain a reputation
of not being user-friendly. Mr. Dudley asked if G.G. Construction’s representatives
could address this discussion since they were in the audience. City Administrator
Schmidt responded that we bring authorization for bids before Council as an added step
in the contract process. Arterial street projects are fairly straight-forward. If the City
deviates from standards, that could open the City to liability. The City relies on its traffic
engineer to stay to the standard. This project has not been unusually long and it is not
uncommon to have project questions from the public. The City was pleased to able to
do this project and had to move ahead on it or risk losing the Transportation
Improvement Board funding. Based on this project being not completely closed out,
Mayor Slowik did not allow the G.G. Construction representatives to speak.
Mr. Dudley felt the City could learn from this project and Mr. Johnston noted that he
would rather discuss this evening’'s mentioned issues rather than what would be done in
the future and there are still issues to be worked out on this project. Councilmember
Almberg stated that, it is totally inappropriate for the Council to comment on anything
that would prejudice the City or contractor and resented the implication that the City
does not have good working relationships with this contractor or other contractors.
Councilmember Palmer agreed and Councilmember Campbell stated that he hoped
staff would recognize that his questions were probably more in-depth than he should
have asked but constituents call with questions and concerns. Mr. Campbell asked for
funding status and issues updates during projects which would help him field questions.
Mayor Slowik responded that status reports are given to standing committees, the
roundabout on this project had been removed and that was presented to standing
committees along with the open house presentations presented to the public in a timely
manner.

City Administrator’'s Comments
City Administrator Schmidt talked about upcoming meeting and budget workshops and
the tour of Blaine’s wastewater treatment facility.
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Council Members’ Comments

Councilmembers gave their standing committee reports. Mayor Pro Tem Paggao
thanked Ms. Munns and Lt. Dyer for staying with Mrs. Paggao until she found her car
following the Island Thrift Board of Directors meeting. He also thanked Chief Wallace
for help in retrieving the car. Councilmember Campbell thanked his wife for the
wonderful birthday party she organized for him. Councilmember Palmer asked about
the length of the budget workshops (two hours). Councilmember Munns talked about
the upcoming AWC regional meeting on October 20" and encouraged Council
members and staff to attend this Bellingham meeting. Ms. Munns also talked about the
AWC website as a wonderful resource for the public. Ms. Munns talked about the
Military Appreciation Picnic and thanked the agencies and individuals who helped make
this day such a success. Councilmember Munns has been chair of this event for nine
years. Councilmember Almberg talked about the Sustainability Coalition meeting at
Angelo’s and the presentation on Pioneer Way and its Green Roads Pilot Project status.
Oak Harbor High School is having an open house this Friday for A Wing along with a
spaghetti feed. Councilmember Dudley talked about the filmed roundtable regarding
the High School Resource Officer and thanked Chief Wallace. Councilmember
Campbell talked about the County Tourism Committee’s activity noting that Oak Harbor
has been given good attention by its public relations representative. Mr. Campbell
asked if a memo from that representative could be distributed to other Council members

(yes).

Mayor’'s Comments
Mayor Slowik talked the High School's A Wing open house which also coincides with
the school’'s homecoming game.

ADJOURN
With no other comments coming before Council, Mayor Slowik adjourned the meeting at
9:50 p.m.

Connie T. Wheeler
City Clerk
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Overview of the Rate Setting Process
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Summary of the Sewer
Rate Study




Present and Proposed Sewer Rates

Present Proposed
2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

Residential
Monthly Base Rate $36.52 [$40.00 $42.00 $47.00 |$52.00 $57.50

Multi-Family/Unit
per Customer $32.65 [$30.40 $31.90 $35.70 |$39.50 $43.70
per Account 3.87 4.00 4.20 4.65 5.15 5.70

Commercial
Monthly Base Rae $36.55 [$35.75 $38.00 $41.00 |$45.25 $50.00

Volume/Flow ($/CCF)
First CCF $0.00 N/A NA N/A NA NA
Above 1 CCF 4.34 NA NA N/A NA NA

All Volume/CCF NA $4.55 $4.70 $5.00 $5.50

Schools
Monthly Base Rae $3.87 [$20.00 $25.00 $30.00 |$34.50

Volume/Flow ($/CCF)
All CCF $4.34 $4.55 $4.70 $5.00 $5.50

Note: Outside City Limits rates are 1 1/2 times the Inside City Limits rates.




Local Sewer Rate Comparison

Average Monthly Residential Sewer Bill Comparison

Present
Proposed
Poulsbo
Burlington
Mt.Vernon

Anacortes

$5.00 $10.00 $15.00 $20.00 $25.00 $30.00 $35.00 $40.00 $45.00 $50.00







Summary of the Storm Drain
Rate Study







