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LEAVENWORTH CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
Leavenw011h City Hall - Council Chambers
January 9, 2018 - 6:30 PM
Call to Order
Flag Salute
Roll Call

Council Committees - 2"d Tuesday
Public Safety 3 :00 Parks 4:00
Public Works 5:00

Consent Agenda
1. Approval of Agenda
2. Approval of December 12, 2017 Regular Meeting and Study Session Minutes
3. December 2017 Payroll $208,696.89
4. 2017 Claims $192,246.55
5. 2018 Claims $310,547.88
6. Set Public Hearing on the Comprehensive Plan at 6:30 PM on February 27, 2018
Recognition of Cascade High School Girls Soccer and Volleyball Teams - Carolyn Wilson
Public Safety Report: Sergeant Scott Lawrence, Liaison Officer
Councilmember and Committee Reports
Mayor/Administration Reports
Comments from the Public on Items Not on the Agenda
Public Hearing: Final Assessment Roll Hearing LID #24 @ 6:45 PM
Resolutions, Ordinances, Orders and Other Business
1. Action: Ordinance 1555 Confirming and Levying LID #24 Assessments
2. Action: IntegriTech Contracts
a. On-Call Engineering Services
b. Fish Screens Contract Amendment
3. Action: Wetland Park
4. Action: Regional Justice Center Contract Amendment
5. Action: Motion to Elect Mayor Pro-Tempore
6. Action: Set Date I Time for Interview & Selection of City Council Position No. 1
Information Items for Future Consideration
1. January 10th Mayor I City Council Tour of the Hampton Inn Swiss Hotel at 3:00 PM
2. January 23rd Mayor & Mayor Pro Tern Committee Assignments
3. January 23rd Joint Meeting with Planning Commission I 2018 Docket Acceptance
Adjournment
(Next Ordinance is 1559 - Next Resolution is 1-2018)
The City of Leavenworth is committed to providing reasonable accommodations in accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act.
Please contact City Hall at (509) 548-5275 at least 72 hours prior to a scheduled meeting to request an accommodation.

SUPPLEMENTAL COUNCIL AGENDA
Public Hearing: Final Assessment Roll Hearing LID No. 24

The City Council will conduct a Final Assessment Roll Hearing for the formation of LID No. 24.
The hearing will be the presentation of information for the Council to consider in establishing the
final assessments on the benefitted parcels located within the Local Improvement District (LID)
No.24.
The final assessment roll hearing is a quasi-judicial process, similar to a trial that examines the
issues of special benefit and proportionality. The Council Members act as "judges" relating to
the nature of the project, the costs, procedures, and the manner in which assessments were
computed. Because this is relatively new teITitory for many of the members on the City Council,
City Attorney Thom Graafstra will provide a short training prior to the opening of the hearing on
the procedures, the hearing agenda, and the role of the City Council.
Local Improvement Districts - Background Information:

Local Improvement Districts (LIDs) are a means of assisting benefiting properties in financing
needed capital improvements through the fmmation of special assessment districts. Special
assessment districts permit improvements to be financed and paid for over a period of time
through assessments on the benefiting prope1iies.
The following basic information on a LID was provided from the Municipal Research and
Services Center (MRSC) Website:
LIDs are Only Financing Tools
• The most important point to realize about LIDs is that the entire LID process is about
financing infrastructure improvements, not constructing them.

•

LID processes lead, ultimately, to the sale of bonds to investors and the retirement of
those bonds via annual assessments on the prope1iy owners within a district.

•

Goals of the LID process are twofold:

•

o

To present a bond po1ifolio to investors that will entice them to invest at as low a
rate of return as possible;

o

And to assess property owners as fairly as possible in relation to special benefits
received.

Nowhere in the LID statutes will you find information on technical feasibility, design,
cost estimates, construction management expertise, and project closeout requirements.
Good construction management skills are necessary, just as for any other project not
financed by a LID.

LID Assessments are Subject to Strict Criteria
• State Statutes specify that the assessment per parcel must not exceed the special benefit
of the improvement to that parcel, which is defined as the difference between the fair
market value of the prope1iy before and after the local improvement project.

•

In addition, the assessments must be proportionate to one another.

•

A corollary to these principles is that property not benefited by the improvements may
not be assessed.
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•

No matter what assessment method is used - per parcel, front foot, area, zone termini,
traffic volumes, special benefit appraisal, etc., - the comis will be concerned only with
these criteria.

LID Assessment Methods
• Statutes describe one or two specific methods of assessing benefited properties, but also
allow the municipality to choose any other method, which meets the basic criteria.
•

There are two main assessment methods:
1. Mathematical - Relatively inexpensive, easier to explain to property owners
• Front-foot (per lineal foot of property street frontage)
• Area (per square foot of property)
• Zone and termini - described in RCW 35.44.030 and .040
• Unit (per lot or parcel)
• It is possible to use several different types of mathematical assessment
within one district.
2. Special Benefit Analysis - Safest, but relatively expensive
• Ce1iified appraiser calculates the value of each parcel with and without the
infrastructure improvement project.
• The difference between those two values is the special benefit.
• The portion of project costs assignable to the LID is then divided by the
total of all special benefits.
• This ratio is then applied to the special benefit of each parcel to determine
the assessment for each parcel.

How Are LIDs Formed?
•

There are two distinct methods of forming LIDs:
o

The Resolution of Intention Method - Which allows the legislative body of a
municipality to initiate a LID

o

The Petition Method - Which allows prope1iy owners to petition to initiate a LID.

•

City is made aware that a capital improvement project is desired through its capital
improvement program, letters, petitions, telephone conversations, public testimony,
regulatory requirements, etc.

•

City evaluates the potential project, including need, estimated costs and possible
additional funding sources (grants, loans, impact fees, etc.).

LID No. 24 was formed by petition and the LID Assessments were identified
and calculated by Special Benefit Analysis.
1. Ordinance 1555 Confirming and Levying LID No. 24 Assessments
The City Council will conduct the Assessment Roll Hearing prior to the consideration and
approval of Ordinance 1555, which confirms and levies the final assessments to the benefitted
parcel, for Local Improvement District (LID) No. 24. Included for reference is prior Ordinance
1470 that was adopted on December 9, 2014 that established the preliminary LID assessments
and authorized the construction of the extension of the water and sewer transmission lines and
lift station to provide utility services for the Meadowlark Development.
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History:

On July 25, 2013, the City of Leavenworth received an official Petition from 100% of the
property owners of the Meadowlark Development (Upper Valley MEND, John Agnew/Patricia
Hebe1i (Calliope, LLC), and Titus, LLC/Rudy Prey) requesting the establishment of a Local
Improvement District (LID). The LID would be the financial tool used to offset the cost of the
construction of water and sewer transmission lines and sewer lift station, which would provide
utility services to this area. In providing utility services to the prope1iy, the prope1ty owners
would benefit by accessing utility service which would allow their prope1ties to be developed
and be developed to higher densities; the future development of their undeveloped property. The
transmission lines would be included into the City's Chumstick Trail Project and the lift station
would be located near the intersection of Nmih Road and Chumstick Hwy. By including this
project within the trail project, the cost of Right-of-way (ROW) purchasing and engineering
would reduce the cost of the utility project. The City Clerk certified the petition on August 13,
2013.
In December 2013, the City received the Special Benefit Analysis summary appraisal conducted
by Pacific Appraisal Associates, PLLC, Mr. Bruce Bendickson. The Special Benefit Analysis
calculates the benefit to undeveloped land when improvements like utilities are constructed. In
this case, the initial value of the 25.99 acres of prope1ty was appraised at $3,293,000 without
access to water and sewer utilities, the appraised value with water and sewer was $4,334,000, a
benefit of $1,041,000 to the prope1ty owners (NOTE: 2013 numbers). At the request of Upper
Valley MEND, additional parcels were added within the special benefit analysis; parcel 241
701550 142 and parcel 241 701550 143 owned by Bobby and William Burnett, which were
purchased by Upper Valley MEND. A Supplement to the Summary Appraisal of Special Benefit
was issued on September 16, 2014 by Pacific Appraisal Associates, PLLC. That Special Benefit
Analysis of the 34.01 total acres concluded that appraised value of the prope1iy prior to access to
municipal water and sewer was $3,889,000. The valuation after the addition of municipal water
and sewer utilities was $5,060,000; a benefit of $1,171,000.
The City Council passed Resolutions 8-2014 on March 25, 2014 based on the initial petition and
request from property owners. On November 12, 2014, the City Council passed Resolutions 222014 recognizing the additional new parcel to the project area. The resolution announces the
intention of the City Council to form the LID and declares when a Public Hearing will occur
prior to Council action creating the LID.
The City Council held the Public Hearing on the formation of LID No. 24 on December 9, 2014.
Testimony was given by two of the four property owners with no objections being stated. The
estimated cost of the project was given at $960,000; the estimated benefit to the prope1ty owners
was $1,171,000. On December 9, 2014, the City Council adopted Ordinance 1470, which
established LID #24 and ordered the City to complete the necessary construction and to authorize
the next steps to set forth the assessments for each parcel payable by the mode of bonds to be
issued and sold as LID Bonds for a total estimated project cost not to exceed $960,000.
In 2015, the City worked with Pace Engineering in securing the ROW necessary for the project.
In the fall of 2015, the ROW Plan and construction plans were approved by the Department of
Transpmtation. This step was necessary as the City was using Federal Grant funds to build the
Chumstick Multi-Use Trail. The Chumstick Water and Sewer Transmission project and
Chumstick Trail project were merged to share a po1tion of the ROW and reduce costs for the
Water and Sewer Transmission Line Project. On March 3, 2016, the City Council authorized the
public advertisement and bidding of the project. On April 12, 2016, the City Council approved
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the bid award to Advantage Dirt for the construction of the Water and Sewer Transmission lines
and Sewer Lift Station. The transmission line construction and Chumstick Trail was completed
by November 2016. The lift station construction was substantially completed by March 2017.
Official notice by the Department of Revenue for the closeout of all paiis of this project was
September 13, 2017.
As of today, the total cost of the project, estimated bonding costs, and the establishment of the
LID is $863,641.04. The City's cost for design, construction, and project oversight is
$835,641.04 and anticipates an additional $28,000 in expenditures for bonding and establishing
LID No. 24. Within this figure are estimates for final construction, engineering, attorney and
bond fees yet to be finalized.
Facility Charge

The total project costs are $863,641.04. Typically, this would be the number used in establishing
the final assessment numbers for each prope1iy owner within the LID area. The prope1iy owners
within the assessment area did request consideration to address four additional parcels adjacent
to the project area that will receive benefit from the addition of water and sewer. In December of
2017, the Council established a Local Facility Charge (LFC) for these properties
There are three prope1iies located along Chumstick road, Parcel Numbers: 241701410125,
241701410100, and 241701410110 currently zoned Single Family Residential each estimated to
allow up to one (1) unit per parcel because of topography. In addition, the City owns a remnant
parcel 241701550155 approximately 2.97 acres. The purchase of this prope1iy was to acquire
ROW and easements for the Meadowlark Project and the Water and Sewer Transmission Line
Project. This parcel is estimated to have the capacity of three (3) units again because of
topography. A Local Facility Charge was used for these prope1iies because LID No. 24 already
was established by Ordinance and at the time of formation the owners of these prope1iies were
not willing to sign on to the petition establishing the LID. As noted above, the City Council
approved this LFC at the December 12, 2017 Council meeting. Lany Cordes, P.E. Pace
Engineering completed an analysis to identify the appropriate added value to each of these
prope1iies. The value added to each single-family residential unit within the LID No. 24 area was
$3,333.33 per unit for a total of six (6) units valued at a combined total of $20,000. These fees
are collected at the time of the home construction and connection to City utilities. These fees are
being deducted from the total cost of the assessment for LID No. 24, (3X $3,333.33) + $10,000 =
$20,000; therefore, the total amount of assessments would be $843,641.04.
The final assessments for prope1iies located within LID No. 24 are based on the percentage of
benefit value for individual owners own within assessment areas:

Ownership Interest
Titus LLC
Upper Valley MEND
Calliope, LLC
Totals

Special Benefit
$138,500
$703,000
$330,000
$1,171,700

%
11.82
60.02
28.16
100.00

Special Assessment
$99,722.01
$506,314.23
$237,604.80
$843,641.04

City staff is currently discussing with bond counsel the next steps necessary to complete and
finalize the LID assessments against the prope1iy owners.
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Funding for the project, engineering, ROW purchase, and construction was provided through the
utility funds, street fund, and general fund. Once the bonding is completed and the LID is
finalized, those funds will be reimbursed to the funds expended for the project to date.
The following items are included under TAB 1:
•
•
•

Ordinance 1555 Levying Final Assessments for LID 24 includes EXHIBIT 1
Ce1iification
Ordinance 1470 Establishing LID 24
Scheduled D Project Totals
•

MOTION: The Leavenworth City Council moves to adopt Ordinance 1555
confirming and levying the final assessment roll for Local Improvement District
No. 24.

2. IntegriTech Contracts
A. On-Call Engineering Services

The City Council is being asked to review and approve a Professional Services Agreement (PSA)
with IntegriTech for on-call engineering consultant services. IntegriTech is a local engineering
firm, represented by Mr. Aaron Schmidt and Mr. Bill Schmidt, the firm founder. This agreement
would allow the City to have a local on-call engineering firm to respond to engineering inquiries
or smaller City engineering needs when necessary. In the event consultant services from
IntegriTech would be requested for larger projects, a scope of work would be requested and an
amendment to this contract would be considered based on the City's purchasing policy.
IntegriTech is listed on the City's Consultant Roster that is through the Municipal Research and
Services Center of Washington (MRSC) Small Public Works Consultant Roster.
This will be the fifth year that the City has had a service contract with the firm. Aaron Schmidt
has provided engineering assistance to the City on many projects including the Well #3 Project,
the West Street Pavement Project, and improvements for the Parking Lots Pl - P2.
This agreement is capped at $10,000 for general engineering suppmi for 2018. In addition, the
City would have an initial payment to cover the cost of requested additional insurance coverage
by the City, which is $2,825. The consultant would invoice at the hourly rate stated in the
IntegriTech Statement of Fees for any specific projects where a scope of work would be
requested by the City; those cost estimates would be based on the hourly fee provided within the
scope of work. The hourly fees are reduced in comparison to other firms where the hourly fee
does include the cost of insurance.
The following items are included under TAB 2:
• 2018 Professional Services Agreement- IntegriTech
• Exhibit A: Statement of Fees
•

MOTION: The Leavenworth City Council moves to approve and authorizes
the Mayor to sign the Professional Services Agreement with IntegriTech for
on-call consulting engineer services.
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B. Fish Screens Contract Amendment

The City Council is being asked to review and approve an additional Professional Services
Agreement (PSA) with IntegriTech. In this agreement, IntegriTech will provide the City of
Leavenwmih with engineering design review consultant services for the Washington Department
of Fish and Wildlife Fish Screen Intake Design Project proposed for the City of Leavenwmih
Water Treatment Plant intake on Icicle Creek. The scope of services shall include all services,
duties, and tasks necessary to accomplish this design review as requested by the City. Funds for
the City review are being provided by the Washington Depatiment of Fish and Wildlife through
an Interagency Agreement in the amount of $13,002 for a contract period beginning on August
21, 2017 and ending on August 20, 2018.
The Fish Intake Screen Replacement Project is a requirement for Trout Unlimited to begin and
complete their Icicle Creek Fish Enhancement Project which will impact the City's water intake
mainline just upstream of the Water Treatment Plant. Aaron Schmidt, P.E. of IntegriTech has
been involved in consulting for Trout Unlimited in the initial stages of that project and his
knowledge in regard to the City's Water Treatment Plant and the intake will prove key in the
review of the fish screen design for the City.
This agreement is capped at $13,002 for general engineering design review for this project. The
consultant will invoice at the hourly rate stated in the IntegriTech Statement of Fees for work
specific to the review.
The following items are included under TAB 2:
• 2018 Professional Services Agreement (WDFW Fish Screen Design Review)
• Attachment "A" IntegriTech Scope
• Attachment "B" WDFW Interagency Agreement #17-09963
•

MOTION: The Leavenworth City Council moves to approve and authorizes the
Mayor to sign the Professional Services Agreement whh IntegriTech for WDFW
fish screen design engineering review services.

3. Wetland Park

The City Council is being asked to authorize the Mayor to execute an appraisal of property
known as the "Marson's Wetland - (potential) Park" in an amount not to exceed $6,000. The
City Council's Parks Committee has been approached to review and discuss the potential
dedication and use of lands owned by Dean and Ken Marson located along Ranger Road. This
area is approximately 22 acres; and almost entirely within a wetland and/or its buffer. Prior to the
City submitting a Recreation and Conservation Office (RCO) Grant Application or discussion
regarding a purchase/donation with the prope1iy owner, the very first step is having a property
appraisal completed on the properties.
Background
The City has been approached by the Marson group to discuss a donation of prope1iy and a
Recreation and Conservation Office (RCO) Grant Application which would fund the purchase of
their property (approximately 22 acres primarily wetlands); and subsequently transfer the
prope1iy to the City of Leavenworth for use as park/trails and preservation of wildlife habitat.
The City would need to apply for the RCO grant application. In an earlier conversation regarding
this prope1iy, the City obtained a very preliminary estimate of Engineering Tasks and Fees for
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the development of a trail and ancillary improvements necessary and/or required when granted
an RCO Grant. For the grant application, the City would need to complete this work within 5years of acquisition. While the initial grant would be written for acquisition, a second grant could
be applied for requesting dollars for development. The cost estimate for the improvements from
January 28, 2016 is $119,900.
As an alternative, the City Council may want to review a negotiated purchase/donation for the
dedication of the prope1iy without RCO intervention. With the City purchase, RCO
requirements for future improvements would not be a requirement, and the City would have the
freedom to use the land as the Council sees fit (within the limitations of the Critical Areas Wetland and other standards for any development of privately owned lands). Such may include,
but is not limited to the following: 1.) Phased development of a trail system over many years, 2.)
transfer of development rights (enhancement of the wetlands as mitigation for changes to other
off-site wetlands) and/or, 3.) Development of wetland/stormwater area as identified in the
Stormwater Plan. While these improvements may be allowed under RCO guidelines, there would
not be a requirement for RCO approval.
The following items are included under TAB 3:
• Vicinity Map
• Estimate of Engineering Tasks and Fees
•

MOTION: The Leavenworth City Council moves to authorize the Mayor to
obtain an appraisal not to exceed $6, 000 fi'om Pacific Appraisal for the
properties identified within the vicinity map.

4. Regional Justice Center Contract Amendment

The City Council is being asked to approve an amendment to the Interlocal Agreement between
Chelan County and the City of Leavenworth for the housing of inmates in the Chelan County
Regional Justice Center. As in the past, the City is responsible for all costs of incarceration for
individuals found guilty of a misdemeanor within the City and sentenced to jail time by the
Chelan County District Cami system. The fees are based on actual costs, calculating the number
of prisoners identified as a City of Leavenwmih inmate times the daily rate. The compensation to
Chelan County for 2018 is based upon the average number of monthly post-release actual inmate
usage generated from the City during the period from July 1, 2014 through June 30, 2017 with
the daily cost per inmate. The amendment to this contract is for the calendar year 2017; the
contract amount for incarceration fees for the City of Leavenworth will be $26,620.67 with a
monthly payment of $3,062.84.The billing amount for 2015 was $39,363.33, 2016 was
$36,754.08, and 2017 was $33,875.28. The billing history and calculation of charges is provided
in an attached spreadsheet. The City and Justice Center began using a three year rolling average
in 2015 calculating the annual charge rather than the actual charges for the previous year. This
change allowed for cost averaging and leveling of the year to year change in annual jail fees.
One change that has also led to a change in pricing is the cost per day. In 2015 the cost per day
was $73.50 per day, in 2016 the rate increased to $85.00 per day and the new increase for 2018
will be $96.00. The City will begin to see the effect of this last increase beginning in 2019 and
the full effect in 2020.
The following items are included under TAB 4:
• Interlocal Agreement Chelan County Regional Justice Center
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•
•

Interlocal Amendment 2018
City of Leavenw01ih Billing History 2014 - 2017
•

MOTION: The Leavenworth City Council moves to authorize the Mayor to sign
the Amendment to the Interlocal Agreement between Chelan County and the City
of Leavenworth for the Housing of Inmates in the Chelan County Regional Justice
Center.

5. Motion to Elect Mayor Pro Tempore

The Council is being asked to consider the appointment and designation of a Mayor Pro
Tempore. The action could be the confirmation of the standing Mayor Pro Tempore or the
selection and confirmation of another sitting council member. Councilmember Carolyn Wilson
served as the Mayor Pro Tempore in 2014, 2015, and 2016.
The duties of the Mayor Pro Tempore include the recommendation of council members to
standing committees with the appointments approved by the City Council and to serve as the
presiding officer at the Council Meetings in the Mayor's absence.
At this time, the following procedure is recommended:
o
o
o
o
o

Mayor: Nominations are now in order for the office of Mayor Pro Tempore.
Nominations taken from the floor.
Mayor calls for any fmiher nominations - if none, announces nominations are closed.
Election then occurs by show of hands in supp01i of each nominee.
A full majority of four (4) is needed for the confirmation.

The following items are included under TAB 5:
• RCW 35A.12.065 Pro tempore appointments
• RCW 35.27.160 Mayo-Duties-Powers- Mayor Pro Tempore
•

MOTION: The Leavenworth City Council moves to nominate and appoint
Councilmember
as Mayor Pro Tempore.

6. Set Date I Time for Interview & Selection of City Council Position No. 1

The City Council is being asked to approve the date for scheduling interviews for the selection of
a candidate to fill the vacancy of the City Council Position No. 1 open seat.
The following would be a recommendation for proceeding with the community notification and
selection of a candidate:
1. Council will conduct a public interview of candidates. All candidates will be provided
the same interview questions in advance. Candidates may sit in the audience to listen to
other candidates' interviews. Each interview is expected to be 20 minutes. Candidates
will be assigned interview times.
2. Following the Interview of Candidates, the Council will recess to an executive session to
discuss and evaluate the qualifications of each candidate.
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3. The Council resumes the Special Meeting and selects a candidate:
a) Council members are provided a ballot with the list of the candidates.
member identifies two candidates on a ballot.

Each

b) All ballots are collected and the City Clerk reads aloud the votes on all ballots.
Votes are tallied and the two candidates that received the most votes are
identified. In the event of a tie (except a tie among the top two), the process is
repeated until two candidates only are identified with the most votes.
c) Once the top two candidates are identified, the Council is provided a ballot
identifying the top two candidates. Ballots are collected and votes are tallied. In
the event of a tie, the Mayor will provide the tie-breaking vote.
d) A motion is made, seconded, and voted upon to appoint the candidate receiving
the most votes. In the event of a tie on the motion, the Mayor will provide the tiebreaking vote.
There are no items included under TAB 6.
• MOTION: The Leavenworth City Council directs the City Administrator to
schedule the candidate interviews for the City Council Position No. I vacancy
on _ _ , January __ 2018 furthermore a special meeting of the City
Council will be held on that date beginning at _ _P.M
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COUNCIL RULES OF PROCEDURE FOR FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL HEARING
LID# 24
Statutory Authority:
RCW 35.44.080
Assessment roll-Notice of hearing.
The notice of hearing upon the assessment roll shall specify the time and place of hearing and
shall notify all persons who may desire to object thereto:
(1) To make their objections in writing and to file them with the city or town clerk at or prior
to the date fixed for the hearing;
(2) That at the time and place fixed and at times to which the hearing may be adjourned, the
council will sit as a board of equalization for the purpose of considering the roll; and
(3) That at the hearing the council or committee or officer will consider the objections made
and will correct, revise, raise, lower, change, or modify the roll or any part thereof or set
aside the roll and order the assessment to be made de novo.
Following the hearing the council shall confirm the roll by ordinance.
RCW 35.44.100
Assessment roll-Hearing-Objections-Authority of council.
At the time fixed for hearing objections to the confirmation of the assessment roll, and at the
times to which the hearing may be adjourned, the council may correct, revise, raise, lower,
change, or modify the roll or any part thereof, or set aside the roll and order the assessment to
be made de nova and at the conclusion thereof confirm the roll by ordinance.
RCW 35.44.110
Assessment roll-Objections-Timeliness.
All objections to the confirmation of the assessment roll shall state clearly the grounds of
objections. Objections not made within the time and in the manner prescribed in this chapter
shall be conclusively presumed to have been waived.
The hearing before the City council is a due process open record hearing.
To provide for an open record due process hearing the following Rules of Procedure are
established:

Rules of Procedure

I.

STEPS IN THE HEARING
1. The hearing will be called to order by the Mayor
2. The City Administrator, as administrator for the LID will provide a report explaining the
project. This report will include the total final cost, any public money paid or to be paid
toward the LID costs, and a showing and a statement that all the proceedings were proper
and in conformance with LID statutes, particularly that proper notice has been given.
3. The LID administrator will then offer into the record exhibits supporting his report.
4. The Mayor will accept the record offered by the LID administrator.
5. Council members may then ask questions of the LID Administrator.
6. The Mayor may allow parties filing a written objection to inquire of the LID
Administrator.
7. The City Engineer will then present testimony and the proposed final assessment roll and
materials supporting that roll. The Engineer will then submit for the record the proposed
final assessment roll and supporting documents.
8. The Mayor will accept into the record the exhibits offered by the City Engineer.
9. Council members may then ask questions of the City Engineer.
10. The Mayor may then allow parties filing a written objection to inquire of the City
Engineer.
11. Parties filing a written objection will then be allowed to submit their objection, to provide
supporting testimony and documents.
12. The LID Administrator may inquire of the witnesses for the objecting parties.
13. When steps 11 and 12 have occurred for all parties with written objections, the LID
administrator may present any rebuttal evidence.
14. On the completion of the evidence, the Mayor shall declare the hearing closed.
15. The city council may then discuss the evidence and direct proposed findings of fact and
conclusions of law to support proposed action on an Ordinance.
16. Council will take action on final findings and conclusions.
17. Council will take action on a final ordinance.

II.

EVIDENCE AND TESTIMONY

1. Oath
All testimony may be taken under oath or affirmation administered by the Mayor or City
Attorney.

2. Recording
The Hearings shall be electronically recorded and the recordings shall be made a part of the
record. Copies of the electronic recordings shall be made available on the City's website.
3. Evidence
Technical rules of evidence will not be applied. The key requirements for evidence will be
.relevance and reliability. Relevant and reliable evidence will be admitted if it possesses probative
value commonly accepted by reasonable persons in the conduct of their affairs .. Personal attacks

shall not be tolerated, unless it is demonstrated that there is no other manner in which relevant
evidence can be presented.

4. Exhibits
Documents, photographs and physical evidence will be admitted as exhibits as determined by the
Mayor and each will be assigned an exhibit number.
5. Staff Report or Analysis
The Staff Report produced by the LID Administrator will be admitted as an exhibit in every
hearing.
6. Testimony - How Presented
Testimony may be presented orally, in writing, or both. Persons giving expert testimony shall be
subject to questioning by both Parties of Record and by the City Council. When testimony is
presented only in writing, the Mayor has discretion to leave the record open for written responses
by any Party of Record.

III. Decision
1. Form and Timing of Council's Decision
The Council will make findings of fact and its decision will be contained in a written decision
document. Final action will be by ordinance.
2. Continuation or Reopening of Hearing
The City Council may continue or reopen proceedings, as allowed by law, for good cause any
time prior to the issuance of the decision.
3. Distribution of Decision
The Council's findings of fact and conclusions oflaw and decision will be available for public
inspection. The LID Administrator will promptly distribute to the Parties of Record the Council's
decision and post the decision on the City's website.

TAB1

CITY OF LEAVENWORTH, WASHING
ORDINANCE NO. 1555

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF LEAVENWORTH, WASHINGTON,
APPROVING
AND
CONFIRMING
THE
ASSESSMENTS
AND
ASSESSMENT ROLL OF LOCAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 24
CREATED FOR THE PURPOSE OF
CONSTRUCTING SANITARY
SEWER AND WATER FACILITIES IN THE CHUMSTICK TRAIL RIGHTOF-WAY LOCATED BETWEEN THE CASCADE HIGH SCHOOL AND
NORTH ROAD WITHIN THE CITY OF LEAVENWORTH AS PROVIDED
BY ORDINANCE NO. 1470, MAKING CERTAIN COUNCIL FINDINGS,
AND LEVYING AND ASSESSING A PART OF THE COST AND EXPENSE
THEREOF AGAINST THE SEVERAL LOTS, TRACTS, PARCELS OF
LAND AND OTHER PROPERTY AS SHOWN ON THE ASSESSMENT
ROLL.
WHEREAS, the final assessment roll proposing the special assessments to be levied against
the property located in Local Improvement District No. 24 ("LID No. 24" or the "LID") in the City
of Leavenworth, Washington (the "City"), created by Ordinance No. 1470 for the purpose of
constructing and connecting sanitary sewer and water facilities in the Chumstick Trail Right-ofway located between the Cascade High School and No1ih Road within the City of Leavenworth (the
"Chumstick Project"), was filed with the City Clerk-Treasurer as provided by law; and
WHEREAS, notice of the time and place of hearing and for making written objections and
protests to the final assessment roll was published at the times and in the manner provided by law
fixing the time and place of commencement of hearing thereon for January 9, 2018, at 6:45 p.m.,
local time, in the Council Chambers, City Hall, located at 700 Highway 2, in Leavenworth,
Washington, and further notice thereof was mailed or caused to be mailed by the City ClerkTreasurer to each property owner shown on the roll; and
WHEREAS, at the time and place fixed and designated in the notice, the hearing was
convened and commenced before the City Council, all written protests or objections from property
owners at or prior to the conclusion of the hearing session that evening, and all persons appearing at
the hearing who wished to be heard were heard by the City Council for the purpose of considering
the roll and the special benefits to be received by each lot, parcel and tract of land shown upon such
roll, including the increase and enhancement of the fair market value of each such parcel of land by
reason of the Chumstick Project,
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LEAVENWORTH,
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1. After due consideration, the City Council makes Findings and Conclusions as
follows:
The City Council specifically finds and declares that the special benefit analysis that was
1

completed by Pacific Appraisal Associates Inc. Appraiser Bruce Bendickson and certified
by PACE Engineers Inc. Principal Engineer Larry M. Cordes, which in both preliminary
and final forms is Exhibit No. 1 in the record of the hearing, fairly, accurately and
correctly reflects the special benefits to each property within LID No. 24, flowing from
the improvements constructed in the Chumstick Project.

Section 2. After due consideration, and being fully informed and advised, the City Council
hereby approves and confirms the Final Assessment Roll, which is Exhibit 1, attached to and made
a part of this ordinance. Said assessments are approved, levied and confirmed.
The City Clerk-Treasurer is authorized to give notice of the 30-day prepayment period.

Section 3. The assessments and Final Assessment Roll of LID No. 24, which has been
created and established for the purpose of constructing and connecting sanitary sewer and water
facilities in the Chumstick Trail Right-of-way located between the Cascade High School and North
Road within the City of Leavenworth constituting the Chumstick Project, as provided by Ordinance
No. 1470 as the same now stand should be and the same hereby are approved and confirmed in all
things and respects in the total amount of $843,641.04.
Section 4. Each of the lots, tracts, parcels of land and other prope1iy shown upon the Final
Assessment Roll is determined and declared to be specially benefited by the Chumstick Project in
at least the amount charged against the same, and the assessment appearing upon the same is in
proportion to the several assessments appearing upon the roll. There is levied and assessed against
each lot, tract or parcel of land and other property appearing upon the Final Assessment Roll the
amount finally charged against the same thereon.
Section 5. The Final Assessment Roll as thus approved and confirmed shall be filed with the
City Clerk-Treasurer for collection and she is authorized and directed to mail and publish notice as
required by law stating that the roll is in her hands for collection and that payment of any
assessment thereon or any po1iion of such assessment can be made at any time within 30 days
from the date of first publication of such notice without penalty, interest or cost, and that thereafter
the sum remaining unpaid maybe paid in equal annual installments of principal and interest. The
estimated assessment interest rate is stated to be 3% per annum, with the exact interest rate to be
fixed in the ordinance authorizing the issuance and sale of local improvement bonds for the LID or
for bank financing.
The first installment of assessments on the Final Assessment Roll shall become due and
payable during the 30-day period succeeding the date one year after the" date of first publication by
the City Clerk-Treasurer of notice that the assessment roll is in her hands for collection and
annually thereafter each succeeding installment shall become due and payable in like manner. If the
whole or any portion of any assessment remains unpaid after the first 30-day period, interest upon
the whole unpaid sum shall be charged at the rate as estimated above and to be finally determined
in the bond or bank financing ordinance, and each year thereafter one of the installments of
principal together with interest due on the unpaid balance, shall be collected. Any installment not
paid prior to expiration of the annual 30-day period during which such installment is due and
payable shall thereupon become delinquent. Each delinquent installment shall be subject, at the
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time of delinquency, to a charge of 12% penalty levied on both principal and interest due upon that
installment, and all delinquent installments also shall be charged interest at the rate as determined
above. The collection of such delinquent installments shall be enforced in the manner provided by
law.
Section 6. This ordinance, being an exercise of power specifically delegated to the City
legislative body, is not subject to referendum, and shall take effect five (5) days after passage and
publication thereof.
PASSED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor of the City of Leavenworth,
Washington, at a regular open public meeting thereof this 9th day of January, 2018.

Cheryl K. Farivar, Mayor
ATTEST:

Chantell Steiner, City Clerk-Treasurer
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Thom H. Graafstra of Weed, Graafstra & Associates, Inc PS
City Attorney for the City
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LID 24 Assignment Worksheet - LMC Certificiltion 12-8-17

City of Leavenworth

LID 24 Cost Allocation
Parcel

Zoning Acres

Acres
Titus Road, LLC

241701S50240 Prey residence

0.29

241701550114

2.95
0.36
1.97
5.57

241701550111 Orchard
241701550138

241701550135
241701550142
241701550143

Upper Valley Mend

Calliope LLC

14.92

0.33
7.69
22 .94

5.5

241701550153

BEFORES/W

AFTERS/W

IMPROVEM ENTS

IMPROVEMENTS

Value

Value

($/acre)

2.86 5FR

$150,000

2.71 MRR

$ 180,000

5.57

s

429,000

$

487,800

s

916,800

s 170,000 s

486,200

s

$ 210,000

569,100

$

81,300

s 1,055,300 s

138,500

s 140,000

$ 1,640,800

$ 200,000

11.22 MRR

$ 50,000

561,000

$ 50,000

5. 5000 MRR

$

s 2,201,800

$ 140,000

s 770,000
s 3,888,600

By Zoning

Value

($/ocre)

11.72 MRR

22.94

SPECIAL BENEFIT

$ 200,000

PROJECT COST
ASSIGNMENT

Value

$

s
s
s

7,210.95

73,352.78
8,951.53
48,984.74

0.62% $
6.26%

s

0.76%

$

$

703,200

s

s

703,200.00

60.02%

$ 506,314.23

$
$
$

s

330,000

s

330,000.00

s

s

$

1,171,700

$

1,171,700.00

Project Costs:

$

241701410110 - Allen

1.0 SFRU

241701410100 - Terrell

1.0 SFRU $ .

3,333

3,333

241701410125-Tcrrcll

1.0 5FRU $

3,333

241701550155 - City

3.0 5FRU $

10,000
$20,000

16~.727.83

28.16%
237,604.80
100.00% $ 843,641 .04

835, 641.04 Actua l
28,000.00 Bonding/LID Establ ishment Cha rges
20,000.00 Benefitting Property Facility Charge

843,641.04

Parcels:

$
$
$

0.86%
20.12%

S
3,333 (6 units/acre)

s

39 .03%

10,115.78

$ 329,302.89
7,283.51

s
$
$

s
s

457,355.88

Benefit per potential Single Family Residential unit (SFRU)

ASSIGNMENT

$
$

235,728 .33

Calculatio ns for Allen/Duncan Facility Cha rge:

SFR Benefit $/unit

s

$

SFR - Single Fam ily Residential

20,000

$
$

s
s

703,200

. MRR - Multi Family Residential

SFR Property Benefit, $/acre

5,191.99

52,815.07
6,445.23
35,269.72
99,722.01

4.18% $
11.82% $

$
$

FINAL

CITY FUNDS

By Parcel%

138,500.00

s 2,344,000 s
$ 561,000 s
s 2,905,000 s
$ 1,100,000
$ 5,060,300

57,200

By Parcel

$

5,191.99
52,815.07

6,445.23
35,269.72
99,722.01

s

329,302.89
7,283.51
169,727.83
506,314.23

$
$

843,641.04

237,604.80

tTJ

><
:r:

53

.......
....,

CITY OF LEAVENWORTH, WASHINGTON
ORDINANCE NO. 1470

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF LEAVENWORTH ORDERING THE
CONSTRUCTION OF AN EXTENSION OF THE WATER AND SEWER
TRANSMISSION LINES AND LIFT STATION TO PROVIDE UTILITY
SERVICES FOR THE MEADOWLARK DEVELOPMENT; ESTABLISHING
LOCAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 24 AND ORDERING THE
CARRYING OUT OF THE PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT; PROVIDING
THAT PAYMENT FOR THE IMPROVEMENT BE MADE IN PART BY
SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS UPON THE PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT,
PAYABLE BY THE MODE OF "PAYMENT BY BONDS"; AND PROVIDING
FOR THE ISSUANCE AND SALE OF LOCAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT
WARRANTS OR CITY CHECKS OR ELECTRONIC FUND TRANSFERS
REDEEMABLE IN CASH OR OTHER SHORT-TERM FINANCING AND
LOCAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT BONDS.

WHEREAS, a petition for the creation of a local improvement district to provide for the
construction of an extension of the water and sewer transmission lines between the Meadowlark
Development and Cascade High School, a portion of the cost thereof to be borne by the property
included in the local improvement district and benefited by those improvements was filed with
the City Clerk; and
WHEREAS, the City' Consultant Engineer has caused an estimate to be made of the cost
and expense of the proposed improvement and certified that estimate to the City Council,
together with all papers and information in his possession touching the proposed improvement, a
description of the boundaries of the proposed local improvement district and a statement of what
portion of the cost and expense of the improvements should be bome by the property within the
proposed improvement district; and
WHEREAS, the estimate is accompanied by a diagram of the proposed improvement
showing thereon the lots, tracts, parcels ofland, and other property that will be specially
benefited by the proposed improvement and the estimated cost and expense thereof to be borne
by each lot, tract, and parcel of land or other property; and
WHEREAS the City Council, by Resolution No. 22 - 2014, adopted November 12, 2014,
(a) declared its intention to order the improvement, setting forth the nature and tenitorial
extent of the improvement, containing a statement that actual assessments may vary from
assessment estimates so long as they do not exceed a figure equal to the increased true and fair
value the improvement adds to the property, and describing the routes along which the trunk
sewer, subsewer and branches of trunk water main and laterals are to be constructed; and
(b) fixed December 9, 2014 at the hour of 6:45 p.m., local time, in the Council Chambers
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located at City Hall, 700 Highway 2, Leavenwo1th, Washington 98826 as the time and place for
hearing all matters relating to the proposed improvement and all objections thereto and for
determining the method of payment for the improvement; and
WHEREAS, due notice of the above hearing was given in the manner provided by law
and Resolution No. 22-2014, and the hearing was held by the City Council on the date and at
the time above mentioned, and all objections (if any) to the proposed improvement were duly
considered and [ovenuled/certain modifications were made] by the City Council, and all persons
appearing at such hearing and wishing to be heard were heard; and
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined it to be in the best interests of the City that
the improvement as hereinafter described be canied out and that a local improvement district be
created in connection therewith;
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LEAVENWORTH,
WASHINGTON, DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:
Section 1.
The City Council finds and determines that it is in the best interests of the
City to form LID No. 24.
Section 2.
The City Council of the City of Leavenwmth, Washington (the "City"),
orders the improvement of the prope1ties within the area described in Exhibit A, attached hereto,
and by reference made a part hereof, by constructing an extension of the water and sewer
transmission lines between the Meadowlark Development and Cascade High School. The
construction project will also include the design, any necessary right of way acquisition, and all
other items associated with the design, construction and management of the project, and all other
costs permitted under State law to be assessed in connection with the project.
All of the foregoing shall be in accordance with the plans and specifications therefore
prepared by Mr. Larry Cordes, P.E. Pace Engineers, consulting engineers, and may be modified
by the City as long as such modification does not affect the general purpose of the improvement.
Section 3.
There is created and established a local improvement district to be called
Local Improvement District No. 24 of the City of Leavenwmth, Washington (the "District"), the
boundaries or tenitorial extent of the District being more particularly described in Exhibit A
attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein.
Section 4.
The total estimated cost and expense of the improvement is declared to be
$960,000.00. Approximately 80 percent of the cost and expense shall be borne by and assessed
against the prope1ty specially benefited by such improvement included in the District that
embraces as nearly as practicable all prope1ty specially benefited by such improvement and the
balance of such cost and expense, up to a maximum of $193, 000 .00 is expected to be paid by the
City.
Section 5.
In accordance with the provisions ofRCW 35.44.047, the City may use
any method or combination of methods to compute assessments that may be deemed to more
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fairly reflect the special benefits to the prope1ties being assessed than the statutory method of
assessing the prope1ties.
Section 6.
Local improvement district wanants, or City checks or electronic fund
transfers may be issued in payment of the cost and expense of the improvement herein ordered to
be assessed, and if wanants are issued, such warrants to be paid out of the Local Improvement
Fund, District No. 24, hereinafter created and refetTed to as the Local Improvement Fund. If
wanants are issued they shall bear interest from the date thereof at a rate to be established
hereafter by the City Finance Director, as issuing officer, and they shall be redeemed in cash
and/or by local improvement district bonds herein authorized to be issued, such interest-bearing
warrants to be hereafter referred to as "revenue warrants." In the alternative, the City hereafter
may provide by ordinance for the issuance of other sho1t-term obligations pursuant to Chapter
39.SORCW.

If the City shall authorize expenditures to be made for such improvement (other than for
any cost or expense expected to be borne by the City) prior to the date that any sh01t-term
obligations or local improvement district bonds are issued to finance the improvement, from
proceeds of interfund loans or other funds that are not, and are not reasonably expected to be,
reserved, allocated on a long-term basis or otherwise set aside to pay the cost of the improvement
herein ordered to be assessed against the property specially benefited thereby, the City declares
its official intent that those expenditures, to the extent not reimbursed with prepaid special
assessments, are to be reimbursed from proceeds of short-term obligations or local improvement
district bonds that are expected to be issued for the improvement in a principal amount not
exceeding 960,000.
The City is authorized to issue local improvement district bonds for the District that shall
bear interest at a rate and to be payable on or before a date to be hereafter fixed by ordinance.
The bonds shall be issued in exchange for and/or in redemption of any and all revenue warrants
issued hereunder or other sh01t-term obligations hereafter authorized and not redeemed in cash
within twenty days after the expiration of the thitty-day period for the cash payment of
assessments without interest on the assessment roll for the District. The bonds shall be paid and
redeemed by the collection of special assessments to be levied and assessed against the prope1ty
within the District, payable in annual installments, with interest at a rate to be hereafter fixed by
ordinance under the mode of "payment by bonds," as defined by law and the ordinances of the
City. The exact form, amount, date, interest rate, and denominations of such bonds hereafter
shall be fixed by ordinance of the City Council. Such bonds shall be sold in such manner as the
City Council hereafter shall detemnne.
The Local Improvement Fund for the District is created and established in
Section 7.
the office of the City Clerk. The proceeds from the sale of revenue wanants, if used or other
sh01t-te1m obligations drawn against the fund that may be issued and sold by the City and the
collections of special assessments, interest, and penalties thereon shall be deposited in the Local
Improvement Fund. Cash wairnnts to the contractor or contractors in payment for the work to be
done by them in connection with the improvement shall be issued against the Local Improvement
Fund.
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Section 8.
Within 15 days of the passage of this ordinance there shall be filed with
the City Clerk the title of the improvement and District number, a copy of the diagram or print
showing the boundaries of the District and the preliminary assessment roll or abstract of such roll
showing therein the lots, tracts, and parcels of land that will be specially benefited thereby and
the estimated cost and expense of such improvement to be borne by each lot, tract, or parcel of
land. The City Clerk shall immediately post the proposed assessment roll upon her index of
local improvement assessments against the properties affected by the local improvement.
PASS ED by the City Council of the City of Leavenworth, Washington and approved by the
Mayor at an open public meeting on the 9th day of December, 2014.

.

CITY OF LEAVENWORTH

By:_+a
_,._ _ , ~
,c--=---~
-----
~Farivar,
Mayor

Attest:
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I, Chantell Steiner, City Clerk of the City of Leavenwo1th, Washington, ce1tify that the
attached copfi' of Ordinance No. 141 0 is a true and conect copy of the original ordinance
passed the 911 day of December, 2014, as that ordinance appears in the Minute Book of the City.
DATED this

~

day of

Oe c.e.JA.<.W

'2014.

Cliantell Steiner, City Clerk
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EXIDBITA
Amended November 19, 2014
Estimated Project Costs:

$960,000
Estimated Benefit
To

Property Owner

Address

Parcel No.

Titus Road LLC

c/o Chuck Reppas
12620 Ranger Road
Leavenworth, WA 98826

241701550111

Assessed as One (1)
Large Parcel

241701550114

Assessed as One (1)
Large Parcel

241701550138

Assessed as One (1)
Large Parcel

241 701550 240

Assessed as One (1)
Large Parcel

241 701550 135

Assessed as One (1)
Large Parcel
Assessed as One (1)
Large Parcel

Titus Road LLC

Titus Road LLC

Titus Road LLC

Also mailed to:
Rudy Prey
Post Office Box 536
Peshastin, WA 98447
c/o Chuck Reppas
12620 Ranger Road
Leavenworth, WA 98826
Also mailed to:
Rudy Prey
Post Office Box 536
Peshastin, WA 98447
c/o Chuck Reppas
12620 Ranger Road
Leavenworth, WA 98826
Also mailed to:
Rudy Prey
Post Office Box 536
Peshastin, WA 98447
c/o Chuck Reppas
12620 Ranger Road
Leavenworth, WA 98826

Estimated
Preliminary
Assessment Against

Also mailed to:
Rudy Prey
Post Office Box 536
Peshastin, WA 98447

Upper Valley
MEND

Post Office Box 772
Leavenworth, WA 98826
Post Office Box 772
Leavenworth, WA 98826

241701550143

~~~~~~-:chizl~};z~~~7N~~~t~&8~.~s~~~~mt:~~~~~~~

Totals:

!Iv· 14-014/LID NOTICE.Ex.A

$3,326,000

$767,000

Schedule D - Project Totals

SUMMARY OF TOTAL COSTS TO DATE PLUS ESTIMATES
ROW Acquisition
(Water/Sewer only Property Appraisal

Schedule A
Schedule B
Schedule C
GRAND TOTAL

Legal
2,620.50

Engineering
89,881.18

1,473.00
2,524.00
6,617.50

37,167.03
36,369.51
163,417.72

Advertising (LID
Only)
1,401.44
1,115.13
2,516.57

Construction
(includes plan set
copies)
1,300.96
590,230.17
591,531.13

46% of total
project less
Remanent Parcel
261.79
56,871 .86

(Water/Sewer only
46% of total
project)

57,133.65

7,361.12
207.00
7,568.12

Total by Year
101,526.03
98,134.98
629,123.68
828,784.69

Estimate of
Remaining costs as
of9/26/17
Fund
4,335.06 GF/ST
7,446.18 Water
25,489.93 Sewer
37,271.17

• 46% (based on PACE Bid Tabulation Spreadsheet after contracts awarded) has been used on ROW acquisition (less remanent parcel), appraisal costs (with
exception to first $6K in 2014 - see note in cell on Schedule A). Legal, Engineering, Advertising and Construction Plan Sets were all based on actual charges to
the LID portion at 100% per the vendor's invoicing - Schedule B Items. Schedule C Items are based on 46% at this time.
Estimates of Remaining Costs by Vendor:
Advantage - Lift Station - Sewer
Pace
Bonding attorney, underwriter, city ad min

Bonding attorney estimate
Underwriter Fee@ 1%
City Ad min Fee@ 1%
Total Estimate

9,271.17
3,000.00
25,000.00
37,271.17

7,500.00
8,660.56
8,660.56
24,821 .12

Refunds Due by Fund need to finalize when
completed - estimate as
of September 2017
134,085.88
230,314.51
501,655 .47

134,085.88

% of project
15.48%

230,314.51
501,655.47
866,055 .86

26.59%
57.92%
100.00%

TAB2

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT nr, 1 vv r,r,1~
CITY OF LEAVENWORTH
AND INTEGRITECH
FOR CONSULTANT SERVICES

THIS AGREEMENT ("Agreement') is made and entered into by and between the City
of Leavenworth, a Washington State municipal corporation ("City"), and IntegriTech, a
Washington LLC ("Consultant") licensed to do business in Washington State.
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the terms, conditions, covenants and
performances contained herein, the parties hereto agree as follows:

ARTICLE I. PURPOSE

The purpose of this Agreement is to provide the City with consultant services regarding
on call and project specific engineering services as requested by the City of Leavenworth as
described in Article II. The general terms and conditions of the relationship between the City and
the Consultant are specified in this Agreement.

ARTICLE II. SCOPE OF SERVICES

IntegriTech will provide on call engineering consultant services, a Scope of Services will
be provided by IntegriTech for each assigned project. The scope of services shall include all
services, duties, and tasks necessary to accomplish the project requested by the City and must be
approved in advance of commencement of work on each project. The scope of services shall
provide an estimate of hours to accomplish each task identified within the Scope of Services. All
such services shall be provided in accordance with the standards of the Consultant's profession.
Each project Scope of Services once approved shall be an amendment to this agreement.

ARTICLE III. OBLIGATIONS OF THE CONSULTANT

III.1 MINOR CHANGES IN SCOPE. The Consultant shall accept minor changes,
amendments, or revision in the detail of the Scope of Services as may be required by the City
when such changes will not have any impact on the service costs or proposed delivery schedule.
Extra work, if any, involving substantial changes and/or changes in cost or schedules will be
addressed as follows:
Extra Work. The City may desire to have the Consultant perform work or render
services in connection with each project in addition to or other than work provided for by
the expressed intent of the Scope of Services in the scope of services. Such work will be
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considered as extra work and will be specified in a written supplement to the scope of
services, to be signed by both parties, which will set forth the nature and the scope
thereof. All proposals for extra work or services shall be prepared by the Consultant at no
cost to the City. Work under a supplemental agreement shall not proceed until executed
in writing by the parties.
III.2 WORK PRODUCT AND DOCUMENTS. The work product and all documents
produced under this Agreement shall be furnished by the Consultant to the City, and upon
completion of the work shall become the prope1iy of the City, except that the Consultant may
retain one copy of the work product and documents for its records. The Consultant will be
responsible for the accuracy of the work, even though the work has been accepted by the City.
In the event that the Consultant shall default on this Agreement or in the event that this
Agreement shall be terminated prior to its completion as herein provided, all work product of the
Consultant, along with a summary of work as of the date of default or termination, shall become
the property of the City. Upon request, the Consultant shall tender the work product and
summary to the City. Tender of said work product shall be a prerequisite to final payment under
this Agreement. The summary of work done shall be prepared at no additional cost to the City.
Consultant will not be held liable for reuse of documents produced under this Agreement
or modifications thereof for any purpose other than those authorized under this Agreement
without the written authorization of Consultant.
III.3 TERM. The term of this Agreement shall commence on January l, 2018 and
shall terminate at midnight, December 31, 2018. The parties may extend the term of this
Agreement by written mutual agreement.
III.4 NONASSIGNABLE. The services to be provided by the Consultant shall not be
assigned or subcontracted without the express written consent of the City.
III.5 EMPLOYMENT. Any and all employees of the Consultant, while engaged in
the performance of any work or services required by the Consultant under this Agreement, shall
be considered employees of the Consultant only and not of the City, and any and all claims that
may or might arise under the Workman's Compensation Act on behalf of any said employees
while so engaged, and any and all claims made by any third party as a consequence of any
negligent act or omission on the part of the Consultant or its employees while so engaged in any
of the work or services provided herein shall be the sole obligation of the Consultant.
III. 6

INDEMNITY.

a.
The Consultant shall at all times indemnify and hold harmless and defend
the City, its elected officials, officers, employees, agents and representatives, from and
against any and all lawsuits, damages, costs, charges, expenses, judgments and liabilities,
including attorney's fees (including attorney's fees in establishing indemnification),
collectively referred to herein as "losses" resulting from, arising out of, or related to one
or more claims arising out of negligent acts, errors, or omissions of the Consultant in

IntegriTech PSA 2018 - page 2 of 9

performance of Consultant's professional services under this Agreement. The term
"claims" as used herein shall mean all claims, lawsuits, causes of action, and other legal
actions and proceedings of whatsoever nature, involving bodily or personal injury or
death of any person or damage to any prope1iy including, but not limited to, persons
employed by the City, the Consultant or other person and all property owned or claimed
by the City, the Consultant, or affiliate of the Consultant, or any other person.
b.
Should a court of competent jurisdiction determine that this Agreement is
subject to RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily
injury to persons or damages to property caused by or resulting from the concurrent
negligence of the Consultant and the City, its officers, officials, employees and
volunteers, the Consultant's liability, including the duty and cost to defend, hereunder
shall be only to the extent of the Consultant's negligence. It is further specifically and
expressly understood that the indemnification provided herein constitutes the
Consultant's waiver of immunity under Industrial Insurance, Title 51 RCW, solely for the
purposes of this indemnification. This waiver has been mutually negotiated by the parties.
The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this
Agreement.
c.
The Consultant specifically and expressly waives any immunity that may
be granted it under the Washington State Industrial Insurance Act, Title 51 RCW, as
provided in RCW 4.24.115. The indemnification obligation under this Agreement shall
not be limited in any way by any limitation on the amount or type of damages,
compensation or benefits payable to or for any third party under workers compensation
acts, disability benefits acts, or other employee benefits acts; provided the Consultant's
waiver of immunity by the provisions of this paragraph extends only to claims against the
Consultant by the City and does not include, or extend to, any claims by the Consultant's
employees directly against Consultant. The obligations of Consultant under this
subsection have been mutually negotiated by the paiiies hereto, and Consultant
acknowledges that the City would not enter into this Agreement without the waiver
thereof of Consultant.
d.
Nothing contained in this section or Agreement shall be construed to
create a liability or a right of indemnification by any third party.
e.
The City's inspection or acceptance of any of the Consultant's work when
completed shall not be grounds to avoid any of these covenants of indemnification.
f.
The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of
this Agreement with respect to any event occuning prior to such expiration or
termination.

III. 7

INSURANCE.

a.
Minimum Limits of Insurance. The Consultant shall procure, and
maintain for the duration of the Agreement, insurance as listed below, in connection with
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the performance of the work and services hereunder by the Consultant, its agents,
representatives, employees or subcontractors. The Consultant shall, before commencing
work under this agreement, file with the City certificates of insurance coverage and the
policy endorsement to be kept in force continuously during this Agreement, in a form
acceptable to the City. Said certificates and policy endorsement shall name the City, its
officers, elected officials, agents and/or employees as an additional named insured with
respect to all coverages except professional liability insurance and workers'
compensation. The minimum insurance requirements shall be as follows:
(1)
Comprehensive General Liability. $1,000,000 combined single
limit per occurrence for bodily injury personal injury and property damage;
$2,000,000 general aggregate.
(2)
Automobile Liability. Any vehicle use associated with the
performance of these consultant services is solely the responsibility of the
consultant. Liability for vehicle usage is not transferrable to the City in any way
(3)
Consultant's Errors and Omissions Liability. $1,000,000 per
occurrence and as an annual aggregate.
b.
Notice of Cancellation. In the event that the Consultant receives notice
(written, electronic or otherwise) that any of the above required insurance coverage is
being cancelled and/or terminated, the Consultant shall immediately (within forty-eight
(48) hours) provide written notification of such cancellation/termination to the City.
c. Failure to Maintain Insurance. Failure on the part of the Consultant to maintain
the insurance as required shall constitute a material breach of contract, upon which the
City may, after giving five business days notice to the Consultant to correct the breach,
immediately terminate the contract or, at its discretion, procure or renew such insurance
and pay any and all premiums in connection therewith, with any sums so expended to be
repaid to the City on demand, or at the sole discretion of the City, offset against funds
due the Consultant from the City.
d.
Acceptability of Insurers. Insurance to be provided by Consultant shall
be with a Bests rating of no less than A: VII.
e.
Verification of Coverage. Consultant shall furnish the City with original
certificates and a copy of the amendatory endorsements, including but not necessarily
limited to the additional insured endorsement, evidencing the insurance requirements of
the Consultant before commencement of the work.
f.
Insurance shall be Primary. The Consultant's insurance coverage shall
be primary insurance as respect the City. Any insurance, self-insurance, or insurance pool
coverage maintained by the City shall be excess of the Consultant's insurance and shall
not contribute with it.
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g.
No Limitation. Consultant's maintenance of insurance as required by this
Agreement shall not be construed to limit the liability of the Consultant to the coverage
provided by such insurance or otherwise limit the City's recourse to any remedy available
at law or in equity.
h.
Claims-made Basis. Unless approved by the City all insurance policies
shall be written on an "Occurrence" policy as opposed to a "Claims-made" policy. The
City may require an extended reporting endorsement on any approved "Claims-made"
policy.
III.8 DISCRIMINATION PROHIBITED AND COMPLIANCE WITH EQUAL
OPPORTUNITY LEGISLATION. The Consultant agrees to comply with equal opportunity
employment and not to discriminate against client, employee, or applicant for employment or for
services because of race, creed, color, religion, national origin, marital status, sex, sexual
orientation, age or handicap except for a bona fide occupational qualification with regard, but not
limited to, the following: employment upgrading; demotion or transfer; recruitment or any
recruitment advertising; layoff or terminations; rates of pay or other forms of compensation;
selection for training, rendition of services. The Consultant further agrees to maintain (as
appropriate) notices, posted in conspicuous places, setting forth the provisions of this
nondiscrimination clause. The Consultant understands and agrees that if it violates this
nondiscrimination provision, this Agreement may be terminated by the City, and further that the
Consultant will be barred from performing any services for the City now or in the future, unless a
showing is made satisfactory to the City that discriminatory practices have been terminated and
that recurrence of such action is unlikely.
III.9 UNFAIR EMPLOYMENT PRACTICES. During the performance of this
Agreement, the Consultant agrees to comply with RCW 49.60.180, prohibiting unfair
employment practices.
III.10 LEGAL RELATIONS. The Consultant shall comply with all federal, state and
local laws and ordinances applicable to work to be done under this Agreement. The Consultant
represents that the firm and all employees assigned to work on any City project are in full
compliance with the statutes of the State of Washington governing activities to be performed and
that all personnel to be assigned to the work required under this Agreement are fully qualified
and properly licensed to perform the work to which they will be assigned. This Agreement shall
be interpreted and construed in accordance with the laws of Washington. Venue for any litigation
commenced relating to this Agreement shall be in Chelan County Superior Court.
III.11 INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR.
a.
The Consultant and the City understand and expressly agree that the
Consultant is an independent contractor in the performance of each and every pmt of this
Agreement. The Consultant expressly represents, warrants and agrees that his status as an
independent contractor in the performance of the work and services required under this
Agreement is consistent with and meets the six-part independent contractor test set forth
in RCW 51.08.195 or as hereafter amended. The Consultant, as an independent

IntegriTech PSA 2018 -page 5of9

contractor, assumes the entire responsibility for carrying out and accomplishing the
services required under this Agreement. The Consultant shall make no claim of City
employment nor shall claim any related employment benefits, social security, and/or
retirement benefits.
b.
The Consultant shall be solely responsible for paying all taxes, deductions,
and assessments, including but not limited to federal income tax, FICA, social security
tax, assessments for unemployment and industrial injury, and other deductions from
income which may be required by law or assessed against either party as a result of this
Agreement. In the event the City is assessed a tax or assessment as a result of this
Agreement, the Consultant shall pay the same before it becomes due.
c.
The City may, during the term of this Agreement, engage other
independent contractors to perform the same or similar work that the Consultant performs
hereunder.
d.
Prior to commencement of work, the Consultant shall obtain a business
license from the City.
III.12 CONFLICTS OF INTEREST. The Consultant agrees to and shall notify the
City of any potential conflicts of interest in Consultant's client base and shall obtain written
permission from the City prior to providing services to third parties where a conflict or potential
conflict of interest is apparent. If the City determines in its sole discretion that a conflict is
irreconcilable, the City reserves the right to terminate this Agreement.
III.13 CITY CONFIDENCES. The Consultant agrees to and will keep in strict
confidence, and will not disclose, communicate or advertise to third parties without specific prior
written consent from the City in each instance, the confidences of the City or any information
regarding the City or services provided to the City.
III.14 SUBCONTRACTORS/SUBCONSULTANTS.
a.
The Consultant shall be responsible for all work performed by
subcontractors/subconsultants pursuant to the terms of this Agreement.
b.
The Consultant must verify that any subcontractors/subconsultants they
directly hire meet the responsibility criteria for the project. Verification that a
subcontractor/subconsultant has proper license and bonding, if required by statute, must
be included in the verification process. The Consultant will use the following
Subcontractors/Subconsultants:
As needed with written pre-approval of the City.
c.
The Consultant may not substitute or add subcontractors/subconsultants
without the written approval of the City.
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d.
All Subcontractors/Subconsultants shall have the same insurance
coverages and limits as set forth in this Agreement and the Consultant shall provide
verification of said insurance coverage.
ARTICLE IV. OBLIGATIONS OF THE CITY
IV.1

PAYMENTS.

a.
The Consultant shall be paid by the City for services rendered under this
Agreement as described in the document titled "IntegriTech Fees" and as provided in this
section. Each project shall have an estimate of hours and associated estimate of costs,
however consultant shall be paid on an hourly basis as outlined in "IntegriTech Fees".
Such payment shall be full compensation for work performed and services rendered and
for all labor, materials, supplies, equipment and incidentals necessary to complete the
work, as outlined in "IntegriTech Fees". In the event the City elects to expand or contract
the scope of services from that set forth the City shall pay the Consultant as outlined in
"IntegriTech Fees". In no event shall the maximum amount payable under this
Agreement exceed ten thousand dollars $10,000 without the written consent of the City.
b.
The Consultant shall submit a monthly invoice to the City for services
performed in the previous calendar month in a format acceptable to the Cities. The
Consultant shall maintain time and expense records and provide them to the Cities upon
request.
c.
The City will pay timely submitted and approved invoices received before
the 20th of each month within thirty (30) days of receipt.
d.
At the approval of this contract, the City shall within thirty (30) days make
a one-time annual payment of two thousand four hundred and three dollars ($2,825) to
the Consultant to cover the initial cost of the annual insurance premium.
IV.2 CITY APPROVAL. Notwithstanding the Consultant's status as an independent
contractor, results of the work performed pursuant to this Agreement must meet the approval of
the City, which shall not be unreasonably withheld if work has been completed in compliance
with the Scope of Services and City requirements.
IV.3 MAINTENANCE/INSPECTION OF RECORDS. The Consultant shall
maintain all books, records, documents and other evidence pertaining to the costs and expenses
allowable under this Agreement in accordance with generally accepted accounting practices. All
such books and records required to be maintained by this Agreement shall be subject to
inspection and audit by representatives of the City and/or the Washington State Auditor at all
reasonable times, and the Consultant shall afford the proper facilities for such inspection and
audit. Representatives of the City and/or the Washington State Auditor may copy such books,
accounts and records where necessary to conduct or document an audit. The Consultant shall
preserve and make available all such books of account and records for a period of three (3) years
after final payment under this Agreement. In the event that any audit or inspection identifies any
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discrepancy in such financial records, the Consultant shall provide the City with appropriate
clarification and/or financial adjustments within thirty (30) calendar days of notification of the
discrepancy.
ARTICLE V. GENERAL

V.1

NOTICES. Notices to the City shall be sent to the following address:

City of Leavenworth
City Administrator
Post Office Box 287
Leavenworth WA 98826

Notices to the Consultant shall be sent to the following address:
IntegriTech
Mr. Aaron Schmidt, P.E.
4350 Icicle Road
Leavenworth WA 98826

Receipt of any notice shall be deemed effective three (3) days after deposit of written
notice in the U.S. mail with proper postage and address.
V.2
TERMINATION. The right is reserved by the City to terminate this Agreement
in whole or in part at any time upon ten (10) calendar days' written notice to the Consultant.
If this Agreement is terminated in its entirety by the City for its convenience, the City
shall pay the Consultant for satisfactory services performed through the date of termination in
accordance with payment provisions of Section IV.1.

The Consultant reserves the right to terminate this Agreement in whole or in part at any
time upon ten (10) calendar days' written notice to the City.
DISPUTES. The parties agree that, following reasonable attempts at negotiation
V.3
and compromise, any unresolved dispute arising under this Agreement may be resolved by a
mutually agreed-upon alternative dispute resolution of arbitration or mediation.

V.4
EXTENT OF AGREEMENT/MODIFICATION. This Agreement, together
with attachments or addenda, represents the entire and integrated Agreement between the paiiies
and supersedes all prior negotiations, representations, or agreements, either written or oral. This
Agreement may be amended, modified or added to only by written instrument properly signed by
both parties.
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V.5

SEVERABILITY

a.
If a court of competent jurisdiction holds any part, term or provision of
this Agreement to be illegal or invalid, in whole or in pmi, the validity of the remaining
provisions shall not be affected, and the parties' rights and obligations shall be construed
and enforced as if the Agreement did not contain the particular provision held to be
invalid.
b.
If any provision of this Agreement is in direct conflict with any statutory
provision of the State of Washington, that provision which may conflict shall be deemed
inoperative and null and void insofar as it may conflict, and shall be deemed modified to
conform to such statutory provision.
V.6
NONWAIVER. A waiver by either party hereto of a breach by the other party
hereto of any covenant or condition of this Agreement shall not impair the right of the party not
in default to avail itself of any subsequent breach thereof. Leniency, delay or failure of either
party to insist upon strict performance of any agreement, covenant or condition of this
Agreement, or to exercise any right herein given in any one or more instances, shall not be
construed as a waiver or relinquishment of any such agreement, covenant, condition or right.
V.7
FAIR MEANING. The terms of this Agreement shall be given their fair meaning
and shall not be construed in favor of or against either party hereto because of authorship. This
Agreement shall be deemed to have been drafted by both of the parties.
V.8
COUNTERPARTS. This Agreement may be executed in one or more
counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an original, but all of which shall constitute one and
the same Agreement.
V.9
AUTHORITY TO BIND PARTIES AND ENTER INTO AGREEMENT. The
undersigned represent that they have full authority to enter into this Agreement and to bind the
parties for and on behalf of the legal entities set forth below.

DATED this 9th day of January, 2018.

CITY OF LEAVENWORTH

Cheryl K. Farivar, Mayor

Approved as to form:

Thom H. Graafstra, City Attorney
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INTEGRITECH

Aaron Schmidt, P .E.

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT BETWEEN
CITY OF LEAVENWORTH
AND INTEGRITECH
FOR CONSULTANT SERVICES
WDFW Fish Screen Design Review

THIS AGREEMENT ("Agreement') is made and entered into by and between the City
of Leavenworth, a Washington State municipal corporation ("City"), and IntegriTech, a
Washington LLC ("Consultant") licensed to do business in Washington State.
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the terms, conditions, covenants and
perfmmances contained herein, the parties hereto agree as follows:

ARTICLE I. PURPOSE

The purpose of this Agreement is to provide the City with consultant services regarding
on call and project specific engineering services as requested by the City of Leavenwmih as
described in Article II. The general terms and conditions of the relationship between the City and
the Consultant are specified in this Agreement.

ARTICLE II. SCOPE OF SERVICES

IntegriTech will provide the City of Leavenworth with engineering design review
consultant services for the Washington Depaiiment of Fish and Wildlife Fish Screen Intake
Design Project proposed for the City of Leavenwmih Water Treatment Plant intake on Icicle
Creek. The scope of services shall include all services, duties, and tasks necessary to accomplish
this design review as requested by the City. The scope of services shall provide an estimate of
hours to accomplish each task identified within the Scope of Services (attachments "A" and
"B"). All such services shall be provided in accordance with the standards of the Consultant's
profession.

ARTICLE III. OBLIGATIONS OF THE CONSULTANT
III.1 MINOR CHANGES IN SCOPE. The Consultant shall accept minor changes,
amendments, or revision in the detail of the Scope of Services as may be required by the City
when such changes will not have any impact on the service costs or proposed delivery schedule.
Extra work, if any, involving substantial changes and/or changes in cost or schedules will be
addressed as follows:

Extra Work. The City may desire to have the Consultant perfo1m work or render
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services in connection with this project in addition to or other than work provided for by
the expressed intent of the Scope of Services in the scope of services. Such work will be
considered as extra work and will be specified in a written supplement to the scope of
services, to be signed by both paiiies, which will set fmih the nature and the scope
thereof. All proposals for extra work or services shall be prepared by the Consultant at no
cost to the City. Work under a supplemental agreement shall not proceed until executed
in writing by the parties.
III.2 WORK PRODUCT AND DOCUMENTS. The work product and all documents
produced under this Agreement shall be furnished by the Consultant to the City, and upon
completion of the work shall become the property of the City, except that the Consultant may
retain one copy of the work product and documents for its records. The Consultant will be
responsible for the accuracy of the work, even though the work has been accepted by the City.
In the event that the Consultant shall default on this Agreement or in the event that this

Agreement shall be terminated prior to its completion as herein provided, all work product of the
Consultant, along with a summary of work as of the date of default or termination, shall become
the prope1iy of the City. Upon request, the Consultant shall tender the work product and
summary to the City. Tender of said work product shall be a prerequisite to final payment under
this Agreement. The summary of work done shall be prepared at no additional cost to the City.
Consultant will not be held liable for reuse of documents produced under this Agreement
or modifications thereof for any purpose other than those authorized under this Agreement
without the written authorization of Consultant.
III.3 TERM. The te1m of this Agreement shall include the work commencing on
August 21, 2017 and shall terminate at midnight, August 20, 2018. The pmiies may extend the
term of this Agreement by written mutual agreement.
III.4 NONASSIGNABLE. The services to be provided by the Consultant shall not be
assigned or subcontracted without the express written consent of the City.
III.5 EMPLOYMENT. Any and all employees of the Consultant, while engaged in
the perfmmance of any work or services required by the Consultant under this Agreement, shall
be considered employees of the Consultant only and not of the City, and any and all claims that
may or might arise under the Workman's Compensation Act on behalf of any said employees
while so engaged, and any and all claims made by any third paiiy as a consequence of any
negligent act or omission on the part of the Consultant or its employees while so engaged in any
of the work or services provided herein shall be the sole obligation of the Consultant.
III.6

INDEMNITY.

a.
The Consultant shall at all times indemnify and hold haimless and defend
the City, its elected officials, officers, employees, agents and representatives, from and
against any and all lawsuits, damages, costs, charges, expenses, judgments and liabilities,
including attorney's fees (including attorney's fees in establishing indemnification),
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collectively referred to herein as "losses" resulting from, arising out of, or related to one
or more claims arising out of negligent acts, errors, or omissions of the Consultant in
performance of Consultant's professional services under this Agreement. The term
"claims" as used herein shall mean all claims, lawsuits, causes of action, and other legal
actions and proceedings of whatsoever nature, involving bodily or personal injury or
death of any person or damage to any prope1iy including, but not limited to, persons
employed by the City, the Consultant or other person and all property owned or claimed
by the City, the Consultant, or affiliate of the Consultant, or any other person.
b.
Should a court of competent jurisdiction determine that this Agreement is
subject to RCW 4.24.115, then, in the event of liability for damages arising out of bodily
injury to persons or damages to prope1iy caused by or resulting from the concurrent
negligence of the Consultant and the City, its officers, officials, employees and
volunteers, the Consultant's liability, including the duty and cost to defend, hereunder
shall be only to the extent of the Consultant's negligence. It is fmiher specifically and
expressly understood that the indemnification provided herein constitutes the
Consultant's waiver of immunity under Industrial Insurance, Title 51 RCW, solely for the
purposes of this indemnification. This waiver has been mutually negotiated by the paiiies.
The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of this
Agreement.
c.
The Consultant specifically and expressly waives any immunity that may
be granted it under the Washington State Industrial Insurance Act, Title 51 RCW, as
provided in RCW 4.24.115. The indemnification obligation under this Agreement shall
not be limited in any way by any limitation on the amount or type of damages,
compensation or benefits payable to or for any third paiiy under workers compensation
acts, disability benefits acts, or other employee benefits acts; provided the Consultant's
waiver of immunity by the provisions of this paragraph extends only to claims against the
Consultant by the City and does not include, or extend to, any claims by the Consultant's
employees directly against Consultant. The obligations of Consultant under this
subsection have been mutually negotiated by the paiiies hereto, and Consultant
acknowledges that the City would not enter into this Agreement without the waiver
thereof of Consultant.
d.
Nothing contained in this section or Agreement shall be construed to
create a liability or a right of indemnification by any third party.
e.
The City's inspection or acceptance of any of the Consultant's work when
completed shall not be grounds to avoid any of these covenants of indemnification.
f.
The provisions of this section shall survive the expiration or termination of
this Agreement with respect to any event occurring prior to such expiration or
termination.
III.7

INSURANCE.
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a.
Minimum Limits of Insurance. The Consultant shall procure, and
maintain for the duration of the Agreement, insurance as listed below, in connection with
the perfo1mance of the work and services hereunder by the Consultant, its agents,
representatives, employees or subcontractors. The Consultant shall, before commencing
work under this agreement, file with the City certificates of insurance coverage and the
policy endorsement to be kept in force continuously during this Agreement, in a form
acceptable to the City. Said ce1iificates and policy endorsement shall name the City, its
officers, elected officials, agents and/or employees as an additional named insured with
respect to all coverages except professional liability insurance and workers'
compensation. The minimum insurance requirements shall be as follows:
( 1)
Comprehensive General Liability. $1, 000, 000 combined single
limit per occmTence for bodily mJury personal injury and property damage;
$2,000,000 general aggregate.

(2)
Automobile Liability. Any vehicle use associated with the
perfmmance of these consultant services is solely the responsibility of the
consultant. Liability for vehicle usage is not transfe11'able to the City in any way
(3)
Consultant's Enors and Omissions Liability. $1,000,000 per
occmTence and as an annual aggregate.
b.
Notice of Cancellation. In the event that the Consultant receives notice
(written, electronic or otherwise) that any of the above required insurance coverage is
being cancelled and/or terminated, the Consultant shall immediately (within fmiy-eight
(48) hours) provide written notification of such cancellation/termination to the City.
c. Failure to Maintain Insurance. Failure on the paii of the Consultant to maintain
the insurance as required shall constitute a material breach of contract, upon which the
City may, after giving five business days notice to the Consultant to co11'ect the breach,
immediately terminate the contract or, at its discretion, procure or renew such insurance
and pay any and all premiums in connection therewith, with any sums so expended to be
repaid to the City on demand, or at the sole discretion of the City, offset against funds
due the Consultant from the City.
d.
Acceptability of Insurers. Insurance to be provided by Consultant shall
be with a Bests rating of no less than A:VII.
e.
Verification of Coverage. Consultant shall furnish the City with original
certificates and a copy of the amendatory endorsements, including but not necessarily
limited to the additional insured endorsement, evidencing the insurance requirements of
the Consultant before commencement of the work.
f.
Insurance shall be Primary. The Consultant's insurance coverage shall
be primary insurance as respect the City. Any insurance, self-insurance, or insurance pool
coverage maintained by the City shall be excess of the Consultant's insurance and shall
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not contribute with it.
g.
No Limitation. Consultant's maintenance of insurance as required by this
Agreement shall not be construed to limit the liability of the Consultant to the coverage
provided by such insurance or otherwise limit the City's recourse to any remedy available
at law or in equity.
h.
Claims-made Basis. Unless approved by the City all insurance policies
shall be written on an "Occurrence" policy as opposed to a "Claims-made" policy. The
City may require an extended rep01iing endorsement on any approved "Claims-made"
policy.
III.8 DISCRIMINATION PROHIBITED AND COMPLIANCE WITH EQUAL
OPPORTUNITY LEGISLATION. The Consultant agrees to comply with equal opportunity
employment and not to discriminate against client, employee, or applicant for employment or for
services because of race, creed, color, religion, national origin, marital status, sex, sexual
orientation, age or handicap except for a bona fide occupational qualification with regard, but not
limited to, the following: employment upgrading; demotion or transfer; recruitment or any
recruitment advertising; layoff or terminations; rates of pay or other forms of compensation;
selection for training, rendition of services. The Consultant fmiher agrees to maintain (as
appropriate) notices, posted in conspicuous places, setting f01ih the provisions of this
nondiscrimination clause. The Consultant understands and agrees that if it violates this
nondiscrimination provision, this Agreement may be te1minated by the City, and fmiher that the
Consultant will be batTed from performing any services for the City now or in the future, unless a
showing is made satisfactory to the City that discriminatory practices have been terminated and
that recurrence of such action is unlikely.
III.9 UNFAIR EMPLOYMENT PRACTICES. During the perfo1mance of this
Agreement, the Consultant agrees to comply with RCW 49.60.180, prohibiting unfair
employment practices.
III.10 LEGAL RELATIONS. The Consultant shall comply with all federal, state and
local laws and ordinances applicable to work to be done under this Agreement. The Consultant
represents that the film and all employees assigned to work on any City project are in full
compliance with the statutes of the State of Washington governing activities to be performed and
that all personnel to be assigned to the work required under this Agreement are fully qualified
and properly licensed to perform the work to which they will be assigned. This Agreement shall
be interpreted and construed in accordance with the laws of Washington. Venue for any litigation
commenced relating to this Agreement shall be in Chelan County Superior Comi.
III.11 INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR.
a.
The Consultant and the City understand and expressly agree that the
Consultant is an independent contractor in the performance of each and every paii of this
Agreement. The Consultant expressly represents, waiTants and agrees that his status as an
independent contractor in the performance of the work and services required under this
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Agreement is consistent with and meets the six-part independent contractor test set forth
in RCW 51.08.195 or as hereafter amended. The Consultant, as an independent
contractor, assumes the entire responsibility for canying out and accomplishing the
services required under this Agreement. The Consultant shall make no claim of City
employment nor shall claim any related employment benefits, social security, and/or
retirement benefits.
b.
The Consultant shall be solely responsible for paying all taxes, deductions,
and assessments, including but not limited to federal income tax, FICA, social security
tax, assessments for unemployment and industrial injury, and other deductions from
income which may be required by law or assessed against either party as a result of this
Agreement. In the event the City is assessed a tax or assessment as a result of this
Agreement, the Consultant shall pay the same before it becomes due.
c.
The City may, during the term of this Agreement, engage other
independent contractors to perform the same or similar work that the Consultant performs
hereunder.
d.
Prior to commencement of work, the Consultant shall obtain a business
license from the City.
III.12 CONFLICTS OF INTEREST. The Consultant agrees to and shall notify the
City of any potential conflicts of interest in Consultant's client base and shall obtain written
permission from the City prior to providing services to third parties where a conflict or potential
conflict of interest is apparent. If the City determines in its sole discretion that a conflict is
irreconcilable, the City reserves the right to terminate this Agreement.
III.13 CITY CONFIDENCES. The Consultant agrees to and will keep in strict
confidence, and will not disclose, communicate or advertise to third paiiies without specific prior
written consent from the City in each instance, the confidences of the City or any information
regarding the City or services provided to the City.
III.14 SUBCONTRACTORS/SUBCONSULTANTS.
a.
The Consultant shall be responsible for all work performed by
subcontractors/subconsultants pursuant to the terms of this Agreement.
b.
The Consultant must verify that any subcontractors/subconsultants they
directly hire meet the responsibility criteria for the project. Verification that a
subcontractor/subconsultant has proper license and bonding, if required by statute, must
be included in the verification process. The Consultant will use the following
Subcontractors/Subconsultants:
As needed with written pre-approval of the City.
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c.
The Consultant may not substitute or add subcontractors/subconsultants
without the written approval of the City.
d.
All Subcontractors/Subconsultants shall have the same insurance
coverages and limits as set fmih in this Agreement and the Consultant shall provide
verification of said insurance coverage.
ARTICLE IV. OBLIGATIONS OF THE CITY

IV.I

PAYMENTS.

a.
The Consultant shall be paid by the City for services rendered under this
Agreement as described in the document titled "IntegriTech Fees" and as provided in this
section. In the event the City elects to expand or contract the scope of services from that
set forth the City shall pay the Consultant as outlined in "IntegriTech Fees". In no event
shall the maximum amount payable under this Agreement exceed thiiieen thousand and
two dollars $13,002, as outlined in the attachment "B", Interagency Agreement between
the City of Leavenworth and the WDFW (number 17-09963), without the written consent
of the City.
b.
The Consultant shall submit a monthly invoice to the City for services
performed in the previous calendar month in a format acceptable to the Cities. The
Consultant shall maintain time and expense records and provide them to the Cities upon
request.
c.
The City will pay timely submitted and approved invoices received before
the 20th of each month within thiiiy (30) days of receipt.

IV.2 CITY APPROVAL. Notwithstanding the Consultant's status as an independent
contractor, results of the work performed pursuant to this Agreement must meet the approval of
the City, which shall not be umeasonably withheld if work has been completed in compliance
with the Scope of Services and City requirements.
IV.3 MAINTENANCE/INSPECTION OF RECORDS. The Consultant shall
maintain all books, records, documents and other evidence pe1iaining to the costs and expenses
allowable under this Agreement in accordance with generally accepted accounting practices. All
such books and records required to be maintained by this Agreement shall be subject to
inspection and audit by representatives of the City and/or the Washington State Auditor at all
reasonable times, and the Consultant shall afford the proper facilities for such inspection and
audit. Representatives of the City and/or the Washington State Auditor may copy such books,
accounts and records where necessary to conduct or document an audit. The Consultant shall
preserve and make available all such books of account and records for a period of three (3) years
after final payment under this Agreement. In the event that any audit or inspection identifies any
discrepancy in such financial records, the Consultant shall provide the City with appropriate
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clarification and/or financial adjustments within thirty (30) calendar days of notification of the
discrepancy.

ARTICLE V. GENERAL
V.1

NOTICES. Notices to the City shall be sent to the following address:

City of Leavenworth
City Administrator
Post Office Box 287
Leavenworth WA 98826

Notices to the Consultant shall be sent to the following address:

IntegriTech
Mr. Aaron Schmidt, P.E.
4350 Icicle Road
Leavenworth WA 98826

Receipt of any notice shall be deemed effective three (3) days after deposit of written
notice in the U.S. mail with proper postage and address.
V.2
TERMINATION. The right is reserved by the City to terminate this Agreement
in whole or in part at any time upon ten (10) calendar days' written notice to the Consultant.
If this Agreement is terminated in its entirety by the City for its convenience, the City
shall pay the Consultant for satisfactory services performed through the date of termination in
accordance with payment provisions of Section IV. l.
The Consultant reserves the right to terminate this Agreement in whole or in part at any
time upon ten (10) calendar days' written notice to the City.
V.3
DISPUTES. The parties agree that, following reasonable attempts at negotiation
and compromise, any unresolved dispute arising under this Agreement may be resolved by a
mutually agreed-upon alternative dispute resolution of arbitration or mediation.
V.4
EXTENT OF AGREEMENT/MODIFICATION. This Agreement, together
with attachments or addenda, represents the entire and integrated Agreement between the parties
and supersedes all prior negotiations, representations, or agreements, either written or oral. This
Agreement may be amended, modified or added to only by written instrument properly signed by
both parties.
V.5
SEVERABILITY
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a.
If a court of competent jurisdiction holds any pmi, te1m or provision of
this Agreement to be illegal or invalid, in whole or in pali, the validity of the remaining
provisions shall not be affected, and the pmiies' rights and obligations shall be construed
and enforced as if the Agreement did not contain the pmiicular provision held to be
invalid.
b.
If any provision of this Agreement is in direct conflict with any statuto1y
provision of the State of Washington, that provision which may conflict shall be deemed
inoperative and null and void insofar as it may conflict, and shall be deemed modified to
conform to such statutory provision.
NONWAIVER. A waiver by either pmiy hereto of a breach by the other party
V.6
hereto of any covenant or condition of this Agreement shall not impair the right of the paliy not
in default to avail itself of any subsequent breach thereof. Leniency, delay or failure of either
paliy to insist upon strict performance of any agreement, covenant or condition of this
Agreement, or to exercise any right herein given in any one or more instances, shall not be
construed as a waiver or relinquishment of any such agreement, covenant, condition or right.

V.7
FAIR MEANING. The te1ms of this Agreement shall be given their fair meaning
and shall not be construed in favor of or against either paliy hereto because of authorship. This
Agreement shall be deemed to have been drafted by both of the pmiies.
COUNTERPARTS. This Agreement may be executed in one or more
V.8
counterpalis, each of which shall be deemed an original, but all of which shall constitute one and
the same Agreement.

V.9
AUTHORITY TO BIND PARTIES AND ENTER INTO AGREEMENT. The
undersigned represent that they have full authority to enter into this Agreement and to bind the
pmiies for and on behalf of the legal entities set foiih below.

DATED this 9th day of January 2018.

CITY OF LEAVENWORTH

Cheryl K. Farivar, Mayor

Approved as to form:

Thom H. Graafstra, City Attorney
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INTEGRITECH

Aaron Schmidt, P .E.

EXHIBIT A

INTEGRITECH
Mechanical and Civil Engineering, Machine Design, and Troubleshooting

12 Dec 2017
Mr. Joel Walinski
City Administrator
City of Leavenworth
PO Box 287
Leavenworth, WA 98826
Re: Engineering Review for Fish-Compatible Icicle River Water Intake

Dear Mr. Walinski,

As you are aware, various agencies and organizations (led by Trout Unlimited (TU)) have been
working to improve fish passage on the Icicle River. One of the sites of interest is located between
the city's intake and water treatment plant and adjacent to the connecting piping between the two.
TU's intention is to restructure the river bed to be more fish-friendly. A few years ago I prepared a
report for TU, in which I analyzed the existing intake and piping, and verified that the restructuring
of the riverbed would expose a section of the intake piping. Currently, other engineering firms are
working for TU to provide a final design for a revised piping alignment that could accommodate the
riverbed restructuring.

Assuming that these efforts, along with funding, continue through to construction, fish would
then be able to proceed beyond the existing fish barrier and be present at the city's intake. The
existing intake does not meet current fish design standards, so improvements here would also be
necessary. The Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) is working on this task in dual
roles: both as designers and as the relevant governmental oversight agency. They are currently
preparing two preliminary designs. You have requested that IntegriTech work with the WDFW (and
any sub-consultants they may call upon) to help develop a design concept and to review the final
design's construction plans and specifications.

IntegriTech will provide engineering services, as needed, to represent the city's interests on this
project. The following is a list of tasks which are foreseen at this time. Tasks may be added or
subtracted from this preliminary list as required. Terms and rates will match our current, existing
contract; making this work an amendment.

4350 Icicle Road • Leavenworth, Washington • 98826

(509) 548-5765

1.) Preliminary Design
In this stage, I would act as the city's liaison to the design team (WDFW and any subconsultants). I would be involved in scoping, site visits, conceptual layouts, preliminary calculation
review, and other tasks as necessary. Estimated cost: $10,000

2.) Design Review
In this stage, I would review plans and specifications at appropriate stages of development.
Approval of the final design by me (for the city) should be a requirement prior to WDFW or TU going
to bid for construction. Estimated cost: $3,000

As of this date, costs have already been incurred. I have made site visits to other similar
facilities, met with the WDFW design team, and have worked with them on conceptual designs. This
work is intended to be included in the above amounts.

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions.

Sincerely,

~).~
Aaron Schmidt, P.E.
Consulting Engineer
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EXHIBITB
Wizshington
Department of

INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT

FISH ancl
WILDLIFE

TITLE:

City of Leavenworth Fish Screen Design Review

CONTRACTOR:
TYPE:

City of Leavenworth

Payable I Goods and Services I lnterlocal
BPA 17-08794

WDFW NUMBER:

17-09963

CONTRACT PERIOD:

08/21/2017 to 08/20/2018

CONTRACT VALUE:

$13,002.00

A. PARTIES TO THIS CONTRACT
This Contract is entered into between the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW), 600 Capitol
Way North, Olympia, WA 98501-1091; and City of Leavenworth (Contractor), 700 Hwy. 2, Leavenworth,
Washington 98826; and shall be binding upon the agents and all persons acting by or through the parties.

B. PURPOSE OF CONTRACT
This contract sets out the terms and conditions by which the Contractor shall provide goods and/or services to
WDFW.

C. DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT
The Contractor shall perform the project as described in Attachments, which are incorporated herein by this
reference:
Attachment- A- General Terms and Conditions
Attachment - B - Contract/Project Summary
Attachment - C - Statement of Work

D. PERIOD OF PERFORMANCE
The performance period under this Contract shall commence on 08/21/2017 and terminate on 08/20/2018. No
expenditures made before or after this period are eligible for reimbursement unless incorporated by written
amendment into this Contract. The Contract may be terminated or the performance period extended pursuant to
terms set forth in Attachment "A"

E. COMPENSATION I PAYMENT
The total dollars provided by WDFW for this project shall not exceed $13,002.00. The Contractor shall be
responsible for all project costs exceeding this amount. Only eligible reimbursement activities that are in direct
support of the project deliverables identified in this Contract will be reimbursed. Any additional services provided
by the Contractor must have prior written approval of WDFW.
Compensation for services rendered shall be payable upon receipt of properly completed invoices, which shall be
submitted to the Project Manager by the Contractor not more often than monthly. The invoices shall describe and
document to WDFW's satisfaction a description of work performed, activities accomplished, or the progress of the
project. The rates shall be in accordance with those herein agreed to.
Payment shall be considered timely if made by WDFW within 30 days after receipt of properly completed invoices.
Payment shall be sent to the address designated by the Contractor. WDFW may, in its sole discretion, terminate
the contract or withhold payments claimed by the Contractor for the services rendered if the Contractor fails to
satisfactorily comply with any term or conditions of this contract.

F.

RIGHTS AND OBLIGA T/ONS
All rights and obligations of the parties of this Contract are subject to this Contract, including the Attachments,
which are incorporated herein by this reference. By signing this Contract the Contractor acknowledges that they
have read, 'fully understand, and agree to be bound by all terms and conditions set forth in this Contract.
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G. COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE STATUTES, RULES, AND WDFW POLICIES
The Contractor shall comply with, all applicable state, federal, and local laws and regulations, including published
WDFW policies, while performing under this Contract

H. ORDER OF PRECEDENCE
In the event of an inconsistency in this contract, unless otherwise provided herein, the inconsistency shall be
resolved by giving precedence in the following order:
Applicable Federal and State of Washington statutes and regulations.
Special Terms and Conditions as contained in this basic contract instrument.
Attachment -A- General Terms and Conditions.
Any other provision, term or material incorporated herein by reference or otherwise incorporated.

I.

CONTRACT REPRESENTATIVES
The below named representatives for each of the parties shall be the contact people for all communications and
billings regarding the performance of this Contract. All written communications regarding this Contract shall be
sent to the designated representatives at the addresses below unless notified in writing of any change.
Contractor's Representative
Herb Amick
700 Highway 2
Leavenworth Washington 98826
509-548-5275
·herba@cityofleavenworth.com
WDFW's Representative
Daniel Didricksen
Yakima Construction Shop
Yakima WA 98903
509-57 5-2104
daniel. didricksen@dfw. wa. gov

J.

ENTIRE CONTRACT.
This Contract, along with all attachments and exhibits, constitutes the entire agreement of the parties. No other
understandings, verbal or otherwise, regarding this Contract shall exist or bind any of the parties.

K. APPROVAL
This contract shall be subject to the written approval of WDFW'S authorized representative and shall not be
binding until so approved. This Contract may be altered, amended, or waived only by a written amendment
executed by both parties.

IN WITNESS WHERE, WDFW and the Contractor have signed this contract.

WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF
FISH AND WILDLIFE

CITY OF LEAVENWORTH :

~

SIGNATURE AND DATE

eli«q I

I{•

Par f ('d-y

I

f&1trl
PRINTED NAME AND TITLE ·

PRINTED NAME AND TITLE
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Attachment A GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS
lnteragency Agreements
Federal Funds

DEFINITIONS
As used throughout this contract, the following terms shall·
have the meaning set forth below:
·

AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA) OF 1990,
PUBLIC LAW 101-336, also referred to as the "ADA" 28
CFR Part 35
The CONTRACTOR must comply with the ADA, which
provides comprehensive civil rights protection to individuals
with disabilities in the areas of employment, public
accommodations, state and local government services, and
telecommunications.

A "AGENCY" or "WDFW" shall mean the Department of
Fish and Wildlife of the State of Washington, any
division, section, office, unit or other entity of the
AGENCY, or any of the officers or other officials lawfully
representing that AGENCY.

ASSIGNMENT
Neither this contract, nor any claim arising under this contract,
shall be transferred or assigned by the CONTRACTOR without
prior written consent of the AGENCY.

8. "AGENT" shall mean the Director, and/or the delegate
authorized in writing to act on the Director's behalf.
C. "CFR" shall mean the Code of Federal Regulations of the
United States. All references in the contract to CFR titles
or sections shall include any successor, amended or
replacement regulation.

BUY AMERICAN ACT
The CONTRACTOR shall comply with 41 USC 1Oa-1 Oc (the
"Buy American Act") by purchasing only American-made
equipment and products with contract funds except articles,
materials, and supplies - a) for use outside the United States;
b} for which the cost would be unreasonable, as determined in
accordance with federal regulations; c) for which the AGENCY
determines that domestic preference would be inconsistent'
with the public interest; or d) that are not mined, produced, or
manufactured in the United States in sufficient and reasonable
available commercial quantities, of a satisfactory quality

D. "CONTRACTOR" shall mean that firm, provider,

organization, individual or other entity performing
service(s) under this contract, and shall include all
employees of the CONTRACTOR.
E. "RCW" shall mean the Revised Code of Washington. All
references in the contract to RCW chapters or sections
shall include any successor, amended or replacement
statutes.

F. "SUBCONTRACTOR" shall mean one not in the
employment of the CONTRACTOR, who is performing all
or part of those services under this contract under a
separate contract with the CONTRACTOR. The terms
"SUBCONTRACTOR" and "SUBCONTRACTORS" means
SUBCONTRACTOR(s) in any tier.

CENTRAL CONTRACTOR REGISTRATION AND DATA
UNIVERSAL NUMBERING SYSTEM (DUNS)
Unless exempt under 2 CFR 25.110, the CONTRACTOR shall
comply with 2 CFR 25 and be registered in the federal Central
Contractor Registration (CCR) system; maintain an active
CCR registration with current information at all times during
the period of performance for this contract; and provide its
DUNS number to the AGENCY.

G. "USC" shall mean United States Code. All references in
the contract to USC chapters or sections shall include any
successor, amended or replacement statutes.

CONFIDENTIALITY/SAFEGUARDING OF INFORMATION
The CONTRACTOR shall not use or disclose any information
concerning the AGENCY, or information that may be classified
as confidential, for any purpose not directly connected with the
administration of this contract, except with prior written
consent of the AGENCY, or as may be required by law.

ADVANCE PAYMENTS PROHIBITED
No payments in advance of or in anticipation of goods or
services to be provided under this contract shall be made by
theAGENCY.
.
AMENDMENTS
This contract may be amended by mutual agreement of the
parties. Such amendments shall not be binding unless they
are in writing and signed by personnel authorized to bind each
of the parties.

COST PRINCIPLES AND AUDIT REQUIREMENTS
The CONTRACTOR agrees to comply with the costs principles
contained in 2 CFR Part 200 as appropriate for this contract.
The GRANTEE agrees to cornply with the organizational audit
requirements of 2 CFR Subpart F, and further understands
and agrees that funds may be withheld, or other related
Page 3
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requirements may be imposed, if outstanding audit issues (if
any) from 2 CFR Subpart F audits (and any other audits of
Contract funds) are not satisfactorily and promptly addressed.

CONTRACTOR has charged or will charge the State of
Washington or any other party under any other contract or
agreement, for the same services or expenses.

DAVIS-BACON AND RELATED ACTS
If any work performed by subcontractor employees is subject
to the Davis Bacon Act and Davis-Bacon prevailing wage
provisions contained in applicable federal laws, the
CONTRACTOR shall ensure that subcontractors a) pay at
least once per week wages to subcontractor laborers and
mechanics at a rate not less than the minimum wages
specified in wage determinations made by the U.S.
Department of Labor; and b) provide to the CONTRACTOR
each week U.S. Department of Labor Form WH-347 "Payroll
(For Contractors Optional Use)" stating the wages paid to
subcontractor laborers and mechanics engaged in work
funded by this contract.

ENTIRE AGREEMENT
This contract contains all the terms and conditions agreed upon
by the parties. No other understandings, oral or otherwise,
regarding the subject matter of this contract shall be deemed to
exist or to bind any of the parties hereto.
EQUIPMENT MANAGEMENT
For the purposes of this contract, "lnventoriable Equipment"
shall mean a tangible asset which has a service life of more
than one year and with a unit cost of $5,000 or greater; and
tangible assets with a unit cost of more than $300 that the
AGENCY considers "small and attractive," such as engines,
chain saws, communications equipment, global position
systems, optical devices, cameras, microcomputer and related
systems, and video equipment; and firearms, boats and
motorized vehicles of any value.

DISALLOWED COSTS
The Contractor is responsible for any audit exceptions or
disallowed costs incurred by its own organization or that of its
Subcontractors.
DISPUTES
In the event that a dispute arises under this contract, it shall be
determined by a Dispute Board in the following manner: Each
party to this contract shall appoint one member to the Dispute
Board. The members so appointed shall jointly appoint an
additional member to the Dispute Board. The Dispute Board
shall review the facts, contract terms and applicable statutes and
rules and make a determination of the dispute. The Dispute
Board shall thereafter decide the dispute with the majority
prevailing. The determination of the Dispute Board shall be final
and binding on the parties hereto. As an alternative to this
process and if applicable, either of the parties may request
intervention by the Governor, as provided by RCW 43.17.330, in
which event the Governor's process will control.

If the CONTRACTOR uses contract funds to purchase
lnventoriable Equipment, title to that lnventoriable Equipment
shall be held by the AGENCY unless otherwise specified in
this contract. The AGENCY's lnventoriable Equipment
provided to the CONTRACTOR shall be used only for the
performance of this contract. .Title to the AGENCY's
lnventoriable Equipment shall remain with the AGENCY.
The CONTRACTOR shall take reasonable steps to account for
and protect lnventoriable Equipment from loss or damage;
report to the AGENCY any loss or damage of such property;
and take reasonable steps to protect such property from
further damage. The CONTRACTOR shall surrender to the
AGENCY all lnventoriable Equipment either provided by the
AGENCY or purchased with contract funds upon the
completion or termination of this contract.
FEDERAL DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION
The CONTRACTOR agrees not to enter into any
arrangements or other contracts with any party that is on the
"List of Parties Excluded from Federal Procurement or Nonprocurement Programs" which can be found at
https://www.sam.gov.

DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE
The CONTRACTOR shall comply with the Drug-Free
Workplace Act of 1988, 41 USC 701-707, as amended.
Compliance with the Drug-Free Workplace Act includes
publishing a drug-free workplace statement and establishing a
drug-free awareness program for CONTRACTOR employees;
and taking actions concerning CONTRACTOR employees who
are convicted of violating drug statutes in the workplace. The
CONTRACTOR shall provide written notice of a conviction of a
Contractor employee of a drug violation in the workplace to
WDFW within seven (7) calendar days after the Contractor
learns of the conviction.

FEDERAL FUNDING ACCOUNTABILITY AND
TRANSPARENCY ACT
This contract is subject to the requirements of the Federal
Funding Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA} as
stated in 2 CFR 170. The CONTRACTOR agrees to comply
with applicable requirements to assist the AGENCY in
reporting first-tier subawards of $25,000 or more and, in
certain circumstances, in reporting the names and total
compensation of the five most highly compensated executives

DUPLICATE PAYMENT
The AGENCY shall not pay the CONTRACTOR, if the

----------------------------
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of first-tier subrecipients of award funds. Such data will be
submitted to the FFATA Subaward Reporting System (FSRS).
FINAL INVOICE
The CONTRACTOR shall submit the final invoice not later
than 60 calendar days from the end of the contract period.
GOVERNING LAW
This contract shall be construed and interpreted in accordance
with the laws of the State of Washington, and the venue of any
action brought hereunder shall be in the Superior Court for
Thurston County.
HOLD HARMLESS
Each party to this contract will be assigned, and assume
responsibility for any damages to third parties that are
attributable to the negligent acts or omissions of the individual
party. Both parties agree, to the extent permitted by law, to ·
defend, protect, save and hold harmless the other party, its
officers, agents, and employees from any and all claims,
costs, damages, and expenses suffered due to each party's
own actions or those of its agents or employees in the
performance of this contract.

Records and other documents, in any medium, furnished by one
party to this contract to the other party, will remain the property
of the furnishing party, unless otherwise agreed. The receiving
party will not disclose or make available this material to any third
parties without first giving notice to the furnishing party and
giving it a reasonable opportunity to respond. Each party will
utilize reasonable security procedures and protections to assure
that records and documents provided by the other party are not
erroneously disclosed to third parties.
RESTRICTIONS ON LOBBYING
The Contractor certifies that under the requirements of
Lobbying Disclosure Act, 2 USC, Section 1601 et seq., no
Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by
or on behalf of the Contractor, to any person for influencing or
attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency,
a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or
an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the
awarding of any Federal contract, the making of any Federal
grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any
cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation,
renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract,
grant, loan, or cooperative agreement.

INDEPENDENT CAPACITY
The employees or agents of each party who are engaged in the
performance of this contract shall continue to be employees or
agents of that party and shall not be considered for any purpose
to be employees or agents of the other party. _
NONDISCRIMINATION
During the performance of this contract, both parties shall
comply with all federal and state nondiscrimination laws,
regulations and policies. In the event of the CONTRACTOR'S
non-compliance or refusal to comply with any
nondiscrimination law, regulation, or policy, this contract may
be rescinded, canceled or terminated in whole or in part, and
the CONTRACTOR may be declared ineligible for further
contracts with the AGENCY. The CONTRACTOR shall,
however, be given a reasonable time in which to cure this
noncompliance. Any dispute may be resolved in accordance
with the "Disputes" procedure set forth herein.

RIGHT OF INSPECTION
The CONTRACTOR shall provide right of access to its
facilities to the AGENCY, or any of its officers, or to any other
authorized agent or official of the state of Washington or the
federal government, at all reasonable times, in order to
monitor and evaluate performance, compliance, and/or quality
assurance under this contract.

PREVAILING WAGE
If any work performed by subcontractors is subject to Chapter
39.12 of the Revised Code of Washington, the CONTRACTOR
shall ensure that its subcontractors pay the prevailing rate of
wages to all subcontractor workers, laborers or mechanics in
the performance of any part of the work described in the
contract in accordance with state law and Department of Labor
and Industries rules and regulations.

RIGHTS IN DATA
Unless otherwise provided, data which originates from this
contract shall be "works for hire" as defined by the U.S.
Copyright Act of 1976 and shall be owned by the AGENCY.
Data shall include, but not be limited to, reports, documents,
pamphlets, advertisements, books magazines, surveys, studies,
computer programs, films, tapes and/or sound reproductions.

RECORDS MAINTENANCE
The parties to this contract shall each maintain books, records,
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documents and other evidence which sufficiently and properly
reflect all direct and indirect costs expended by either party in
the performance of the services described herein. These
records shall be subject to inspection, review or audit by
personnel of both parties, other personnel duly authorized by
either party, the Office.of the State Auditor, and federal officials
so authorized by law. All books, records, documents, and other
material relevant to this contract will be retained for six years
after expiration and the Office of the State Auditor, federal
auditors, and any persons duly authorized by the parties shall
have full access and the right to examine any of these materials
during this period.

Ownership includes the right to copyright, patent, register and
the ability to transfer these rights.

violates any of these terms and conditions, the aggrieved party
will give the other party written notice of such failure or violation.
The responsible party will be given the opportunity to correct the
violation or failure within 15-working days. If failure or violation is
not corrected, this contract may be terminated immediately by
written notice of the aggrieved party to the other.

SAVINGS
In the event funding from state, federal, or other sources is
withdrawn, reduced, or limited in any way after the effective
date of this contract and prior to normal completion, the
AGENCY may terminate the contract under the "Termination
for Convenience" clause, without the ten-day notice
requirement, subject to renegotiation at the AGENCY'S
discretion under those new funding limitations and conditions.

TRAFFICKING VICTIMS PROTECTION ACT
As described in 2 CFR Part 175 the AGENCY may terminate
this contract, without penalty, if the Contractor is found to be in
violation of the Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 2000

SEVERABILITY
The provisions of this contract are intended to be severable. If
any term or provision is illegal or invalid for any reason
whatsoever, such illegality or invalidity shall not affect the
validity of the remainder of the contract.
SUBCONTRACTING
Neither the CONTRACTOR nor any SUBCONTRACTOR shall
enter into subcontracts for any of the work contemplated under
this contract without obtaining prior written approval of the
AGENCY. In no event shall the existence of the subcontract
operate to release or reduce the liability of the CONTRACTOR
to the AGENCY for any breach in the performance of the
CONTRACTOR'S duties. This clause does not include
contracts of employment between the CONTRACTOR and
personnel assigned to work under this contract.
Additionally, the CONTRACTOR is responsible for ensuring
that all terms, conditions, assurances and certifications set
forth in this contract are carried forward to any subcontracts.
CONTRACTOR and its subcontractors agree not to release,
divulge, publish, transfer, sell or otherwise make known to
unau.thorized persons personal information without the
express written consent of the agency or as provided by law.

UNIFORM ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS FOR
GRANTS AND COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS
The CONTRACTOR shall comply with the uniform
administrative rules for Federal grants and cooperative
agreements and subawards contained in 2 CFR Part 200 and
as appropriate for this contract:
Federal Grantor Agency
Department of Agriculture
Department of Commerce
Department of Defense
Department of the Interior
Environmental Protection Agency

2 CFR Chapter
IV
XIII
XI
XIV

xv

WAIVER
Waiver of any default or breach shall not be deemed a waiver
of any subsequent default or breach. Any waiver shall not be
construed to be a modification of the terms of this contract
unless stated to be such in writing and signed by authorized
representative of the AGENCY.
WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTION
If this contract exceeds the federal simplified acquisition
threshold of $100,000 the contract and all employees working
on the contract are subject to the whistleblower protections
established at 41 USC 4712 by section 828 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013. If subject to this
statute the CONTRACTOR shall inform their employees in
writing, in the predominant language of the workforce, of the
employee whistleblower rights and protections under 41 USC
4712. This section is applicable to all subcontractors and
subawardees related to this contract that exceed the federal
simplified acquisition threshold of $100,000, and the
CONTRACTOR shall include this section in all such
subcontracts and/or subawards.

TERMINATION
Either party may terminate this contract upon 30-days' prior
written notification to the other party. If this contract is so
terminated, the parties shall be liable only for performance
. rendered or costs incurred in accordance with the terms of this
contract prior to the effective date of termination.
TERMINATION FOR CAUSE
If for any cause, either party does not fulfill in a timely and proper
manner its obligations under this contract, or if either party

APPROVED AS TO FORM BY THE OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 3/20/2015
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Attachment B CONTRACT/PROJECT SUMMARY
TITLE:

City of Leavenworth Fish ~creen Design Review

PERIOD:

08/21/2017 to 08/20/2018

CONTRACTOR:

City of Leavenworth

CONTRACTOR CONTACT:

WDFW CONTRACT NUMBER:
WDFW MANAGER:

17-09963

Daniel Didricksen
509-575-2104

Herb Amick
509-548-5275

CONTRACT TYPE: Payable I Goods and Services I lnterlocal
BPA 17-08794
SUMMARY CONTRACT DESCRIPTION:

WDFW will pay the City of Leavenworth $13,002 for their time to review fish screen designs for the water intake they maintain on the
Icicle River. This contract will be paid for using funds from contract 17-08794.

Master Index Number(s):
CFDA Number

81.000 No Specific CFDA Number/US
Department of Energy

38407
Award Year

Award Number

Research &
Development?

2016

74314-013

No
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Attachment C STATEMENT OF WORK

City of Leavenworth Fish Screen Design

Background
The Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) has secured funding from the Bonneville Power
Administration (BPA) to generate a compliant fish screen design for the City of Leavenworth's (COL) point of
diversion on the icicle River near Leavenworth, WA through contract #17-08794. WDFW will work closely with an
engineer representing COL to assure all parties are satisfied with the preferred alternative.

Work Scope
WDFW will supply COL with $13,002 through the contract listed above. These funds will allow for COL participation
and engineer review from 8/21/17 - 8/20/2018. It is WDFW's intent to be transparent at all phases of design
development and to deliver a design that COL is agreeable.

Deliverables
COL will actively participate in design alternatives in a timely manner and communicate with WDFW staff during the
fish screen design process. WDFW will assure COL has appropriate time to review design progress.

---~·-----~---------

----------
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TAB3

PACIFIC
ENGIN EERING
January 28, 2016
Nathan Pate, AICP
Community Development Director
PO Box 287
Leavenworth , WA 98826
PROJECT:

"Marson" City Park
Project No. 15318CA

SUBJECT:

Estimate of Engineering Tasks I Fees

Dear Nate,
Please accept this estimate of the engineering tasks and associated fees to design a City park
at the locations previously discussed and depicted via email. The main features of the park
would include a trail , parking lot, and restroom. Associated work would include land appraisals,
wetland habitat enhancement, and stormwater detention .
The estimate summarized below is generally categorized by major park element. There is
expected to be some uncertainty regarding the total labor of a few tasks, e.g . the level of
wetland labor will ultimately be determined by what features are decided to fund, design, and
construct. To that effect, the labor for those tasks was inflated.
Labor

Fee Estimate

Estimate

Task

($)

(hr)

1. Land Appraisals
2. Trail System
3. Parking Lot
4. Habitat Enhancement
5. Storm Detention
6. 05-05 Compliance Report
7. Administration (5%)

$
$
$
$
$
$
$

4
171
168
3
217
4
est.

200
15,700
15,300
400
20,400
200
5,700

$

57,900

$
$
$
$
$
$

2,500

25,000

Subtotal

$

62,000

Total

$

119,900

Subtotal
Subconsultants
App raisal (5)
* Survey
* Geotech
Wetlands
* 05-05 Compliance
Restroom (Arch, Stru, Mech, Elec)

-

---

-

-

-

--

-

-

5,500
5,800
17,500
5,700

---

--

- -- - -

200 South Columbia Street, Suite 300 I Wenatchee, WA 98801 I P 509.662.1161 I F 509.663.8227 I www.pacificengineering.net

-

--- -

-

Nathan Pate
Marson Quote
January 28, 2016Date

*Quotes not yet received. Recommend updating estimate as soon as received.
Sincerely,
Thom Kutrich, P.E.
Professional Engineer
Attachment

Project No. 15318CA
Page 2 of 2

Project Name:

Marson - CD Land Tr ust

Project Number:

Todays Date:

1/28/2016

15318CA
Sr II

Sri

PE II

EIT II

EIT I

Draft II

Seer

$136

$131

$126

$93

$84

$84

$48

Fe e

Hours

Land Acquisition
Appraisal Coordination
Task Subtotals
Apprai sals (5)

-

Task Totals

0.50
0.50

-

-

-

-

-

2.00

2.50

$

164

2.00

2.50

$

164

$2,150

1.15

$68

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$96

3%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

4%

$

2,473

$

2,637

45.00

$

4,040

5.00

$

481

45.00

$

4,040

20. 00

$

1,888

5.00

$

481

45. 00

$

4,040
356

Trail System
50% Plans

5.00

50% Estimate

1.00

90% Plans

5.00

90% Specifications

4.00

90% Estimate

1.00

FinalPS&E

1.00

20.00

20.00

2.00

1.00

20.00

20.00

1.00

5 .00

20.00

20.00

Survey Coordin at ion

2.00

1.00

Geotech Coordin ation

2.00

1.00

25.00

_

16.00
2.00

Task Subtotals

-

1.00

-

-

2.00

82.00

62.00

--

Geotech Report

$5,000

1.15

Fi eld Survey

$2,400

1.15

$3,400

$0

$0

$186

$6,888

$5,208

$0

14%

0%

0%

1%

28%

22%

0%

-

Task Totals

-

3.00

$

3.00

$

356

171.00

$

15,682

$

5,750

$

2,760

$

24,192

45. 00

$

4,040

5.00

$

481

45.oo

$

4,040

20. 00

$

1,888

5.00

$

481

45. 00

$

4,040

3.00
- 168.00

$

356

$

15,326

Parking Lot
20.00

20.00

2.00

1.00

5.00

20.00

20.00

90% Specification s

4.00

16.00

90% Estimate

1.00

Final PS & E
Survey Coordin ation

50% Plans

5.00

50% Estim ate

1.00

90% Plans

Task Subtotals

~

2.00

1.00

5.00

20.00

20.00

2.00

1.00

23.00
$2,400

Fi eld Survey
Task Totals

1.00

1.00

-

-

-

-

-

2.00

81.00

62.00

$5,208

$0

29%

0%

1.15

$3,128

$0

$0

$186

$6,804

17%

0%

0%

1%

38%

$

2,760

$

18,086

Project Name:

Marson - CD Land Trust

Project Number:

Toda ys Date:

1/28/2016

15318CA
Sr II

Sri

PE II

EIT II

EIT I

Draft II

Seer

Restrooms
Arch, Struct, Elec, Mech

-

Task Tota ls

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

-

-

-

-

-

Habitat Enhancement
Biologist Coordination

2.00

Task Subtota ls

$
$

25,875

3.00

$

356

3.00

$

356

1.15

$22,500

1.00

2. 00

1.00

-

25,875

Enhancement Plans

$7,500

1.15

$

8,625

Enhancement Permiting

$7,500

1.15

8,625

$272

$0

$0

$0

$84

$0

$0

$
$

2%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

Task Tota ls

f--

17,606

Stormwater Facility
Hydrology/Hydraulics Report

8.00

20.00

4.00

..._ 52.00

$

5,480

20.00

20.00

45.00

$

4,040

50% Estimate

1.00

2.00

1.00

90% Plans

5.00

20.00

20.00

90% Specifications

4.00

16.00

90% Estimate

1.00

Final PS & E

5.00
Tas k Subtotals

-

20.00
5.00

50% Plans

Ta sk Tota ls

1.00

1.00

-

41. 00
$5,576
27%

2.00

1.00

20.00

20.00

$

481

45.00

$

4,040

_

20.00

$

1,888

5.00

-- 45.00

$
$

4,040

217.00

$

20,450

$

20,450

$
$

356

~

-

10.00

66.00

-

$0

$0

$930

$8,400

$5,544

$0

0%

0%

5%

41%

27%

0%

-

-

-

1.00

-

-

100.00

5.00
-

481

Permitting
05-05 Compliance {State Funds)
Task Subtotals
05-05 Consultant
f--

Task Totals

2.00

1.00

2.00

-

3.00
3.00

$5,000

1.15

$272

$0

$0

$0

$84

$0

$0

4%

0%

0%

0%

1%

0%

0%

4.00

4.00

4.00 _

2.00

-

-

-

4. 00

4.00

4. 00

$272

$0

$0

$0

$336

$336

$192

0%

0%

0%

30%

30%

17%

-

-

14.00

269.00

194.00

-

$ 1,302

$ 22,596

$16,296

356

$
$

5,750

14.00

$

1,136

14.00

$

1,136

$

1,13 6

6,106

Final
2.00

Compile PS & E
Task Subtotals
f--

Task Totals

24%

Total hours
Labor fee

95.5 0
$12,988

$

$

$

6.00

578.50

288

$ 53,470

Reimbusable

$

62,618

Tota l Project Fee

$

116,088
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TAB 4

TAB4

INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN CHELAN COUNTY, WASHINGTON AND THE CITY OF
LEAVENWORTH, WASHINGTON, FOR THE HOUSING OF INMATES IN THE CHELAN COUNTY
REGIONAL JUSTICE CENTER

This Amendment is made by Chelan County and the City of Leavenworth for the purpose of
amending the current contract entered into between Chelan County and the City of Leavenworth.
Whereas the purpose of this contract amendment is to amend the rate.
The following section is amended, in part, as follows;
6.

COMPENSATION
(b) Rate. The annual sum is based upon the average number of monthly post-release actual
inmate usage generated from the City during the period from July 2014 to June 2017 with the daily
cost per inmate varying per year. The daily cost per inmate rate will be $96.00 per day beginning
January 1, 2018. The parties agree that Chelan County will not charge the City a separate booking
fee in addition to such annual compensation. The date of booking into CCRJC of the City's inmates,
no matter how little time of a twenty-four (24) hour day it constitutes, shall count as one (1) day. The
annual cost for 2018 will be $26,620.68 with monthly payments calculated at the annual rate divided
by twelve (12) months for a monthly rate of $2,218.39.

All other provisions in the contract remain in full force and effect.

Amended lnterlocal Agreement Between Chelan County
and The City of Leavenworth

Page 1of2

THIS CONTRACT AMENDMENT, consisting of two (2) pages, is executed by the persons signing
below who warrant that they have the authority to execute this contract.

CITY OF LEAVENWORTH, WA

BOARD OF CHELAN COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS

By: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
Cheri Kelley Farivar, Mayor

Keith Goehner, Chair

AITEST:

Doug England, Commissioner

City Clerk

Ron Walter, Commissioner
AITEST:
Carlye Baity
Clerk of the Board

Approved as to Form:

City of Leavenworth Attorney

Curt Lutz, Director
Chelan County Regional Justice Center
Approved as to Form:

Douglas Shae, Chelan County Prosecutor

Amended lnterlocal Agreement Between Chelan County
and The City of Leavenworth
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City of Leavenworth Billing History: 2014-2017

Biiied based
on usage

2014
January
February
March
April
May
June
July
August
September
October
November
December
TOTAL

$
$
$
$
$
$
$

1,543.50
3,307.50
882.00
3,895.50
1,029.00
2,756.25
13,413.75

AVERAGE

$

2,235.63

January
February
March
April
May
June
July
August
September
October
November
December
TOTAL

Biiied based on
usage
1,249.50
$
1,690.50
$
$
514.50
3,895.50
$
2,646.00
$
5,034.75
$
2,829.75
$
$
3,601.50
1,543.50
$
2,168.25
$
147.00
$
294.00
$
25,614.75
$

AVERAGE

$

2015

January
February
March
April
May
June
July
August
September
October
November
December
TOTAL

Biiied based on
usage
5,777.50
$
2,890.00
$
425.00
$
3,485.00
$
2,550.00
$
5,780.00
$
1,020.00
$
3,825.00
$
1,445.00
$
2,550.00
$
765.00
$
1,360.00
$
31,872.50
$

January
February
March
April
May
June

Biiied based on
usage
1,305.00
$
3,480.00
$
348.00
$
870.00
$
2,088.00
$
870.00
$

TOTAL

$

8,961.00

AVERAGE

$

AVERAGE

$

1,493.50

2016

2,134.56

2,656.04

Total based on
usage

Monthly Average
(pro rated)

$
$

$
$
$
$

1,117.81
2,134.56
2,656.04
746.75

3 Year Average $

26,620.67

3 Year Monthly Average $

2,218.39

2017 Rate Per Month $

2,822.94

2018 Rate Per Month $

2,218.39

Year
2014 (6-month)
2015
2016
2017 (6-month)

$
$

13,413.75
25,614.75
31,872.50
8,961.00

2017

1/5/2018

RCW 35A.12.065: Pro tempore appointmen1

RCW 35A.12.065

TABS

Pro tempore appointments.

Biennially at the first meeting of a new council, or periodically, the members thereof, by majority vote,
may designate one of their number as mayor pro tempore or deputy mayor for such period as the council
may specify, to serve in the absence or temporary disability of the mayor; or, in lieu thereof, the council
may, as the need may arise, appoint any qualified person to serve as mayor pro tempore in the absence
or temporary disability of the mayor. In the event of the extended excused absence or disability of a
councilmember, the remaining members by majority vote may appoint a councilmember pro tempore to
serve during the absence or disability.

[ 2009 c 549 § 3007; 1967 ex.s. c 119 § 35A.12.065.]

https://app.leg .wa .gov/rcw/default.aspx?cite=35A.12.065

1/1

1/5/2018

RCW 35.27.160: Mayor-Duties-Powers-Mayor pro tempore.

RCW 35.27.160
Mayor-Duties-Powers-Mayor pro tempore.

The mayor shall preside over all meetings of the council at which he or she is present. A mayor pro
tempore may be chosen by the council for a specified period of time, not to exceed six months, to act as
the mayor in the absence of the mayor. The mayor shall sign all warrants drawn on the treasurer and
shall sign all written contracts entered into by the town. The mayor may administer oaths and
affirmations, and take affidavits and certify them. The mayor shall sign all conveyances made by the
town and all instruments which require the seal of the town.
The mayor is authorized to acknowledge the execution of all instruments executed by the town which
require acknowledgment.
[ 1988c196§1; 1965 c 7 § 35.27.160. Prior: 1890 p 209 § 167; RRS § 9186.]

http://apps .leg .wa .gov/rcw/default.aspx?cite=35.27 .160
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LEAVENWORTH CITY COUNCIL
Study Session Agenda
City Hall - Council Chambers
January 9, 2018 9:00 a.m.

New Councilmembers Official Oath of Office
9:05-9:20

Chamber Report

This time is provided for a Chamber of Commerce representative to provide an update to the
City Council on items of interest to the Chamber and City.

9:20-9:50

2015 - 2016 State Auditors Exit Conference

Assistant Audit Manager Dmitriy Turchik and Audit Lead Jeremy Bonner will be present to
review the 2015-2016 Accountability Report and 2016 Financial Statement Audit Report. As a
reminder, the City exceeded the Federal threshold of $750,000 in federal grant dollars in 2015;
therefore, an individual single audit was conducted in 2016 for the 2015 Financial Statement
Audit that resulted in a clean audit with no recommendations or misstatements. The auditor's will
review a couple of recommendations that will be presented as exit level items, which are
considered the lowest level of requirements presented by the Washington State Auditor's
Office and are not required to be included within the final audit reports.
There following items are included under TAB A:
• 2015 - 2016 Accountability Audit Rep01i
• 2016 Financial Statement Audit Report

9:50-10:50

Comprehensive Plan Review

This time is provided for the City Council to conduct the first reading of the 2017
Comprehensive Plan Update. During the December 12, 2017 City Council Study session, the
Development Services Department was directed to bring forward the study, review and first
reading of the 2017 Comprehensive Plan at a high level with the exception of a deep review of
the Transp01iation and Housing Elements.
What is a Comprehensive Plan?
The Comprehensive Plan expresses a community's vision of itself, the community it would like
to become, its hopes and dreams, and the philosophical underpinning for any planning activity. It
is an expression of the "public interest," in the sense of exercising the public authority of the
City. Since the Growth Management Act (GMA) was enacted, it has become an enforceable
blueprint or framework for all subsequent land use regulation activity. The Comprehensive Plan
is now the centerpiece of local planning in Leavenw01ih. Other agencies and organizations
equate the Comprehensive Plan as their "Strategic Master Plan." The Comprehensive Plan
is the starting point for any discussion of the local land use process. It is also the touchstone for
measuring community actions, and the policy framework by which all community planning
enactments will be judged. Comprehensive planning identifies community or "public" interest
1

through a public and political process. The resulting plan reflects the political compromises
needed to forge consensus for a community plan. While not eve1yone will be satisfied with the
end result, the Comprehensive Plan as adopted should deal ·with the many conflicting forces that
shape a community. It is not the purpose of a comprehensive plan to eliminate conflict. Rather, it
provides the framework for considering and resolving conflicting issues in the community. The
Comprehensive Plan is a broad statement of the community's vision for the future and contains
policies primarily to guide the physical development of the City of Leavenworth, as well as
ce1iain aspects of its social and economic character. The Comprehensive Plan directs
regulations, implementation actions and services that support the vision. The
Comprehensive Plan reflects the long-term values and aspirations of the community as a whole
and shows how various aspects, such as land use, housing, transpmiation, capital facilities and
services work together to achieve the desired vision.
Transportation Element
The entire final Transpmiation Element is attached and will be presented via the overhead
projector during the study session. Mr. Thom Kutrich, P.E. with Pacific Engineering & Design,
PLLC will be discussing data and traffic forecasts within the 2008 - 2028 Transpmiation
Element; and the confirmation that the planning (projections from 2008) data of the
Transpmiation Element "matches" project (real world from 2017) data.
Housing Element
The entire final Housing Element is attached and will be presented via the overhead projector
during the study session.
Goals and Policies
The Council's high level of study will be to confirm the updates made by the Planning
Commission within the Goals and Policies of the Plan. The goals and polices are the
fundamental guidance that gives direction for the development of the community (Leavenwo1ih).
The Council will notice that the goals reflect desires. For example, tourism as the economic
driver rather than, for example, an airpmi with an industrial I port economic driver.
Overall summary of changes
As requested and attached, Development Services Department has provided an overview of the
Planning Commission changes and update to the Comprehensive Plan.
In summary, the Council will conduct its first reading of the Comprehensive Plan with special
attention to the Transpmiation and Housing Elements.
The following items are included under TAB B:
• Transpmiation Element
• Housing Element
• 2017 Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies (only)
• Overall summary of changes to create 2017 Comprehensive Plan
• Final 2017 Comprehensive http://cityofleavenwo1ih.com/city-govemment/developmentservices-department/2017-comprehensive-plan-update/

10:50 - 11:00 2017 End of Year Update on Project Tracking I 2018 Future Council
Agenda Items
2

This time is provided to review the end of year 2017 Project tracking document and the Future
Council Agenda Items document. The Project Tracker provides the Council with quarterly
updates on the work and status of a number of Council Priorities or required projects/tasks that
need to be completed by the City. It is not a comprehensive list, the project tracker does not
include the daily tasks required to provide services and maintain service levels to residents,
businesses or visitors, but provides a good review of the work being completed by the City.
The following items are included under TAB C:
• December 2017 Updated Project Tracker
• 2018 Future Council Agenda Items

Mayor and Mayor Pro-Tern Committee Assignments and Council Policy,
Procedures and Rules of Conduct
11:00-11:10

This time is set aside for members to discuss the process and committee assignments to be
assigned by the Mayor and Mayor Pro-Tern at the January 23rd Council meeting. In addition,
members are being provided a copy of the cun-ent Council Policy, Procedures and Rules of
Conduct for any suggested modifications or clarifications if needed.
One item that is handled differently from the resolution is Section 11 Order of Business - the
cmTent agenda allows for "Comments from the Public on Items Not on the Agenda" after the
Mayor/Administration Repmis rather than at the end of the meeting to allow for the public to
provide their comments without having to attend the entire meeting. Another item in this section
is "Con-espondence from the Public" which is typically not included on the agenda as this is
rarely something that is needed but would be included if specific documents needed to be
included.
The following items are included under TAB D:
• Resolution 1-2012-Council Policy, Procedures and Rules of Conduct
• Cun-ent Committee Assignments

11: 10 - 11 :20

Council Vacancy

This time is provided for the Council to select a scheduled date for interviewing the three
candidates who submitted Letters of Intents and completed Applications for filling the Position
#1 vacant council seat. This appointment would be through December 31, 2019 or until a newly
elected council member is certified from the November 2019 elections.
There are no items included under TAB E.

11 :20 - 11 :30

Council Open Discussion

1. Public Hearing: Senate Committee on Energy, Environment & Technology at 10:00 AM.

Olympia, WA. Senate Bill 6055.
2. Chelan County Emergency Management (Training Reminder for Public Safety).

3

3. Committee Attendance Needed for 1/9/18 Public Works Meeting (Brinkman).
The remainder of this time slot allows for Council discussion of items not on the agenda.
The following item is included under TAB F:
• Senate Bill 6055 Draft

4

TABA

Accountability Audit Report

City of Leavenworth
Chelan County

For the period January 1, 2015 through December 31, 2016

Published December 28, 2017
Report No. 1020516

Office of the Washington State Auditor
Pat McCarthy
December 28, 2017
Mayor and City Council
City of Leavenwo11h
Leavenworth, Washington

Report on Accountability
Thank you for the opportunity to work with you to promote accountability, integrity and
openness in government. The State Auditor' s Office takes seriously our role of providing state
and local governments with assurance and accountability as the independent auditor of public
accounts. In this way, we strive to help government work better, cost less, deliver higher value
and earn greater public trust.
Independent audits provide essential accountability and transparency for City operations. This
information is valuable to management, the governing body and public stakeholders when
assessing the government's stewardship of public resources.
The attached comprises our report on the City' s compliance and safeguarding of public
resources. Our independent audit repo11 describes the overall results and conclusions for areas
we examined. We appreciate the opportunity to work with your staff and we value your
cooperation during the audit.
Sincerely,

Pat McCarthy
State Auditor
Olympia, WA

Insurance Building, P.O. Box 40021 •Olympia, Washington 98504-0021 • (360) 902-0370 • Pat.McCarthy@sao.wa.gov
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AUDIT SUMMARY

Results in brief
In the areas we audited, City operations complied with applicable requirements and provided
adequate safeguarding of public resources. The City also complied with state laws and
regulations and its own policies and procedures in the areas we examined.

About the audit
This report contains the results of our independent accountability audit of the City of
Leavenworth from January 1, 2015 through December 31 , 2016.
Management is responsible for ensuring compliance and adequate safeguarding of public
resources from fraud , loss or abuse. This includes the design, implementation and maintenance
of internal controls relevant to these objectives.
Our audit involved performing procedures to obtain evidence about the City's uses of public
resources, compliance with state laws and regulations and its own policies and procedures, and
internal controls over such matters.
In keeping with general auditing practices, we do not examine every transaction, activity or area.
Instead, the areas examined were those representing the highest risk of fraud, loss, abuse, or
noncompliance. The following areas were examined during this audit period:

•

General disbursements

•

Payroll processes

•

Utility billing, adjustments, and
receipting

•

Surplus of public assets

Washington State Auditor' s Office
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RELATED REPORTS

Financial
Our opinion on the City's financial statements is provided in a separate repo11, which includes
the City' s financial statements.
That rep011 ts available on our website,
http ://portal .sao .wa.gov /ReportSearch .

Washington State Auditor's Office
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INFORMATION ABOUT THE CITY
The City of Leavenwo11h was established in Chelan County in 1906. Known as the "Bavarian
Village'', the City and its 1,965 residents host more than two million tourists each year. The City
provides services including water and sewer, garbage, fire protection, and parks and recreation.
The City operates under a mayor-council form of government, with seven elected Council
Members and a separately elected Mayor. The Mayor appoints the City Administrator to oversee
the City's daily operations as well as its 31 full- and part-time employees. For fiscal years 2015
and 2016, the City had operating revenues of approximately $10.9 million and $10.8 million,
respectively.

Contact information related to this report
Address:

City of Leavenwo11h
P.O. Box 287
Leavenworth, WA 98826

Contact:

Chantell Steiner, Finance Director/City Clerk

Telephone:

(509) 548-5275

Website:

www .cityofleavenwo11h.com

Information current as of report publish date.

Audit history
You can find current and past audit
http: / ! portal .sao . wa. gov/Reports earch .

Washington State Auditor' s Office
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ABOUT THE STATE AUDITOR'S OFFICE
The State Auditor's Office is established in the state's Constitution and is pait of the executive
branch of state government. The State Auditor is elected by the citizens of Washington and
serves four-year terms.
We work with our audit clients and citizens to achieve our vision of government that works for
citizens, by helping governments work better, cost less, deliver higher value, and earn greater
public trust.
In fulfilling our mission to hold state and local governments accountable for the use of public
resources, we also hold ourselves accountable by continually improving our audit quality and
operational efficiency and developing highly engaged and committed employees.
As an elected agency, the State Auditor's Office has the independence necessary to objectively
perform audits and investigations. Our audits are designed to comply with professional standards
as well as to satisfy the requirements of federal , state, and local laws.
Our audits look at financial information and compliance with state, federal and local laws on the
part of all local governments, including schools, and all state agencies, including institutions of
higher education. In addition, we conduct performance audits of state agencies and local
governments as well as fraud , state whistleblower and citizen hotline investigations.
The results of our work are widely distributed through a variety of reports, which are available ·
on our website and through our free, electronic subscription service.
We take our role as paitners in accountability seriously, and provide training and technical
assistance to governments, and have an extensive quality assurance program.

Contact information for the State Auditor's Office
Public Records requests PublicRecords@sao.wa.gov
Main telephone (360) 902-0370
Toll-free Citizen Hotline (866) 902-3900
Website www.sao.wa.gov
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INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT ON INTERNAL CONTROL
OVER FINANCIAL REPORTING AND ON COMPLIANCE AND
OTHER MATTERS BASED ON AN AUDIT OF FINANCIAL
STATEMENTS PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH
GOVERNMENT AUDITING STANDARDS
City of Leavenworth
Chelan County
January 1, 2016 through December 31, 2016
Mayor and City Council
City of Leavenwo1th
Leavenworth, Washington
We have audited, in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States
of America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing
Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States, the financial statements of the
City of Leavenwo1th, Chelan County, Washington, as of and for the year ended December 31 ,
2016, and the related notes to the financial statements, which collectively comprise the City' s
financial statements, and have issued our repo1t thereon dated December 15, 2017.
We issued an unmodified opinion on the fair presentation of the City' s financial statements in
accordance with its regulatory basis of accounting. We issued an adverse opinion on the fair
presentation with regard to accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of
America (GAAP) because the financial statements are prepared by the City using accounting
practices prescribed by Washington State statutes and the State Auditor' s Budgeting, Accounting
and Reporting System (BARS) manual described in Note 1, which is a basis of accounting other
than GAAP. The effects on the financial statements of the variances between the basis of
accounting described in Note 1 and accounting principles generally accepted in the United States
of America, although not reasonably determinable, are presumed to be material.

INTERNAL CONTROL OVER FINANCIAL REPORTING
In planning and performing our audit of the financial statements, we considered the City' s
internal control over financial repo1ting (internal control) to determine the audit procedures that
are appropriate in the circumstances for the purpose of expressing our opinion on the financial
statements, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the City' s
internal control. Accordingl y, we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness of the City' s
internal control.

Was/ii11gto11StateA 11ditor's Office
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A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow
management or employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to
prevent, or detect and correct, misstatements on a timely basis. A material weakness is a
deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control such that there is a reasonable
possibility that a material misstatement of the City's financial statements will not be prevented,
or detected and corrected on a timely basis. A significant deficiency is a deficiency, or a
combination of deficiencies, in internal control that is less severe than a material weakness, yet
imp01iant enough to merit attention by those charged with governance.
Our consideration of internal control was for the limited purpose described in the first paragraph
of this section and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control that might be
material weaknesses or significant deficiencies. Given these limitations, during our audit we did
not identify any deficiencies in internal control that we consider to be material weaknesses.
However, material weaknesses may exist that have not been identified.

COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MATTERS
As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the City's financial statements are free
from material misstatement, we performed tests of the City's compliance with certain provisions
of laws, regulations, contracts and grant agreements, noncompliance with which could have a
direct and material effect on the determination of financial statement amounts. However,
providing an opinion on compliance with those provisions was not an objective of our audit, and
accordingly, we do not express such an opinion.
The results of our tests disclosed no instances of noncompliance or other matters that are
required to be reported under Government Auditing Standards.

PURPOSE OF THIS REPORT
The purpose of this report is solely to describe the scope of our testing of internal control and
compliance and the results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on the effectiveness of
the City's internal control or on compliance. This report is an integral part of an audit performed
in accordance with Government Auditing Standards in considering the City's internal control and
compliance. Accordingly, this communication is not suitable for any other purpose. However,
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this report is a matter of public record and its distribution is not limited. It also serves to
disseminate information to the public as a reporting tool to help citizens assess government
operations.

Pat McCaithy
State Auditor
Olympia, WA

December 15, 2017

Washington State Auditor's Office

Page6

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT ON
FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
City of Leavenworth
Chelan County
January 1, 2016 through December 31, 2016
Mayor and City Council
City of Leavenworth
Leavenworth, Washington

REPORT ON THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
We have audited the accompanying financial statements of the City of Leavenworth, Chelan
County, Washington, for the year ended December 31 , 2016, and the related notes to the
financial statements, which collectively comprise the City' s financial statements, as listed on
page 11.

Management's Responsibility for the Financial Statements
Management is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of these financial statements
in accordance with the financial repo11ing provisions of Washington State statutes and the
Budgeting, Accounting and Reporting System (BARS) manual prescribed by the State Auditor
described in Note 1. This includes determining that the basis of accounting is acceptable for the
presentation of the financial statements in the circumstances. Management is also responsible
for the design, implementation and maintenance of internal control relevant to the preparation
and fair presentation of financial statements that are free from material misstatement, whether
due to fraud or error.

Auditor's Responsibility
Our responsibility is to express opinions on these financial statements based on our audit. We
conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United
States of America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government
Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States. Those standards
require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the
financial statements are free from material misstatement.
An audit involves performing procedures to obtain audit evidence about the amounts and
disclosures in the financial statements. The procedures selected depend on the auditor' s
Washington State A uditor's O.fflce
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judgment, including the assessment of the risks of material misstatement of the financial
statements, whether due to fraud or error. In making those risk assessments, the auditor
considers internal control relevant to the City's preparation and fair presentation of the financial
statements in order to design audit procedures that are appropriate in the circumstances, but not
for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the City's internal control.
Accordingly, we express no such opinion. An audit also includes evaluating the appropriateness
of accounting policies used and the reasonableness of significant accounting estimates made by
management, as well as evaluating the overall presentation of the financial statements.
We believe that the audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a
basis for our audit opinions.

Unmodified Opinion on Regulatory Basis of Accounting (BARS Manual)
As described in Note 1, the City of Leavenworth has prepared these financial statements to meet
the financial reporting requirements of Washington State statutes using accounting practices
prescribed by the State Auditor's Budgeting, Accounting and Reporting System (BARS) manual.
Those accounting practices differ from accounting principles generally accepted in the United
States of America (GAAP). The differences in these accounting practices are also described in
Note 1.
In our opinion, the financial statements referred to above present fairly, in all material respects,
the financial position and results of operations of the City of Leavenwo11h, for the year ended
December 31, 2016, on the basis of accounting described in Note 1.

Basis for Adverse Opinion on U.S. GAAP
Auditing standards issued by the American Institute of Certified Public Accountants (AICPA)
require auditors to formally acknowledge when governments do not prepare their financial
statements, intended for general use, in accordance with GAAP. The effects on the financial
statements of the variances between GAAP and the accounting practices the City used, as
described in Note 1, although not reasonably determinable, are presumed to be material. As a
result, we are required to issue an adverse opinion on whether the financial statements are
presented fairly, in all material respects, in accordance with GAAP.
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Adverse Opinion on U.S. GAAP
The financial statements referred to above were not intended to, and in our opinion they do not,
present fairly, in accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States
of America, the financial position of the City of Leavenw011h, as of December 31, 2016, or the
changes in financial position or cash flows for the year then ended, due to the significance of the
matter discussed in the above "Basis for Adverse Opinion on U.S. GAAP" paragraph.

Other Matters

Supplementary and Other Information
Our audit was performed for the purpose of forming opinions on the financial statements taken
as a whole. The Schedule of Liabilities is presented for purposes of additional analysis, as
required by the prescribed BARS manual. This schedule is not a required part of the financial
statements. Such information is the responsibility of management and was derived from and
relates directly to the underlying accounting and other records used to prepare the financial
statements. The information has been subjected to the auditing procedures applied in the audit of
the financial statements and certain additional procedures, including comparing and reconciling
such information directly to the underlying accounting and other records used to prepare the
financial statements or to the financial statements themselves, and other additional procedures in
accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America. In our
opinion, the information is fairly stated, in all material respects, in relation to the financial
statements taken as a whole.

OTHER REPORTING REQUIRED BY GOVERNMENT AUDITING
STANDARDS
In accordance with Government AudUing Standards, we have also issued our report dated
December 15, 2017 on our consideration of the City's internal control over financial rep011ing
and on our tests of its compliance with ce11ain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts and
grant agreements and other matters. The purpose of that report is to describe the scope of our
testing of internal control over financial rep011ing and compliance and the results of that testing,
and not to provide an opinion on internal control over financial repo11ing or on compliance.
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That report is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with Government AudUing
Standards in considering the City' s internal control over financial rep011ing and compliance.

Pat McCarthy
State Auditor
Olympia, WA

December 15, 2017
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FINANCIAL SECTION
City of Leavenworth
Chelan County
January 1, 2016 through December 31, 2016

FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
Fund Resources and Uses Arising from Cash Transactions -2016
Fiduciary Fund Resources and Uses Arising from Cash Transactions -2016
Notes to Financial Statements - 2016

SUPPLEMENTARY AND OTHER INFORMATION
Schedule of Liabilities - 2016
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City of Leavenworth
Fund Resources and Uses Arising from Cash Transactions
For the Year Ended December 31, 2016
Total for All
Funds
(Memo Only)

001 Current
Expense

101 Streets

104 Lodging
Tax

Beginning Cash and Investments
30810

Reserved

30880

Unreserved

388 / 588

Prior Period Adjustments, Net

774,745
2,737 ,188

1,128,571

4,315,514

1,964,346

307,708

307,708

128,805

287,325

599,475

1,512,524

Revenues
310

Taxes

320

Licenses and Permits

330

Intergovernmental Revenues

340

Charges for Goods and Services

350

Fines and Penalties

360

Miscellaneous Revenues

Total Revenues:

667,378

130,172

4,764,986

240,033

438,769

13,654

1,200

737,383

51 ,318

123

1,419

10,806,623

2,694,777

1,038,367

1,513,943

Expenditures
510

General Government

508,637

432,324

520

Public Safety

674,415

674,415

2,639,1 48

103,426

530

Utilities

540

Transportation ·

550
560

Natural and Economic
Environment
Social Services

570

Culture and Recreation

Total Expenditures:
Excess (Deficiency) Revenues over Expenditures:

942,698
1,371,296

635,837
312,323

6,565

6,565

780,577

598,008

6,923,336

2,127,061
567,716

3,883,287

1,058,973

635 ,837
402,530

1,058;973
454,970

Other Increases in Fund Resources
391-393, 596

Debt Proceeds

397

Transfers-In

385

Special or Extraordinary Items

386 / 389

Custodial Activities

11,939

8,318

381 , 395, 398

Other Resources

25,600

10,000

622,516

18,318

215,000

Total Other Increases in Fund Resources:

584,977

215,000

Other Decreases in Fund Resources
594-595

Capital Expenditures

1,586,782

(13 ,017)

569,842

93,466

591 -593, 599

Debt Service

1,282,401

56,166

62,397

138,731

597

Transfers-Out

327,977

6,000

585

Special or Extraordinary Items

586 / 589

Custodial Activities

51,474

12,618

581

Other Uses

44,000

Total Other Decreases in Fund Resources:
Increase (Decrease) in Cash and Investments:

3,292 ,635
1,213,169

29,043

61 ,767

632,239

524,267

(14,709)

261 ,239
193,731

Ending Cash and Investments
5081000

Reserved

1, 158,250

5088000

Unreserved

3,566,852

1,652 ,839

4,725,102

1,652,839

Total Ending Cash and Investments

114,097

481,056

114,097

481,056

The accompanying notes are an integral part of this statement.
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City of Leavenworth
Fund Resources and Uses Arising from Cash Transactions
For the Year Ended December 31, 2016

107 P.W. Capital
Improvement

176 Community
Swimming Pool

119,613

30,336

201 1997 G.O.
Bond

202 2009 G.O.
Bond

Beginning Cash and Investments
30810

Reserved

30880

Unreserved

388 I 588

Prior Period Adjustments, Net

60,418

Revenues
310

Taxes

320

Licenses and Permits

330

Intergovernmental Revenues

340

Charges for Goods and Services

350

Fines and Penalties

360

Miscellaneous Revenues

Total Revenues:

61 ,094

178,077

78,777
522

323

345

178,599

79,100

61,438

Expenditures
General Government

510
520

Public Safety

530

Utilities

540

Transportation

550
560

Natural and Economic
Environment
Social Services

570

Culture and Recreation

Total Expenditures:
Excess (Deficiency) Revenues over Expenditures:

182,569
182,569
178,599

(103,469)

61,439

Other Increases in Fund Resources
391-393, 596

Debt Proceeds

397

Transfers-In

385

Special or Extraordinary Items

386 I 389

Custodial Activities

381, 395, 398

Other Resources

Total Other Increases in Fund Resources:

122,000

29,043

122,000

29,043

Other Decreases in Fund Resources
594-595

Capital Expenditures

591-593, 599

Debt Service

597

Transfers-Out

585

Special or Extraordinary Items

586 I 589

Custodial Activities

581

Other Uses

Total Other Decreases in Fund Resources:
Increase (Decrease) in Cash and Investments:

6,886
39

89,040

29,043

89,040

29,043

80,000

10,000
80,000
98,599

16,924
1,607

(27,601)

(0)

Ending Cash and Investments
5081000

Reserved

5088000

Unreserved

Total Ending Cash and Investments

Washington State Auditor's Office
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City of Leavenworth
Fund Resources and Uses Arising from Cash Transactions
For the Year Ended December 31, 2016

203 2013 G.O.
Bond

301 Capital
Projects Fund
(Warehouse)

305 Pine Street
Capital Project

402 Garbage

Beginning Cash and Investments
30810

Reserved

30880

Unreserved

388 / 588

Prior Period Adjustments, Net

90,666
173, 152

Revenues
310

Taxes

320

Licenses and Permits

330

Intergovernmental Revenues

340

Charges for Goods and Services

350

Fines and Penalties

360

Miscellaneous Revenues

714,223

Total Revenues:

308

200,508

2,972

308

200,508

717,195

Expenditures
510

General Government

520

Public Safety

530

Utilities

540

Transportation

550
560

Natural and Economic
Environment
Social Services

570

Culture and Recreation

632,624

Total Expenditures:
Excess (Deficiency) Revenues over Expenditures:

308

200,508

632,624
84,571

62,852

5,565

16,676

90,974

5,565

16,676

(90,666)

194,943

Other Increases in Fund Resources
391-393, 596

Debt Proceeds

397

Transfers-In

385

Special or Extraordinary Items

386 / 389

Custodial Activities

381 , 395, 398

Other Resources

Total Other Increases in Fund Resources:

184,813

184,813

Other Decreases in Fund Resources
594-595

Capital Expenditures

591-593, 599

Debt Service

597

Transfers-Out

585

Special or Extraordinary Items

586 / 589

Custodial Activities

581

Other Uses

Total Other Decreases in Fund Resources:
Increase (Decrease) in Cash and Investments:

184,813
28,122

184,813

67,895

Ending Cash and Investments
5081000

Reserved

5088000

Unreserved

Total Ending Cash and Investments
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City of Leavenworth
Fund Resources and Uses Arising from Cash Transactions
For the Year Ended December 31, 2016

403 Water

404 Sewer

410 Stormwater

415 Parking

Beginning Cash and Investments
30810

Reserved

30880

Unreserved

388 / 588

Prior Period Adjustments, Net

118,000
123,756

802,786

14,629

864

65,249

32,323

1,461 ,045

1,607,255

56,887

6,227

6,227

189,994

Revenues
310

Taxes

320

Licenses and Permits

330

Intergovernmental Revenues

340

Charges for Goods and Services

350

Fines and Penalties

360

Miscellaneous Revenues

Total Revenues:

490

3,879

66

473,862

1,468,625

1,682,611

89,277

473,862

956, 159

921 ,803

25, 136

Expenditures
510

General Government

520

Public Safety

530

Utilities

540

Transportation

550
560

Natural and Economic
Environment
Social Services

570

Culture and Recreation

54,879

Total Expenditures:

956, 159

921 ,803

25, 136

54,879

Excess (Deficiency) Revenues over Expenditures:

512 ,467

760,807

64,140

418,983

Other Increases in Fund Resources
391-393, 596

Debt Proceeds

397

Transfers-In

385

Special or Extraordinary Items

386 / 389

Custodial Activities

381, 395, 398

Other Resources

Total Other Increases in Fund Resources:

28,122

6,000
2,528

28,122

8,528

Other Decreases in Fund Resources
594-595

Capital Expenditures

214,780

415,452

34,055

591-593, 599

Debt Service

338 ,763

302,465

5,504

597

Transfers-Out

585

Special or Extraordinary Items

586 / 589

Custodial Activities

581

Other Uses

184,813
2,528

35,236
34,000

Total Other Decreases in Fund Resources :

556,072

Increase (Decrease) in Cash and Investments:

(35,077)

717,917
42,890

39,559
24,581

254,049
193,056

Ending Cash and Investments
5081000

Reserved

5088000

Unreserved

Total Ending Cash and Investments
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City of Leavenworth
Fund Resources and Uses Arising from Cash Transactions
For the Year Ended December 31, 2016
501 Equip
Rental &
Revolving Fund

502 Central
Services

Beginning Cash and Investments
30810

Reserved

30880

Unreserved

388 / 588

Prior Period Adjustments, Net

243,884

Revenues
310

Taxes

320

Licenses and Permits

330

Intergovernmental Revenues

340

Charges for Goods and Services

350

Fines and Penalties

360

Miscellaneous Revenues

Total Revenues:

523,800

82,966

1,248
525,048

82,966

Expenditures
510

General Government

520

Public Safety

530

Utilities

540

Transportation

550
560

Natural and Economic
Environment
Social Services

570

Culture and Recreation

Total Expenditures:
Excess (Deficiency) Revenues over Expenditures:

76,313

251,982

251,982
273,066

76,313
6,653

Other Increases in Fund Resources
391-393, 596

Debt Proceeds

397

Transfers-In

385

Special or Extraordinary Items

386 I 389

Custodial Activities

381 , 395, 398

Other Resources

Total Other Increases in Fund Resources:

1,092
15,600
16,692

Other Decreases in Fund Resources
594-595

Capital Expenditures

591-593, 599

Debt Service

597

Transfers-Out

585

Special or Extraordinary Items

586 / 589

Custodial Activities

581

Other Uses

Total Other Decreases in Fund Resources :
Increase (Decrease) in Cash and Investments:

173,574

6,653

75,441

1,092
250,107
39,651

6,653
(0)

Ending Cash and Investments
5081000

Reserved

5088000

Unreserved

Total Ending Cash and Investments
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City of Leavenworth
Fiduciary Fund Resources and Uses Arising from Cash Transactions
For the Year Ended December 31, 2016
Total for All
Funds
(Memo Only)
308

Beginning Cash and Investments

388 & 588

Prior Period Adjustments , Net

310-360

Revenues

380-390

Other Increases and Financing Sources

510-570

Expenditures

580-590

Other Decreases and Financing Uses

Net Increase (Decrease) in Cash and
Investments:
508

Ending Cash and Investments

189,111

Cemetery
Endowment
Fund

Transportation
Benefit District
Agency Fund

UVPRSA
Agency Fund

189,11 1

266,912

9,912

34,000

34,000

257,000
43,912

43,912

233,023

233,023

135,000

122,000

135,000

122,000

The accompanying notes are an integral part of this statement.
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NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
CITY OF LEAVENWORTH
January 1, 2016 through December 31, 2016
NOTE 1:

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES

The City of Leavenw01ih was incorporated in 1906 and operates under the laws of the State of
Washington applicable to a Non Charter Code City with a Mayor-Council form of Government.
The City of Leavenworth is a general purpose local government and provides the following
services: administrative, police (contracted), fire protection (through fire district), library (through
a regional library district), cemetery, parks and recreation, street/parking maintenance and
improvement, and garbage collection. In addition, the City owns and operates its own water, sewer
and stormwater systems.
The City ofLeavenw01ih repotis financial activity in accordance with the Casli 'Basis 'Budgeting,
.Jlccounting anaReyorting Systems ('B.JlRS) Manual prescribed by the State Auditor' s Office
under the authority of Washington State law, Chapter 43 .09 RCW. This manual prescribes a
financial rep01iing framework that differs from generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP)
in the following manner:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
a.

Financial transactions are recognized on a cash basis of accounting as described below.
Component units are required to be disclosed, but are not included in the financial
statements.
Government-wide statements, as defined in GAAP, are not presented.
All funds are presented, rather than a focus on major funds.
The Schedule of Liabilities is required to be presented with the financial statements as
supplementary information.
Supplementary information required by GAAP is not presented.
Ending balances are not presented using the classifications defined in GAAP.
Fund Accounting

Financial transactions of the City of Leavenworth are reported in individual funds. Each fund uses
a separate set of self-balancing accounts that comprises its cash and investments, revenues and
expenditures. The City of Leavenworth's resources are allocated to and accounted for in individual
funds depending on their intended purpose. Each fund is reported as a separate column in the
financial statements. The following fund types are used by the City of Leavenw01ih:

GOVERNMENTAL FUND TYPES:
Current Expense (General) Fund (001)
This fund is the primary operating fund of the City of Leavenw01ih. It accounts for all financial
resources except those required or elected to be accounted for in another fund .
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Special Revenue Funds (100-199)
These funds account for specific revenue sources that are restricted or committed to expenditures
for specified purposes of the City of Leavenwo1th.
Debt Service Funds (200-299)
These funds account for the financial resources that are restricted, committed, or assigned to
expenditures for principal, interest and related costs on general long-term debt.
Capital Projects Fund (300-399)
These funds account for the financial resources which are restricted, committed, or assigned for
the acquisition or construction of capital facilities or other capital assets.

PROPRIETARY FUND TYPES:
Enterprise Funds (400-499)
These funds account for operations that provide goods or services to the general public and are
supported primarily through user charges.
Internal Service Funds (500-599)
These funds account for operations that provide goods or services to other departments or funds
of the City of Leavenworth on a cost-reimbursement basis.

FIDUCIARY FUND TYPES (600 - 699 Series):
Fiduciary funds account for assets held by the City of Leavenw01th in a trustee capacity or as an
agent on behalf of others.
Private-Purpose Trust Funds
These funds report all trust arrangements under which principal and income benefit individuals,
private organizations or other governments. The City of Leavenworth maintains a Cemetery
Endowment Fund that is best described as a Private-Purpose Trust Fund. This fund was originally
created as a trust fund by donation from a private citizen to establish and build a reserve fund over
time to operate and maintain the Leavenworth Mountain View Cemetery once there are no
remaining open lots or niches available. The City of Leavenw01th continues to build this fund by
providing 50% of all lot sales to the Cemetery Endowment Fund.
Agency Funds
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These funds are used to account assets that the government holds on behalf of others in a custodial
capacity.
The City of Leavenworth maintains a Leavenworth Transportation Benefit District Agency Fund
to hold and distribute funds from the District to the City's Street Fund for transportation related
maintenance and capital projects.
The City of Leavenworth maintains a UVPRSA (Upper Valley Park & Recreation Service Area)
Agency Fund to hold and distribute funds from the Service Area to the City's Pool Fund for pool
related maintenance and capital projects.
b.

Basis of Accounting and Measurement Focus

Financial statements are prepared using the cash basis of accounting and measurement focus.
Revenues are recognized when cash is received and expenditures are recognized when paid.
In accordance with state law, the City of Leavenw01th also recognizes expenditures paid during
twenty days after the close of the fiscal year for claims incurred during the previous period, these
expenditures are all booked with a date of 12/31 in the given calendar year which eliminates the
need to rep01t these as open period items on Schedule 07, Schedule of Disbursement Activity.
c.

Budgets

The City ofLeavenw01th adopts biennial appropriated budgets for the Current Expense (General),
Leavenw01th Civic Center, Streets, Lodging Tax, P.W. Capital Improvement, Community
Swimming Pool, 1997 G.O. Bond, 2009 G.O. Bond, 2013 G.O. Bond, Capital Projects Fund
(Warehouse), Pine Street Capital Project, Garbage, Water, Sewer, Water Bond Reserve, Sewer
Bond Reserve, Stormwater, Parking, Equipment Rental & Revolving, Central Services, Cemetery
Endowment, Transportation Benefit District Agency, and the UVPRSA Agency Funds. These
budgets are appropriated at the fund level including use of ending fund reserved and unreserved
balances unless otherwise noted. The budget constitutes the legal authority for expenditures at
that level. Any managerial funds are combined with the appropriate fund for repo1ting purposes
only as required by the BARS manual; these would include the Leavenworth Civic Center (Fund
110) being included within the General Fund (001 ); the Water Bond Reserve Fund (405) being
included in the Water Fund (403); and the Sewer Bond Reserve Fund (406) being included in the
Sewer Fund (404). Interfund activity between managerial funds would be eliminated. Biennial
appropriations for all funds lapse at the fiscal year end of the second year of the Biennial Budget.
Biennial appropriated budgets are adopted on the same basis of accounting as used for financial
repo1ting. The appropriated and actual expenditures for the legally adopted 2015-2016 combined
budgets were as follows as of December 31, 2016:
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Fund

Current Expense (General) Fund
Leavenw01th Civic Center
Streets Fund
'
Lodging Tax Fund
P.W. Capital Improvement Fund
Community Swimming Pool Fund
1997 GO Bond Fund
2009 GO Bond Fund
2013 GO Bond Fund
Capital Projects Fund
Pine Street Capital Project
Garbage Fund
Water Fund
Water Bond Reserve Fund
Sewer Fund
Sewer Bond Reserve Fund
Stormwater Fund
Parking Fund
Equip Rental & Revolving Loan Fund
Central Services
Cemetery Endowment Fund
Transportation Benefit District Fund
UVPRSA Agency Fund
TOTAL

Final
Appropriated
Amounts
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

7,360,073.00
484,647.00
4,364, 175.00
2,959,295.00
390,273 .00
541 ,173.00
265,865 .00
58,086.00
371,828.00
186,049.75
200,000.00
1,617,822.00
3,072,416.00
133,048.00
4,571 ,567.00
264,048.00
342,153 .00
1,049,737.00
1,509,875.00
183,025.00
430,881 .00
485,000.00
125,000.00
$30,966,036. 75

Actual
Expenditures

Variance

$ 4,888,483.38
$
324,979.53
$ 3,498,546.11
$ 2,529,930.66
$
230,000.00
$
384,598 .92
$
175,018.64
$
58,085.56
$
371,799.39
$
95 ,465 .02
$
5,564.66
$ 1,279,282.49
$ 3,000,912.12
$
0.00
$ 2,888,997.23
$
0.00
277,101.81
$
$
590,875 .76
$
997,218.17
$
171,244.30
$
12,040.00
$
485 ,000.00
$
240,450.00
$22,505,593 .75

$ 2,471,589.62
$ 159,667.47
$ 865,628.89
$ 429,364.34
$ 160,273 .00
$ 156,574.08
$
90,846.36
$
0.44
$
28.61
$
90,584.73
$ 194,435.34
$ 338,539.51
$
71 ,503 .88
$ 133,048.00
$ 1,682,569.77
$ 264,048 .00
$
65 ,051.19
$ 458 ,861 .24
$ 512,656.83
11,780.70
$
$ 418,841.00
$
0.00
$ (115 ,450.00)
$8,460,443 .00

The department head in conjunction with the Finance Director is authorized to transfer budgeted
amounts between fund/object classes within any department within any fund, however, any
revisions that alter the total expenditures of a fund, or that affect the number of authorized
employee positions, salary ranges, hours, or other conditions of employment must be approved by
the City ofLeavenwo1th's legislative body.
A new Agency Fund for the UVPRSA (Upper Valley Park and Recreation Service Area) was
created for the 2015 budget year that was not included in the original or amended budget as it was
determined in May 2016, during the annual repo1ting process, by the State Auditor's Office staff
that this separate agency fund should be used to account for the Service Area's funding rather than
directly depositing the property tax revenues of this entity directly into the City' s Pool Fund as has
been the past practice over the last two decades. These funds show as a negative variance for this
new addition at this time and will be budgeted accordingly for the next biennium.
d.

Cash and Investments

See Note 2, Deposits and Investments.
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e.

Capital Assets

Capital assets are assets with an initial individual cost of more than $5,000 and an estimated useful
life in excess of three years. The capital assets of the City of Leavenworth are recorded as
expenditures when purchased.
f.

Compensated Absences

Vacation leave may be accumulated up to 30 days for a prospective retiree (within four years of
retirement). Otherwise, up to 15 days for Public Works and Office Staff and 10 days for Returning
Seasonal Staff may be carried over from year to year at the employee's request. Non-Union
Exempt employees may accumulate up to 40 days for annual carryover. Upon separation or
retirement, employees are compensated for accrued and unused vacation time. As of December
31 , 2016 the total payout liability of all employees totals $65,512.15 .
Sick leave may accumulate up to 1200 hours. Upon separation or retirement, employees having
at a minimum of five years of employment with the City may receive payment of unused leave, up
to 240 hours. As of December 31, 2016 the total payout liability of eligible employees totals
$94,482.12.
Compensatory leave may accumulate for union employees to a maximum of 40 hours and should
not be carried over in any given year without prior authorization by the City Administrator;
generally any accrued comp time is paid out with the final year end check. Upon separation or
retirement, employees are compensated for accrued and unused comp time. As of December 3 1,
2016 the total payout liability of all employees totals $0.00.
All leave payments are recognized as expenditures when paid.
g.

Long-Term Debt

See Note 5, Debt Service Requirements.
h.

Other Financing Sources or Uses

The City' s "Other Financing Sources or Uses" consists of all interfund loans and interfund
transfers in and out; Non Revenues and Non Expenses related to processing of funds for other
governments or individuals such as leasehold excise and sales taxes; building permit and auction
related surcharges; Business Licensing, Utility Reimbursement Agreem ents and rafting deposit
related refunds; proceeds from the sale of capital assets; capital expenditures; debt principle and
interest redemptions; and payroll clearing funds .

i.

Risk Management

The City of Leavenwmth is a member of the Washington Cities Insurance Authority (WCIA).
Utilizing Chapter 48.62 RCW (self-insurance regulation) and Chapter 39.34 RCW (Interlocal
Cooperation Act), nine cities originally formed WCIA on January 1, 1981. WCIA was created for
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the purpose of providing a pooling mechanism for jointly purchasing insurance, jointly selfinsuring, and I or jointly contracting for risk management services. WCIA has a total of 168
Members. New members initially contract for a three-year term, and thereafter automatically
renew on an annual basis. A one-year withdrawal notice is required before membership can be
terminated. Termination does not relieve a former member from its unresolved loss history
incurred during membership. Liability coverage is written on an occurrence basis, without
deductibles. Coverage includes general, automobile, police, errors or omissions, stop gap,
employment practices and employee benefits liability. Limits are $4 million per occurrence in the
self-insured layer, and $16 million in limits above the self-insured layer is provided by reinsurance.
Total limits are $20 million per occurrence subject to aggregates and sublimits. The Board of
Directors determines the limits and terms of coverage annually. Insurance for property,
automobile physical damage, fidelity, inland marine, and boiler and machinery coverage are
purchased on a group basis. Various deductibles apply by type of coverage. Property coverage is
self-funded from the members' deductible to $750,000, for all perils other than flood and
eai1hquake, and insured above that to $300 million per occurrence subject to aggregates and
sublimits. Automobile physical damage coverage is self-funded from the members' deductible to
$250,000 and insured above that to $100 million per occurrence subject to aggregates and
sublimits. In-house services include risk management consultation, loss control field services, and
claims and litigation administration. WCIA contracts for certain claims investigations, consultants
for personnel and land use issues, insurance brokerage, actuarial, and lobbyist services. WCIA is
fully funded by its members, who make annual assessments on a prospectively rated basis, as
determined by an outside, independent actuary. The assessment covers loss, loss adjustment, and
administrative expenses. As outlined in the interlocal, WCIA retains the right to additionally
assess the membership for any funding shortfall. An investment committee, using investment
brokers, produces additional revenue by investment of WCIA's assets in financial instruments
which comply with all State guidelines. A Board of Directors governs WCIA, which is comprised
of one designated representative from each member. The Board elects an Executive Committee
and appoints a Treasurer to provide general policy direction for the organization. The WCIA
Executive Director rep011s to the Executive Committee and is responsible for conducting the day
to day operations of WCIA.
Pool
Financial
Statements
are
available
Risk
http://www.wciapool.org/communications/annual-reports.
j.

for

WCIA

at

Reserved Portion of Ending Cash and Investments

Beginning and Ending Cash and Investments is reported as reserved when it is subject to
restrictions on use imposed by external patties or due to internal commitments established by
ordinance of the City Council. When expenditures that meet restrictions are incurred, the City of
Leavenworth intends to use reserved resources first before using unreserved amounts. The City
of Leavenworth has the following reserve funds :
FUND 101 Ordinance No. 1093 passed in 1998 created the purpose of the Street Fund into which
moneys shall be placed for the purpose of constructing and maintaining ai1erial highways and city
streets, or for the payment of any municipal indebtedness which may be incurred in the
construction, improvement, chip sealing, seal-coating, repair and maintenance of arterial highways
and city streets. This fund may also receive dedicated revenues from motor vehicle fuel taxes, real
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estate excise taxes and Leavenworth Transportation Benefit taxes all of which require reserving
these funds for street related capital improvements. Fund balance on December 31, 2016 was
$114,097 .
FUND 104 Ordinance No. 1051 passed in 1997 established the Lodging Tax Fund for the City.
These funds are generated by revenue from transient lodging tax and used for the construction of
tourist facilities or for tourist promotion within the meaning of RCW 35.21 .700 and RCW
67.28.1815 and bears on the tourist expansion in the City of Leavenw01th or the areas adjacent to
the City ofLeavenwo1ih which bear upon its economic condition. Fund balance on December 31 ,
2016 was $481,056.
FUND 107 is the Public Works Capital Improvement Fund generated by real estate excise taxes
as imposed by the state under chapter 82.46 RCW. Fund balance on December 31, 2016 was
$218,212.
FUND 176 is the Community Swimming Pool Fund that the City operates by interlocal agreement
in conjunction with the Upper Valley Park & Recreation Service Area (UVPRSA). Annual
resolutions are adopted by the UVPRSA to collect prope1ty tax dollars that are committed by voter
approval to the operations and maintenance of the pool. All other revenues of the pool would be
dedicated to the pool fund per the interlocal agreement between the City and the UVPRSA. Fund
balance on December 31, 2016 was $31,942.
FUND 305 is a Capital Projects Fund specifically for the Pine Street Capital Project that was
created by the City Council of which revenues are 100% required to be dedicated to the design and
construction of the Pine Street Project. This fund will receive State and Federal restricted dollars,
additional developer donations and dollars from Real Estate Excise Taxes and Leavenwo1ih
Transportation Benefit District dollars all of which will be restricted to the completion of the street
improvements. Once this project is completed it will be closed out. Fund Balance on December
31, 2016 was $194,944.
FUND 404 (Includes rolled funds from FUND 406 Sewer Bond Reserve) Sewer Fund includes a
reserve amount on a Depmiment of Ecology Loan that was issued in 2000 and stated a bond
covenant requirement to reserve one year of annual payments which equates to $118,000; this
requirement will reduce to $59,000 at year end for 2019 and will end when the bonds are paid in
full in 2020. Reserve Fund Balance on December 31, 2016 was $118,000.
TOTAL BALANCE of all reserved funds is $1, 158,251.
NOTE2:

DEPOSITS AND INVESTMENTS

It is the City of Leavenw01ih's policy to invest all temporary cash surpluses. The interest on
investments is prorated to the various funds based on the monthly ending cash balance in each
fund from the previous month. Due to the decline in interest rates in the economy, interest gains
from the City's main checking account were posted to the General Fund to offset all monthly bank
service charges through December 2016; as of January 2017 all monthly service fees are first offset
by interest and then remaining proceeds are prorated monthly based on the monthly ending cash
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balance in each fund from the previous month. Interest gains on all interfund loans are posted to
the fund issuing the interfund loan as required by resolutions. Interest gains for the Water Bond
Reserve Fund are recorded in the Water Fund and gains for the Sewer Bond Reserve Fund are
recorded in the Sewer Fund.
All deposits and ce1tificates of deposit are covered by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
and/or the Washington Public Deposit Protection Commission. All investments are insured,
registered or held by the City of Leavenworth or its agent in the City' s name.
Investments are presented at amortized cost meaning interest earnings are recorded when earned.
Investments by type at December 31, 2016 are as follows:
Type oflnvestment

Leavenworth' s
own investments

LG.LP.
Cashmere Valley Bank MM
Totals

NOTE3:

$125 ,584.90
$4,075,773.08
$4,201 ,357 .98

Investments held by
Leavenworth as an agent
for other local
governments, individual
or private organizations.
$0.00
$232,502.91
$232,502.91

Total

$125,584.90
$4,308,275.99
$4,433,860.89

PROPERTY TAX

The Chelan County Treasurer acts as an agent to collect property taxes levied in the county for all
taxing authorities. Collections are generally distributed at the end of each month while mid month
distributions occur in April, May, October and November when taxes are due.
Prope1ty tax revenues are recognized when cash is received by the City of Leavenwo1th.
Delinquent taxes are considered fully collectible because a lien affixes to the property after tax is
levied.
The City of Leavenworth' s regular levy for 2016 was $1.1248269252 per $1,000 on an assessed
valuation of $396, 124,257 for a total regular levy of $445,571.23 .
The City also has a special levy in the amount of $0.1545258737 per $1 ,000 on an assessed
valuation of $390,954,722 for a total special levy of $60,412.62. This special levy was approved
by the voters in 1997 and is used to retire bonds issued to finance the construction of a new fire
station and purchase of fire equipment with the final bond payment identified for 2017.
NOTE4:

INTERFUND LOANS

The following table identified below displays interfund loan activity during 2016; payments and
balances include principle only. Interest is charged for sho1t-term loans at the current rate of the
LGIP or as defined by resolution and is typically paid back at the time of the principle payment;
in the case of a multi-year interfund loan, interest is typically paid by December 31 of each year.
The City Council approved Resolution 9-2009 granting authority for loans between city funds.
Within this resolution temporary loans, which may not exceed more than 90 days, are authorized
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to be completed and notified to the City Council by the Finance Director without a resolution; all
other loans exceeding 90 days must be authorized by resolution of the City Council.
In 2013 the City Council authorized two short-term (3 years or less) interfund loans by resolutions.
The first 3-year interfund loan identified below for the Street/Parking borrowing fund was
$100,000 for capital improvements for the design and construction of a city parking lot; in 2013
Parking was a department within the Street Fund. Beginning with the 2014 Budget year, the City
Council transitioned the Parking revenues and expenditures into a new enterprise fund called
Parking; with this transition the payments due over the next 3 years would be paid back from the
new Parking Fund to the Cemetery Endowment Fund for the Parking Lot debt. The payments are
anticipated for payback starting in 2014 and 2015 at $33 ,000 per year and ending in 2016 with the
final payment of $34,000. The second 3-year interfund loan identified below for the Pool
borrowing fund was authorized by the City Council in support of major capital improvements
completed in 2013 at the Pool. With a new levy passed by voters in 2012, the Pool Fund is
anticipated to pay back this loan at $10,000 per year with interest charges stmting in 2014 and
being paid back by December 31, 2016.
In 2014 the City Council authorized one sh01t-term (3 years or less) interfund loan of$ l 30,000 by
resolution from the Water Bond Reserve Fund to the Water Fund for the installation of the new
Well #3. Due to the funds being provided from Water related funds no interest is to be charged
on this loan. Payments are set at $43,000 per year for 2015 and 2016 with the final payment of
$44,000 due in 2017.
Borrowing
Fund
12/31/2016

Lending
Fund

Balance
1/1/2016

Cemetery
$ 34,000
Current Expense $ 10,000
Water Bond Res. $ 87,000

Water

Balance
New Loans

Repayments

$
$
$

$ 34,000
$ 10,000
$ 43,000

0
0
0

$
0.00
$
0.00
$ 44,000

DEBT SERVICE REQUIREMENTS

NOTES:

The accompanying Schedule of Liabilities (09) provides more details of the outstanding debt and
liabilities of the City of Leavenworth and summarizes the City's debt transactions for year ended
December 31, 2016. The debt service requirements for general obligation bonds, revenue bonds
and public works loans from the Depmtments of Ecology and Commerce are as follows:

Principle

Year
2017
2018
2019
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Interest

Total Debt

208,054

1,279,149

851,044

190,765

1,041,809

836,133

174,439

1,0 10,572

756,163

158,419

914,581

1,071,095
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2020
639,414

144,712

784,126

2,735,086

521,057

3,256,143

1,539,835

219,166

1,759,001

628,615

29,838

658,454

49,583

248

49,831

9,106,968

1,646,698

10,753,666

2021
2022-2026
2027-2031
2032-2036
2037-2041
TOTALS

In 2016 the City received two new loans from the State of Washington Department of Ecology to
fund the City's costs for a Wastewater Treatment General Sewer Plan and Facility Plan. These
new loans are identified on the Schedule 9, on the Schedule 16 as federal related funds, and within
the notes above; however, no interest is currently included as interest will not be identified until
all the loan proceeds are expended and the project is completed; this is anticipated to occur in
either late 2017 or early 2018. The first loan is a State Revolving Fund Loan that will incur interest
at I .2% for payback over a 5-year term and is currently identified in the debt schedules with
principle payments occurring between 2017 and 2021. The second loan is a forgivable principle
only loan that is anticipated to be forgiven and removed upon project completion; however, this
one is also included with principle payments occurring between 20 I 7 and 202 I should the project
not be completed and the City is obligated to pay back any funds.
Debt Refunding
The City of Leavenworth did not issue any refunding bonds to retire existing series bonds in 2016.
Debt Guarantees
The City of Leavenworth did not guarantee any debt for any other agency in 2016.
NOTE6:
A.

PENSION PLANS

State Sponsored Pension Plans

Substantially all City of Leavenworth full-time and qualifying part-time employees patticipate in
the PERS plans 1, 2, and 3 administered by the Washington State Depattment of Retirement
Systems (DRS), under cost-sharing, multiple-employer public employee defined benefit and
defined contribution retirement plans.
The State Legislature establishes, and amends, laws pertaining to the creation and administration
of all public retirement systems.
The Depattment of Retirement Systems, a depattment within the primary government of the State
of Washington, issues a publicly available comprehensive annual financial rep01t (CAFR) that
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includes financial statements and required supplementary information for each plan. The DRS
CAFR may be obtained by writing to:
Department of Retirement Systems
Communications Unit
P.O. Box 48380
Olympia, WA 98504-8380
Also, the DRS CAFR may be downloaded from the DRS website at www.drs.wa.gov.
At June 30, 2016, the City of Leavenworth's proportionate share of the collective net pension
liabilities, as reported on the Schedule 09, was as follows:
Allocation %
0.013379%
0.017121%

PERS 1
PERS 2/3

NOTE 7:

Liability (Asset)
$718,515
$862,029

OTHER DISCLOSURES

There have been no material violations of finance-related legal or contractual provisions. There
have been no expenditures exceeding legal appropriations in any of the funds of the City of
Leavenworth with exception to the creation of a new agency fund. In a review of the 2015 annual
repo1t, the State Auditor' s Office (SAO) recommended including the Upper Valley Park &
Recreation Service Area (UVPRSA or PRSA) funds on the City's financial statements as agency
funds rather than directly depositing those funds into the City' s Pool Fund. Since this adjustment
affected the 2015 budget items after the close of the 2015 calendar year it will show as a negative
variance from the originally adopted 2015-2016 Budget due to the transfer offunds occurring from
the new Fund 635 UVPRSA Agency Fund to the City' s Fund 176 Community Swimming Pool.
This will be budgeted accordingly for the next biennium.
The City Council, City Administrator and Finance Director/City Clerk are all positions considered
for transactions with related parties. Included as a separate attachment to this report is a detailed
sheet identifying each of the elected and appointed officials of the City of Leavenworth and the
spouses of each person, if applicable, regarding employer information and whether any funds were
expended or anticipated from these individuals during the financial statement period. No funds ,
with exception to payroll related compensation, were directly expended to any of the individuals
listed. Some funds may be expended with their employers for services rendered; however, these
would be minor in nature and not material related.
Construction Commitments: The City of Leavenwo1th has active major construction projects as
of December 31 , 2016. Below is the list of major projects, minor capital related projects of less
than $25,000 are not included. At year-end the City' s commitments with contractors are as
follows:
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Project

Spent To Date

Chumstick Trail I Water-Sewer ~ $800,000
Extension I Sewer Lift Station
Pl/P2/P3 Parking Lots
$0.00
$149,208.34
WWTP Upgrades
Hwy 2 & Gustav Crosswalks
2017 Pavement Preservation
Pine Street

$8,664.40
$27,597.65
$0.00

Remaining
Commitment
~ $60,000
TBD
$44,779.66
$56,035 .60
$30,502.35
TBD

Financing Needed
Yes - LID - see
comments below
No
Yes - Grant/Loans see comments below
No
No
TBD

The major projects include the following information and, if applicable, committed balances
needing funding are identified below:
•

The first project, Chumstick Trail I Water-Sewer Extension I Sewer Lift Station, will
require borrowing new debt through a Local Improvement District (LID) for the
Meadowlark Subdivision of which the City may patticipate and provide up to $193,000 of
debt service payments. The total LID p01tion of the project includes ROW acquisition,
installation of extended water/sewer lines and a new sewer lift station; the LID is
anticipated to be between $800,000 and $900,000. This project coincides with the
Chumstick Trail Project of which the City also received state and federal funding for. As
of December 31, 2016 the Trail portion of the project was completed. The two projects
combined are estimated to be about $1.6 Million. Engineering and design was completed
by PACE Engineering and the construction contracts were approved as of April 2016 with
Advantage Dirt Construction, Inc.; all construction was completed in 2016 with exception
to the completion of the sewer lift station. The LID is anticipated to be implemented by
summer of 2017. Current commitments are estimated at approximately $60,000 and will
be finalized as the LID assessments are identified to include final contractor retainage,
engineering, attorney and bond costs.

•

The second project will be the completion of improvements to the Pl/P2/P3 parking lots
that the City acquired in 2013. This total project will be paid utilizing city parking cash
reserves for capital projects; total estimated project costs are included within the 2017
Budget at $360,000. Some minor engineering and design was completed in 2015/2016
with IntegriTech; currently there are no outstanding contract commitments.

•

The third project is the beginning stages of the Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP)
upgrades also known as the TMDL (Total Maximum Daily Load) improvements for
reducing phosphorus discharges into the river and will be required for implementation by
2020. Beginning in 2016, the City was approved for two loans of$98,530 each, of which
one will be forgivable, from the Department of Ecology totaling $197,060; these dollars
are being allocated for the General Sewer Plan/Facility Plan with Varela and Associates.
Major capital construction costs will be determined from this plan for the 2020 deadline;
costs identified in the table above are for the engineering commitments only.
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•

The fourth project is the Highway 2 and Gustav's Crosswalks that the City has been
awarded State funding from the Department of Transportation (DOT); total State award for
both crosswalks is $503,500; City match costs that are being funded by the Leavenwo1ih
Transportation Benefit District are estimated at $56, 100 for a total project cost of$559,600.
Engineering is currently underway by contract with the DOT and TD&H Engineering for
a total contact of $64, 700 and is included in the table above; construction is estimated to
begin in 2017.

•

The fifth project is the 2017 Pavement Preservation that the City has been awarded
Transportation Improvement Board (TIB) Funding of up to $477,000 for engineering and
construction costs with a match of 5% for a total project cost of $502, l 05. Engineering is
currently underway by contract with TIB and TD&H Engineering for a total contract of
$58, l 00 and is included in the table above; construction is estimated to begin in 2018 as
construction bids in 2017 came in to high for approval.

•

The sixth project is Pine Street that the City is currently underway with applying for
additional grant dollars for; this project began in 2013 with preliminary studies and design
engineering that was paid for out of City Street funds through 2016. Beginning in May
2016 the City created a new Pine Street Capital Project Fund to receipt in the project
specific revenues for offsetting eligible expenditures. In May 2016, the City received
$200,000 from project developers and the City was awarded a grant for $705,600 from the
Chelan Douglas Transp01tation Council that will be disbursed through the DOT for
engineering and construction expenses. In addition, the City was awarded $250,000 in
February 2017 from the Transp01iation Improvement Board, of which revenues were
deposited with the City in March 2017; these funds are specific for use of a multi-use
pathway, sidewalks, crosswalks and ADA transition compliance that will likely occur in
2018. The City had expended some minor costs in 2016 from the project developer funding
for construction type related expenses. As of December 3 1, 2016 there were no contractual
commitments in place; however, in April 2017 the City entered into an engineering contract
with the DOT and TD&H Engineering for $253,800m, which will utilize $197,047 of the
DOT grant funds and $56,753 in City match costs that will come from project developer
funding and/or Leavenworth Transportation Benefit District Funds.
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City of Leavenworth
Schedule of Liabilities
For the Year Ended December 31, 2016

ID. No.

Description

Due Date

Beginning
Balance

Additions

Reductions

Ending Balance

General Obligation Debt/Liabilities
251 .11

General Obligation Non-Voted
21912009

12/1/2018

82 ,647

26,717

55 ,930

263.96

General Obligation Non-Voted
11/17/2009

12/1/2019

109,581

26, 125

83,456

263.96

General Obligation Non-Voted
11/16/2011

12/1/2021

109,824

16,557

93,267

251 .12

General Obligation Voted (Refunding)
11/22/2011

12/1/2017

170,000

85,000

85,000

251 .11

General Obligation Non-Voted
11/22/2011

12/1/2026

555,000

45,000

510,000

263.96

General Obligation Non-Voted
3/19/2013

6/1/2023

164,415

17,214

147,200

251.22

General Obligation Voted 9/5/2013

12/1/2028

1,295,000

85,000

1,210 ,000

251 .11

General Obligation Non-Voted
9/5/2013

12/1/2028

105,000

5,000

100,000

251.11

General Obligation Non-Voted
9/5/2013

12/1/2033

2,300,000

95,000

2,205,000

263.96

General Obligation Non-Voted
3/24/2015

6/1/2020

88,877

16,043

72,833

263.96

General Obligation Non-Voted
3/24/2015

6/1/2020

160,000

28,800

131 ,200

263.96

General Obligation Non-Voted
3/24/2015

6/1/2020

55 ,000

9,900

45, 100

263.96

General Obligation Non-Voted
3/24/2015

6/1/2020

35,000

6,300

28,700

Total General Obligation Debt/Liabilities:

5,230,343

462,657

4,767,686

Revenue and Other (non G.O.) Debt/Liabilities
263.84

Proprietary - DOE Loan 3/1/2000

3/31/2020

531 ,000

118,000

413,000

263.84

Proprietary - DOE Loan 3/1 /1998

2/28/2017

24,615

18,462

6,154

263.88

Proprietary - PWTF Loan 2/20/1998

7/1/2017

276,158

138,079

138,079

263.84

Proprietary - DWSRF Loan
10/27/2004

10/1/2023

638,757

79,845

558 ,912

263.84

Proprietary - DWSRF Loan
10/21/2008

10/1/2025

871,333

87,133

784,200

263.88

Proprietary - PWTF Loan 1/24/2007

7/1/2025

276,616

27,662

248,954

263.88

Governmental - PWTF Loan 7/3/2009

7/1/2029

265,500

19,737

245,763

263.88

Proprietary - PWTF Loan 7/3/2009

7/1/2029

143,566

9,868

133,698

263.88

Proprietary - PWTF Loan 7/3/2009

7/1/2029

143,566

9,868

133,698

263.88

Governmental - PWTF Loan
2/15/2013

6/1/2037

828,729

37,187

791,541

263.88

Proprietary- PWTF Loan 2/15/2013

6/1/2037

114,489

5,454

109,035

Washi11gto11 State A uditor's Office
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City of Leavenworth
Schedule of Liabilities
For the Year Ended December 31, 2016

ID. No.

Description

Due Date

Beginning
Balance

Additions

Reductions

Ending Balance

263.88

Proprietary - PWTF Loan 2/15/201 3

6/1/2037

38,532

1,983

36,549

263.88

Proprietary - PWTF Loan 2/15/2013

6/1/2037

109,083

4,958

104,125

263.88

Proprietary - PWTF Loan 8/21/2013

6/1/2032

606 ,889

35,699

571 ,190

263.84

Proprietary - DOE SRF Loan
7/31/2016

12/1/2021

32 ,193

32 ,193

263.84

Proprietary - DOE Forgivable Loan
7/31/2016

12/1/2021

32 ,193

32 ,193

264.30

Pension Liability

282,495

1,580,544

259.12

Compensated Absences

1,298,049
12/31/2015

166,497

Total Revenue and Other (non G.O.)
Debt/Liabilities:

6,333,379

Total Liabilities:

11,563,722

Was'1i11gto11 StateA 11ditor's Office

6,503

159,994

346,881

600,439

6,079,820

346,881

1,063,096

10,847,507
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ABOUT THE STATE AUDITOR'S OFFICE
The State Auditor's Office is established in the state's Constitution and is part of the executive
branch of state government. The State Auditor is elected by the citizens of Washington and
serves four-year terms.
We work with our audit clients and citizens to achieve our vision of government that works for
citizens, by helping governments work better, cost less, deliver higher value, and earn greater
public trust.
In fulfilling our mission to hold state and local governments accountable for the use of public
resources, we also hold ourselves accountable by continually improving our audit quality and
operational efficiency and developing highly engaged and committed employees.
As an elected agency, the State Auditor's Office has the independence necessary to objectively
perform audits and investigations. Our audits are designed to comply with professional standards
as well as to satisfy the requirements of federal, state, and local laws.
Our audits look at financial information and compliance with state, federal and local laws on the
part of all local governments, including schools, and all state agencies, including institutions of
higher education. In addition, we conduct performance audits of state agencies and local
governments as well as fraud , state whistleblower and citizen hotline investigations.
The results of our work are widely distributed through a variety of reports, which are available
on our website and through our free, electronic subscription service.
We take our role as partners in accountability seriously, and provide training and technical
assistance to governments, and have an extensive quality assurance program.

Contact information for the State Auditor's Office
Public Records requests

PublicRecords@sao.wa.gov

Main telephone (360) 902-0370
Toll-free Citizen Hotline (866) 902-3900
Website www.sao.wa.gov

Washington State Auditor's O.fflce
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I

TABB

TRANSPORTATION
ELEMENT

The Transp01iation Element is an inventory of transp01iation services and facilities for water, air,
and ground travel, including transit. One of the goals of the Element is to define existing facilities
and travel levels to plan for future travel needs. The Transpo1iation Element was last updated in
2008; and much is this update remains valid and unchanged. The Transp01iation Element must
contain:
D Inventory of existing facilities;
D Assessment of future facility needs to meet current and future demands;

D Multi-year plan for financing proposed transportation improvements;
D Forecasts of traffic for at least I 0 years based on adopted land use plan;

D Level of service (LOS) standards for aiierials and public transportation, including

actions to bring deficient facilities into compliance;
D Transpo1iation Demand Management (TDM) strategies, and;

D Identification of intergovernmental coordination eff01is.
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Goals and Policies

Goal 1:
Provide a balanced, multi-modal transportation system for the community
that supports the safe, efficient movement of people and goods.

Rationale:
The Growth Management Act (GMA) requires that the comprehensive plan be
internally consistent. The transpo1tation element and the land use element will be consistent
because the transpmtation element is prepared based upon assumptions developed in the land use
element.

Policy 1:
The provision oftransportationfacilities and services shall reflect and support the
land use designations and development patterns identified in the Land Use Element of the
Leavenworth Comprehensive Plan. The design and implementation oftransportation facilities and
services shall be based on serving current and fi1ture travel demand - both short-term and longterm planned uses.

Rationale:
This policy will
and land use densities.

~tnsure

that there is consistency between transpo1tation systems

Policy 2:
The construction oftransportation facilities in the Leavenworth planning area shall
be timed to coincide with community needs, and shall be implemented so as to minimize impacts
on existing development. Prioritization of improvements should consider the City 's level ofservice
standards, concurrency policies, and financial constraints.

Rationale:
Project priorities may change over time, depending on the intensity and location of
development, performance of the transportation system, and the available funding.

Policy 3:
The City of Leavenworth shall implement its Level of Service (LOS) standard and
pe1formance measures as follows:
•

Concurrency shall be measured for the average vehicle traffic volume for a typical
weekday during the PM peak hour;

•

State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) shall be evaluated consistent with concurrency but
could include additional analysis for other time periods based on the discretion of the City
Public Works Director;

•

Intersection (delay) and street segment (volume/capacif)) analysis will use one-hour LOS
as a screening tool to determine capacity deficiencies;
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•

Concurrency requirements do not apply to facilities and services of statewide significance
per RCW 36. 70A. 070(6). Facilities of statewide significance such as US 2 are to be
consistent with the Washington State Highway Plan, designated as LOS D; and,

•

City and Urban Growth Area - LOS D will be acceptable.

Rationale:
Identifies how and when LOS, concurrency, and SEPA are applied and the standard
by which the City will plan under.

Policy 4:
Off-site improvements to streets or the provision of enhanced pedestrian and
bicycle facilities in the Leavenworth planning area may be required as a condition of approval for
land divisions or other development permits based on the SEPA or the City's adopted development
regulations.
Rationale:
SEPA and development code requirements will help implement needed
transp01iation improvements.

Policy 5:
Transportation improvements which are identified in the Transportation Element
shall be implemented concurrent with new development. Concurrent with development means that
improvements or strategies will be in place at the time of development, or that a financial
commitment will be in place to complete the improvements or strategies within six years.
Rationale:

Concurrency is required for transp01iation under the GMA.

Policy. 6:
Substandard streets and fitture public right-of-way needs will be addressed
concurrently at the time of development unless there is a system-wide benefit, in which case the
City Council may authorize the City to participate in the improvement.
Rationale:
Improvements that have system wide benefits will be a higher priority than infill
projects or frontage improvements that primarily benefit one property owner or developer.

Policy 7:
Support the mobility needs of local businesses and industry, the Leavenworth
transportation system shall consist of the infrastructure necessary for the safe and efficient
movement of goods, services, and people throughout the Leavenworth area.
Rationale:
community.

The transportation system contributes to the overall economic vitality of the
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Policy 8:
Transportation facilities in the Leavenworth planning area shall be designed and
constructed to mitigate noise, neighborhood disrzption, economic losses to the private or public
economy, and social, environmental, or institutional disruptions.
Rationale:

Community impacts are an important consideration when implementing projects.

Policy 9:
Transportation facilities and system improvements shall be designed to minimize
energy consumption and to encourage the use ofpublic transportation, bikeways, sidewalks, and
walkways.
Rationale:
Context sensitive solutions and alternative design strategies will help the City
achieve sustainable practices and promote non-motorized travel.

Policy I 0:
The City of Leavenworth shall coordinate its transportation planning and
construction efforts with those of the Chelan-Douglas Transportation Council (CDTC), the
Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT), LINK Transit, Chelan County, and
other agencies. Leavenworth's Transportation Element "Will be consistent with those developed at
the regional and state level.
Rationale:

The City transportation system is part of a larger regional system.

Policy 11:
Encourage transportation solutions that are cooperatively developed and sipport
an integrated system of public transportation services, street facilities, transportation system
management (TSM)/demand management programs, and land use policy.
Rationale:
An integrated system should enhance mobility by providing a range of
transportation choices for the public.

Policy 12:
The Transportation Element shouldfacilitate the development of circulation streets
within the urban growth area.
Rationale:
A circulation system will facilitate all modes in and out of the urban growth area.
In addition, a network of circulation streets provides an efficient means for snow plowing and
movement of other service vehicles, such as garbage trucks.
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Goal 2:
user needs.

Encourage plans and design standards that consider all transportation system

Rationale:
The GMA requires communities to consider urban planning approaches that
promote physical activity and require that a bicycle and pedestrian component be included in the
transpmiation element of a comprehensive plan.
Policy 1:
The safety and convenience of all users of the transportation system, including
motor andfreight vehicle drivers, bicyclists, pedestrians, and public transportation users, shall be
accommodated and balanced in all types of transportation and development projects, and through
all phases of a project.
Policy 2:

Continue and support the City's Complete Streets Ordinance.

Rationale:
Through the GMA, the State suggests that agencies review local regulations to
ensure that bicyclists and pedestrians are adequately planned for in street and subdivision
development standards, parking standards, and parking lot design. Also, local governments should
comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act not only to provide access for the disabled, but
also for people with strollers and walkers.
Policy 3:
The bicycle, pedestrian, equestrian, and cross-country ski trails identified in the
Recreation Element and the Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan should be recognized and
supported for their value as part of the local transportation system.
Rationale:
To help complete a network of non-motorized facilities that link rural and urban
sidewalks, bicycle lanes, paths, and trails.
Policy 4:
Continue and support the application of modified street standards along existing
collector and local streets while considering multi-modal needs and the costs and impacts of
improvements associated with acquiring additional right-of-way and the reconstruction ofexisting
facilities while maintaining a minimum road width to accommodate expected traffic volumes and
emergency vehicles, per the adopted Street Design Standards.
Rationale:
To improve existing streets and public rights-of-way without significantly
impacting adjoining prope1iy owners or the environment and to provide the necessary facilities
that are appropriate for the level of development planned for the area.
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Policy 5:
Include provisions to address snow removal and storage in the design of streets
and other transportation facilities.

Rationale:
Designs need to work for all the seasons of the year, especially during the winter
when heavy snow fall may impact the area.

Goal 3:
Maintain and improve the safety and mobility of the arterial and collector
street system.
Rationale:
Increased development is projected for the planning area. The safe and efficient
movement of people and goods primarily rely on the City's aiierial and collector street system.

ldentifj1 clear mobility and safety objectives as to the purpose of a street
Policy 1:
improvement project at the outset of the project or when updating the City's six-year
Transportation Improvement Program.

Rationale:
Clear objectives assist in building public support and understanding of why the City
is investing or supp01iing a particular street improvement project and may also influence the final
design features being considered.

Policy 2:
Washington State Department of Transportation should recognize the priorities,
constraints, and concerns expressed in the Transportation Element.

Rationale:

State agencies are required to comply with the GMA.

Access to andfrom US 2 should be along existing local side streets, to the maximum
Policy 3:
extent possible, to avoid unnecessary traffic hazards and to maintain safety and adequate mobility
along this route.

Rationale:
roadways.

Preserve capacity along US 2 and provide for a more complete system of local

Policy 4:
Generally, restrict the creation of new driveways along arterials and collectors
access can be accommodated by a local access street.

if
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Rationale:

Enhance traffic flow, improve overall circulation, and increase safety.

Policy 5:
Support construction of new local and collector streets, along with an additional
access point to US 2 east ofSafeway to improve circulation for both non-motorized and motorized
travel.
Rationale:

Desirable to provide additional access within the area.

Policy 6:
Work with WSDOT and Chelan County to discourage diversion of traffic fi'om US
2 and Chumstick Highway onto local streets.
Rationale:
New or upgraded collector streets should serve adjoining land uses, not act as
alternative routes to bypass a major arterial.

Policy 7:
Recognize US 2 as not only a regional highway, but also as the City's "main street"
by improving intersection operations and safety for the minor stnet approaches at unsignalized
locations.
Rationale:

Several intersections along US 2 are projected to operate poorly in the future.

Policy 8:
Encourage signal and crosswalk control integration to allow safe crossing and
efficient vehicle mobility and/or reduce conflicts.
Rationale:
As pedestrian crossing increase, safe signalized crosswalks (warning beacons) and
connection with controlled intersections are necessary to prevent impediment to vehicle flow and
pedestrian safety.

Policy 9:
Seek to establish or maintain a reasonable interval between local access streets
and collector streets in residential areas to promote improved circulation and access for all modes
of travel.
Rationale:
Creating a pattern of continuous and reasonably spaced streets provides for the
long-term economic, social, and recreation benefits to the community.
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Goal 4:

Encourage the development of public transportation options.

Public transportation could provide an increasingly more valuable service, reduce
Rationale:
downtown parking needs, help support tourist business, and save energy.

Policy I:
Support the continuatfon of scheduled passenger rail service to the Leavenworth
Amtrak Platform and Shelter.
Rationale:
Rail service helps to mitigate automobile impacts in the area, and enhance tourist
access and economic development.

Policy 2:
Support additional and maintain existing public transit service and construction of
new park & rides to provide local residents improved travel choices.
Rationale:
Additional public transit in the Leavenworth area would help to mitigate traffic
impacts and provide residents with improved travel choices.

Policy 3:
Require transit facilities and services as mitigation, where appropriate, for new
developments.
Rationale:
Bus pullouts, ADA accessible transit stops, or new transit shelters should be
considered as part of new development or redevelopment.

GOAL 5:
Provide a transportation system for the Leavenworth planning area that is
funded adequately to meet current and future capital, maintenance and operational needs.

Rationale:

Funding strategies should be in place to implement the Transportation Element.

Policy I:
Use a portion of Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax funds to finance capital improvements to
the transportation system.
Rationale:

Not all tax revenues should be entirely focused on maintenance.

Policy 2:
Seekfederalfimdingfor capital improvements through participation in the ChelanDouglas Transportation Council (CDTC).
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Rationale:
Federal dollars are distributed to local communities through the Chelan-Douglas
Transportation Council (CDTC).

Policy 3:
Aggressively pursue the awarding offederal, state, and private grants individually
or through partnerships with other agencies to augment street and non-motorized capital
improvements.
Rationale:
There are fewer grant dollars available, and the grants that are available are
becoming more and more competitive.

Policy 4:
Continue to fund street and sidewalk maintenance and operations through the use
of Motor Veh;cle Fuel Tax and Property Tax revenues and the Transportation Benefit District.
Rationale:

Preservation of the existing transportation system is a high priority.

Policy 5:
Seek additional fimding sources to meet the long term financial requirements of
sustaining a perpetual life street maintenance program.
Rationale:
Repairing streets and sidewalks before they fail will avoid costly capital
improvements.

Policy 6:
Require new development to complete a traffic study that identifies the impacts to
the transportation system.
Rationale:
Consistent guidelines for the review of transpmiation impacts will assist the City
in evaluating development applications and identifying possible mitigation.

Policy 7:
Require those responsible for new development to mitigate their development's
impacts to the transportation system, as required by the GMA (, concurrent with the development
of the property.
Rationale:

The City is required to plan under state laws.

Policy 8:
EstabUsh and implement a development review process for transportation that
addresses concurrency, SEPA, Street Development Standards, and other mitigation requirements.
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Review the cumulative transportation impacts of new development and implement methods of
sharing mitigation costs.
Rationale:
A development review process should be established to assist in implementing
projects concurrent with new development.
Policy 9:
Require new development to provide full or partial street improvements to expand
or improve access to areas with existing or fi1ture development potential, consistent with adopted
Street Design Standards.
Rationale:
New development should fund improvements primarily benefiting themselves
while also providing the necessary street facilities that are appropriate for the level of development
planned for the area.
Policy I 0:
Continue and support the Transportation Benefit District and/or adoption of a
transportation impact fee (FIF) program to help fimd transportation improvement projects.
Rationale:
New local funding for capital improvements is necessary to provide matching funds
for grants and address the City's share of project related costs.
Policy 11:
Explore and implement other public/private fimding options, such as Local
Improvement Districts (LID) and Parking and Business Improvement Areas (PBIA).
Projects that benefit a particular area should be partly financed by the property
Rationale:
owners who receive the benefits of the improvements.
GOAL 6:

Encourage and support parking strategies.

Rationale:
Improving parking reduces congestion as users seek parking, and increases overall
traffic flows.
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Inventory of Transportation Facilities
The transportation system in the City of Leavenworth consists of state highways, arterials, local
streets, transit facilities and services, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, and rail lines. The inventory
of existing transpo1tation facilities and services was updated as pait of the Transportation Element.
Major elements of the existing transportation system are summarized in this section. The inventory
covers the street system characteristics, traffic volumes, traffic operations, traffic safety, transit
service, pedestrian, bicycle, and equestrian facilities, and freight facilities.

Roadway System
Functional classification is the grouping of roadways by function. Based on the 2003
Transpo1iation Element, tihe City has established four types of street classifications: major
arterials, secondary aiterials, collectors, and local streets.

State Highways
US Highway 2 (US 2) links Leavenwo1th and Wenatchee to the east with Monroe and Everett to
the west. It is classified as a Highway of Statewide Significance. Within the City, it is a three-lane
arterial with 12-foot travel lanes, 5-foot bicycle lanes, and curbs/gutters and sidewalks on both
sides. The right-of-way width is approximately 60 feet along the corridor. The center lane is a twoway left-turn lane. The posted speed limit is 30 mph within City limits. There are three traffic
signals at the intersections of Evans Street/Ninth Street, Chumstick Highway, and River Bend
Drive. Right-turn lanes are provided at the intersections of Evans· Street/Ninth Street, Chumstick
Highway, and River Bend Drive.

Major Arterials
Chumstick Highway (formerly known as SR 209) is a County rural major collector connecting
Leavenworth to Plain and Lake Wenatchee. This n01th-south aiterial has two 11-foot travel lanes
with 2-foot paved shoulders, and approximately 60 feet ofright-of-way. Within the City, the posted
speed limit is 25 mph. A sidewalk is available on the northwest side of the road from US 2 to
Cascade High School.

Secondmy Arterials
Ski Hill Drive is a two-lane no1th-south secondary a1terial connecting US 2 to the south to Titus
Road to the notth. Shoulders are provided outside of City limits, but not within the City limits.
Within the City, the right-of-way width is 70 feet between Whitman Street and US 2, and 45 feet
on other sections south of Pine Street. The posted speed limit on Ski Hill Drive is 25 mph.

Titus Road is a two-lane secondary arterial connecting Pine Street to the south with Ski Hill Drive
to the n01th via a loop road connection. South of the middle school, the street has 8 to 10-foot
paved shoulders on both sides and a 5-foot concrete sidewalk on the east side. Titus Road has a
posted speed limit of 35 mph north of the school zone.
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Pine Street is a two-lane east-west secondary arterial connecting Ski Hill Drive to the west with
Titus Road and Fir Street to the east. It has 10 to 11-foot travel lanes, no shoulders, and minimal
turning radii (15 to 20 feet) at the intersection with Fir Street. The posted speed limit is 25 mph.

Fir Street is a secondary arterial, which is only one block in length, connecting Pine Street to the
north with Cedar Street to the south. To the north, it is a through street connecting with Pine Street
at a 90-degree turning intersection. To the south, Fir Street terminates as a stop-controlled "T"
intersection with Cedar Street. It has 27-foot pavement width with no striping or pedestrian
facilities provided. The posted speed limit is 25 mph.
Icicle Road is a two-lane secondary arterial connecting with US 2 at the western City limit. This
road serves the south part of the City and the rural unincorporated County. It also provides access
to US Forest Service recreational areas up the Icicle Creek valley. The right-of-way width can
range between 25 to 60 feet along the corridor.
East Leavenworth Road is a two-lane rural major collector connecting Icicle Road to the south
and US 2 to the north. The section just south of US 2 is located within the City's UGA. This road
also serves mostly rural unincorporated portions of the County. The right-of-way width is
approximately 60 feet along the corridor.
Collectors
The following streets within the downtown commercial core are identified as collectors: Front
Street, Commercial Street, W. Commercial Street, and Ninth Street. Other collectors serve
residential and commercial areas north of US 2: Mill Street, Mine Street, and Evans Street. The
connection between Pine Street and Evans Street, along Burke Avenue, Birch Street, Price
Avenue, and Sherbourne Street is also classified as a collector. These collectors have two lanes
and a 25-mph speed limit. The "Summary of Arterial/Collector System Main Characteristics" table
(below) identifies the main characteristics of each classified street, including a range of existing
right-of-way width.
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Summary ofArterial/Collector System Main Characteristics
Classification

Name

Posted Current
#Lanes Speed ROW 1

Bike
Sidewalks Lanes

State Highway

US2

3

30

60

Yes

Yes

Major Arterial

Chumstick Highway

2/3

25

~60

Pmily

No

Sec. A1ierial

Titus Road

2

35

25 to 60

Partly

No

Icicle Road

2

35

25 to 60

At
junction

No

Sec. Arterial

E. Leavenw01ih Road

2

35

~60

No

No

Sec. Atierial

Pine Street

2

25

20 to 60

No

No

Sec. Arterial

Fir Street

2

25

40

No

No

Sec. Atierial

Ski Hill Drive

2

25

45 to 70

Patily

No

Collector

Evans Street

2

25

~50

Yes

No

Collector

Front Street

2

25

25 to 60

No

No

Collector

Commercial Street

2

20

20 to 70

Pmily

No

Collector

Mill Street

2

25

~so

No

No

Collector

Mine Street

2

25

~50

No

No

Collector

Burke Avenue

2

25

50

No

No

Collector

Birch Street (from Burke
2
to Price)

20

40 to 80

Yes

No

Collector

Price Avenue (Birch to
2
Sherbourne)

20

~60

Yes

No

Collector

Sherbourne Street (Price
2
to Evans)

25

~60

Yes

No

Collector

W. Commercial Street

2

25

25 to 60

No

No

Collector

9th Street (US 2 to
2
Commercial)

25

60

Yes

No

Sec. Atierial

Source: Transpo Group 2009

Local Access Streets
Roadways not mentioned previously are considered local streets. Within the City, the legal speed
limit is 25 mph, unless otherwise posted. In the County, the legal speed limit is 35 mph, unless
otherwise posted. Generally, local streets are two-lane roadways providing direct access to
adjacent prope1iies.
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Street Design Standards
Applicable roadway design parameters are shown within the " Street Parameters" table (below).

Street Parameters
ROW Width Purpose

Type
Urban collector

60'

Collects traffic from a region and/or the primary road
to
which
local
access
roads
from
neighborhoods/commercial/industrial areas connect

Urban local access

50'

Provides access and circulation within commercial
areas and single/multi-family neighborhoods

Industrial
access

local

44 '

Provides access and circulation within industrial areas

Fire
apparatus
(private)

20 '

Serves two to three single family residential lots or the
equivalent ADT producer for other land uses

Driveway (private)

20'/10'

Serves one single-family residential lot or the
equivalent ADT producer for other land uses

The City has adopted standard details for street construction. County collectors also have a
minimum right-of-way design standard of 60 feet (See adopted design standards and Appendix J
2008 Leavemvorth Transportation Conceptual Roadv;ay & Trail Design Standards).

Right-of-Way
The right-of-way analysis indicates that a number of streets designated as a11erials or collectors
currently do not meet the right-of-way minimum standard of 60 feet. Examples of collector street
sections that have substandard right-of-way include:
•

Ski Hill Drive between Whitman Street and Pine Street;

•

Evans Street between Orchard Street and Summit A venue;

•

Fir Street between Pine Street and Chumstick Highway.

Other right-of-way deficiencies include Pine, Commercial, and Poplar, as well as County roads
and private roads within the UGA.

Pavement Conditions
Many of the City and County roads were built with little or no subsurface or base material. As a
result, many City streets are in poor condition regarding pavement condition. In recent years, the
City has made improvements to a number of streets with the limited funding that is available, with
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most of the effort going towards the downtown commercial area. However, there is still a
substantial amount of deferred maintenance of streets with poor pavement conditions. It is likely
that some of the roadways are beyond a chip seal or overlay treatment, and instead require a
significant capital investment to repair the roadway and supporting sub grade material.

Traffic Volumes
For the 2017 update, the Planning Commission and City Council found that the data and
information from the 2008 update remained valid and applicable for 2017 and the 10-year forecast.

Weekday Traffic Volumes
Daily traffic volumes along US 2 were obtained from WSDOT for 2007. Average daily volumes
along US 2 range from 5,000 vehicles per day (vpd) west of Icicle Road to 14,000 vpd just east of
Chumstick Highway. Historical counts in Peshastin show an average annual growth rate of 1.9
percent since 1998, which means a total increase of approximately 2,000 vpd from 1998 to 2007.

Tube counts collected in 2008 provided information on daily volumes on other roads and streets.
Figure labeled "2008 Average Weekday Daily Traffic Volumes" illustrates the daily volumes at
various locations throughout the city. The highest daily volumes off of US 2 are experienced on
Chumstick Highway (5,100 vpd), Icicle Road (4,300 vpd), Ski Hill Drive (1,800 vpd), Titus Road
(1,800 vpd), and East Leavenworth Road (1,500 vpd).

Seasonal Variations
The segment of US 2 through Leavenworth experiences extreme seasonal changes in traffic, as
well as high volumes of weekend travel. Summer traffic in Leavenworth typically is significantly
higher than other times of the year: This is primarily due to the tourism and recreational activities
occurring in and around Leavenwmih that bring more traffic during the summer, both with
travelers coming into town or just passing through.

The "2007 Monthly Traffic Variations along US Highway 2" figure illustrates monthly variations
of average daily traffic volumes along US 2 in Peshastin (the nearest permanent automatic data
collection station). This data is assumed to be similar to what would be observed in the City of
Leavenworth.
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Monthly Traffic Variations along US Highway 2
SR 2 w/o Green & Sanders - Peshastin
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The WSDOT traffic station in Peshastin indicates that on average, traffic in July and August is 20
percent higher than the annual average (14,500 daily vehicles in July-August compared to 12,300
for the annual average).

2008 Average Weekday Daily Traffic Volumes
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Daily volume variations are illustrated on the "Weekday and Weekend Traffic Variations along
US Highway 2 at Mile Post 80.2" Figure. The station at Nason Creek (20 miles west of
Leavenworth) shows that the average weekend traffic volumes in 2007, along US 2, were twice
as high as weekday traffic volumes. This is also due to the tourism and recreational activities
generating more traffic during the weekend days. The City of Leavenworth is a major tourist
attraction and is surrounded by many recreational opportunities.
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Weekday and Weekend Traffic Variations along US Highway 2
Daily variations of traffic along US 2 (MP 80.2)
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PM Peak Hour Traffic Volumes
PM peak hour traffic volumes were collected in April 2008. In addition, recent PM peak hour
traffic volumes were obtained from WSDOT. The WSDOT counts are from 2006 and 2007. Figure
labeled "2008 Weekday PM Peak Hour Traffic Volumes" shows the PM peak hour directional
traffic volumes at several locations throughout the City.

Directional PM peak hour traffic volumes range between 200 and 560 vehicles along US 2,
between 100 and 250 on Chumstick Highway, and between 50 and 220 on other City arterials and
collectors.

Traffic Operations
Level of Service (LOS) Standards
The Planning Commission and City Council found that the data and information from the 2008
update remained valid and applicable for 2017 and the 10-year forecast.

Level of service (LOS) is a quantitative measure of roadway operations that is determined by
analyzing how well a transp01tation system performs. Level of service, as established by the
Highway Capadty Manual (HCM) (Transportation Research Board, 2000), provides a range from
LOS A (free flowing, minimal delay) to LOS F (extreme congestion, long delays). The operation
of roadways, signalized intersections, and unsignalized intersections are each based on a specific
LOS definition.
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LOS standards are established by the different agencies having jurisdiction over the various
facilities. US 2 is a Highway of Statewide Significance, and as such, the level of service standard
is set by WSDOT. In urban areas, the LOS standard is D. For unincorporated areas within a UGA,
LOS D is the adopted standard for County roads . LOS within the County is measured by the
volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratio. The City has adopted LOS Das the standard for all collectors and
mierialsstreets. For the purposes of the existing conditions analysis, intersection operations were
evaluated.

2008 Weekday PM Peak Hour Traffic Volumes
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2008 Intersection LOS Results
Based on turning movement counts, the existing LOS was measured at a number of major
intersections in the City and the UGA. The analysis was performed for the PM peak hour on a
typical average weekday (April) and for summer (August) weekday conditions. Results are shown
in the "2008 Intersection LOS Results" table (below) and "2008 Weekday PM Peak Hour
Intersection Levels of Service" figure.

2008 Intersection LOS Results
Average Weekday

Summer Weekday

PM Peak Hour

PM Peak Hour

Lost

Delay2

V/C or
WM3

Lost

Delay2

V/C or
WM 3

21.4

0.41

US 2/ Chumstick Highway

c
c

23.0

0.49

0.47

c
c

27.4

30.4

0.56

US 2/ River Bend Drive

B

10.2

0.42

B

11.1

0.49

US 2/ Icicle Road

c

18.l

NBL

22.7

NBL

US 2/ Mill Street

B

13.6

SB

15.9

NB

US 2/ Ski Hill Drive

c

17.l

SB

c
c
c

22.0

SB

US 2/ Front Street

A

8.3

WBL

A

8.6

WBL

US 2/ E. Leavenworth Road

c

24.9

SB

D

31.3

NB

Chumstick Highway I Cedar Street

B

12.3

EB

B

13.9

EB

Chumstick Highway I N01ih Road

A

9.9

WB

B

10.2

WB

Pine Street I Titus Road

A

7.6

-

A

7.8

-

Icicle Road I E. Leavenw01ih Road

A

8.9

WB

A

9.0

WB

Intersection
Signalized
US 2/ Evans Street

Unsignalized

1.

Level of Service, based on 2000 Highway Capacity Manual methodology.

2.

Average delay in seconds per vehicle.

3.

Volume-to-capacity ratio rep01ied for signalized intersections. Worst movement is reported for
unsignalized intersections. This is not applicable (NA) to all-way stop controlled intersections.

The LOS analysis shows that under existing conditions, all intersections operate at LOS D or
better, even during the summer peak conditions. However, it is recognized that congestion
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conditions occur at times, with large back-ups experienced by drivers along US 2 and side streets.
The level of service analysis does not account for all factors influencing traffic conditions, such as
high pedestrian activities and closely spaced intersections. Pedestrian volumes can be very high
during the winter and summer tourist seasons. Weather can also influence traffic operations, with
heavy snow and icy conditions contributing to delays.

2008 Weekday PM Peak Hour Intersection Levels of Service
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Traffic Safety
City Street Collisions
Accident reports from the area for the period of 2011 to 2016 were obtained regarding the type of
collision. During this period, 146 collisions were repo11ed within the City and surrounding area,
and are shown in the "City Area Crash Type Data from 2011 to 2016" (below).

The City streets where collisions have occurred (from January 1, 2012 to December 31, 2016) are
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shown in the "Location of Collisions on City Streets" table (below). During this period, 77
collisions were rep01ted. These are officer repo1ied crashes that occurred at or in the vicinity of
multiple intersections and road segments in the City of Leavenworth.

Location of Collisions on City Streets from January 1, 2012 to December 31, 2016

Street Name

Number of Collisions

13th St

1

8th St

1

9th St

1

9th St

1

Ash St

3

Benton St

1

Birch St

1

Cedar St

1

Central Ave

2

Commercial St

2

Evans St

1

Front St

3

Orchard St

1

Price St

1

Prospect St

1

River Bend Dr

2

Ski Hill Dr

1

W Benton St

1

State Route 002 @Icicle Rd - mp 099.02 - 099.08

1

State Route 002 @Mill St mp 099.24 - 099.29

2

State Route 002 @ Ski Hill Dr/Third St - mp 099 .48 - 099 .54

2

State Route 002 @Front St - mp 099.63 - 099.68

5

State Route 002 @Evans St/Ninth St - mp 099.86 - 099.92

2

State Route 002@ Chumstick Hwy/Front St - mp 100.26 - 100.32

10

State Route 002 @E. Leavenworth Rd - mp 100.51 - 100.58 -

0

State Route 002 @River Bend Dr - mp 100.64 - 100.76

*

8
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State Route 002 @Duncan Rd - mp 100.69 - 100.73

*

0

State Route 002 segments outside of intersection total

22

Total

77

* Due to proximity, this data is combined.
Source: WSDOT - Collision Data & Analysis

From 2012 to 2016, no collisions where a Bicyclist nor Pedestrian was involved was repo1ied for
the 'Target Zero Road Users' (Washington State Department of Transportation)

City Area Crash Type Data from 2011to2016
Total Crashes

2016

2015

2014

2013

2012

2011

Total

Fatal

0

1

0

0

0

0

1

Suspected
Serious Injury

2

0

0

0

0

1

3

Suspected
Minor Injury

1

2

0

3

3

2

11

Possible Injury

7

5

2

6

3

3

26

Apparent
No
Injury

17

24

16

21

12

15

105

Total Crashes

27

32

18

30

18

21

146

Source: Washington State Department of Transp01iation

Transit Services
Transit Services Inventory: LINK is the Chelan-Douglas Public Transportation Benefit Area
(PTBA) public transportation provider for Leavenworth. LINK Transit provides transit services in
Leavenworth. A "DART" (Dial-A-Ride) service is also offered. LINK has pick-up/drop-off points
located across from the Forest Service, the DOT lot, Senior Center, Ski Hill at Kristall's
Restaurant, and at the City Hall. The location of the pick-up/drop-off points are approximately 600
to 800 feet apaii for commercial areas and 1,200 to 1,500 feet apart for non-commercial areas.

Route 22 offers transit service to Peshastin, Dryden, Cashmere, Monitor, Olds Station, and N01ih
Wenatchee.
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The Greater Leavenworth Area is served by a Dial-A-Ride (DART) service. This service is
available to anyone, regardless of age, disability, trip origin, or destination. The general public
may use it for all trips that are not served by the Leavenw01th trolley or Route 22. All trips must
begin and end within the defined service boundaries. A reservation is required to ride DART.
These must be made one day in advance, and can be made up to five days in advance.

A park and ride Jot is located on the n01th side of US 2, across from the Forest Service offices. It
has a capacity of approximately 42 parking spaces. It serves Route 22. Under agreement with
WSDOT, Link Transit has maintenance responsibilities for the lot.

Level of Service: LINK is committed to providing sufficient service to meet travel demand
between Leavenwo1th and Wenatchee.

Future Needs: Chelan Douglas Public Transp01tation Benefit Area d.b.a. Link Transit prepared a
Transit Development Plan (2011) that is herein adopted by reference.

Train Service
Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF} and Amtrak built a new Amtrak station located on No1th
Road, approximately one mile from town. This Leavenworth "Icicle" Station (LWA) is a station
stop for Amtrak's Empire Builder in Leavenworth. Amtrak's Empire Builder travels daily between
Chicago and Seattle. The station and parking are owned by the City of Leavenwo1th. The track
and platforms are owned by BNSF Railway. In conjunction with the new station, there is a need
to improve pedestrian and bicycle connections between downtown and the Amtrak station.

Pedestrian and Bicycle System
Sidewalks and Other Pedestrian Facilities
US 2 has sidewalks on both sides within the City limits. Chumstick Highway has sidewalks on the
no1thwest side of the road from US 2 to Cascade High School.

In the downtown commercial core, sidewalks are present along most streets. The City has
identified the need to reconstruct portions of the downtown sidewalks and construct new sidewalks
to reduce safety hazards. Deteriorated areas are being replaced with concrete pavers, such as the
project on 9th Street between Front Street and Main Street.

Elsewhere in the City, sidewalks are not generally present in a comprehensive pattern or system.
Installation of sidewalks is required on all streets based on adopted street standards. New projects
shall provide curbs, gutters, and sidewalks in conformance with the standards contained in Title
14, Development Standards of the Leavenw01th Municipal Code.
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During the winter season, many of the existing sidewalks within the neighborhoods are typically
buried under snow several months during the winter, which forces pedestrians onto the roadway,
resulting in safety concerns.

There are three signalized intersections along US 2 (at Evans Street/9th Street, Chumstick
Highway, and River Bend Drive). These signals allow for opportunities for pedestrians to safely
cross the highway. The City has begun the Highway 2 Crosswalk Improvement project. The WA
State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) has obligated funding for the construction of a
HAWK System. A HA WK beacon (High-Intensity Activated crosswalk beacon) is a traffic control
device used to stop road traffic and allow pedestrians to cross safely. It is officially known as a
Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon (PHB). The purpose of a HA WK beacon is to allow protected pedestrian
crossings, stopping road traffic only as needed. A further summary of existing pedestrian
amenities within the City is provided in the Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan.

Bike Routes
Bicycle lanes (5 feet wide) are provided for a portion of US 2. East of River Bend Drive, there are
no bike lanes, however a 4-foot paved shoulder is available on both sides of US 2. Ski Hill has a
signed side bicycle lane. A fmiher summary of existing bicycle routes and amenities within the
City is provided in the Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan.
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Freight
US 2 is classified as T3 in the FGTS (Freight and Goods Transportation System) which is a ranking
of Washington State roads by average gross annual truck tonnage carried. The yearly truck tonnage
is estimated to be about 3.5 million tons. Trucks represent about 6 percent of the annual average
daily traffic, or approximately 700 daily trucks.

Chumstick Highway, Icicle Road (north of E. Leavenwmih Road), and Titus Road (nmih of Pine
Street) were also classified as T3 in 2005 (meaning that the annual tonnage was between 300,000
and 4 million tons). Nmih Road was classified as T4 (between 100,000 and 300,000 tons per year)
and Ski Hill Drive (no1ih of Pine Street) was class~fied as TS (at least 20,000 tons in 60 days).
Both North Road and Ski Hill Drive have seasonal weight restrictions.

River Access
Access to the Wenatchee River within Leavenworth is provided at a number of City parks.
Enchantment Park (natural area) has trails and a raft launching area. The Waterfront
Park/Blackbird Island has trails along the river. As part of the Downtown Master Plan and the
Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan, there are plans to improve access to the river and Waterfront
Park, and create a new multi-purpose path running along both sides of the river.

Land Use and Travel Forecasts
The foundation of the Transpmiation Element is based on the evaluation of the transpmiation
system. This analysis identifies locations that may have deficiencies in street standards, traffic
operations or safety, and areas with inadequate non-motorized facilities (Appendix I - 2008
Leavenworth Transpo1iation Maintenance and Operations Program).

The City of Leavenworth has selected 2028 as the analysis horizon year, which provides a 12-year
look at needed transpo1iation facilities. Travel forecasts have been identified and analysis has been
conducted for both average and summer weekday conditions during the PM peak hour. The
weekday PM peak hour generally has the highest overall traffic volumes in the community and
thus provides the basis for identifying improvement needs. For the 2017 update, the Planning
Commission and City Council found that the data and information from the 2008 update remained
valid and applicable for 2017 and the 10-year forecast. The GMA requires forecasts of traffic for
at least ten years based on the adopted land use plan to provide information on the location, timing,
and capacity needs of future growth. RCW 36.70A.070 (6)(a)(iii)(E) requires forecasts of traffic
for at least ten years based on the adopted land use plan to provide information on the location,
timing, and capacity needs of future growth. Leavenworth has included at least a ten-year travel
forecast in the transportation element. The forecast time period and underlying assumptions are
consistent with the land use element.

The following summarizes the land use and traffic growth assumptions, development of the travel
forecasts, and the alternatives and operational analysis that was used to assist in identifying future
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projects.

Land Use and Traffic Growth Assumptions
Future transportation improvements recommended in the Transportation Element have been
defined to support existing and anticipated future land use and expected increases in regional
traffic. The projects must not only address future local and regional growth, they also need to
promote the overall livability and economic development of this largely seasonal and tourist
community.

The County and the Cities of Cashmere, Chelan, Entiat, Leavenworth and Wenatchee agreed on
the proposed population projection method and determination; and the medium projections were
accepted using the Office of Financial Management population estimates (Appendix C).

of
Share
2020
2025
Population
Projection Projection
Growth

20172037

2030

2035

2036

2037

Projection

Projection

Projection

Projection

2,534

2,583

2,624

2,631

2,638

196

change

Leavenwor
thUGA

2,477

Urban

55,684

57,880

59,806

61,397

61,687

61,969

7,641

Rural

22,902

24,005

24,972

25,771

25,916

26,057

3,835

Total

78,586

81,885

84,778

87,168

87,603

88,026

11,476

Residential Land Use Forecasts
The Housing and Capital Facilities Elements provide detailed residential land use forecasts

Commercial Land Use Forecasts
The Capital Facilities and Economic Development Elements provide detailed commercial land use
forecasts.

State Highway Traffic Growth
Traffic data from WSDOT were reviewed to determine historical trends in traffic growth on US 2.
WSDOT provided data on historical and expected traffic volume growth rates on US 2. The
information relied primarily on WSDOT's Highway Segment Data (HSD) last revised in 2006.
The HSD growth rates are based on historical traffic counts over the last 10 to 20 years. For the
Leavenworth area, traffic growth rates are based on a specific trend line analysis of historical traffic
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volumes. The "State Highway Traffic Growth by Location" table summarizes annual growth rates
within and in the vicinity of Leavenworth.

State Highway Traffic Growth by Location
Location

Annual Growth
Rate
Source

Peshastin/Dryden

2.2%

HSD growth rate for US 2

Leavenworth

1.5%

Trend line analysis for US 2

SOURCE: Highway Segment Data (WSDOT)

Along US 2 in Leavenworth, daily traffic volumes have had an average yearly growth rate of
approximately 1.5 percent. This annual growth rate is consistent with the growth observed in the
population, which has averaged at one percent a year over the last 10 years. If regional growth and
tourism is also accounted for, a 1.5 percent growth rate appears reasonable and logical for US 2
within the City limits. East of the City, near Peshastin, the data indicates a slightly higher annual
growth rate of 2.2 percent. While this is based in part on historical traffic volumes, it is a growth
rate WSDOT uses when programming projects and defining priorities along this section of US 2.
The traffic count growth rates were noted when determining the final annual growth rates used in
developing the travel forecasts.

Travel Forecasts

Traffic Growth Rates
The population and housing forecasts, along with the historical WSDOT traffic growth estimates
were used to develop the 2028 travel forecasts for the study area. The GMA requires a 10-year
forecast modeling. The final growth rates reflect the fact that traffic growth rates are primarily
driven by population growth rates; however, the final growth rate was also further adjusted to
account for growth in the Peshastin UGA and documented historical traffic growth rates along US
2. A listing of the growth rates are shown in the "Annual Growth Rates" table_(below).

Annual Growth Rates
Location

State Highway Historical Traffic !Annual Land Use !Final Annual Traffic
Count Annual Growth Rate
Growth Rate (to 2028) Growth Rate

US2

1.5%

3.3%

~.1%

SOURCE: Transpo Group 2009

The final annual growth rate is a combination of the land use growth rates and historical traffic
count growth rates. The final annual growth rate of 3.1 percent was used as a basis for estimating
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Year 2028 traffic volumes within the study area.

Although the annual growth rate of 3 .1 percent was primarily used to estimate Year 2028 daily
and PM peak hour traffic volumes, specific growth rates along US 2 were adjusted to better account
for intersection turning movements and driveway volumes. These forecast traffic volume
adjustments were primarily made to the segment of highway west of Chumstick Highway. As a
result, the annual average growth rate along segments of US 2 ranged between 2.0 and 3.1 percent.
The resulting growth rates are significantly higher than historical traffic volume growth rates along
the US 2 corridor and are considered a conservative assumption, especially when applied to
summer weekday averages.

Baseline Travel Forecasts and Alternatives Analysis
The existing traffic counts were increased using the final growth rates described above to develop
baseline traffic forecasts for Year 2028. The baseline PM peak hour traffic forecasts were used in
identifying and evaluating the long-term improvement projects. The 2028 baseline traffic forecasts
assumed the roadway network remained unchanged from the existing year. However, new
collector street connections are anticipated in the future to support new development. As new
connections are made, traffic volumes can be assumed to shift slightly to account for improved
circulation. As part of the development of the traffic forecasts, the Titus-Chumstick Road
connection was evaluated to better identify possible shifts in traffic. The new collector roadway
will provide improved access and circulation within the northern UGA and connect both
Chumstick Highway and Titus Road.

The Titus-Chumstick Road connection would change the 2028 baseline traffic forecasts by
producing a redistribution of traffic patterns in the area. The redistribution is due to the assumption
that local traffic will use the new connector to enter and exit the northern Leavenworth UGA.

The local traffic was redistributed from the Cedar/Fir/Pine Street route to the new connector based
on the analysis of potential future development. It was estimated that about 70 percent of the local
traffic that would otherwise use the Cedar/Fir/Pine Street route to access the northern UGA would
divert to the new connector route. This ratio is based on the land use capacity analysis.

Based on this redistribution assumption, the analysis resulted in a traffic forecast of about 160
vehicles per hour (100 westbound and 60 eastbound) travelling on the proposed connector during
the PM peak hour in 2028. It is generally assumed that the PM peak hour traffic represents about
10 percent of the daily volume. Therefore, the predicted average daily volume of the proposed
connection for 2028 is about 1,600 vehicles. This level of traffic is less than the traffic observed
along Titus Road north of Pine Street in 2008.

Other proposed connections that would shift future traffic volumes include (1) a new access
intersection from US 2 to the River Bend area, (2) Mine Street extension to Wheeler Avenue, (3)
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a new north-south collector street in the UGA between Village View Drive and Titus Road, and
(4) the extension of Pine Street to Chumstick Highway. Other than the new intersection along US
2, in the River Bend area, the other connections are not expected to result in a significant shift in
travel patterns outside the immediate area of the project, but will primarily serve local prope1iies
along the corridors.

Year 2028 Travel Forecasts with New Connections
The baseline travel forecasts were updated to account for the new roadway connections described
above to develop the final traffic forecasts for Year 2028. These resulting 2028 PM peak hour
traffic forecasts are shown in the Figure labeled "2028 Weekday PM Peak Hour Traffic Volumes."
Also included in the figure are the existing base year traffic counts for comparison purposes.

The PM peak hour traffic along US 2 is estimated to have the highest overall growth in number of
vehicles. PM peak hour volumes for an average weekday in the City are expected to range between
320 vehicles per hour (vph) heading westbound out of the City to approximately 1,070 vph heading
eastbound at the opposite end of the City. The traffic volumes along the corridor are estimated to
increase from between 120 to 500 vph in each direction depending on location.

Other roadways in the City and UGA are also expected to have growth in vehicles. However, the
number of vehicles is small in comparison to those along US 2. For example, most City streets are
expected to have less than 300 vph in each direction by 2028. The corridors that are estimated to
serve more than 300 vph per direction include Chumstick Highway, River Bend Drive, and Icicle
Road. Chumstick Highway is estimated to increase from 220 vph to 440 vph in the northbound
direction and 250 vph to 460 vph in the southbound direction. Icicle Road provides an important
connection to the areas south of the City. PM peak hour traffic volumes along Icicle Road are
estimated to increase from 180 vph to 320 vph in the southbound direction and 210 vph to 360 vph
in the n01ihbound direction. River Bend Drive, or alternatively known as the Safeway Access
Roadway, is expected to serve more vehicles as new commercial growth takes place in that area.

The baseline and final traffic forecasts with new connections were evaluated using a traffic
operations model to identify intersection level-of-service (LOS) and other possible improvements
to address expected deficiencies (Appendix I - 2008 Leavenwo1ih Transp01iation Maintenance and
Operations Program).

Level of Service Analysis
This section evaluates the forecast traffic volumes for baseline conditions, but also evaluates the
final traffic forecasts assuming the identified new roadway connections are in place and the other
improvements identified in the long-term project list have been implemented. It provides a
summary of future intersection traffic operations with and without the long-term improvements
identified in the "Transpo1iation Improvement Project List" Table.
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Level of service (LOS) standards measure the performance of the transp01iation system and
establish the basis for the concurrency requirements in the GMA, while also being used to evaluate
impacts as part of the State Environmental Protection Act (SEP A). Agencies are required to "adopt
and enforce ordinances which prohibit development approval if the development causes the level
of service on a transp01iation facility to decline below the standards adopted in the transp01iation
element of the comprehensive plan, unless transportation improvements or strategies to
accommodate the impacts of development are made concurrent with development." (RCW
36.70A.070(6)(b)). Therefore, setting the LOS standard is an essential component of regulating
development and identifying planned improvements for inclusion in the Transportation Element.

2028 Weekday PM Peak Hour Traffic Volumes
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Level of Service Definitions
Level of service (LOS) is both a qualitative and quantitative measure of roadway operations. Level
of service, as established by the Highway Capacity Manual, uses an "A" to "F" scale to define the
operation of roadways and intersections as follows:

LOS A: Primarily free flow traffic operations at average travel speeds. Vehicles are completely
unimpeded in their ability to maneuver within the traffic stream. Control delays at signalized
intersections are minimal.
LOS B: Reasonably unimpeded traffic flow operations at average travel speeds. The ability to
maneuver within the traffic stream is only slightly restricted and control delays at signalized
intersections are not significant.
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LOS

LOS C: Stable traffic flow operations.
However, ability to maneuver and change lanes
may be more restricted than in LOS B, and
longer queues, adverse signal coordination, or
both may contribute to lower than average travel
speeds.

LOS D: Small increases in traffic flow may
cause substantial increases in approach delays
and, hence decreases in speed. This may be due
to adverse signal progression, poor signal
timing, high volumes, or some combination of
these factors.

What it Looks Like

Free Flow

E

*Capacity

LOS E: Significant delays in traffic flow
operations and lower operating speeds.
Conditions are caused by some combination of adverse progression, high signal density, high
volumes, extensive delays at critical intersections, and poor signal timing.

LOS F: Traffic flow operations at extremely low speeds. Intersection congestion is likely at critical
signalized intersections, with high delays, high volumes, and extensive vehicle queuing.

City Level of Service Standard
The City typically applies the LOS standards to weekday PM peak hour conditions for its arterials
and collectors. However, evaluation of other time periods may be required based on the type and
location of development and the existing conditions of the local transpo1iation network. For areas
in the UGA but outside the existing City limits, the City's standards are applied. The City's current
minimum standard is LOS D.

If expected funding for improvements to meet future transpo1iation needs is found to be inadequate
and the City will not be able to meet their adopted LOS standard, then the City may pursue one or
more of the following options:
•

Lower the LOS standard for the system or for po1iions of the system that cannot be
improved without a significant expenditure;

•

Revise the City's current land use element to reduce density or intensity of development
so that the LOS standard can be met; or,

•

Phase or restrict development to allow more time for the necessary transpmiation
improvements to be completed.
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State Highway LOS Standards
The City of Leavenworth is served by US 2. It is classified as a Highway of Statewide Significance
(HSS). According to WSDOT's Highway Systems Plan, the LOS standards are set forth by State
law. State law sets LOS D for HSS facilities in urban areas and LOS C for HSS facilities in rural
areas. Since US 2 is located within the Leavenwo1ih urban area, the LOS D standard applies. GMA
concun-ency requirements do not apply to HSS facilities.

Level of Service Methodology
For signalized, unsignalized, and roundabout intersections, the LOS is calculated using the
procedures described in the latest edition of the Highway Capacity Manual. Roadways are
measured based on a volume to capacity ratio.

Year 2028 Traffic Operations
A LOS analysis was conducted for the 2028 horizon year similar to the analysis conducted for the
existing traffic conditions. The results of the future baseline LOS analysis were used to develop
the framework for the recommended transportation network, and ultimately, the long-term project
list. The GMA requires system needs, which are those improvements needed to meet and maintain
adopted levels of service, over at least the required ten-year forecasting period. The "Future 2028
Intersection LOS Results" Table and the "2028 Weekday PM Peak Hour Intersection Levels of
Service" Figure summarize the forecast intersection operations for baseline and with improvement
scenarios during the average weekday PM peak hour in the City of Leavenworth. The baseline
operations analysis assumed no improvements have been made to the transportation system. The
with improvements scenario highlights how the new Titus-Chumstick Road connection would
improve average weekday operations at the Chumstick Highway/Cedar Street intersection from a
LOSE to LOS D, and how the other transp01iation improvements identified in the "Transportation
Improvement Project List" Table address most of the baseline LOS deficiencies. Roadway volume
to capacities are not shown because no capacity issues are expected by 2028 for City maintained
roadways.

Future 2028 Intersection LOS Results
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2028 Average Weekday PM Peak Hour
With Improvements 5

Baseline
Intersection

LOS 1

Delay2

V/C or
WM3
LOS 1

Delay2

V/C or
WM3

US 2/ Icicle Road

F

67

NBL

D

26

NBL

US 2/ Mill Street

F

56

SB

A

10

0.45

US 2/ Ski Hill Drive

F

>200

SB

B

12

0.57

US 2/ Front Street6

A

10

WBL

A

10

WBL

US 2/ Evans Street

c

32

0.66

c

30

0.65

US 2/ Chumstick Highway

D

53

0.95

D

51

0.93

US 2/ E. Leavenworth Road

F

>200

NB

F

>200

NB

US 2/ River Bend Drive

c

20

0.80

c

20

0.80

Chumstick Highway I Cedar Street

E

38

EB

D

26

EB

Chumstick Highway I North Road

B

14

WB

B

14

WB

Pine Street I Titus Road4

A

9

-

A

8

-

Icicle Road I E. Leavenworth Road

B

11

WB

B

11

WB

1.

Level of Service, based on 2000 Highway Capacity Manual methodology.

2.

Average delay in seconds per vehicle.

3.

Volume-to-capacity ratio rep01ted for signalized intersections. Worst movement is rep01ted for
unsignalized intersections. This is not applicable (NA) to all-way stop controlled intersections.

4.

All-way stop controlled.

s. Assumes the improvements identified in Transportation Improvement Project List
e. Table have been implemented.
1.

One-way street in the southbound direction.

2028 Weekday PM Peak Hour Intersection Levels of Service
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The results shown in the "Future 2028 Intersection LOS Results" Table indicate that traffic
operations will degrade significantly along US 2 by Year 2028 if no fu11her traffic control
improvements are constructed. Except for the intersection with Front Street, all of the unsignalized
intersections along US 2 will fall below the State's adopted LOS D standard. In addition, although
the existing signalized intersections appear to meet LOS standards, the operational analysis does
not fully account for other deficiencies likely to occur along the corridor, such as significant
vehicle queuing.

The large number of peak hour vehicles along US 2 provide for few opportunities for vehicles
along the minor streets or business driveways to turn onto the highway. This results in LOS F
conditions for those minor street approaches controlled by a stop sign. Traffic control
enhancements or turn lanes have been identified for those unsignalized intersections along the US
2 corridor as discussed as pai1 of the next chapter. The East Leavenw011h Road intersection with
US 2 is the only intersection along the corridor shown to continue operating at LOS F under the
with improvements scenario. The intersection is located very close to the eastern terminus of the
Wenatchee River Bridge and is a sh011 distance from the River Bend Drive signalized intersection,
thereby making it a very difficult location for a stand-alone project. Any project would require a
larger access management strategy for the eastern segment of US 2. Since State law requires that
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local agencies not apply concurrency to US 2, which is a highway of statewide significance, the
intersection is shown to operate at LOS F conditions in 2028. However, the City will continue to
work with WSDOT to identify possible mitigation under SEPA as part of the development review
process when new developments are anticipated to have an adverse impact on the intersection. The
development review process is further outlined in the Finance and Implementation Program
chapter.

The only location not to meet City LOS standards under baseline conditions and not located along
US 2 is at the intersection of Chumstick Highway and Cedar Street. The eastbound approach to
the intersection is expected to operate at LOS E by 2028 with no improvements. The new TitusChumstick Road connection would shift traffic volumes at the intersection and improve operations
from an LOS E to an LOS D, thereby meeting LOS standards and concurrency by Year 2028 with
improvements.

A summer weekday operations analysis was also conducted to identify how conditions change
throughout the year and better understand the impacts of time periods with significant tourist
activity. However, the results of the summer analysis are not presented in the Transportation
Element because the City does not intend to plan for summer conditions. The City recognizes that
traffic congestion and operational issues arise during weekend events and holidays, particularly
during the summer and mainly isolated to the US 2 corridor, when significant out-of-town guests
visit the City. However, as discussed later in the Finance and Implementation Program chapter,
the City has significant funding challenges and expanding regional roadway facilities to address
seasonal increases in traffic is not a fiscally sustainable strategy the City intends to follow. In
addition, expanding roadway facilities within build-out areas of the City would not be consistent
with the overall goals of the Transportation Element which focus on priorities such as maintaining
the existing infrastructure, promoting safety, supporting alternative modes, and reducing impacts
on the environment.

Transportation Systems

This Element provides a long-range strategy for the City of Leavenw01ih's current and forecast
transp01iation issues and identified needs. The Element is based upon an analysis of the existing
transp01iation system, forecasts of future travel demands, and identified needs of the community.
The Element builds upon the City's policies and standards and seeks to give specific shape to the
City's transp01iation goals and objectives. The GMA requires that system needs are those
improvements needed to meet and maintain adopted levels of service over at least the required tenyear forecasting period.

This Element first identifies the overall hierarchy of the City transportation system, the priorities
of the community, and the programs to maintain the system. This includes the roadway functional
classification, road and trail standards, overall project priorities, and maintenance program. Based
on the identified hierarchy and priorities, capital improvement projects have been defined for
WSDOT, City, and County roadways, along with specific non-motorized, transit, and other modal
needs. The projects are organized by jurisdiction and mode. State Highway improvement projects
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are presented first, followed by City and County roadway improvement projects, then other modes,
as applicable. The Element includes the following:
•

Functional Classification and Street Standards

•

Project Priorities
o Regional Priorities
o

City Transpo1iation Issues

o

City Priorities

•

Street Maintenance Program

•

Roadway Improvement Projects
o

State Highway Improvements

o

City Street Improvements

o

County Roadway Improvements

•

Non-motorized Facilities

•

Public Transit and Travel Demand Management

•

Freight, Air, and Waterborne Transportation

The core of the Element covers street and highway improvements with a focus on the major
corridors within and surrounding the City. The street system serves the primary movement of
automobiles and truck traffic. The street system also provides the framework for other travel modes
in the community, including transit, pedestrian, and bicycle modes.

Functional Classification and Street Standards
Functional C/assijication

Functional classification is the grouping of roadways by function. The City has established four
types of street classifications: major arterials, secondary arterials, collectors, and local streets. Each
classification is described in the "Roadway Functional Classification Definitions" Table.

Roadway functional classification provides for a hierarchy of roadways. These classifications also
act as a guide for future development of the overall street system. A1ierial streets serve higher
traffic volumes and may have few access points. Local streets provide neighborhood circulation
and access to individual parcels. Collector streets link arterials and local streets, and may provide
access to individual parcels. A well-connected system of streets enhances overall mobility and
facilitates greater oppo1iunities for pedestrian and bicycle travel.

Functional Classification System
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Functional
Classification

Description

Typical Range of
Daily
Traffic
Volumes

Major A1terial

Inter-community roadways connecting community centers
or major facilities. Major a1terials are generally intended to
serve predominately "through" traffic with minimum direct
service to abutting land uses. The minimum right-of-way
width is typically 80 feet. No parking is usually allowed
within the right-of-way. At volumes over20,000 ADT these
streets are generally five lanes wide with two through lanes
in each direction and a two-way left-turn lane. Other
channelization such as turn lanes at intersections is also
provided as needed.

Greater than 5,000

Secondary
Arterial

Provides for intra-community travel for areas bounded by
the major aiterial system. Secondary arterials serve trips of
moderate length and provide more direct access to abutting
properties than major aiterials. The minimum right-of-way
width is typically 60 feet. Traffic lanes vary in width based
upon traffic volume, design speed and the context of the
roadway environment. Parking may be allowed and parking
lanes are typically 8-10 feet wide.

1,500 to 10,000

Collector

Provides for movement within a community, including
connecting neighborhoods with smaller community centers.
Collectors also provide connections to secondary and major
arterials . Prope1ty access is generally a high priority for
collectors, with a lower priority for through traffic
movements. The minimum right-of-way width is typically
60 feet. Traffic lanes are at least 10 feet wide, typically
include bicycle lanes and may include 8 feet wide parking
lanes are 8 feet minimum . One through lane is provided in
each direction, with parking and channelization as
necessary.

500 to 2,000

Local Streets

Provides access to abutting prope1ties and include a variety
of designs to match the surrounding land uses.

Up to 1,000

Functional Classification System
The roadway classifications are generally consistent with Chelan County designations. However,
the County only has one type of urban designation, which is an urban collector. WSDOT has
classified US 2 as a rural principal aiterial (Rl) as patt of the State Highway System. Overall, the
roadway classification changes reflect the anticipated and desired function of the streets and are
consistent and supp01tive of surrounding agency classifications. The "Functional Classification
System" Figure shows the classification of existing and planned streets within the City and its
UGA. The primary changes in functional classification from the 2003 Transpo1iation Element
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include:
UCA, Roadways: The roadways outside the City, but within the VGA, are identified based on the
City roadv,ray classification scheme. As development takes place in those areas, the road .vays will
be improved to be consistent '.vith City classifications and street standards as agreed upon in a
memorandum of understanding betvveen the City and County (July 1997).
1

Wheeler ,\venue: Re classified \\'heeler Avenue as a collector street to be consistent with Mine
Street, since Mine Street is shown to no longer continue north from Wheeler Venue due to sensitive
area concerns. Wheeler Avenue provides the needed connection back to Ski Hill Drive for vehicles,
pedestrians, and bicyclists. /\s development occurs along the corridor, the street will be
reconstructed to provide the necessary urban design features and amenities to safety accommodate
all users as consistent Nith the collector street standards.
1

Village View Drh e: Re classified a portion of Village View Drive in the UGA as a collector
1

street, which is west of the proposed north south connector linking Titus Road to Village View
Drive. The roadv1ay links this future north south collector back 'Nith Ski Hill Drive.

Bergstrasse/Detillion Road: Re classified Bergstrasse/Detillion Road from a local street to a
collector street. This classification is consistent with the County's updated Transportation Element
and identifies this existing corridor as another link between Titus Road and Ski Hill Drive. It is a
logical location for an improved east west connection because it already exists, has few direct
access points to adjoining properties, and has sufficient right of way necessary for ~irban
amenities, such as side'tvalks .

Emig Drive: Re classified Emig Drive from a collector street (in previous City Transportation
Element) to a local street. The corridor is not presently a through route and has a high number of
access points to residential properties. Bergstrasse/Detillion Road is a more logical east west route
based on the factors described above. This change '>¥ill result in consistent classification schemes
between the County and City.

Street Standards
Street standards have been developed for the City as summarized in the Street Development
Standards with the City' s Municipal Code and adopted Standard Details. The Street Standards
contain the specific standards with which all new development must comply. The standards
include items such as right-of-way needs, pavement width, and width of sidewalks. The standards
are intended to support the City's goals in providing adequate facilities to meet the mobility and
safety needs of the community. The standards also assist design professionals and developers in
the design of new facilities within the public right-of-way.

These standards have been used as the basis for evaluation of the roadway system and cost
estimates. Many existing roadways are not constructed to these standards. Roadways in the UGA
are typically rural in nature with few urban features. The roadway classifications and street
standards should be consistent so as to identify the specific design treatments for each roadway
classification. Updates to the street standards have been completed within the City ofLeavenw01th
Standard Details; and are adopted by reference.
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In addition to street standards, design standards for trails should be incorporated into the City's
municipal code (See adopted standards and Appendix J 2008 Leavemvorth Transportation
Conceptual Roadway & Trail Design Standards). The Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan has
identified possible design standards for pedestrian, bicycle, cross-country skiing, and equestrian
trails. For pedestrian and bicycle facility locations, within the street right-of-way, the trail
standards should be used in conjunction with the street standards. The City of Leavenwo1th
Standard Details are adopted by reference ; and include alternative trail I pedestrian standards.

Improvement Projects
Based on the evaluation of existing and forecast traffic volumes, traffic operations, safety,
connectivity, and overall City priorities, a recommended list of roadway improvement projects
was defined (Appendix I - 2008 Leavenwo1th Transportation Maintenance and Operations
Program). The projects were organized into the following three categories:
•

State Highway Improvements

•

City Street Improvements

•

County Roadway Improvements

"Transpmtation Improvement Project List" Table identifies each of the projects and the
"Transportation Improvement Project" Figure shows the location of the City's, State's and Link' s
local and regional improvements identified in the Element "Transportation Improvement Project
List" Table provides a brief description of each project and is organized by agency and type of
project. A map identification number is also provided for referencing between "Transportation
Improvement Project List" Table and the "Transportation Improvement Project" Figure. Chelan
County's Transportation Improvement Project List and Map is within the County' s section; and
been used to coordinate the City and State improvements and Future Streets designations.

Planning level cost estimates are also included for each City and County project. No cost estimates
were prepared for projects along US 2 or for LINK Transit. The cost estimates were prepared based
on typical per unit costs, by type of roadway and scope of the improvement. The cost estimates
also include allowances for right-of-way acquisition, based on generalized needs to meet the City's
street standards. Adjustments to construction costs were included, as needed, to reflect any specific
implementation issues, such as environmental impacts or impacts on adjacent prope1ties. The cost
estimating worksheets are included in Appendix H - 2008 Leavenwo1th Transpo1tation Project
Costs and Methodology. Priorities have been shown for County projects as identified in the
County's Transp01tation Element.

State Highway Improvements
US 2 serves as the main street through Leavenworth and is heavily used by regional thru traffic,
as well as local residents. Recreation and tourism activities draw a considerable number of vehicles
and pedestrians to the downtown. A number of intersections along US 2 are anticipated to become
heavily congested on a regular basis in the future if no improvements are implemented. These
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intersections include: E. Leavenworth Road, Chumstick Highway, Ski Hill Drive, Mill Street, and
Icicle Road. The heavy pedestrian activity, particularly on weekends and during the summer, has
created pedestrian crossing safety concerns along US 2. A pedestrian underpass is proposed along
US 2 near the downtown park, across from City Hall.

A preliminary design study has been identified by the City to further investigate and define
potential solutions and enhancements along the US 2 corridor through Leavenworth. The types of
improvements could include adding turn lanes, sight distance enhancements, improved mid-block
crosswalks, access management, and adding traffic control, such as roundabouts. Roundabouts
have been investigated as possible solutions for both the E. Leavenworth Road and Chumstick
Highway intersections. Preliminary traffic analysis suggests that a roundabout would improve
operations at the E. Leavenworth Road intersection, if feasible. The Chumstick Highway
intersection would also be a possible location for a roundabout, but the preliminary operations
analysis indicates a one-lane roundabout will not likely meet LOS standards during future peak
conditions. Additional right-of-way would be needed to support a larger roundabout, which would
include slip lanes to improve operational efficiency.

WSDOT should continue to work with the City, County, and other relevant agencies to study and
prioritize needed improvements along US 2. The improvements to the corridor are required to
address congestion, safety, and non-motorized access along US 2. The tourism and business
community should be closely involved in developing solutions.
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Transportation Improvement Project List
Project
ID
Project Title

Project Description

STATE HIGHWAY

US 2 through
WS-Rl
Leavenworth

route

Construct through route away from congested business center.
Investigate possible impacts to neighborhoods. (project WSR6).

WS-R4 US 2 Signal Improvements

Adaptive signal management and ITS solutions. Identified as
a Tier I Solution in the Highways Systems Plan.

WS-R5 US 2 Pedestrian Underpass

Provide a grade separated pedestrian undercrossing in the
vicinity of City Hall.

Evaluate feasibility and refine the list of possible intersection
2 Preliminary Design
WS-R6
improvements, including construction of roundabouts, within
Study
the City limits.

us

WS114

Pedestrian crossing, signal, and channelization improvements.
US 2 I Chumstick Highway Further evaluate as paii of a preliminary design study for US
2 (project WS-R6).

WS115

US 2 I Mill Street

Traffic control improvements to address future LOS
deficiencies. Solutions could include a new traffic signal or
roundabout. Fmiher evaluate as part of a preliminary design
study for US 2 (project WS-R6).

WS116

US 2 I Ski Hill Drive

Traffic control improvements to address future LOS
deficiencies. Solutions could include a new traffic signal or
roundabout. Further evaluate as paii of a preliminary design
study for US 2 (project WS-R6).

WS117

US 2 I Icicle Road

Traffic control and gateway improvements. Solutions could
include a new turn lane. Further evaluate as part of a
preliminary design study for US 2 (project WS-R6).

WS118

Intersection safety and traffic control improvements. Improve
sight distance by elevating intersecting segment of E.
US 2 IE Leavenwo1ih Road
Leavenw01ih Rd. Further evaluate as part of a preliminary
design study for US 2 (project WS-R6).

WS119

US 2 I River Bend Drive

Improve intersection, including combining the intersection
with E. Leavenw01ih Road to address safety and operation
issues at both locations. Fmiher evaluate as paii of a
preliminary design study for US 2 (project WS-R6).

WSI20

us 2 east of River Bend New intersection and traffic control to provide access to future
development in the River Bend area.
Drive
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Cost1• 2

CITY STREETS

L-Rl

Pine Street

Ski Hill Drive to Titus Road Street; and from Titus Road to
Chumstick Hwy Reconstruction, sidewalks, storm drain, and $2,400
waterline; includes Titus Intersection.

L-R2

Cone Street

Construct connector from Cedar Street to Pine Street.

L-R3

Mine Street north
Wheeler Avenue

L-R5

New streets in River Bend Construct new secondary arterial and collector streets in the
$3,450
Area
River Bend Area.

$420

to Construct a new road - connector from Mine Street to Wheeler
$940
Avenue.

Roadway/Intersection
Improvements

8th Street Reconstruction

Reconstruct roadway, curb replacement, pave sidewalk,
$680
illumination from Front Street to Main Street.

Whitman Street

Repair base material and asphalt overlay from Ski Hill to
$600
Woodward.

L-R8

Front Street Reconstruction

Reconstruct roadway, curb and gutter, sidewalk, illumination
$2,480
·
from 8th Street to Division Street.

L-R9

Front Street Reconstruction

US 2 at Gustav's to 8th Street - Reconstruct roadway, replace
$1,970
sidewalks, illumination.

Commercial Street

Repair base material and asphalt overlay from 3rd to Joseph.

L-R6

$650

Drive
Ski
Hill
Repair base material and asphalt overlay. Construct missing
L-Rl l Reconstruction (US 2 to
$2,640
sidewalk locations between US 2 and City limits.
Pine Street)
Pine
Street
Upgrade
Repair base material and asphalt overlay. Construct sidewalk
L-R12 (Ski Hill Drive to Fir
$3,180
along south side of roadway.
Street)
L-R13

Commercial
Street/I 0th Reconstruct roadway, curb and gutter, sidewalk, illumination
$1,330
Street Reconstruction
from 9th St to Division St and Front St to Commercial St.
Division Street

Reconstruct road, sidewalk, curb and gutter, and street
$900
illumination to Barn Beach I Commercial

Asphalt overlay on various streets in the City: Orchard Street
(Pine to Evans); Scholze Street (Commercial to Enchantment
Residential
Street
Way); Benton Street (Ski Hill to Evans); 14th Street (Front to $300
Restoration Program
Commercial); and Commercial Street (Division to 14th
Street).
Non-motorized & Railroad Improvements

T-46

L-NMl Icicle Station Trail

Trail connecting Leavenworth to new Amtrack station. Would
use po1iions of old railroad ROW now owned by Chelan PUD.
$1,330
Part of the Leavenworth to Wenatchee Trail. Includes
improving underpass along No1ih Road.

L-NM2 Icicle Station

Construct new Amtrak Icicle Station along North Road.

$850

Cross Walk Improvements:
LINK Transit Station & Relocate existing crosswalk at Link Transit Site to
Hwy. 2, City Hall & Hwy. accommodate traffic patterns. Installation of push button $500
2, City Pool/Gustav & activated flashing beacon warning system
Hwy.2
Sidewalk Restoration & Construct or repair sidewalks in business and residential areas
$200
Installation Program
to improve pedestrian access

LINK TRANSIT
Expand commuter
Wenatchee.

service

between

Leavenw01ih

and

LT-1

Rural Commuter Route

LT-4

Expanded
Service

Weekend Expand weekend service in Leavenw01ih as identified as a
priority by the community.

LT-9

Leavenworth
Ride

Park

&

LT-10 Leavenworth Bus Stops

Construct additional park & ride location in Leavenwo1ih.
Locate and construct bus stops throughout the Leavenworth
area.

1.

Cost range in $1,000s of dollars (2008 $).

2.

No costs developed for WSDOT or LINK Transit projects.

3.

Project priorities only identified for Chelan County projects as shown in the County
Transportation Element.
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Transportation Improvement Projects
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City Street Improvements
This category of projects includes capacity, safety, and road standard improvements along City
arterials, collectors, and local streets. Several projects identify new collector roadways to serve
additional growth within the City. Other projects, reconstruct roadways to meet City street
standards, to serve future growth, and to provide facilities for all modes of travel. Many projects
have been identified along roadways within the City limits. These projects are listed in
"Transportation Improvement Project List" Table.

Possible new streets I connections are identified in the below figure labeled "Future Streets."
Connections are new roadways that incorporate complete street facilities into the City's network
of streets. These new streets are needed to serve the growth of the City and fill gaps in the street
network. Each new street will meet City standards and, as necessary, incorporate bicycle and/or
pedestrian facilities into the street cross section. Projects to implement the Future Streets provide
access between existing roadways to complete the street network grid. These are typically future
projects to be completed by developer funds in suppo1t of new developments occurring in the area.
The actual alignments of future streets will be determined and designed at a later date as pa1t of
area development. These alignments may not be precise location of the street, but show the
connectivity for future street circulation. In addition, the locations have not accounted for
constraints or limitations such as critical areas, topography, or construction costs. The Future
Streets Map includes a graphic representation of wetlands from the 2016 Regional Stormwater I
Wetland Management Master Plan.

Improvements are needed along the collector and aiterial roadways in the n01thern neighborhoods
of the City. These improvements will address existing deficiencies, improve substandard
roadways, and provide new collector roadways. The improvements include upgrading a1terials and
collectors to City standards and completing a system of collectors to enhance mobility and
circulation within the northern pait of the City.

The City also has plans for its transpo1tation system m the downtown, as identified m the
Downtown Master Plan.
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Future Streets
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County Roadway Improvements
Chelan County has completed an update to their Transpo1tation Element in coordination with the
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City of Leavenworth, and details are included within this element.

The general area north of the City limits and within the UGA has been targeted to accommodate a
significant portion of the growth expected within the greater Leavenworth area. In order to serve
the existing and future needs, transportation infrastructure improvements will be needed on
existing facilities such as Ski Hill Drive and Titus Road. In addition, new and upgraded roadways
are required to provide improved connectivity and access to the UGA. A number of potential new
roadways have been identified within the unincorporated area n01th of the City.

Chelan County Transportation Improvement Projects
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Chelan County Transportation Improvement Project List

Location ;ProjIDect
!
!
i

Title

Description

L-1
Chumstick Hwy/ North Road
! Intersectio n reconstruction
!
1·-·i:-2··1··ti;;rt"ii.ilo~d··· ···-·····-····-··········· ··········--1··2;;;;;5"tr·~-17\;;1Ci-eii··5ii·c;Ui"d·e-i5;·1;n·r;i<i.iie.iioriiaiii:ai.cu~-;;5~·5ilina·;.;g-e:·a-ii·<l-;-a·i;;t-Y·--·-·1

·····i~3····-j- ·E~iii~«=~~~k·ii;;~<l:·ri;·a·5~·ii··· ········ ·· ·+~~r~~:~~~~~f£ii~i:~ij-~~\~~\~~~~;;~fi~-t~~n~:~!~j-~ii-HM"i\·;;;e;1.;v~---·· -j

f
Leavenworth

$1,300,000
S3,5oo.ooo
$3,520,000

~--··-···-1······-····-···········-···-····-·············-···--!--~-3.~!~!Y.1!'..~.:!!-·-········-·····-····-····-·--·····-··-··---········-··-···-···-···-·'··-···+!-----<
j

L-4

I Titus Road

I Mu ltimodal improvements, illumination, signage, and provide traffic calming

I

$2,710,000

11 ·-···---i······-··················-······-·············-····-···-L~!'S.I!!~.~-!!.'?~i.~.r:!!.!:~~Y..Er:!!!!.~.!?..~~-H_!!U?.!:!~~---··-······-··············--·-···-·_j

Vicinity

. . . ~~-~-. .J.5.:'. ~i'.' .~.~~~- --···· · · ··· · · ·· · ····· · ··· ·· · ·J-~~~~~~!~;;!;_~~~~~;.;;:~!~:;;~7~;~'.!~~-~:;;;~~:.::~-~:.:~'.~~~~::i.~-~:'.:i.~~---- -...J~l,790,000

L. ....~:_l?_ __J.Y~d.<:!!.':'..~~~".e~---···········-··········-······_j-~_ulvi:~~:!?!.~<:~.e-~-!_-··-···-··--·-·······-·-·····-···-···-····-·-···-·····-··················-·· i

l-----~:.?....J.1~!:.1.i:_~a.~~----········-···················-······-L-~~-i:.r:i.!!~!.!~!P..':°-~.:~.i:_i:i_t~J.a.1!a.:·:'.i_r:i~!~.?~~.<!!!~!:!:Y..~.~-?~........._____________________________ :
i L-8 ! Icicle Station Trail with bridge
! Shared-use trail connecting downtown to Icicle Station and Valley Trail.
!

$900,000
s100,ooo
$400,000

i

s 1,5oo.ooo
$15,720,000

~--------~:=::~~.::::1::~:~~~I~~:!f~:a.~~!~i~::~~P.i~~~~i~~1::ii;·i-~ii:~~~~5:~~~~c=:=::=::::==:~~=:=::~=:===-~~--=-~=---==::~=:~=::::.=:=~~=: 1
Leavenworth

Subtotal

PlanniCostng Level

I

Non-Motorized Facilities
Non-motorized facilities play a vital role in the City's transpmtation system. The non-motorized
transpo1tation system is comprised of facilities that promote mobility without the aid of motorized
vehicles. A well-established system encourages healthy recreational activities, reduces vehicle
demand on City roadways, enhances safety, and promotes a more livable community.

The City desires to have sidewalks on all streets, unless special circumstances make it prohibitive.
Greater details on planned pedestrian, bicycle, cross-country skiing, and equestrian facilities are
provided in the Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan. As a separate publication, the Upper Valley
Regional Trails Plan was developed to directly address multiple modes of travel through all four
seasons and for all types of users.

The goals for the Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan are to:
•

Connect neighborhoods, residents, and visitors with area services, activity centers,
attractions, and natural areas ;

•

Link and enhance existing and planned trails and determine the locations for new trail
connections; and to

•

Incorporate multiple non-motorized modes of travel, whether for recreation or commuting,
through all seasons including but not limited to pedestrians, bicyclists, equestrians, and
cross-country skiers.

Much of the trail system within the public street right-of-way depends upon implementation of the
projects listed in "Transportation Improvement Project List" Table. The sidewalk system will
largely provide the linkages to the trails within the Upper Valley area. Particular linkages of highest
priority include the reconstruction of the arterial and collector streets in the northern
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neighborhoods and UGA. The projects along Ski Hill Drive, Titus Road, and Pine Street will
provide for enhanced non-motorized facilities such as sidewalks, separated multi-use pathways, or
wider shoulders. Other projects include adding missing sidewalk segments on Chumstick
Highway, and new sidewalks on Bergstrasse/Detillion Road and the new collector roadways in the
UGA.

US 2 acts as a pedestrian barrier separating the downtown commercial district with the
neighborhoods to the north. Enhanced pedestrian crossing treatments should be considered along
the corridor as part of the preliminary design study (WS-R6). Overall, the Regional Trails Plan
highlights the preferred non-motorized facilities and connections the City is planning towards. It
identifies the appropriate design standards for pedestrian, bicycle, cross-country skiing, and
equestrian facilities. The plans, policies, and standards highlighted in the Plan are consistent and
suppotiive of the City's Transpotiation Element. Refer to the Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan
for more information and detail on the projects necessary to enhance the non-motorized system
within the City of Leavenworth.

Public Transit and Transportation Demand Management
In order to provide a comprehensive transpotiation system, the City of Leavenworth recognizes
the importance of other modes of travel, such as public transit, rail service, and transportation
demand management (TDM) programs. In general, these services and programs build on regional
programs with some refinements to reflect the specific needs of the City.

Public Transit

Transit service in Leavenworth is provided by LINK Transit. The Plan has been coordinated with
the Six-Year Transit Development Plans (TDPs) for LINK Transit. The TD P provides a framework
to guide transit service delivery through the next six-years. Transit service in Leavenworth is
largely focused on the US 2 corridor which connects Leavenworth with Wenatchee and the
communities to the east. As the population increases in and around Leavenworth, more commuter
traffic will increase the need for alternatives to the single occupancy vehicle. Transit service within
Leavenw01ih will become increasingly impotiant in providing commuters and tourists with
convenient access to transit or other ridesharing alternatives.

The use of transit service would likely be increased by faster and more convenient bus service
between Leavenw01ih and Wenatchee. Route 22 currently provides commuter service. LINK
Transit is developing a new and improved park-and-ride lot in Leavenwotih. The creation of
weekend transit service has also been identified as a priority by the community. Overall, increased
service will make transit a more convenient and attractive alternative to driving alone.

The City will continue to coordinate with LINK Transit in the development of a convenient,
integrated, and efficient transit system that supports future growth and economic development in
the City of Leavenworth.
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Rail Service
BNSF and Amtrak built a new Amtrak station located on North Road, approximately one mile
from town. This Leavenw01ih "Icicle" Station (L WA) is a station stop for Amtrak's Empire
Builder in Leavenworth. Amtrak's Empire Builder travels daily between Chicago and Seattle. The
station staiied service on September 25, 2009. The station and parking are owned by the City of
Leavenw01ih. The track and platforms are owned by BNSF Railway. In conjunction with the new
station, there is a need to improve pedestrian and bicycle connections between downtown and the
Amtrak station.

Transportation Demand Management Program
In addition to improving the transit system, reducing travel demand by suppo1iing transp01iation
demand management (TDM) programs is an effective component in the City's comprehensive
transportation system. TDM programs consist of measures for reducing single occupancy vehicle
travel. The Washington Commute Trip Reduction Law (RCW 70.94.521) requires TDM
performance targets for firms with over 100 employees. However, the Commute Trip Reduction
program does not currently apply to Leavenworth because the area lacks large employers.

However, TDM programs can also provide effective alternatives for smaller developing
communities, such as Leavenworth. Potential TDM strategies for Leavenworth need to be
coordinated with regional agencies, such as Chelan County, LINK Transit, and the ChelanDouglas Transp01iation Council (CDTC) I No1ih-Central RTPO. The City will continue to
coordinate with CDTC that supports future growth and economic development in the City of
Leavenw01ih.

Freight, Air, and Waterborne Transportation
There is no waterborne transportation serving Leavenworth other than river recreational activities,
such as river rafting and kayaking. The Transp01iation Element does not identify waterborne
transp01iation as a component of the City transp01iation system.

Freight/Jlail
Rail freight facilities consist of the BNSF mainline running between Everett and Spokane. BNSF's
mainline through Leavenworth and the Wenatchee River valley is a major transcontinental route
for double-stack intermodal container trains. A predominant amount of intermodal traffic to and
from the Po1is of Seattle and Tacoma is handled over the Stevens Pass route.

Air Transportation
There are no airports within the immediate Leavenw01ih planning area. Commercial air travel for
Leavenw01ih is provided via Pangborn Memorial in East Wenatchee. It provides scheduled
commercial service for the greater Wenatchee area, including Leavenworth. Alternatively,
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commercial air travel is provided via Sea-Tac, located approximately 125 miles west of the
Cascade Mountains.

Other aviation facilities in the area consist of two airports serving general aviation users. The
Cashmere-Dryden Airport is classified as a Local Service Airport. It is located in Cashmere and is
a County-owned airp01i with an 1,800-foot asphalt runway. The Lake Wenatchee State airp01i is
classified as Recreation or Remote Airport. It is located 16 miles northwest of Leavenworth (n01ih
of SR 207 and northeast of Lake Wenatchee). This is a state-owned, unlit, unpaved airfield with a
runway length of 2,475 feet. The airport is generally open from June 1st to October 1st.
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Finance and Implementation Program

The transpo1iation improvement projects and programs were identified to address existing and
future transp01iation system needs for the City of Leavenw01ih. The estimated costs of these
projects and programs were summarized and compared to projections of existing transpmiationrelated revenues to assess the City's ability to implement the Transportation Element. As with
most local agencies, existing transpo1iation revenues will not allow the City of Leavenw01ih to
fund all of its needed maintenance activities or capital improvements. The Transportation Element
identifies other possible revenue sources to help close the funding gap. Even with additional
revenues, the City of Leavenworth will not be able to fund all of the projects and programs within
the 20-year horizon of the Transp01iation Element.

To fully fund the transportation improvement projects and programs, the City would need
approximately $58.6 million (plus additional funds for increased maintenance and operations).
Existing revenues would cover $10.l million of the $56.4 million costs for the City (Appendix H
- 2008 Leavenworth Transportation Project Costs and Methodology and Appendix I - 2008
Leavenworth Transp01iation Maintenance and Operations Program). This represents about 18
percent of the needed revenues for 2028. Additional revenue of approximately $46.3 million will
be needed to fully implement the Transportation Element.

In addition, WSDOT and Chelan County have significant roles in the transportation system serving
the greater Leavenworth area. However, the $46.3 million funding shortfall is only for those local
projects on existing City streets and does not include funding for projects within the City's UGA
or along US 2. There are several significant projects that need to be funded along US 2 and within
the UGA to accommodate growth in the area. Overall, the existing baseline revenues fall well sh01i
of the estimated costs of transportation improvements and programs.

Project and Program Costs

Transportation maintenance spending is directly related to the available revenue and/or desired
performance level. Therefore, jurisdictions must continually make decisions regarding desired
performance and available revenue based on overall financial priorities. Future maintenance and
operations costs were based on an analysis of historical maintenance and operations spending
trends (Appendix I - 2008 Leavenworth Transportation Maintenance and Operations Program).
The costs increase over time as new infrastructure is built and used to meet the needs of a growing
population base. It is assumed these costs will continue to rise at a per capita rate similar to recent
history. It also assumes that current performance standards for maintenance and operations will
continue in a similar fashion.
"Transpo1iation Improvement Project List" Table, in the previous chapter, summarizes the list of
transportation improvement projects. Planning level cost estimates are provided for each project
within the City or County. No cost estimates were prepared for projects along US 2 or for LINK
Transit. The cost estimates were developed based on typical unit costs from the City and County's
Transp01iation Improvement Program (TIP) from 2008. However, the cost estimates should be
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refined and updated as each project moves into design and implementation. The project cost
worksheets are included in Appendix H - 2008 Leavenworth Transportation Project Costs and
Methodology.
Projects and programs were combined into three categories as part of the development of a
financial strategy for the Transpmiation Element. These categories estimated costs of these
programs and projects in 2008 dollars. Costs are only shown for projects within the City of
Leavenwmih's jurisdiction. The summary also includes estimated costs of maintaining the
transportation system to 2028.
Transportation Project and Program Costs 2008 to 2027
Total
Costs 1

Estimated

(2008-2027)
Maintenance and Operations

$16.1 million (+$5
million) 2

Reconstruction and Non-Motorized Enhancements

$15.4 million

!New Construction or Upgraded Transpmiation Improvements to Serve
Growth

$8.8 million

TOTAL

$40.3 million (+$5
million)2

* Based on existing City limits and miles of roadway.
1.

Costs in 2008 dollars

2.

The $16.1 million is based on the historical spending levels towards maintenance and operations
- which has not been enough to maintain status quo. Therefore, the maintenance costs over the
next 20 years are likely understated and would need an additional $5 million more (at a
minimum) to maintain existing City streets.
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Transportation Revenue Projections
The City of Leavenwmih primarily relies on property taxes, motor vehicle fuel taxes, and state
grants for funding transportation maintenance and capital improvements.

Property Tax Revenues
The amount of Property Tax used for transpmiation capital improvements in the City of
Leavenworth has varied dramatically in the recent past, likely being used on a project-specific
basis as needed.

Prope1iy taxes may have appeared like they have increased, but rather it is the assessed value that
has likely risen. For future projections, the historical per capita funding from Property Tax was
held constant on a nominal basis. Therefore, when adjusted for inflation, future purchasing power
will be declining over time. This is consistent with the trend in all Property Tax dollars, as they
are held to a one percent increase, and with the likelihood that these funds, which are a General
Fund revenue and not restricted to capital, will be in higher demand for other City costs.

General Fund Revenues
There is no stated policy of General Fund contributions for transpo1iation capital improvements.
Therefore, no General Fund contributions are projected in the future. The City may choose to
contribute General Funds for paiiicular projects.

Other Local Funding
These dollars may include Real Estate Excise Taxes (REET), Leasehold Excise Taxes, payments
in lieu of taxes, and others. Since 1989, these revenues dedicated to transpmiation have been
increasing at approximately 3.3 percent annually. For future projections, the average historical per
capita level of funding was increased at the historical 3.3 percent rate. Therefore, when adjusted
for an estimated inflation rate of 3.5 percent, future purchasing power will decline slightly over
time.

Other Local Funds for Transportation - Per Capita Baseline Projections
Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax
Although historical per capita gas tax dollars have remained fairly constant in nominal numbers,
when adjusted for inflation, it is clear that per capita revenues have been declining over time. This
trend is becoming more pronounced due to large increases in the price of fuel. It is assumed that
per capita spending will continue to decline at the historical rate seen since 1998 of 0.6 percent.

State Funds
This category primarily includes state grants. It may also include some other types of state funding.
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State grants are primarily funded through the State Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax. As discussed above,
revenues generated from the purchase of gasoline are declining over time, and are expected to do
so more dramatically in the near future, leading to fewer available grant dollars. All state
jurisdictions are seeing a decline in a significant source of general revenue. This is causing a higher
demand for grant funding and greater competition between jurisdictions.

State Funds - Per Capita Baseline Projections
Since 1988, the City of Leavenwmih has averaged $33.50 per capita, per year, in state funds. It is
assumed that the City will continue to receive this level of funding on a nominal basis, leading to
a decline in "real" revenues at the rate of inflation. Because these dollars are largely project-based,
the projections are likely to be higher than the actual revenue in some years, and lower in others.

Federal Funds
Federal funds include federal grant revenues targeted for transportation. There has been little or
no direct federal funding for transportation projects. Therefore, no future projections were made
for federal funding. The one exception is that the City was recently successful in obtaining federal
funds to partially finance Pine Street.

Total Baseline Revenue Projections
The "Baseline Transportation Revenue Summary" Table shows the total baseline revenue for
2017. A total of $10 million in revenue is projected from the baseline revenue sources. The "real"
revenues decrease in value over time. The below figure illustrates the expected distribution of the
total projected revenues to 2027.
State Fuel
Ta x

Pro perty

State

Tax
2 0%

Grants

Oth er Loca l
Fu ndi ng
59%

Baseline Transportation Revenue Summwy
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Baseline Funding Source

Total
2008-2027 1

Property Tax

$1,968,084

General Fund Contributions

$0

Other Local Funding

$6,020,451

State Fuel Tax

$820,437

State Funds

$1,266,567

Federal Funds

$0

Total Estimated Available Revenues

$10,075,539

SOURCE: Berk & Associates
1. All costs in 2008 dollars

When comparing total available revenues for transportation capital and maintenance with expected
costs, revenues fall shoti of paying for just the estimated maintenance costs before even
considering capital project costs (Appendix H - 2008 Leavenworth Transportation Project Costs
and Methodology). This is consistent with the financial analyses showing that the main revenues
used for transportation are increasing at a relatively slow rate, while costs are increasing more
quickly over time. Although spending is currently balanced with revenues, the increase in costs
begins to outpace the increase in revenues in the very near term. This does not account for the fact
that the overall maintenance costs are likely much greater due to a substantial backlog of deferred
maintenance.
The "Baseline Transportation Revenue Summary" table shows the total estimated transportation
revenues for the study period are approximately $10.l million. These revenues are the total
available for all capital and maintenance needs for the City to 20127. However, some funds are
not available for maintenance expenses, including most grant funds, a potiion of the REET funds,
and matching funds for grants.

The first qumier of one percent Real Estate Excise Tax (REETI) must be used for capital projects
identified in a capital facilities plan (RCW 82.46.010 [2]). However, the second one-quarter
percent of the Real Estate Excise Tax (REET2), which is allowed for cities planning under GMA,
can be used for "public works projects of a local government for planning, acquisition,
construction, reconstruction, repair, replacement, rehabilitation, or improvements of streets, roads,
highways, sidewalks, street and road lighting, traffic signals ... " (RCW 82.46.035 [5]). This allows
the City to choose whether a portion of the REET revenues will be spent on maintenance or capital
expenditures.

The estimated $1.3 million in grants must therefore not be counted towards maintenance costs, as
well as a po1tion of REET funds and an estimated minimum of $250,000 in matching funds for
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grants (estimated at 20 percent of grant funds). This leaves a maximum of $8.6 million available
for maintenance and operations compared to an estimated cost of $16.l million for the study
period, resulting in an estimated $7.5 million shortfall to cover maintenance costs. The remaining
$1.5 million is only available for capital projects, and those dollars are heavily dependent upon
grant awards.

The "Comparison of Transportation Revenues and Costs from 2008 to 2027" Table illustrates the
shortfall in maintenance and operations of $7.5 million to 2027. Preserving the existing
transportation system is a high priority for the City of Leavenworth (Appendix H - 2008
Leavenworth Transportation Project Costs and Methodology and Appendix I - 2008 Leavenwmih
Transpo1iation Maintenance and Operations Program). Capital costs would exceed existing
revenues by $38.8 million in 2027. The available $1.5 million for capital projects would only
realistically fund one or two projects on the long-term project list. The maintenance and capital
revenue sho1ifalls result in an overall funding deficit of $46.3 million.

Comparison of Transportation Revenues and Costsji·om 2008 to 2027
Total
Estimated
Revenues 1
(2008-2027)

Total
Estimated
Costs 1
(2008-2027)

Maintenance & Operations

$8.6 million

$16.l million3 ($7.5 million)

Capital Improvements2

$1.5 million

$40.3 million

Total Transportation Program

U0.1 million $56.4 million ($46.3 million)

Difference1

($38.8 million)

* Based on existing City limits and miles of roadway.
1.

All costs and revenues in 2008 dollars. (xxx) means negative value.

2.

Includes reconstruction and non-motorized enhancements and growth-related new construction
and upgrade projects. Does not include any costs for improvements along US 2 or within the
CityUGA.

3.

Does not account for the necessary funding to improve the condition of the City streets, which
is estimated to be at least $5 million (at a minimum).

Other Potential Funding Sources
The following outlines possible funding sources to close the maintenance and capital funding
shmifalls. The City of Leavenwo1ih is faced with a significant funding sho1ifall.
The potential funding options are described below.

Transportation Benefit District
Description. A Transportation Benefit District (TBD) has been established for the construction,
maintenance, preservation, and operation of improvements to state, regional, or local agency
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roadways, high capacity transportation systems, public transit, and transpo1iation management
programs. State law sets requirements for selecting improvements, including the need for the
projects that are "necessitated by existing or reasonably foreseeable congestion levels." The
projects must be contained in the transpo1iation plan of the State or the regional transportation
planning organization (RTPO) I Chelan-Douglas Transp01iation Council (CDTC). The City of
Leavenwo1ih has consider applying TBD funding for maintenance of some arterials, collectors,
and local streets. The Washington Transpo1iation Plan (WTP) and associated Highway Systems
Plan (HSP) identify preservation as a key element of the investment guidelines. The need to
preserve and extend the life of prior investments in transportation facilities and services at all levels
is a high priority. The regional transportation plan is built from the WTP and HSP, which would
supp01i use of a TBD for maintenance and/or upgrades of roadways "necessitated by existing or
reasonably foreseeable congestion levels."

Transportation Impact Fees
Description. Transp01iation impact fees (TIF) may be charged to help fund specific transportation
projects shown to be reasonably related to new development. The impact fees "shall only be used
to fund system improvements" that are reasonably related to and benefit the new development.
Impact fees may not be used to correct existing deficiencies. The imposing jurisdiction must also
contribute funds to the included projects, which by statute cannot be funded 100 percent through
impact fees (RCW 82.02.050 [2]). The revenues collected from a TIP must then be used within six
years of payment.

Local Improvement District or Parking and Business Improvement Area
Description. Any jurisdiction may form a local improvement district (LID) parking and business
improvement area (PBIA) and levy a special assessment on properties within the district that would
benefit from the improvements. An LID is a special purpose financing option that may be created
by the City or other local governments to fund improvements, such as streets, water, or sewer
facilities that benefit nearby property owners. Voter approval is not required to form an LID, but
the LID formation may be challenged by the prope1iy owners. LIDs for cities are authorized under
RCW 35.43 to 35.56. The City may levy a tax on the prope1iy within an area that will benefit from
a specific capital project. They can be created by local governments or they can be initiated by
prope1iy owners in the benefit area. Prope1iy owners that will benefit from the improvements
would be assessed a special benefit assessment based on proportionate levels determined during
the formation of the districts. This special benefit assessment would typically be paid annually by
the prope1iy owner for a time period established during the formation of the district. The City
would have discretion in its financial contribution to the overall project costs of the district.

A PBIA is somewhat similar to an LID, but has specific requirements per RCW 35.87A.010. A
PBIA is permitted to aid general economic development and neighborhood revitalization. It is
intended to facilitate the cooperation of merchants, businesses, and residential prope1iy owners to
suppo1i economic vitality, livability, and general trade. A PBIA requires a petition be submitted
by at least 60 percent of the assessments of prope1iy within the area.
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General Obligation Bonds Supported with an Excess Property Tax Levy
Description. The City Council may go to the public for a voter-approved bond with a property tax
increase. With voter approval, the City can increase funding through debt by raising the property
tax rates to pay the general obligation bond.

Planned Action Ordinance
Description. Planned Action Ordinances (PAO) are a project specific action under the State
Environmental Protection Act (SEP A) in which an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
designates, by ordinance, those types of projects to be considered Planned Actions - spelling out
mitigation measures that will be applied. This type of action is appropriate for small areas, such as
the downtown, expecting a specific type of development. Per RCW 43 .21 C.031, GMA counties
and cities may designate a planned action. A planned action must be designated by an adopted
ordinance or resolution of the City. The planned action must be based on an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) that adequately addresses significant environmental impacts. The EIS needs to be
prepared in conjunction with a comprehensive plan or subarea plan adopted under GMA.

The planned action can only include projects that are subsequent to or implement the
comprehensive plan or subarea plan; however, the projects must be located within the defined
urban growth area. The planned action would be limited to specific geographical areas that are less
than the boundaries of the City or to specific types of development within the City. The ordinance
and/or EIS must specify a time limit for the planned action. The City will need to fund the costs
of preparing the subarea plan and EIS to establish the planned action, which is typically a
significant upfront investment.

To ensure that the developments are not paying twice for the same impacts, it is recommended that
projects included in a planned action are not also included in a TIP, or at least are specifically
allocated to each funding source. This distinction would simplify the administration of both
funding options.

Latecomers Agreements
Description. Latecomers Agreements (RCW 35.72) are contracts that allow property owners who
have elected to install capital improvements to recover a pmiion of the costs from other prope1iy
owners in the area who later develop property that will benefit from those improvements. The City
may also join in the financing of the improvement projects and be reimbursed in the same manner
as a property owner. The period of collection may not exceed 15 years and is based on a pro-rata
share of the construction and contract administration costs of the paiiicular project. The City must
define an area subject to the charges by determining which properties would require similar
improvements. The preliminary assessment reimbursement area needs to be provided to all
property owners within the area; owners of property in the area may request a hearing to discuss
the Latecomers Agreement. The contract must define the cost allocation process based on benefits
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to properties in the reimbursement area. The final contract must be recorded with the County
Auditor within 30 days to be valid. Although not explicitly required, the City could adopt an
ordinance noting the circumstances where the option for such a reimbursement contract would be
acceptable.

Other Development Mitigation
Description. All new development in the City must pass state and local development regulations
and requirements. These include GMA concurrency requirements, the SEPA, and road
standards/frontage improvements. These elements are project specific and are reviewed as part of
each development application.

Funding fi·om New Development
Growth within the City and its UGA results in a need for additional transportation improvements,
as discussed previously. The City has primarily required new developments to mitigate their
potential transpo1tation impacts based on its review under the SEPA, its Road Standards
requirements, and GMA concurrency.

The City should consider updating its development review processes, level of service
standards/concurrency program, and its street development standards to better address the
adequacy of the transportation system to serve growth. The City should also fmther evaluate
whether a GMA-based transportation impact fee (TIF) should be implemented to help fund
growth-related roadway and intersection improvements.

Development Review Process
The City of Leavenwo1th is required by State law to review development proposals for
environmental impacts under SEP A. Under the GMA, the City of Leavenworth must not approve
new development unless its transportation system is adequate to suppmi the growth; this is
implemented through concurrency. The City also has adopted street development standards to
guide the construction or upgrading of roadways and other related transportation facilities. These
processes all support the development and improvement of the City's transportation system.

Concurrency and SEPA Review. The City will continue to use concurrency and SEPA to review
the impacts of new development on roadways and intersections. As a minimum, the SEPA review
would be used to evaluate impacts on:
•

Safety, such as horizontal curvature issues

•

Intersection operations

•

Congestion

•

Transit and Non-motorized transpmiation
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SEPA review is based on the development project having an adverse impact. Assessment of
transpmiation impacts under SEP A depends on the conditions for each transportation facility or
service serving a new development. If adverse impacts are identified, the City can condition the
development to provide mitigation to offset or reduce its impacts. This mitigation would help
improve the transportation system or address any concurrency issues.
The concurrency evaluation may identify impacts to facilities that operate below the City's level
of service standard during the PM peak hour on an average weekday. To resolve that deficiency,
the applicant can propose to fund and/or construct improvements to provide an adequate level of
service. Alternatively, the applicant can wait for the City, another agency, or another developer to
fund improvements to resolve the deficiency.

Street Standards. The City has adopted road classification and street development standards.
They identify requirements for design speed, right-of-way width, pavement width, non-motorized
facilities, storm water, parking, and other roadway design features. New developments are required
to comply with the street standards for all on-site roadways, adjacent street frontage, and access
roadways. The standards cover both public and private roadways. The City has specific review
and approval processes if variances to the standards are requested by the developer. The City is
also in the process of developing new non-motorized system standards as part of the Upper Valley
Regional Trails Plan.

Latecomers Agreements. Mitigation under concurrency, SEPA, or the City's street development
standards may entail constructing or improving roadways or intersections that future development
in the City will benefit from. To help balance the costs with the benefits of the improvements, the
City can provide for Latecomer Agreements. As discussed previously, Latecomer Agreements
allow property owners or the City to recover a portion of their costs of constructing capital
improvements from other future developments that benefit from the improvements. The
Latecomers Agreements are set up for specific improvements and would calculate a share of the
construction costs based on the relative benefit of the improvement to each development. Contract
administration costs of the agreement also can be included. A maximum period of 15 years can be
established for the Latecomers Agreement.

Grants and Other Funding Options
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Grant I Funding Source

Comments

FHWA
Surface
Transpo1iation Program

See State STP below

FHWA - Safe Routes to School

See WSDOT Safe Routes to School below

Transportation
Surface
Program (STP) - Regional

Funds are allocated to the Chelan-Douglas Transp01iation
Council (CDTC) I Regional Transp01iation Planning
Organization (RTPO) for regional prioritization and
selection. Must be used on Federal Highways such as US
Highway 2 or rural county collectors.

STP
Enhancement

Transportation

Funds projects that allow communities to strengthen the
local economy, improve the quality of life, enhance the
travel experience for people traveling by all modes, and
protect the environment.

WSDOT Safe Routes to School

Funds pass from FHWA through WSDOT to local
jurisdictions. Funds projects to increase the number of
children walking and biking to school safely.

WSDOT
Pedestrian
Bicycle Safety Grants

and

Projects that help reduce collisions involving pedestrians
and bicyclists.

Transp01iation
Improvement
Board (TIB) - Small City
A1ierial Program (SCAP)

Provides funding for projects that improve safety and
roadway conditions.

TIB - Small City Preservation
Program (SCPP)

Provides funding for rehabilitation and maintenance of the
roadway system, in some cases in paiinership with
WSDOT or county paving projects.

TIB - Small City Sidewalk
Program (SCSP)

Provides funding for sidewalk projects that improve safety
and connectivity.

Community
Trade
and
Economic
Development
(CTED) - Local Infrastructure
Financing Tool (LIFT)

Allows the City to take advantage of tax revenue generated
by private investment in a revenue development area
(RDA) to help finance the cost of public infrastructure
improvements that encourage economic development and
redevelopment in that area.

CTED
Community
Development Block Grant
Planning Only

Planning-Only grants fund planning activities that lead to
projects that benefit low-and moderate-income persons.
Activities could include infrastructure planning, feasibility
studies and pre-engineering reports.
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CTED
Community
Development Block Grant
General Purpose

General Purpose grants are designed to assist in carrying
out significant community and economic development
projects that principally benefit low-and moderate-income
persons. Examples include public facilities such as streets
and barrier removals for improved handicap accessibility.

Typically, the City will need to provide local matching funds to receive the grants. The need for
these matching funds further supports the strategy for a new local revenue source. The City of
Leavenworth can also apply for low interest loans through the Public Works Trust Fund (PWTF).
While not a source of new funding, the loans can help advance high priority projects. Depending
on the interest rate, the loans may help reduce the total project costs by completing projects prior
to inflationaiy increases in construction costs.

Partnering with Other Agencies

The City will need to continue to coordinate and paiiner with WSDOT and Chelan County on
transportation needs within the City and its UGA. Improvements along US 2 are critical to the
long-term transportation needs of the City. At this time, there is no significant funding for most of
the improvements along US 2. However, a significant amount of the traffic using US 2 within the
City are regional in nature. The City should work with WSDOT and WVTC to seek grants,
legislative "earmarks," and other outside funding for improvements along the highway.

Chelan County also plays a major role in funding and constructing transportation projects in the
greater Leavenwo1ih area. The County's Transpo1iation Improvement Program (TIP) currently
includes several major projects in the area. The City will need to work with Chelan County on
funding improvements to corridors that serve both the City and UGA. The City and County should
paiiner on the arterial improvements serving growth in the UGA. Together, the agencies can
increase the potential for grants for some of these projects.

Reassessment Strategy
Due to the uncertainties in funding and the magnitude of the potential deficit, the City of
Leavenw01ih is committed to reassessing its transportation needs and funding each year as paii of
the development of its Six-Year Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). This will allow the
City to match available funding with the highest priority improvements and programs. The
reassessment strategy also includes a periodic review of its land use plans, level of service
standards, and funding options to ensure they suppo1i one another and ensure that concurrency
requirements are met.
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Relationship to other Plans

Leavenworth's transp01iation system is part of, and connected to, a broader regional highway and
aiierial system. The GMA works to increase coordination and compatibility between the various
agencies that have responsibilities for the overall transportation system. The Leavenwo1ih
Transportation Element directly interfaces with the WSDOT, the Chelan-Douglas Transp01iation
Council (CDTC) I No1ih Central RTPO, Chelan County, and LINK Transit. The Transp01iation
Element is intended to be consistent and compatible with the plans and programs of these agencies.

The Transportation Element builds off the transp01iation planning documents adopted at state,
regional, and local levels. Since transportation improvements need to be coordinated across
jurisdictional boundaries, the Transportation Element is consistent with and supp01is the objectives
identified in the Washington State Transportation Plan, the Chelan-Douglas Transportation
Council (CDTC)Transportation Plan, and LINK Transit's development plan. However, it is
primarily a bottoms-up approach to planning, with the City exploring its needs based on the land
use plan. Eventually, the local projects are incorporated into regional and state plans. The
following summarizes how the City Transp01iation Element relates to these other plans.

Washington Transportation Plan

The Washington Transportation Plan (WTP), and the associated Highway System Plan (HSP)
provide the umbrella for all metropolitan and regional transp01iation plans.

The priorities set by the City of Leavenworth for its Transportation Element align closely with
these state guidelines. The Highway System Plan is an element of the WTP. The HSP identifies
highway system improvement projects and programs consistent with the WTP priorities.
Improvement projects listed in the HSP were reviewed for consistency with the strategies and
projects recommended in the Transportation Element.

Pursuant to the GMA, the Leavenwo1ih Transpo1iation Element addressees the existing and future
conditions of US 2 serving the City. The transportation inventory describes existing conditions
along US 2 through the City. Data and analyses on existing traffic volumes, operation levels of
service, and safety have been summarized for US 2. The Transp01iation Element also identifies
forecast conditions and improvement needs on the highway.

The City's Transpo1iation Element includes WSDOT improvement projects to US 2 that were
identified in the HSP. Several additional projects were then identified as pa1i of the City's
Transportation Element that are shown to be needed to address anticipated growth at both the local
and regional level. These projects include a preliminary design study to evaluate traffic control
enhancements and intersection improvements along US 2. The outcome of the study would better
define the improvements at the intersections listed in "Transp01iation Improvement Project List"
Table. Many of the intersection projects, along with the pre-design study are not in the State's
current plans. The City requests that the State and regional transportation plans include these
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projects to provide for grant or other funding to be available.

Regional Transportation Plan

The Chelan-Douglas Transpmiation Council (CDTC) is lead agency for the Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) and the Regional Transportation Planning Organization (RTPO) for the
Wenatchee-East Wenatchee metropolitan statistical area, encompassing Chelan and Douglas
counties in central Washington State.

CDTC has developed a Regional Transpmiation Improvement Program (TIP). It includes a project
list by jurisdiction and identifies what is needed along the State Highway System and the arterials.
Many of the projects in the Transpo1iation Element are also listed in the regional TIP. It recognizes
that the needs far exceed available revenues. The Transpmiation Element is consistent with and
supportive of the regional TIP.

Chelan County Transportation Element

The Leavenworth Transportation Element was prepared alongside the County Transpmiation
Element. Both plans are consistent in regards to priorities, projects, and possible financing
strategies to address the anticipated funding shortfall for both agencies. The Transportation
Element lists those projects within and surrounding the UGA which the County has in its
Transpo1iation Element. The City's Transportation Element recognizes that the County
improvements are important elements of the regional and local area transpmiation system.

The Leavenworth Transportation Element accounts for the growth anticipated for the UGA and
unincorporated Chelan County. Most of the traffic associated with the developments in the UGA
and surrounding county areas will connect within Leavenworth, while other trips will pass through
the City. The City plans to continue coordinating with the County on capital improvements, and
will work alongside the County as new revenue sources are investigated to address the
considerable funding shortfalls that are highlighted in each Transportation Element.

Transit Plans

Transit plans were used in the process of developing the City Transportation Element. These plans
guided the development of the transit strategies of the City's Transportation Element. The projects
listed in the "Transportation Improvement Project List" Table are based on those provided by
Transit. The City plans to work with LINK Transit to support increase in transit service and
frequency to communities along the Wenatchee River. Overall, the Transpmiation Element is
generally consistent with and suppo1iive of the Transit Development Plan.

Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan

An Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan is adopted by reference.
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HOUSING
ELEMENT

The Housing Element is an inventory and analysis of existing and projected housing needs,
identifying the housing units necessary to serve the projected population.

2017 Leavenworth Housing Needs Assessment
To help address the housing needs of the community, the City formed the Housing Affordability
Committee. The committee was tasked with 1) evaluating programs and initiatives to produce
affordable units and preserve existing ones; 2) making recommendations to the City Council and
Planning Commission for initiatives and codes that promote mixed-income development in
neighborhoods across the city; and 3) ensuring a vibrant mix of housing options for people of all
income levels. The Taskforce and City Council commissioned and completed a "Housing Needs
Assessment" by BERK Consulting (Appendix D). The BERK Consulting Team developed
information on the household characteristics of the local population and develop information on
the current housing inventory. The study area included the Cascade School District boundary; and
the "Housing Needs Assessment" by BERK Consulting can be reviewed within Appendix D. Key
findings of the study identified the following:
1. At least 36% of the housing stock is for seasonal, recreational, or occasional use. The
Leavenworth area includes a significant share of vacation homes and short-term rentals.
This high level of seasonal use reflects Leavenworth's tourism industry and its popularity
as a weekend destination for those in the Puget Sound region and other areas of
Washington. A survey of vacation home rental platforms such as Airbnb and HomeAway
indicated a minimum of 300 units are currently set aside for the short-term rental market.

2. Very low vacancy in the long-term rental housing market. A review of long-term rental
listings revealed that only around 10 units are currently available. This indicates that the
vacancy rate could be as low as 1% in the long-term rental market. A healthy housing
market should have a 5% vacancy rate to ensure that all households can find a suitable new
home when they need one. It appears likely that many would-be landlords can generate
more income in the short-term rental market than the long-term rental market.

3. Rents are rising fast. Since 2013, median monthly rents have increased by 13% annually.
This is significantly faster than even the hot housing market in Seattle. Low vacancy
appears to be putting significant pressure on the long-term rental housing supply and
upward pressure on rents.

4. Almost a third of households are cost burdened. Three out of 10 households in the greater
Leavenworth area spend more than 30% of their income on housing. One out of four renter
households are severely cost burdened, or spending more than 50% of their income on
housing. Furthermore, these findings reflect conditions between 2009 and 2013. Rental
costs have increased significantly since then.

5. A growing number of workers are commuting long distances. Employment has grown by
over 800 jobs between 2002 and 2014. However, the number of workers who live closer
than 10 miles from their job has not increased. Instead a growing number of workers are
traveling long distances to jobs inside the Cascade School District.

6. Wages in the Leavenworth area are significantly lower than needed to afford local housing
costs. Only 15% of the jobs in the Leavenworth area pay more than $40,000 per year. Yet
to afford the median apaiiment rent a household needs an annual income of at least
$59,000. To afford the median single-family home rent a household needs $67,000. This
may explain the growing number of workers commuting into the Leavenwo1ih area from
distant locations where housing may be more affordable. Workforce housing will likely be
a significant challenge in the years ahead.

7. Four (4) out of 10 residents are over 60 years old. 40% of the Cascade School District's
population is 60 years or older. This has implications for the housing market since senior
households have unique housing needs that need to be considered.

8. Student homelessness has increased. Between the 2011-2012 school year and the 20142015 school year, homelessness increased from 5 students to 26 students in the Cascade
School District. This likely indicates that more families are struggling to maintain housing
in the area.

9. Home production has not matched needs, paiiicularly within the City of Leavenwo1ih.
Although new home production has slowed overall for the City and School District over
the last ten years, production has begun to pick up in the last five years. Production in
Leavenw01ih was historically around 20% of the district-wide production of units, but has
recently slowed considerably. Leavenw01ih gained seven new single-family homes and six
new accessory dwelling units in 2016, a small increase from previous years.

10. Zoning and public land ownership within the school district limits development potential.
The potential for new workforce housing in and around Leavenw01ih hinges on 1) the
availability of land for development, redevelopment, and infill and 2) the policies and
regulations associated with the land that guide the density and type of development
allowed. In the Cascade School District, much of the developable land is in rural areas with
low density zoning that does not supp01i workforce housing. Within the City and UGA,
the amount of vacant developable land is limited.

11. Housing production in and around Leavenw01ih is constrained by environmental factors.
Developable land in the City of Leavenworth, it's urban growth area, and the areas
surrounding the City is constrained by a variety of environmental factors that limit the use

of the land. These factors include shoreline management along Icicle Creek and the
Wenatchee River, steep slopes, and the presence of critical areas.

12. Providing services to housing in Leavenworth and the surrounding area is challenging.
Land in the county is regulated such that clustered housing and smaller units are not easily
supported. Low density and rural residential development makes delivering appropriate
levels of service for water, sewer, solid waste, and others challenging since these services
require a concentration of facilities to be efficient.

Housing affordability in Leavenworth and the surrounding area is shaped by the local tourism
economy and the desirability of the area to second home owners as well as the needs of the local
residents and workforce. Although the tourism and recreation economy is important to the
economic sustainability of the area, the external pressures this economy places on the local housing
market results in upward pressure on local rents and housing prices. These pressures are
fundamentally caused by a shortage of housing supply to accommodate the combined demands for
recreational, seasonal, and workforce housing.

In addition and central to the Taskforce thoughts, it became evident that market factors could not
be controlled by the City. The Taskforce further understood that if the City encouraged new
affordable housing, that outside purchasers with the resources beyond local families, would
continue to consume homes for "second" homes or would be "absentee" owners. With this in
mind, the Taskforce believed that the positive merits to create and encourage affordable housing
outweighed this fact.

Population and Demographics
The County and the Cities of Cashmere, Chelan, Entiat, Leavenworth and Wenatchee agreed on
the proposed population projection method and determination (Appendix C); and the medium
projections were accepted using the Office of Financial Management population estimates. The
population projections are for the purpose of review and consideration during the mandated 2017
Comprehensive Plan Update; and the County was tasked with using the Office of Financial
Management population estimates for the County and providing analysis of the population
projections appropriate to each Urban Growth Boundary (Appendix C).

Share
of
2020
Population
Projection
Growth
Leavenworth
UGA

2,477

Urban

55,684

2025

2030

2035

2036

2037

2017-2037

Projection

Projection

Projection

Projection

Projection

change

2,534

2,583

2,624

2,631

2,638

196

57,880

59,806

61,397

61,687

61,969

7,641

Rural

22,902

24,005

24,972

25,771

25,916

26,057

3,835

Total

78,586

81,885

84,778

87,168

87,603

88,026

11,476

Definition of Affordable Housing

The Washington State Growth Management Act (GMA) requires the consideration of the
availability and affordability of housing. Affordability is not specifically defined in the Act. It is
the responsibility of the local government to establish the definition of "affordable."
The following is a Growth Management Act definition of affordable housing:
"Affordable housing" means residential housing that is rented by a person or
household whose monthly housing costs, including utilities other than telephone, do
not exceed thitiy percent of the household's monthly income. For the purposes of
housing intended for owner occupancy, "affordable housing" means residential
housing that is within the means of low or moderate-income households.
Along with the issue of "affordability" comes the issue of the availability of housing to "all
economic segments" of the population. The table below shows the income groupings that are
commonly used in discussing housing affordability and the income limits. The U.S. Depatiment
of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) annually prepares these income levels and adjusts
them by household size. According to WAC 365-196-410, "Low-income refers to a household
whose income is between thirty percent and fifty percent of the median income, adjusted for
household size, for the county where the housing unit is located."

2017 HUD Income Limits for Chelan County

1 Person
Very
Income

Low $22,000

Low Income

$35,200

2 Person 3 Person 4 Person

5 Person

6 Person

7 Person

8 Person

$25,150 $28,300

$31,400

$33,950

$36,450

$38,950

$41,450

$40,200

$50,250

$54,300

$58,300

$62,350

$66,350

$45,250

Source: U.S. Depatiment of HUD.
NOTE: Chelan County is part of the Wenatchee, WA MSA, so all information
presented here applies to all of the Wenatchee, WA MSA. The Wenatchee, WA
MSA contains the following areas: Chelan County, WA; and Douglas County, WA

2016 HUD Income Limits for Wenatchee

Low Income

1 Person

2 Person

3 Person

4 Person

5 Person

6 Person

7 Person

8 Person

34,000

38,850

43,700

48,550

52,450

56,350

60,250

64,100

The Census Bureau tracks income by family, household, and per capita. A household is an
occupied housing unit. Family income includes only those households that are considered families

(householder and one or more other persons related to the householder by bitih, marriage, or
adoption). Since not all households contain families, the household income is more representative
of the actual community income. The median household income in Leavenworth was $43,447 in
2015, which represents a 16.3% growth from the previous year of$37,348 (Source: Census Bureau
- tract). Households in Chelan County have a median income of$51,837 in 2015. For Leavenw01ih
in 2013, the median household income was $34,081.

The Comparison of Median Household Income by Region table 1s the Office of Financial
Management (OFM); and provides a comparison over time and area.

Comparison of Median Household Income by Region

2010

2015

Chelan

$45,478

$52,780

Douglas

$46,159

$52,355

Okanogan

$34,915

$34,808

King

$65,383

$78,657

Washington State

$54,888

$62,108

Office of Financial Management
According to data from the Census Bureau, 14.4% of the population (2016 Population Estimates 1,994 - Source: Vintage 2016 Population Estimates: Population Estimates) within the City limits
of Leavenwo1ih live below the poverty line, which is lower than the national average of 14.7%.
The largest group living in poverty is Male 55-64, followed by Female 18-24 and then Female 5564. According to the Census Bureau, 14.3% of the population in Chelan County (73,389 people)
live below the pove1iy line, which is lower than the national average of 14. 7%.

The Census Bureau uses a set of money income thresholds that vary by family size and
composition to determine who is in poverty. According to the Census Bureau, the Median
Household Income is $ 43,447 within the City limits of Leavenworth (Source: 2011-2015
American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates). This data differs slightly from that "individual
worker income" review. In comparison, the median household income in the United States in 2015
was $56,516, an increase in real terms of 5.2 percent from the 2014 median income of $53,718.
This is the first annual increase in median household income since 2007, the year before the most
recent recession.
The nation's official pove1iy rate in 2015 was 13.5 percent, with 43.1 million people in pove1iy,
3.5 million fewer than in 2014. The 1.2 percentage point decrease in the pove1iy rate from 2014 to
2015 represents the largest annual percentage point drop in pove1iy since 1999. In addition and
on a national level, real median incomes in 2015 for family households ($72,165) and nonfamily

households ($33,805) increased 5.3 percent and 5 .4 percent, respectively, from their 2014 medians.
This is the first annual increase in median household income for family households since 2007.

The most recent increase for nonfamily households was in 2009. The increases of 5.3 percent and
5.4 percent for family and nonfamily households were not statistically different. Real median
household income in 2015 was 1.6 percent lower than in 2007, the year before the most recent
recession, and 2.4 percent lower than the median household income peak that occurred in 1999.
The difference between the 1.6 percent change and the 2.4 percent change was not statistically
significant (Census Bureau). Furthermore, the poverty rate for families and the number of families
inpove1iy were 10.4 percent and 8.6 million in 2015, a decrease from 11.6 percent and 9.5 million
families in 2014.

In 2015, 5.4 percent of married-couple families, 28.2 percent of families with a female
householder, and 14.9 percent of families with a male householder lived in pove1iy. For marriedcouple families and families with a female householder, both the pove1iy rate and the number in
pove1iy decreased. For families with a male householder, neither the poverty rates nor the number
in poverty showed any statistically significant change between 2014 and 2015.

As defined by the Office of Management and Budget and updated for inflation using the Consumer
Price Index, the weighted average poverty threshold for a family of four in 2015 was $24,257.
(See
<www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/demo/income-pove1iy/historical-povertythresholds.html> for the complete set of dollar value thresholds that vary by family size and
composition.)

Leavenworth Median Individual Worker Income (2015)
The median individual worker income is $27,720. This is lower than the national average $29,701.
Worker Type

Leavenworth

Washington

USA (National Average)

Male

$37,964

$39,886

$35,201

Female

$20,804

$25,223

$24,139

Median Household Income

$44,426

$57,244

$51,914

2010 U.S. Census.

Housing Inventory
Housing Unit Type
The Postcensal Estimated housing units are detailed below.

Total Housing Units

One Unit
Units

1,268

782

Housing Two or More Unit Mobile Homes and
Housing Units
Specials

485

1

Source: Washington State Office of Financial Management-2017.

Housing Occupancy*

Leavenw01ih
UGA

Washington

U.S.

Total Housing Units

1,418 -100%

2,921,364

132,741,033

Occupied Housing Units

1, 107 -78.07%,

90.55%

87.55%

Owner Occupied

639 -45.06%,

56.77%

56.34%

Renter Occupied

468 -33.00%,

33.78%

31.21%

Vacant Housing Units

311 -21.93%,

9.45%

12.45%

For Rent

68 -4.80%,

1.80%

2.34%

For Sale Only

23 -1.62%,

1.09%

1.20%

Rented or Sold, Not Occupied

3 -0.21 %,

0.74%

0.92%

For Seasonal, Recreational, or Occasional
Use

169 -11.92%,

3.19%

3.97%

For Migrant Workers

0 -0.00%,

0.03%

0.03%

Other Vacant

48 -3.39%,

2.59%

4.00%

*Based on 2010-2014 data (Census) for the UGA. The accepted total of 1,268, as derived from
the Washington State Office of Financial Management, is used for analysis.

Housing Affordability and Future Needs
According to the "Housing Needs Assessment" by BERK Consulting (Appendix D), Leavenw01ih
has a significant workforce housing sh01iage. Solutions to many of Leavenw01ih's housing
challenges may need to be focused within city boundaries. The City's control over zoning, building
codes, and development incentives provide it with the most effective policy levers for encouraging
the production of units to serve the local workforce. Actions such as restricting the usage of homes
as sho1i-term rentals and incentives to provide affordable multifamily homes in exchange for
increased density or prope1iy tax exemption could help channel market demand towards meeting
the most pressing housing needs. The City should also consider examining and addressing barriers
to infill and redevelopment within city limits, including allowable density and City requirements
and processes.

The "Housing Needs Assessment" by BERK Consulting findings indicate that the most urgent
housing need is among the lowest income households earning 30% AMI or less. 90% of
households at this income level rep01t being cost burdened. There are 155 more households at this
income level than there are units available affordable to that income. Providing affordable housing
for these households would require additional public subsidies.

While the market cannot provide housing at a cost level affordable to the lowest income earners,
increasing production of market-rate rental housing would greatly help to stabilize or even reduce
rents. The "Housing Needs Assessment" by BERK Consulting estimates there is a 1% vacancy
rate for long-term rental housing. Increasing the supply ofrental housing stock would help reduce
competition for available units and therefore decrease pressure on rents. A healthy rental housing
market should have a 5% vacancy rate to ensure that all households can find a suitable new home
when they need one. To reach this sh01t-term goal, an additional 41 rental housing units would be
needed. However, these 41 units would help to serve the needs of the current population of Cascade
School District. As discussed within the complete report, there are an increasing number of
workers who commute long distance to Leavenworth. In 2014, 944 workers in the Cascade School
District area lived 25 miles away from their job and 755 lived 50 miles away or more. Presumably
at least a po1tion of these workers would prefer to live closer to their workplace if they could find
affordable housing. This finding indicates that the total demand for rental housing in Leavenworth
may far exceed estimates based on current resident population.

According to the "Housing Needs Assessment" by BERK Consulting, most renter households
living in the district have only 1 or 2 members. This indicates that the most effective way to meet
current demand for affordable rental housing would be through encouraging the development of
smaller units in multi-family buildings, perhaps through infill development closer to the city
center. The City should consider examining current zoning, density incentives, and barriers to infill
and redevelopment, such as City processes, codes, or requirements within city limits. Taskforce
provided recommendations to the Planning Commission, and as applicable, this element was
updated to support those recommendations.

Goals and Policies

Encourage the availability of affordable housing to all economic segments of
Goal 1:
the population, promote a variety of residential densities, and housing types, and encourage
preservation of existing housing stock.

Rationale:
This goal will help to ensure that affordable housing is available to all economic
segments of the population.

Policy 1:

Encourage regeneration of existing housing inventories with methods such as:

•

Permitting accessory housing or the division of existing structures in designated singlefamily neighborhoods.

•

Consider implementing methods of siting of manufactured homes.

•

Participating in or sponsoring housing rehabilitation programs offered by state and federal
governments.

Rationale:
This would encourage a more efficient use of existing housing inventories in order
to assist in providing affordable housing.

Policy 2:
Promote the construction ofaffordable housing, particularly for low and moderateincome segments of the population, by exploring all available options, including but not limited to
innovative zoning techniques, pursuing grants, and modification of city fee schedule to
accommodate affordable housing construction.
Rationale:
The low and moderate-income segments of the population need additional help in
acquiring affordable housing.

Policy 3:
Consideration should be given to the provision of diversity in housing types to
accommodate elderly, physically challenged, mentally impaired, and special needs segments of
the population.
Rationale:

Housing types should allow for diversity.

Policy 4:
Encourage areas within the c;ty of Leavenworth and urban growth area to allow
increased densities. Develop regulations which allow for density bonuses or other mechanisms
for higher density and greater utilization of land for housing.

Rationale:
The city has numerous lots of record that are around 2,000 to 4,000 square feet.
Lots that are smaller increase availably, and may be more affordable and reduce the overall housing
cost. Increased densities within the City and the urban growth area, where all urban services are
available, can reduce the cost of housing.

Policy 5:
Encourage ;ncent;ves for developers to construct affordable hous;ng. Encourage
the development of cons;stent, streamlined regulations and procedures wh;ch ma;ntain
env;ronmental quaUty, pubhc health, and safety standards wUhout pos;ng an unnecessary
finandal hnpact on the development of hous;ng.
Rationale:
Incentives which do not compromise public safety will help to convince developers
that construction oflow and moderate-income housing should be considered. Such incentives may
include, but are not limited to, reduced standards for roads, curbs, gutters, reduced lot sizes, density
bonus of 50%, system development charges fee waiver, zero lot line setbacks, consideration of
alternative materials for utilities (e.g. ductile iron pipe vs. PVC), review of energy regulations in
Chelan County, administrative review of lot combinations without the need for plat alterations,
etc. These incentives will be considered in the development regulations subsequent to this
comprehensive plan.

PoUcy 6:
Chelan County and the Chy should encourage ;ncreased densUy ;n communWes
wUh ex;st;ng ;nfrastructure.
Rationale:
The intent of the GMA is to encourage population growth in urban areas, reduce
urban sprawl and thereby lessen the burden on counties to provide urban type infrastructure and
services to large population centers.

Policy 7:
Encourage the creatfon of cluster subdMs;on and/or planned development d;strfot
dens;ty bonus of 50% or greater.
Rationale:
Allowing higher densities promotes a variety of housing types; encourages green
building policies and practices; promotes compact development patterns that encourage the use of
nonmotorized forms of transp01iation; supp01is the integration of trails into the design of new
developments; helps to preserve historic and valuable resource lands outside of the city; and
promotes the integration of affordable housing into new development.

Policy 8:
Reassess and amend as necessary the locatfons, densWes and ratio of d;sn·;bution
of the res;denUal land use des;gnatfons to more proacUvely promote the development ofaffordable
hous;ng vdthin the City and the UGA.

Rationale:
The amount of land available for development, its proximity to urban services and
the allowed densities have a direct relationship to land values. Reducing land costs is generally the
largest single factor in achieving affordability.

Policy 9:
Consider standards which inc01porate inclusionary zoning concepts, on either a
mandatory or voluntary basis, which will set aside a certain portion of the total units being
constructed for low- and moderate-income residents.
Rationale:
Inclusionary zoning promotes flexibility, does not require local tax dollars to fund
construction, and can help avoid problems of over-concentration, isolation and stigmatization of
affordable housing by integrating them throughout the community.

Policy 10:

Encourage the increase of the multifamily residential district in area and location.

Rationale:
Higher density zoning in proximity to the commercial areas will allow for
worliforce housing within walking distance of employment, helps to address the housing needs of
the community, allows for additional housing stock and types, ·encourages affordable housing.
Policy 11:
Promote appropriately buffered multifamily residential development between
existing commercial districts and low density residential districts to provide a transition between
high intensity and low intensity uses.
Rationale: Buffering provides transition areas between low intensity and high intensity uses, and
helps achieve compatibility.

Policy 12:
Evaluate existing land use designations and regulations which may be presenting
barriers to the development ofan adequate supply ofaffordable housing/or all economic segments
of the population.
Rationale:
The City and local jurisdictions should evaluate the impact of land use regulations
on construction cost to identify methods to reduce regulatory complexity and application
processing time to improve service to citizens, expedite development application processing and
reduce development costs.

CITY OF LEAVENWORTH
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

2017
Goals and Policies

CAPITAL FACILITIES
ELEMENT
Goals and Policies
Develop and maintain water, storm, and sanitary sewer facilities
General Goal 1:
capable of serving the anticipated needs of Leavenworth, including the Urban Growth Area
(UGA).

Rationale:
Since one of the primary goals of this plan is to encourage an increased percentage
of the anticipated growth to occur in the UGA, expanded water, storm, and sanitary sewer service
needs can be expected. The City should provide these facilities in the most logical, cost efficient
way possible. The City must follow a set of equitable and consistent policies regarding the
direction, extent, and distribution of cost in developing and maintaining its basic utility systems.
The City should anticipate and plan for the extension of water, storm-water and
Policy I:
sanitmy sewer service to the UGAs identified in this plan.
Rationale:
The UGA is the area where urban densities are expected to occur and the City's
capital facilities planning provides for the logical extension of capital facilities into this area. Cost
savings may be a paii of equitable distribution of infrastructure.
Policy 2:
The timing of utility extensions into the UGA shall be consistent with the adopted
capital facilities plan of the utility purveyor, and shall be coordinated among the different
purveyors, wherever feasible.
Policy 3:
Proposed developments, which are within the UGA but beyond the City limits, shall
be reviewed to ensure compatibility with urban density projections of the comprehensive plan.
Extensions of City water, sewer and/or storm sewer facilities into these areas should occur
concurrently with development, to be paid for by those who are benefiting from the extension, and
may include annexation into the City as a requirement.
Rationale:
City and County coordination for future road and utility locations will allow for
orderly placement of water, sewer, and other City services. Extension of city-operated capital
facilities and public services should not occur beyond the urban growth boundary during the
planning period, excepting for emergency reasons, to remedy a health hazard, or to provide urban
service to an essential public facility. Coordinated placement of services prevents costly relocation
of misplaced or conflicting services.
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Policy 4:
Require individual projects to pay for new and/or expanded capital facilities
necessary to serve their development.
If adequate facilities are cun-ently unavailable (or cannot be made concurrent with
Rationale:
the development) and public funds are not committed to provide such facilities, developers must
provide such facilities at their own expense in order to develop.

Policy 5:
Where a substantial public or system-wide benefit can be demonstrated, the City
should consider participating in the costs of capital facilities improvements which are made in
conjunction with development projects.
Rationale:
Where opportunities exist for timely system-wide and public benefit the City may
be a joint proponent in the utility extension costs.
Policy 6:
Utility easements capable of accommodating present and anticipated utility
extensions should be required dedications by the developer at the time of development.
Rationale:
Acquiring easements at the time of development is more efficient than trying to
acquire them after development has occurred. Consolidate new utility systems into existing rightsof-way and easements whenever possible.
Policy 7:
The City should obtain rights to surface and/or underground water sources
adequate to meet anticipated needs.
Policy 8:
Water rights that run with the land for irrigation purposes should remain with the
land after the land is subdivided.
Rationale:
The current water rights may not be adequate to serve development beyond the 20year planning period. Utilizing in-igation water rights to the lawful extent will allow existing City
water rights greater capacity for meeting potable water demand.
Policy 9:
Consumption ofthe City's water rights should be primarily limited to the UGA and
the City limits.
Rationale:
Allowance of additional hook-ups outside of the City and UGA facilitates
residential densities beyond those of a rural nature. This policy allows the City to continue to be a
limited purveyor of water while not promoting additional urban sprawl.
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Policy 10:
The land use and capital facility elements of the comprehensive plan should be
reflected in implementation of and amendments to the City's water and sewer plans.
Rationale:
and plans.

The Growth Management Act (GMA) requires consistency among plan elements

Policy 11:
Within the UGA, capital facilities planning should encourage shared
responsibilities for financing projects among and between local governments, utility purveyors,
special purpose districts, and the private sector.
The City should consider the use of innovative financing strategies for capital
Policy 12:
improvements, which minimize the financial cost to taxpayers and provide for the equitable
assignment of costs between existing and new development.
Rationale:
The City should coordinate its land use and public works planning activities with
an ongoing program of long-range financial planning to conserve fiscal resources available to
implement the capital facilities plan. The burden for financing capital improvements should be
borne by the primary beneficiaries of the facility and/or service.
Policy 13:
The City encourages the use of Local Improvement District (LID) financing for
improvements in existing developed areas which may not have facilities that meet the current
standards.
Rationale:
Innovative financing strategies can reduce the burden on taxpayers for the provision
of capital facilities.
Policy 14:
Develop and implement an ongoing maintenance program for the existing stormwater system which will improve the fimctioning of the existing system.
Rationale:
Development impacts the storm water drainage system. The 2016 Regional
Stormwater and Wetland Management Master Plan specifies elements of the storm water system
which provides guidance and predictability as to the necessary improvements needed to handle
development. It is beneficial and cost effective to maintain the system in good working order.
In establishing utility rate structures for City utilities such as water, wastewater
Policy 15:
and garbage, the City will recognize maintenance and operation costs, debt service and
replacement costs.
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Rationale:

The Utility Rate Study reflects real costs for services and necessary infrastructure.

Policy 16:
Multiple individual taps to City water transmission mains should be discouraged
in favor of coordinated systems.
Rationale:

Multiple taps weaken the mainlines.

Policy 17:

New interceptor sewer lines should be expanded as needed to serve UGAs.

Rationale:
Septic systems (effluent fields) can fail over time, and introduce health hazards to
the environment. New and expanding sewer lines can reduce such hazard and supports the
anticipated population growth in the UGA.
Policy 18:
schools.

Encourage the shared use of community facilities such as parks, libraries, and

Rationale:
Efficient use of limited space and resources helps sustainable goals.
facilities encourage a sense of community with less maintenance and costs to taxpayers.

Shared

General Goal 2:
Encourage and support school facilities which will contribute to a
quality educational experience for the area's children.

Rationale:
It is recognized that quality education depends upon more than simply providing
modern, well-designed and maintained buildings and facilities. However, it is difficult to establish
a good educational program without adequate grounds, buildings, and furnishings.
Policy 1:
The City should develop, maintain, and support partnerships with the Cascade
School District.
Continue to encourage the school district to pursue capital facilities planning
Policy 2:
efforts to accommodate the projected needs of the expected population grawth in the Leavenworth
area.
General Goal 3:
Develop and maintain parks and recreational facilities capable of
serving the anticipated needs of Leavenworth, including the UGA.

Rationale:
Parks and recreational facilities provide an added attraction to the area, thereby
providing recreational opportunities for residents, as well as directly benefiting the area's tourist
industry.
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Policy 1:
City, county, state, and federal agencies should undertake the development of a
comprehensive recreation plan to aid in determining the actual recreation demand and scope of
needed facilities (trails and parks) for the planning area. This plan should address trail systems
for pedestrians, biking, cross-country skiing, snowmobiling, and bridle trails.
Policy 2:
Support partnerships with other public agencies and private entities, such as the
Upper Valley Parks and Recreation Service Area, the Winter Sports Club, Trout~ Unlimited and
others which provide recreational facilities within the UGA and in the broader, surrounding area.
Rationale:
Development of a coordinated area-wide comprehensive recreation plan will assist
in trail and parks planning and development by insuring a cooperative effmi among agencies.
Pminering with other organizations is more cost efficient and avoids duplication and overlap when
providing recreational services and facilities.
General Goal 4:
Coordinate development and land use consistent with the Parks and
Recreation Element. Encourage the protection of existing open space and/or the conversion
of open space.

Policy 1:
Encourage the preservation and/or increase the amount of publicly-owned park
properties by protecting the existing facilities from land conversions.
Rationale:
This policy protects existing public parks from land use conversion to other uses
while at the same time promoting the expansion of parks in residential areas. Any program
developed will seek to maintain not only the quantity but also the quality of publicly-owned park
and recreation facilities.
General Goal 5:
Develop and maintain adequate police and fire protection for the
anticipated needs of the planning area.

Rationale:
As the planning area grows, the response times for police and fire protection must
be maintained.
Policy 1:
Provide adequate police personnel and equipment to ensure that the public is well
served and protected.
Rationale:
As portions of the planning area grow and become more urban in nature, police
suppmi must be increased to serve the needs of the planning area residents and businesses.
Policy 2:

Continue to support and improve the Chelan County Fire District #3 to provide
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adequate fire protection to all locations in the planning area in terms of quantity and quality of
facilities, equipment, and manpower.
Rationale:
The fire district needs to be maintained and improved as the planning area continues
to develop. Adequate response times should be maintained at all times.
General Goal 6:
Ensure that those public facilities and services necessary to support
development are adequate to serve the development at the time the development is available
for occupancy and use, without decreasing current service levels below locally established
standards.

Rationale:
This is a goal of the GMA. Development should not decrease the established levels
of service for public facilities and services.
The City should consider establishing level of service standards for the different
Policy 1:
types of capital facilities.
Rationale:
Level of service standards provide a means to monitor and evaluate the existing
capacities and any needed improvements related to individual projects and overall growth of the
community.
In order to ensure established levels ofservice are not diminished by development,·
Policy 2:
grmvth should pay for growth.
Rationale:
Existing ratepayers should not be expected to finance additional growth or
experience reduced levels of service because of growth.
General Goal 7:

Rationale:

Provide a means for the siting of essential public facilities.

No comprehensive plan can preclude the siting of essential public facilities.

Essential public facilities which are identified by the county, city or state, by
Policy 1:
regional agreement, or by the Office of Financial Management should be subject to the following
siting process. When essential public facilities are proposed, the local government(s) will:
A. Appoint an advisory County-Wide Project Analysis and Site Evaluation Committee
composed of citizen members selected to represent a broad range of interest groups. It will
be this committee's responsibility to develop specific siting criteria for the proposed
project and to identifY, analyze, and rank potential project sites. In addition, the committee
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shall establish a reasonable time frame for completion of the task.
B. Ensure public involvement through the use of timely press releases, newspaper notices,
public information meetings and public hearings.
C. Notify adjacent jurisdiction of the proposed project and solicit review and comment on the
recommendations made by the Advisory Project Analysis and Site Evaluation Committee.
In determining a local government's fair share of siting ofpublic facilities, the Advisory Countywide Project Analysis and Site Evaluation Committee shall consider at least the following:
A. Existing public facilities and their effect on the community.
B. The relative potential for reshaping the economy, the environment and the community
character resulting from the siting of the facility.

Rationale:
Careful development of siting standards for essential public facilities will help to
ensure that they are appropriately sited and that the impacts to adjacent uses will be mitigated.
Policy 2:
Essential public facilities should not locate in critical areas unless no other
alternative is available.

Rationale:
Resource lands and critical areas are not the appropriate areas for the siting of most
essential public facilities.
Policy 3:
Essential public facilities should not be located beyond UGAs unless they are selfcontained and do not require the extension of urban governmental services.

Rationale:

Most essential public facilities require urban governmental services.

General Goal 8:
Maintain the following public service support facilities which are
identified as Essential Public Facilities:
1. Sanitary sewer treatment plant and conveyance system;
2. Domestic water treatment plant, storage and conveyance system;
3. Chelan County Fire District No. 3 fire station;
4. City Hall; and
5. PWD maintenance shop and yard.
General Goal 9:

Continue to keep water billed vs. production differences less than 3%

Rationale:
Reducing and finding water waste is critical to being efficient and cost effective.
A key method of monitoring water waste is through billed vs. production counts. In addition, this
percent ensures consistency with water withdrawal standards.
General Goal 10:

Address and minimize system's water loss.
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Policy 1:
water use.

The City should maintain better record keeping and metering ofcontractor hydrant

Policy 2:
The City should prohibit unauthorized hydrant use, and address possible hydrant
lock technologies.

Rationale:
Water loss control represents the eff01is of the City to provide accountability in
operations by reliably auditing water supplies and implementing controls to minimize system
losses.
General Goal 11:

Identify and establish water conservation measures.

Rationale:
Education is the main component, both staffing and managers, encouraging
watering at night, reducing time intervals, alternating days, leakage awareness, attending cuffent
"Water Use" awareness training offered by the State and share this with all departments and
through public mailings and in our annual Consumer Confidence Reports.
General Goal 12:

Continue to modernize the metering system city-wide.

Rationale:
The need for year-round residential "customers read" using cuffent technologies
allows for greater accuracy.
General Goal 13:
Encourage recycling and develop I implement recycling program to
reduce waste stream to landfills.

Rationale:
The City recycling program focuses on reducing the waste stream from the cuffent
garbage pickup service. In 2013, the City spent an estimated $192,963 on waste disposal fees for
2,417 tons of trash the City collected. By providing an alternative recycling program for City
residents; the City is looking to reduce the overall tonnage and waste to control future costs of
monthly waste disposal fees.
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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
ELEMENT

Goals and Policies
Goal 1:
Foster a balanced, diversified and sustainable local economy that contributes
to Leavenworth's high quality of life, through the protection and enhancement of the natural,
historical, and cultural amenities, and the improvement of the financial well-being of its
residents.

Rationale:

Values describe what the community really cares about and holds dear.

Policy 1:
Coordinate public and private sector organizations engaged in economic
development planning in the Leavenworth area for the following purposes:
•
•
•

•
•
•

To promote economic health and diversity for the City of Leavenworth and the
surrounding area,
To foster a positive entrepreneurial environment for businesses,
To accommodate a broad mix ofjobs while actively seeking a greater proportion of
living wage jobs that will have greater benefits to a broad cross-section ofthe residents
of the Leavenworth Area,
To ensure that the infi,astructure needed to support the economy is in place,
To develop a highly trained local woriforce that can better compete for meaning/it!
and productive employment, earn a living wage and meet the needs of business, and
To ensure that economic development strategies are carried out in a manner consistent
with other elements ofthe Comprehensive Plans ofthe City ofLeavenworth and Chelan
County. The City of Leavenworth and Chamber of Commerce will monitor issues that
impact the local economy at the County, State and National levels.

Rationale:
Traditionally, local governments have played a significant, though limited role in
shaping how local economies perform. Regional, national and global economies have had a much
greater impact on the local economy than economic development plans and policies adopted by
local jurisdictions. One of the visions of the community is to facilitate the growth, diversification
and stability of Leavenworth's economy, and to create opportunities for meaningful skilled
employment, while maintaining the quality of life. These actions seek to articulate a course to help
to improve the job skills available in the workforce, and bolster several sectors of the local
economy.
Policy 2:
Maintain and enhance the Leavenworth area's natural, historical and cultural
amenities and the City of Leavenworth's Old-World Bavarian Alpine Theme, in order to assist in
attracting new businesses, retaining existing businesses, and promoting economic vitality.

Rationale:

The residents and businesses envision a community that balances the beauty of the

region with a diverse and sustainable economy.
Policy 3:
The economic development element of the Comprehensive Plan should be based
upon the following factors within the community:

• Land suitable for development of commercial and industrial use .
• Infi'astructure including transportation (air, rail, roads) and utilities.
• Housing to support economic growth.
Rationale:
Appropriated area, infrastructure and housing all play a role in the space and
services needed for successful economic development.
Encourage coordination and cooperation at the local and regional level to ensure
Policy 4:
consistency on economic growth considerations.
Rationale:
Coordination at the local and regional level will ensure that all areas of
Leavenworth and the county will be considered in economic development efforts.
Encourage education and provide information on the community strengths,
Policy 5:
marketable factors (i.e. waterfront, quality of life considerations), availability of housing,
infi'astructure, etc. to attract and/or expand commercial and industrial activities.
Rationale:
Economic development recruitment efforts will be more successful if those who are
involved in economic development are kept informed of positive community attributes.
Policy 6:
Continue and support the Council's standing Economic Development Committee;
and interact with the Leavenworth Chamber ofCommerce, Bavarian Village Business Association,
and other similar organizations.
Rationale:
Standing committees help ensure that economic development trends, needs and
desires of Leavenworth and the planning area are current and addressed.
Economic development should be one of the considerations in the process of land
Policy 7:
use planning, transportation planning, infrastructure planning, and the determination of urban
growth boundaries.
Rationale:
Considering economic development in the preparation of other plan elements will
ensure that there is adequate land base, infrastructure, and access to provide for future commercial
and industrial development.
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Policy 8:
Encourage commercial and industrial activities to locate in areas with
infrastructure capacity and the potential to provide adequate, affordable housing and /or
transportation linkages to existing housing.
Rationale:
Adequate infrastructure, access to transportation systems and available work force
are key elements to successful commercial and industrial development.
Develop criteria for considering participation in infi'astructure improvements
Policy 9:
needed to support economic development.
Rationale:
There may be circumstances where local government could participate in
infrastructure improvements if this would encourage economic growth. Long-range financial
planning presents the oppmiunity to schedule projects so that the various steps in development
logically follow one another, with regard to relative urgency, economic desirability, and
community benefit
Policy 10:

Encourage compatible diversification of the economy.

Rationale:
New commercial and industrial activities should be evaluated to ensure that they
are compatible with existing uses so that the area will remain economically viable
Goal 2:
Maintain and enhance year-round opportunities for sustainable tourism in a
manner that recognizes and preserves the area's historic heritage, culture, recreational
amenities and natural setting.

Rationale:
The tourist and hospitality industries are well established as the basis for the
Leavenwo1ih's economy, and its continued health is the key to Leavenworth's future.
Recognize the importance of tourism and its contribution to the health of the
Policy 1:
economy ofLeavenworth.
Rationale:
Tourism has become an important sector that has an impact on development of the
economy. The main benefits of tourism are income creation and generation of jobs.
Policy 2:

Encourage a balanced mix of visitor and resident uses.

Rationale:
Community and tourism leaders should balance an array of impacts that may either
improve or negatively affect communities and their residents. Leaders must be sensitive and
visionary, and must avoid the temptation of glossing over certain difficulties tourism development
creates. Tourism leaders should also balance the opportunities and concerns of all community
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sectors by working against conditions where positive impacts benefit one part of the community
(geographic or social) and negative impacts hmi another. Conversely, community sensitivity to
tourism means avoiding undue burdens on the industry that could thwart its success. The City
should not expect tourism to solve all community problems. Tourism is just one element of a
community. While creative strategic development of tourism amenities and services can enhance
the community or c01Tect local deficiencies, tourism, like all business development, must assure
that its products (attractions and services) attract customers.
Policy 3:
Develop and explore the area's potential for enhanced facilities, services and
events that will appeal to residents and visitors year-round

Rationale:
The ability of the tourism economy to benefit from tourism depends on the
availability of investment to develop the necessary infrastructure and on its ability to supply the
needs of tourists.
Policy 4:
Work with a broad spectrum ofthe community to create public-private partnerships
to develop year-round visitor potential.

Rationale:

Leavenworth is an attractive community for investors.

Policy 5:
Develop marketing strategies to maximize tourism opportunities to help maintain
existing industries and quality of life.

Rationale:

See above

Policy 6:
Promote and develop diversified opportunities that meet the needs ofresidents and
visitors, including cultural, recreational, Agri-tourism and other opportunities.

Rationale:
Diversification of the economic base can provide stability if there is an economic
down-turn in the existing commercial/industrial activities of the Leavenworth and the planning
area
Policy 7:

Develop interpretive and interactive opportunities.

Rationale:
Providing directed experiences enables the participant to form their own intellectual
and emotional connections to the experience.
Goal 3:
Strengthen, preserve and enhance the Leavenworth Commercial districts as
an active and economically viable place to shop, conduct business, reside, and enjoy events.
Enhance and attract small and medium sized businesses, which serve the community's needs
for goods and services.
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Rationale:
Commercial activities in the city are permitted in three commercial districts based
on their functional similarities and locational requirements. Small retail and service shops in the
Central Commercial district serve a compact I concentrated pedestrian tourism. Larger stores with
more goods and services, not properly a part of the central area, is found in the General
Commercial district. The Tourist Commercial district classification is intended to be applied to
areas suitable and desirable for motels, restaurants, service stations and similar uses to
accommodate auto-oriented patrons.
Policy 1:
Maintain and enhance the Old-World Bavarian Alpine Theme within the City of
Leavenworth.

Rationale:
The Old-World Bavarian Alpine Theme is a critical component in the tourist
experience; and the economic driver of tourism economy in Leavenworth.
Policy 2:
Promote development of commercial uses that serve local needs and diversifo the
selection of conveniently located goods and services.

Rationale:
Location is important for businesses in the retail and hospitality trades because they
rely a great deal on visibility and exposure to their target markets. Location is also important for
service ventures, which have such costs as advertising, promotion, and distribution that are a direct
result of where they're located.
Policy 3:
Plan and provide capital improvements to attract new businesses and
entrepreneurs, enhance existing businesses, and serve the commercial needs of the community.

Rationale:
Investments in Leavenworth's commercial areas, neighborhoods, water,
stormwater and sewer systems, parks, streets, and public facilities are an essential component of
providing a comprehensive and functional plan for economic development of the future.
Policy 4:
community.

Promote redevelopment efforts that meet the commercial and service needs of the

Rationale:
local needs.

Redevelopment for commercial and service properties is an option that can address

Policy 5:

Encourage efficient City permitting and design review processes.

Rationale:
Policies are needed which help to guide the City in streamlining its permit
processing system to provide timely, fair and predictable permit processing. When implemented,
these measures will help to ensure that the City will not miss opportunities for economic
development due to delay or unce1iainty of process

Page ED - 5

Policy 6:
objectives:
•
•

Rationale:
economy.

Ensure that the area's public facilities and improvements accomplish the following
Encourage safe pedestrian movement through the Districts and into shops and
businesses;
Provide adequate signage, convenient restrooms and parking.

Public facilities that allow for circulation, access, and amenities support a healthy

Policy 7:
Maintain and enhance the pedestrian oriented character of the commercial areas,
where appropriate.

Rationale:
In a pedestrian oriented area, pleasant, safe, and enjoyable walking opportunities
are critical for the well-being of the business community.
Policy 8:

Encourage development that contributes to the area's small-town atmosphere.

Rationale:
A small town atmosphere is associated with a feeling of calm, security, and
inclusion. This sense of area can promote an enjoyable experience which may encourage a return
trip or positive review.
Encourage coordination with and bef:v.Jeen the City of Leavenworth, Chamber of
Policy 9:
Commerce, Bavarian Village Business Association, service organizations, and other similar
groups.

Rationale:
Coordination with the business community encourages ideas and solutions that may
not be accomplished by a single entity.
Policy 10:
Allow the continuation of mixed-use development in Leavenworth with residential
use of upper floors in the downtown core.
Goal 4:
Recognize and encourage economic development efforts to support and
diversify regional economies.

Rationale:
The City of Leavenworth is not located within a vacuum. Regional and local
economies are, or should be, supportive of each other, or at a minimum, not conflicting or hmmful.
Policy 1:
Recognize regional Agri-tourism as a part of the economic matrix of the
community; and potential trends in tourism: Wedding; Historical; Culinary; and Wine/beer/spirits
with existing recreation and hospitality.
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Rationale:
The continued operation of area agriculture contributes positively to the well-being
of visitors and residents. Value-added agricultural activities strengthen and diversify the regional
economy.
Recognize that forest management contributes positively to the well-being of
Policy 2:
visitors and residents in several ways:
•
•
•
•

Management of timber resources,
Fire protection,
Employment in forest related activities,
Management of hazardous trees.

Rationale:
The City of Leavenwmih is sunounded by forested lands that add to the visual
impact of the Old-World Bavarian Alpine Theme and overall beauty of the City.
Policy 3:
Encourage the management of healthy forest stands that allows for long-term
sustainability and the reduction offire hazards while preserving the view shed.
Rationale:
The Old-World Bavarian Alpine Theme fits perfectly with the soaring Cascade
Mountains and sunounding forest lands.
Goal 5:
Strengthen and build upon the many recreational amenities available within
the Leavenworth and the surrounding area.

Rationale:
Recreation and tourism are linked in many ways. Both are what most would
considerable a part of any planned vacation.
Policy 1:
Recognize that Leavenworth is an area with a multitude of recreational
opportunities and that participation in these activWes is growing among residents and visitors.
Rationale:
Over time, the economic drivers of the community have changed or evolved; and
one is the differing, varied and enthusiastically sought recreation of the area.
Policy 2:
Encourage the development and maintenance of year-round recreational
opportunities to support use by local residents and visitors in an environmentally sound way,
including:
•
•
•
Rationale:

Enhancement of existing parks and trails,
Linkage of trails and park systems, and
Development of new facilities.
Recreation should be within the environmental constraints of the location.
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Introduction of an unsustainable recreation outside of the environment is costly, and prone to fail.
Policy 3:
Support public/private partnerships that develop and promote recreational
opportunities.
Rationale:

Partnerships encourage shared ownership, diversity, and longevity.

Goal 6:
amenities.

Strengthen and build upon Leavenworth's many cultural and historical

Policy 1:
Recognize, encourage and support the continued success ofLeavenworth's cultural
resources, including theatre, museum, art, and other resources.
Rationale:
Cunently, the City has varied cultural resources such as the Upper Valley Museum,
Wenatchee River Institute at Barn Beach Reserve, Summer Theatre and Art in the Park, Icicle
Creek Music Center, Audubon Center; and the continuation of these resources emiches the
community for residents and visitors alike.
Policy 2:
Encourage opportunities for public/private partnerships in the development of
Leavenworth's cultural resources, including theatre, museum, art, and other resources.
Goal 7:
Support current commercial and industrial enterprises, and encourage the
formation of businesses and the relocation of businesses to Leavenworth as a vital part of the
area's economy.

Rationale:
Economic development is proceeding at a rapid rate in response to competitive
regional, national and international trends. It is very important that economic development
planning efforts in Leavenworth and the surrounding area be focused in a flexible and strategic
economic development manner that is capable of responding to current and future economic
opportunities and challenges while meeting the needs of the local community.
Policy I:

Assist in the identification and recruitment of new businesses.

Attract employers who use a wide range of job skills to create employment
Policy 2:
opportunities for all residents in the Leavenworth Area.
Policy 3:
technology.

Encourage businesses to invest in modernization and environmentally sound

Policy 4:

Encourage the export of local goods and services throughout the global economy.

Encourage the location or relocation of clean industry, which has minimal impact
Policy 5:
on environmental quality.
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Policy 6:

Encourage the formation and expansion of cottage industries and light industry.

Goal 8:
Encourage adequate infrastructure for business, education, public affairs and
consumer uses.

Policy 1:
Recognize that an adequate infrastructure is fimdamental to Leavenworth's ability
to attract and retain jobs.
Encourage the continued operation of the Cascade Medical Center and Hospital
Policy 2:
Districts efforts to maintain and enhance the medical facilities, rehabilitation centers and
emergency services.
Rationale:
The Cascade Medical Center and other medical services are large employers
provide and attract similar services to the community.
Policy 3:

Encourage local utilities to continue to install telecommunications infrastructure.

Rationale:
Within the modem age, telecommunications is a fundamental component to many
and varied businesses with a significant growth trend and dependency for success of business.
Policy 4:
Enhance transportation systems that provide access to, within, and from
Leavenworth for residents and visitors.
Rationale:
Transpo1iation is a fundamental component of commerce; and efficient
roads/highways, bus service (Link), train service, air service (via Wenatchee), and bicycle and
pedestrian routes encourages and supports daily business operations.
\

Goal 9:
Provide an adequate amount of appropriately zoned land to support
commercial and industrial development in the City of Leavenworth and in unincorporated
areas of Chelan County.

Rationale:
Policies incorporated which ensure that Leavenworth will have an adequate supply
of appropriately zoned land to support future commercial and industrial development fosters a
healthy economic development strategy. The City also recognizes and encourages the Port of
Chelan's efforts to promote industrial development within the region.
Policy]:
Cooperate with Chelan County to ensure that high intensity commercial and
industrial activities are within urban growth areas (UGAs) where adequate public facilities and
services exist, or will be provided at the time of development.
Rationale:
These provisions help ensure that government agencies and other entities work
together to develop and implement consistent strategies that promote the economic health and
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diversity of the area.

Policy 2:
Expand existing commercial and industrial zones consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan.
Provide effective separation of conflicting land uses through buffering, setbacks,
Policy 3:
zone uses allowed, and transition zones.
Goal 10:
Encourage the development of a parking management strategy; and identify
parking needs and resolutions.

Rationale:
Due to competing needs for parking, there are often conflicts (real and perceived)
between residential, customer, employee, and visitor parking. In addition, the capacity of parking
during events and high-volume times, appear inadequate which adds to congestion and frustration
of visitors, residents and the community as a whole. The study of parking is to develop parking
management strategies to encourage prosperous commercial environment consistent with the plan.
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HOUSING
ELEMENT
Goals and Policies

Encourage the availability of affordable housing to all economic segments of
Goal 1:
the population, promote a variety of residential densities, and housing types, and encourage
preservation of existing housing stock.

Rationale:
This goal will help to ensure that affordable housing is available to all economic
segments of the population.
Policy 1:

Encourage regeneration of existing housing inventories with methods such as:

• Permitting accessory housing or the division of existing structures in designated singlefamily neighborhoods.

• Consider implementing methods ofsiting of manufactured homes.
• Participating in or sponsoring housing rehabilitation programs offered by state and federal
governments.
Rationale:
This would encourage a more efficient use of existing housing inventories in order
to assist in providing affordable housing.
Policy 2:
Promote the construction ofaffordable housing, particularly for low and moderateincome segments of the population, by exploring all available options, including but not limited to
innovative zoning techniques, pursuing grants, and modification of city fee schedule to
accommodate affordable housing construction.
Rationale:
The low and moderate-income segments of the population need additional help in
acquiring affordable housing.
Policy 3:
Consideration should be given to the provision of diversity in housing types to
accommodate elderly, physically challenged, mentally impaired, and special needs segments of
the population.
Rationale:

Housing types should allow for diversity.

Policy 4:
Encourage areas within the City of Leavenworth and urban growth area to allow
increased densities. Develop regulations which allow for density bonuses or other mechanisms
for higher density and greater utilization of land for housing.

Rationale:
The city has numerous lots of record that are around 2,000 to 4,000 square feet.
Lots that are smaller increase availably, and may be more affordable and reduce the overall housing
cost. Increased densities within the City and the urban growth area, where all urban services are
available, can reduce the cost of housing.
Policy 5:
Encourage incentives for developers to construct affordable housing. Encourage
the development of consistent, streamlined regulations and procedures which maintain
environmental quality, public health, and safety standards without posing an unnecessary
financial impact on the development of housing.
Rationale:
Incentives which do not compromise public safety will help to convince developers
that construction oflow and moderate-income housing should be considered. Such incentives may
include, but are not limited to, reduced standards for roads, curbs, gutters, reduced lot sizes, density
bonus of 50%, system development charges fee waiver, zero lot line setbacks, consideration of
alternative materials for utilities (e.g. ductile iron pipe vs. PVC), review of energy regulations in
Chelan County, administrative review of lot combinations without the need for plat alterations,
etc. These incentives will be considered in the development regulations subsequent to this
comprehensive plan.
Chelan County and the City should encourage increased density in communities
Policy 6:
with existing infrastructure.
Rationale:
The intent of the GMA is to encourage population growth in urban areas, reduce
urban sprawl and thereby lessen the burden on counties to provide urban type infrastructure and
services to large population centers.
Encourage the creation of cluster subdivision and/or planned development district
Policy 7:
density bonus of 50% or greater.
Rationale:
Allowing higher densities promotes a variety of housing types; encourages green
building policies and practices; promotes compact development patterns that encourage the use of
nonmotorized forms of transportation; suppmis the integration of trails into the design of new
developments; helps to preserve historic and valuable resource lands outside of the city; and
promotes the integration of affordable housing into new development.
Policy 8:
Reassess and amend as necessmy the locations, densities and ratio of distribution
ofthe residential land use designations to more proactively promote the development ofaffordable
housing within the City and the UGA.
Rationale:

The amount of land available for development, its proximity to urban services and
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the allowed densities have a direct relationship to land values. Reducing land costs is generally the
largest single factor in achieving affordability.
Policy 9:
Consider standards which incorporate inclusionary zoning concepts, on either a
mandatory or voluntary basis, which will set aside a certain portion of the total units being
constructed for low- and moderate-income residents.

Rationale:
Inclusionary zoning promotes flexibility, does not require local tax dollars to fund
construction, and can help avoid problems of over-concentration, isolation and stigmatization of
affordable housing by integrating them throughout the community.
Policy JO:

Encourage the increase of the multifamily residential district in area and location.

Rationale:
Higher density zoning in proximity to the commercial areas will allow for
worlforce housing within walking distance of employment, helps to address the housing needs of
the community, allows for additional housing stock and types, encourages affordable housing.
Policy 11:
Promote appropriately buffered multifamily residential development between
existing commercial districts and low density residential districts to provide a transition between
high intensity and low intensity uses.

Rationale: Buffering provides transition areas between low intensity and high intensity uses, and
helps achieve compatibility.
Policy 12:
Evaluate existing land use designations and regulations which may be presenting
barriers to the development ofan adequate supply ofaffordable housing for all economic segments
of the population.

Rationale:
The City and local jurisdictions should evaluate the impact of land use regulations
on construction cost to identify methods to reduce regulatory complexity and application
processing time to improve service to citizens, expedite development application processing and
reduce development costs.
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LAND USE
ELEMENT
Goals and Policies
Goal 1:
Provide sufficient land area and densities to meet Leavenworth's projected
needs for housing, employment and public facilities.

Rationale:
The GMA addresses growth by requiring local communities to engage in twentyyear land use planning and to concentrate development in urbanized areas to use infrastructure
efficiently. Allocating sufficient area and assigning densities accomplishes this fundamental
component of the act.
Goal 2:
Ensure that development regulations, including the allowed densities, uses and
site requirements, implement Leavenworth's preferred land use pattern (Land Use
Designation Map).

Rationale:
Development regulations must implement the goals and policies of the
Comprehensive Plan.
Goal3:
Allow new development only where adequate public facilities and services can
be provided.

Rationale:
Investments in Leavenworth's neighborhoods, water, stmmwater and sewer
systems, parks, streets, and public facilities are an essential component of providing a
comprehensive and functional land use plan. The City must follow a set of equitable and consistent
policies regarding the direction, extent, and distribution of cost in developing and maintaining its
basic utility systems. The capital facility provisions of the GMA reflect two major public policy
objectives: to reduce the costs of serving new development with public facilities; and to ensure
that public facilities will be available at the time of development.
Goal 4:
Provide an appropriate level of flexibility through development regulations
which promote efficient use of buildable land. Balance this flexibility with other community
goals and the need for predictability in decision making. Achieve this through measures such
as clustering that preserves open space and administrative deviations for minor variations/
deviations from prescribed standards.

Rationale:
Rigid prescriptive regulations, rules and requirements are unable to address all
aspects of community desires and implementation of the Compressive Plan. Some areas within
the regulations, rules and requirements need to be performance based to add variety, address
complexity, and allow options not availed within strict conformance with regulations, rules and
requirements. Administrative discretion allows effective decisions while serving the public
interest.
Goal 5:
Encourage infill development on suitable vacant parcels and redevelopment of
underutilized parcels. Ensure that the height, bulk and design of infill and redevelopment

projects are compatible with their surroundings.

Rationale:
Effective use of vacant and underutilized lands can be accomplished by infill. Infill
is cost effective regarding the use of existing infrastructure to supp01i development, and reduces
sprawl.
Goal 6:
Provide opportunities for shops, services, recreation and access to healthy food
sources within walking or bicycling distance of homes, work places and other gathering
places

Rationale:
In addition to the Parks and Recreation Element, land use should consider urban
planning approaches that increase physical activity.
Goal 7:
Design developments to encourage access by modes of travel other than
driving alone, such as walking, bicycling and transit, and to provide connections to the
nonmotorized system.

Rationale:
In addition to the Parks and Recreation & Transportation Element, land use pattems
can suppo1i, provide and/or encourage altemative modes of transportation.
Goal 8:
Maintain development regulations to promote compatibility between uses;
retain desired neighborhood character; ensure adequate light, air and open space; protect
and improve environmental quality; and manage potential impacts on public facilities and
services. Through these regulations address features including, but not limited to:
impervious surface area and lot coverage; building height, bulk, placement and separation;
development intensity; access and connections; and landscaping/ open space.

Rationale:
Zoning ordinances are a valid exercise of the police power of the City, and provide
for the public health, safety, morals, or general welfare of a community.
\

Goal 9:
Promote compatibility between land uses and minimize land use conflicts
when there is potential for adverse impacts on lower intensity or more sensitive uses by
ensuring that uses or structures meet performance standards that limit adverse impacts,
such as noise, vibration, smoke and fumes.

Rationale:
Allowing regulations to reduce or remove impacts from noise, light, pollution,
and/or vibration to neighboring properties can contribute to neighborhood harmony.
Goal 10:
Provide needed facilities that serve the general public, such as facilities for
education, libraries, parks, culture and recreation, police and fire, transportation and
utilities. Ensure that these facilities are located in a manner that is compatible with growth
patterns.

Rationale:
A well-functioning community depends on the availability of a variety of facilities
and services. Schools, libraries, and facilities for enjoying recreation are essential to the social and
cultural vibrancy of the community. The health of the community depends on the availability of
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clean water and adequate wastewater collection.
Goal 11:
Encourage development to occur in urban areas where adequate public
facilities and services exist or can be provided in an efficient manner.

Rationale:
Planning ahead is good management. Land Use that is consistent with capital
facilities plans help the City use its limited funding wisely and most efficiently to maximize the
City's resources. Eliminate sprawling, low-density development that is expensive to deliver
services to and is destructive to critical areas, rural areas, and resource values
Goal 12:
Prohibit extension of sanitary sewer services into rural lands in
unincorporated Chelan County except to resolve health and environmental emergencies.

Rationale:
RCW 36.70A.030 (12) and (13) define public facilities and public services, which
in addition to those defined as urban services, also include streets, roads, highways, sidewalks,
street and road lighting systems, traffic signals, parks and recreational facilities, and schools,
public health and environmental protection, and other governmental services. Although some of
these services may be provided in rural areas, urban areas are typically served by higher capacity
systems capable of providing adequate services at urban densities. Stmm and sanitary sewer
systems are the only services that are generally exclusively for urban areas. Outside of urban areas,
sanitary sewer systems are appropriate in limited circumstances when necessary to protect basic
public health and safety and the environment.
Goal 13:
Allow exceptions to extend domestic water service to unincorporated Chelan
County where the extension will not encourage the conversion of agricultural or rural lands
to urban densities.

Rationale:
Reduced conversion of undeveloped land into sprawling, low-density development
is a GMA goal.
Goal 14:
Maintain a process to site essential public facilities that requires consistency
of the proposed facility with the Comprehensive Plan; emphasizes public involvement;
identifies and minimizes adverse impacts; and promotes equitable location of these facilities
throughout the city, county and state.

Rationale:
Because of their potential size or nature, essential public facilities (EPFs) can have
a substantial impact on land use and affect the overall character of Leavenworth. Some essential
public facilities may warrant significant environmental mitigation to protect critical areas, aquifer
recharge areas, or other environmentally sensitive areas. UGAs are required to plan essential public
facilities to maintain levels of service to the public as growth occurs over the planning period. The
County-wide Planning Policies No. 3 establishes a process to site essential public facilities.
Goal 15:
Ensure that decisions on land use designations and zoning are consistent with
the City's vision and policies as articulated in the Comprehensive Plan.

Rationale:

The GMA provides the tools to counties and cities to manage and direct growth to
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urban areas where public facilities and services can be provided most efficiently, to protect rural
character, to protect critical areas and to conserve natural resource lands.
Natural Systems and Critical Areas

The GMA requires all cities, towns, and counties in the State to classify, designate and protect
"critical areas." Critical areas include wetlands, aquifer recharge areas, frequently flooded areas,
fish and wildlife conservation areas, and geologically hazardous areas that include erosion hazard,
landslide hazard, mine hazard, seismic hazard, and volcanic hazard areas.
The GMA requires provisions for the protection of the quality and quantity of ground water used
for public water supplies. In addition, the Land Use Element of the Comprehensive Plan is required
to provide guidance for the review of drainage, flooding, and storm water run-off and to provide
guidance for c01Tective actions to mitigate or cleanse those discharges that pollute waters of the
state.
Goal 1:
Encourage land use practices that protect the integrity of the natural
environment to ensure that the community has adequate clean water and air and to
otherwise maintain a healthy human environment. Promote use of techniques, such as
stormwater utility funds, conservation easements, sensitive site planning, best land
management practices and flexible regulations, to help retain and protect open space,
environmentally critical areas, and unique natural features.

Rationale:
Most of the potentially negative impacts on critical areas result from existing and
future land use practices. The most effective way to protect the resources, as mandated by the
GMA, is to strive for land use practices that minimize or eliminate potential negative
consequences.
Policy 1:
Utilize SEPA, the Shoreline Master Program, Flood Hazard Reduction, and
Critical Areas policies and regulations to ensure protection ofthe natural environment and critical
resources.

Rationale:

Regulations already exist that provide for environmental protection.

Policy 2:
Discourage development in areas of natural hazard such as those susceptible to
landslide, flood, avalanche, unstable soils, and excessive slopes.

Rationale:
Discouraging development in natural hazard areas helps to protect the public health,
safety, and general welfare.
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Policy 3:
Continue to implement the excavation and grading ordinance to regulate
excavation, grading, and earthwork construction activities.
Rationale:
Uncontrolled filling and grading can cause erosion and siltation of streams, rivers,
and ponds. These activities can also be detrimental to adjacent properties.
Policy 4:
Require that excavation activities are conducted in a manner which minimizes the
introduction ofsuspended solids, leaching of contaminants, or disturbance to habitats.
Rationale:
Uncontrolled dredging and filling activities can negatively impact fish habitat and
water quality.
Policy 5:
Appropriate conditions shall be placed on development to ensure that negative
impacts to critical areas are avoided or mitigated.
Rationale:
Review of development proposals is essential to determine the potential for adverse
impacts to the critical area or the development.
The City shall give special consideration to conservation or protection measures
Policy 6:
necessary to preserve or enhance anadromous fisheries.
Rationale:
The Wenatchee River is home to several fish species that are listed as threatened or
endangered under the Federal Endangered Species Act. Special consideration of measures to
conserve and/or protect these species is a City responsibility.
Goal 2:
Use Best Available Science in classifying, designating, and regulating Critical
Areas within the City of Leavenworth.

Rationale:
RCW 36.70A.172 requires that the City consider best available science as it
classifies, designates, and regulates critical areas.
Goal 3:
Provide :flexibility in regulation of land uses in critical areas, recognizing that
the GMA encourages development within cities in order to limit urban sprawl.

Rationale:
The GMA requires all cities and counties to adopt development regulations that
protect critical areas and conserve natural resource lands. One of the core tenets of the GMA is to
reduce sprawl by concentrating development in areas planned to accommodate new growth. It is
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imperative that the UGAs established in cooperation with Chelan County be allowed to develop
with the types and densities described in adopted comprehensive plans if the cities and County are
to be consistent with adopted plans. Therefore, there must be some flexibility in the regulation of
critical areas in order to accommodate future growth and development in identified critical areas
within the UGA.
Policy I:
Protect critical areas by encouraging the use of innovative techniques on or
adjacent to critical areas. Such techniques may include: clustering, conservation easements, land
trusts, and the Public Benefit Rating System.
Rationale:
Innovative techniques can benefit the public and the land owner and can help to
protect critical areas.
Policy 2:
Support the efforts of public and private organizations, whose goal is the
preservation or conservation of critical areas.
Rationale:
This option allows interested private and public organizations to purchase lands
they wish to put into long-term conservation or preservation programs.
Policy 3:
Allow for open space and recreational use of critical areas where such use does
not negatively impact critical areas.
Rationale:
Open space and recreational use of critical areas provides an opportunity for
residents and visitors to enjoy the natural amenities of the area.
Goal 4:
Identify and protect critical areas and provide for reasonable use of private
property while mitigating significant adverse environmental impacts.

Rationale:
Preservation of critical areas will help protect the environment and maintain and
enhance the quality of life. Implementation regulations should provide for reasonable use of
private property.
Policy I:

ClassifY, designate, and protect frequently flooded areas.

Rationale:
Floodplains and other areas subject to flooding perform impmiant hydrologic
functions. Classification of frequently flooded areas should include, at a minimum, the 100-year
floodplain designations of the Federal Emergency Management Agency and the National Flood
Insurance Program.
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Policy 2:
Regulate the development of floodplains in order to help mitigate the loss of
floodplain storage capacity.
Rationale:
The loss of floodwater storage results in a potentially greater level of destruction to
downstream properties from the resultant higher flood elevations and water flow velocities.

Policy 3:

ClassifY, designate, and protect wetlands.

Rationale:
Wetlands assist in the reduction of erosion, siltation, flooding, ground and surface
water pollution, and provide wildlife, plant, and fish habitat. Wetland destruction or impairment
may result in increased public and private costs or property losses. Utilize the 2016 Stormwater I
Wetland Management Plan and/or site mapping to classify, designate, and protect wetlands.

Policy 4:

ClassifY, designate, and protect geologically hazardous areas.

Rationale:
Geologically hazardous areas include areas susceptible to erosion, sliding,
eaiihquake, or other geological events. They pose a threat to the health and safety of citizens when
incompatible commercial, residential, or industrial development is sited in areas of significant
hazard. Some geological hazards can be reduced or mitigated by engineering, design, or modified
construction or mining practices so that risks to health and safety are acceptable. When technology
cannot reduce risks to acceptable levels, building in geologically hazardous areas is best avoided.

Policy 5:
ClassifY, designate, and protect fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas.
Utilize the Washington Department ofFish and Wildlife published a Priority Habitats and Species
(P HS) list. Priority species include State Endangered, Threatened, Sensitive, and Candidate
species; animal aggregations (e.g., heron colonies, bat colonies) considered vulnerable; and
species of recreational, commercial, or tribal importance that are vulnerable.
Rationale:
The preservation of fish and wildlife habitat helps to ensure the survival of fish and
wildlife species in the community and sunounding area and retention of open space and recreation
opportunities associated with fish and wildlife habitat.

Policy 6:
Critical areas shall be classified and designated based upon the criteria established
in Washington Administrative Code Chapter 365-190-040 and -080 (as they exist or are
hereinafter amended) entitled "Minimum Guidelines to ClassifY Agriculture, Forest, Mineral
Lands and Critical Areas."
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Rationale:
Minimum standards have been recommended by the State for identifying resource
lands and critical areas.
Policy 7:
Encourage the restoration and enhancement and protect the fimctions and values
of critical areas.
Rationale:
The enhancement and restoration of critical areas improves the functions and values
they provide.
Policy 8:
The goals and policies ofthe Leavenworth Shoreline Master Program, as amended,
are considered an element of the City of Leavenworth Comprehensive Plan, and are included by
reference as iffitlly set forth herein.
Rationale:
The GMA requires that shoreline master goals and polices be integrated as an
element of the comprehensive plan.
Goal 5:

Protect water quality.

Rationale:
The protection of water quality is impmiant for the public health, the local
economy, the environment, and helps to maintain the high quality of life.
Policy 1:
Adopt and implement storm water and drainage standards within the corporate
limits and UGA that protect water resources from impacts caused by development, utilizing source
control, on-site detention, and treatment of storm water, where appropriate. Where approved
public or private storm drain systems do not exist, require new development to collect, treat, and
dispose of its storm water runoff in an engineered system on-site.
Rationale:
Areas with a history of flooding are important to preserve not only for their benefits
to the overall storm water drainage system, but also to prevent large public and private
expenditures associated with damage from floodwaters. It is also very important to ensure against
contamination of these areas through proper management of surface water and storm water runoff.
Policy 2:
Storm-water that is collected by a storm sewer system should not be directly
discharged into water sources without appropriate treatment.
Storm water can cany many pollutants such as fecal colifmm bacteria, gas, oil,
Rationale:
pesticides, and fertilizers.
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Policy 3:
programs.

Encourage and support fitture and ongoing state water quality monitoring

Rationale:
Monitoring of water quality helps to determine the impacts of growth and
development to water quality. Should water quality problems arise, determining the sources of
water quality degradation, and educational and regulatory tools to maintain or improve water
quality would be necessary.
Support water quality education programs which inform local citizens and visitors
Policy 4:
about water quality issues.
Rationale:
Education programs can be an effective approach to maintaining or enhancing
water quality.
Policy 5:
Encourage appropriate regulatory agencies to actively pursue violators who
illegally discharge ·waste into rivers, lakes, and streams.
Rationale:
Enforcement of water quality and waste disposal standards is a key element in
maintaining contaminant-free water resources.
Policy 6:
Support ongoing health department efforts to adequately monitor on-site septic
systems, and require the repair offailing on-site septic systems.
Rationale:
Failing on-site septic systems have the potential to introduce fecal coliform and
bacteria into water systems.
Protect the availability of potable water by nnnzmzzmg the potential for
Policy 7:
contamination ofground water sources from residential, commercial, and industrial activities.
Rationale:

The maintenance of a safe potable water supply is vital to the City.

Policy 8:

Encourage the restoration of contaminated ground water sources.

Rationale:
The restoration of contaminated ground water helps to meet County needs for
potable water and is beneficial to the environment.
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Policy 9:
ClassifY, designate, and protect areas with a critical recharging effect on aquifers
used for potable water.
Rationale:
Potable water is an essential life-sustaining element. Much of Leavenw01ih's
drinking water comes from groundwater supplies. Once groundwater is contaminated it is difficult,
costly, and sometimes impossible to clean it up.

Policy I 0:
Continue to support and participate in the implementation of the Wenatchee
Watershed Management Plan
Rationale:
Coordination and supp01i among different stakeholders in protecting critical areas
provides added opportunities to create complementary programs or preservation which may result
in more efficient and effective results. Paiinering and sharing of resources also demonstrates that
the City of Leavenworth and the smTounding area recognize the importance of natural resources
and critical areas. The mission of the Wenatchee Planning Unit is "to collaboratively develop a
management plan for sustaining and improving watershed and community health by protecting
water resources, habitat and water use in a way that balances the educational, economic and
recreational values associated with a healthy community." The main objectives of the Wenatchee
Watershed Management Plan are to: identify strategies that will help meet current and future needs
for both in-stream and out-of-stream uses; to protect and enhance habitat of threatened, endangered
and culturally important species thereby improving overall habitat function and connectivity in the
watershed; and to address impacts to water bodies that do not meet state and federal water quality
standards.

Goal 6:

Protect and maintain air quality.

Rationale:
The protection of air quality is important for the public health, the local economy,
and the environment; and helps to maintain the high quality oflife enjoyed by residents and visitors
alike.

Policy I:
Recognize the potential benefits of public water, rail, electric, alternative fitels,
non-motorized, and air transportation in helping maintain local air quality.
Rationale:
Moving people and goods by alternative means or in a more efficient manner should
reduce emissions, and therefore help maintain acceptable air quality.

Policy 2:
Ensure that industrial development meets air quality standards and does not
significantly affect adjacent property.
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Rationale:
Air pollution can cause health problems, obscure visibility, create unpleasant odors,
and damage animal and plant life.
Goal 7:
Ensure that development minimizes impacts upon significant natural, historic,
and cultural features and preserves their integrity.

Rationale:
These features are an imp01iant part of the suIToundings that contribute to the area's
high quality of life.
Encourage development that is compatible with the natural environment and
Policy 1:
minimizes impacts to significant natural and scenic features.
Rationale:
The design of development proposals should consider the relationship with the
natural environment from both aesthetic and environmental perspectives. Capitalizing on natural
features can enhance the quality of new development while minimizing potential adverse impacts
and exposure.
Policy 2:
Local government should work closely with private organizations and those
agencies that manage public lands to ensure that local interests are emphasized
Rationale:
Because of the proximity of the planning area to large sections of public lands, the
imp01iance of management that reflects local interest cannot be over-emphasized.
The City recognizes the importance ofnatural area preserves and natural resource
Policy 3:
conservation areas. Leavenworth will promote preserves and conservation areas and support the
prohibition of inappropriate development within a preserve or a conservation area.
Rationale:
features.

Natural resource conservation areas are imp01iant for preservation of natural

Policy 4:
Establish a framework for the identification of archeological and significant
historical sites and structures within the City and its UGA.
Rationale:
The GMA requires the identification of lands, sites, and structures that have
historical or archaeological significance.
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Policy 5:
Encourage the preservation of lands, sites, and structures that have historical or
archaeological significance.
Rationale:

The GMA encourages the preservation of such areas.

Resource Lands

The GMA, RCW 36.70A.060 (4), states that "forest land and agricultural land located within
UGAs shall not be designated by a county or city as forest land or agricultural land of long-term
commercial significance under RCW 36.70A. l 70 unless the city or county has enacted a program
authorizing transfer or purchase of development rights." Mineral lands of long term commercial
significance may be designated in cities and UGAs since RCW 36.70A.060 (4) does not prohibit
this.
However, while the City's UGA does not have any agricultural or forest lands of long term
significance, there are numerous existing orchards in the area. Thus, the possibility exists of land
use conflicts between urban development and orchards in the UGA. Therefore, the City should
work with Chelan County on developing language to be placed on plats dealing with the potential
conflict between urban development and agricultural practices occmTing in the same area. The
language should include a provision for dismissing nuisance suits against agricultural practices.
Mineral Resource Lands Goals

Mineral resource lands are defined in the GMA as "lands that are not already characterized by
urban growth and that have long-te1m commercial significance for the extraction of minerals"
(RCW 36.70A.l 70). Mineral resource lands oflong-term commercial significance are to include,
at a minimum, land with the potential for extracting sand, gravel, and valuable metallic substances
on a long-term basis. Mineral resources mined in Chelan County provide valuable materials to the
local economy.
Encourage the reclamation of existing mineral resource lands for the highest
Goal 1:
and best use.

Rationale:
Reclamation and re-use of a site to the "highest and best" use should be encouraged.
Resource lands should be located in appropriate rural areas outside of the City. The City and its
UGA do not have any designated mineral resource lands.
Residential

This section addresses land use policies relating to residential development. Additional
information is found in the UGA Section of this element and the Housing Element. The residential
policies in the Land Use Element provide general guidance for development in residential areas,
including density, allowed uses, and development standards.
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Goal 1:
Encourage development to occur in urban areas where adequate public
facilities and services exist or can be provided in an efficient manner.

Rationale:
Economic and social patterns point toward continued growth pressures in the
Leavenworth area. Rural development requires larger lots since sewer and, frequently, community
water, are unavailable. This trend of larger lot sizes, combined with the scattered pattern of rural
development, could result in substantial losses of open space and agricultural lands in the future.
Value of production from the area's orchards should be acknowledged. Removal of orchard land
for residential development should occur in a logical pattern and with consideration for the
remaining commercial growers in the area. Rationale supporting the goal of encouraging
Leavenworth and the UGA to accommodate an increased percentage of the area's growth include
the following:
• More effective use of public funds can be made by planned extensions of utilities into
logical new growth areas.
• More affordable housing can be developed on the smaller lot sizes served by sewer.
• Open space and agricultural lands can be preserved by reducing development pressure on
rural lands.
Future growth options can be preserved by avoiding a haphazard pattern of sprawl onto
sunounding lands.
• Energy savings are promoted by permitting more people to live in close proximity to
shopping and work.
Policy 1:
Infilling compatible with surrounding neighborhoods should be encouraged on
remaining buildable lands within the City ofLeavenworth.

Rationale:

Infilling would allow for development where infrastructure cmTently exists.

Policy 2:
Encourage multi-family development within the City and UGA to promote
affordable and varied housing types.

Rationale:
Provision for multi-family zoning designations will help to achieve the plan goal of
affordable housing for all economic segments of the population.
Policy 3:
New residential developments within the City of Leavenworth should include
provisions for paved streets, curbs, and gutters at the time of development and be consistent with
City development standards.

Rationale:

New development in these areas should conform to the standards of the City in
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order to ensure consistency and orderly development.
Policy 4:
The City may, at the discretion of the City Council, participate with the developer
in the added cost of any improvements which further implements the Capital Facilities Plan. In
addition, the City may, at the discretion of the City Council, develop a Local Improvement District
(LID) for financing of improvements in new subdivisions.

Rationale:
The City Council may wish to participate if the utility extension would provide
service not only to the proposed development, but would also provide a system benefit.
Goal 2:
Provide for a variety of residential opportunities that meet the needs of a full
range of lifestyles and income levels. Designate allowed residential densities and housing
types to provide for a housing stock that includes a range of choices to meet all economic
segments and household types, including those with special needs related to age, health or
disability.

Rationale:
Inflation, increasing interest rates, and changing family needs are placing new
demands on the housing market. The traditional mix of urban single-family homes on smaller lots,
large lot rural residences, grid pattern subdivisions, and scattered apartments is not likely to
respond adequately to these new needs. Greater flexibility and imagination in the design of new
residential areas is needed, incorporating cluster concepts, mixes of densities, townhouses, and
condominium designs.
Policy 1:
Cluster developments with density mixes should be encouraged in both the City of
Leavenworth and the UGA. Consider allowing incentives, such as residential density bonuses
(cluster), variations in allowed housing type, or flexibility in regulations through the Planned
Development process, if a proposal meets community goals for affordable, senior, size-limited or
other types of innovative housing.

Rationale:
Cluster developments allow for a variety of densities, increase open space, and will
assist in accommodating the 20-year population forecast.
Policy 2:
Consider using special site standards and design standards for residential
development to: provide variety in building and site design and visually appealing streetscapes
in residential developments ofseveral dwellings or more; where appropriate, consideration should
be given. to implementing innovative regulatory strategies that provide incentives for developers
to provide affordable housing to low and moderate income households; promote compatibility
with Leavenworth's residential neighborhoods and avoid an appearance of overcrowding when
rezones will increase residential development capacity or when density bonuses or flexibility in
site standards are utilized; and emphasize features typical of detached single-family dwellings.
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Rationale:
A variety of mechanisms are used to protect and enhance the city's quality oflife
and character as the community continues to grow. For example, height and bulk regulations are
used to ensure that buildings within various areas of the city fit those locations and are compatible
with adjacent structures. Intensity or density regulations control the amount of a pmticular use that
is allowed and are used to achieve compatibility between uses, protect environmentally sensitive
areas, and ensure that public facilities are not overloaded. Incentives may help facilitate the
construction of low and moderate-income housing. This can be accomplished through the use of
innovative techniques including but not limited to: density bonuses, zero lot line development,
cluster subdivisions, and planned unit development provisions.
Policy 3:
When establishing residential densities by zone, limitations imposed by the
environment, availability of infrastructure, and consistency with the comprehensive plan and the
GMA shall be considered.
Rationale:
Physical characteristics and the availability of utilities are impmtant factors in
determining residential development patterns and densities. In addition, residential densities must
be consistent with the guidance of the comprehensive plan and the requirements of the Act.
Recognize that the infill ofvacant, partially used, and underutilized land in existing
Policy 4:
developed areas of the City is an important aspect of the efficient development of the UGA and
City limits and should strongly be encouraged
Rationale:
Many parcels of land are available within existing developed areas of the City that
can accommodate fmther development. Infill within these areas will allow public facilities and
services to be provided in a more efficient manner.
Encourage the infill of vacant, partially used and underutilized land in existing
Policy 5:
residential developments located within UGAs and City.
Rationale:
Many parcels of land are available within existing residential developments that
can accommodate further development. Infill within these areas will help provide for a greater
mix of residential housing opportunities.
Goal 3:
Allow some compatible nonresidential uses in Residential zones, such as
appropriately scaled schools, religious facilities, home occupations, parks, open spaces,
senior centers and day care centers. Maintain standards in the Leavenworth Municipal Code
for locating and designing these uses in a manner that respects the character and scale of the
neighborhood.
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Rationale:
Many residents treasure their neighborhoods. Each neighborhood has
characteristics that are unique and make it special. There are also qualities that are valued and
include safety, quiet, friendliness, and attractiveness. Residents also value being near to open
space, parks, and community oriented services, and having good transportation connections that
enable easy access to services.
Goal 4:
Promote compatibility of Accessory Dwelling housing and, as appropriate,
other types of innovative housing with the character of surrounding single-family residences.

Rationale:
A variety of new home types are desirable in the future. The value of having a
community in which people of a wide range of incomes, ages, and needs can live, and being able
to remain in Leavenwmih through changes in age or family size is important. Among the ideas are
additional small and stmier homes, cottages, accessory dwelling units, attached homes, senior
housing, affordable homes, and housing for families. In thinking about the future, new
development needs to be well-designed and fit well with the smTounding area.
Goal 6:
Promote attractive, friendly, safe, quiet and diverse residential neighborhoods
throughout the city, including low- and moderate-density single-family to high-density
residential neighborhoods.
Urban Growth Area

One of the first steps in the implementation of the Growth Management Act (GMA) is for counties
to work with cities to designate UGAs, "within which urban growth shall be encouraged, and
outside of which growth can occur only if it is not urban in nature." UGAs include areas and
densities sufficient to permit the urban growth that is projected to occur in the city over the next
twenty years.
Planning for UGAs is an impmiant tool provided by the GMA for deciding where future urban
growth should be encouraged, where the extent of that growth should be located, and how the
financial and environmental responsibilities that come with growth, will be met.
UGAs are areas where growth and higher densities are expected and that can be suppmied by costeffective urban services. By directing growth into urban areas, counties and cities can also protect
critical areas, conserve their natural resource lands-such as farms and forests - and maintain the
rural character of their rural lands.
The planning area includes lands which may feasibly be provided with future urban services and
those surrounding areas which directly impact conditions within the City limits of Leavenwmih.
This area and the City of Leavenworth have been designated as the UGA. The UGA boundaries
will be evaluated periodically and may be amended on an annual basis to ensure they are adequate
to accommodate the 20-year growth projections. The assessment of the UGA capacity is based
upon developable lands, environmental constraints, housing and economic development needs,
public facility and service capacities, and the implementation of growth strategies.
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Setting a realistic population projection to plan for twenty years of potential growth can ensure
adequate amounts of land and services are planned for UGAs. The major consequence of
uncoordinated and unplanned growth is sprawl, the most expensive form of development to
provide with urban services.
Goal 1:
Encourage development to occur in urban areas where adequate public
facilities and services exist or can be provided in an efficient manner.

Rationale:
The GMA encourages urban growth to take place in areas that are provided with a
full range of urban services in order to reduce sprawl and ensure an orderly pattern of development.
Policy 1:
UGAs should be identified, which is close to existing water and sewer service, or
in an area capable of providing water and sewer service in the most efficient manner, and is
capable of accommodating the anticipated growth pressures for the 20-year planning period.
Policy 2:
Designated UGAs should include those areas already characterized by urban
growth as well as those areas projected to accommodate fitture growth.
Rationale:
Including areas already characterized by urban growth and those areas projected
for urban growth within the UGA is a logical progression that will help to prevent leapfrog
development, reduce sprawl, and decrease infrastructure costs.
Policy 3:
The size of designated UGAs should be based on projected population, existing
land use, the adequacy of existing and fitture utility and transportation systems, the impact of
second home demand, viable economic development strategies, and siifjicient fiscal capacity
within the capital facilities plan to adequately fimd the appropriate infrastructure necessitated by
growth and development. Consideration should also be given to regularize grossly irregular
corporate boundaries during the process of designating urban growth boundaries.
Rationale:
Following these criteria will ensure that the UGA will be of sufficient size to allow
for future growth, and be served with urban level services.
Policy 4:
UGA.

Areas for potential annexation or potential incorporation shall be designated in the

Rationale:

Areas not included in the UGA cannot be annexed.

Policy 5:
Encourage Development standards which review and provide for mitigation of
drainage, frequently flooded areas, and storm water run-off associated with new development.

PageLU-17

Rationale:
The impacts of drainage, :flooding, and storm water run-off should be addressed at
the time of development to provide the needed protection to Icicle Creek and the Wenatchee River.
Commercial I Industrial
Goal 1:
Encourage the expansion of general retail goods, services, recreational
opportunities, and entertainment facilities. Continue to build a network of strong economies.

Rationale:
During a period of substantial population increases in the planning area, most of
the commercial growth has been tourist related. The high cost of traveling outside the area for
retail goods and services and the desirability of keeping local purchasing power in the area to
benefit the economy also suppmis the goal of providing for the development of additional general
retail businesses in the planning area.
Policy 1:
Development of retail and service should be encouraged if access, utility needs,
and impacts on adjacent land uses can be properly addressed.
Rationale:

This policy would provide for retail and service needs of local residents.

Policy 2:
Commercial developments should be clustered to provide safe and convenient
access or automobiles, pedestrians, and suppliers, and to maintain and enhance the aesthetic
quality of the area.
Rationale:

Clustering will prevent the impacts associated with strip commercial development.

Recognize pedestrian needs in commercial areas by providing a more pleasant and
Policy 3:
comfortable environment through landscaping, buffering of vehicular traffic and pedestrian
amenities.
Encourage landscaping which provides unity to commercial development and
Policy 4:
which screens or softens parking lots and unsightly areas, particularly in the transition areas
between commercial and residential and recreational land uses.
Policy 5:
Create standards which require development in the General and Tourist
Commercial designations to provide landscaping on-site, and for development in the Central
Commercial designations, allow for utilization of alternatives to on-site plantings, such as
containers, window boxes, etc.
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Policy 6:
Provide landscaped buffers, walls, open spaces, etc. as needed to minimize noise,
screen parking and service areas, rooftop equipment, solid waste receptacles, outdoor storage
areas, and other potential impacts and nuisances.
Policy 7:
Encourage the development of commercial land in a manner which is
complementary and compatible with adjacent land uses and the surrounding environment by
providing well designed transition or buffer areas.
Policy 8:
Promote appropriately biiffered multifamily residential development compatible
with existing and potential commercial activities to provide a transition between high intensity
and low intensity uses.
Rationale:
Ensuring compatibility between commercial and other land uses helps to support
and maintain the viability of the available commercial lands. Techniques such as buffering with
landscaping and/or open space, providing transition areas between low intensity and high intensity
uses, and providing an aesthetically pleasing commercial environment will help achieve that
compatibility.
Policy 9:
Where existing single-family residences occur in designated commercial areas,
allow them to continue as a permitted use, while disallowing new construction of detached singlefamily residences as the principal use on commercial property.
Goal 2:

Encourage the development of additional tourist commercial facilities.

Rationale:
One of the keys to a strong commercial base is the provision of additional tourist
commercial facilities to help stimulate the planning area's development as a quality destination,
rather than just a stopping point for tourists.
Goal 4:
Maintain and enhance a strong commercial core, based on the Old World
Bavarian Alpine Theme, which will be attractive to both tourists and local residents.

Rationale:
Revitalization of the commercial core of Leavenworth around the Old World
Bavarian Alpine Theme has given the community a strengthened economy and a vital character.
Continued infilling of the core area and limited expansion is desirable, but the success of this
expansion depends upon the resolution of parking, traffic, compatibility with adjacent land uses,
and pedestrian circulation issues.
Policy I:
pattern.

Expansion of the central commercial area should proceed in a logical progressive

Page LU - 19

Rationale:

New central commercial development should link with the existing core area.

An area on the north side of Highway 2, west ofSki Hill Drive, and an area in the
Policy 2:
vicinity of Icicle Road's intersection with Highway 2 should be reserved for tourist commercial
development. Development of additional resort, motel, restaurant, and related tourist facilities
should be encouraged in these areas.
Rationale:

These locations are the logical expansion of tourist commercial uses.

Policy 3:
Encourage a pattern of mixed-use development in the commercial areas with
residential uses as supportive, secondary development to the primary commercial uses.
In the Central and Tourist Commercial designations, allow light mamifacturing
Policy 4:
activities which have a retail function and which are supportive of and supported by the allowed
commercial uses, particularly those related to tourism.
In the General Commercial designations, allow light mamifacturing activities and
Policy 5:
business office park uses which have a wholesale fimction, including warehousing and/or
distribution activities. Require standards which place storage and service entrances in the least
visible areas on the site, and prohibit outside storage of any product.
Refine and enhance existing design criteria for buildings and signs. Preserve the
Policy 6:
unique character and Old World Bavarian Alpine Theme design of Leavenworth.
Develop standards which manage the density and distribution of franchise
Policy 7:
businesses, particularly those that serve food, in part, via a drive-through window, to limit the
impacts of multiple driveway access points onto Major and Secondary Arterials and Collectors,
and to lessen the aesthetic impacts to the design element that is integral to the economic vitality of
the City ofLeavenworth.
Rationale:
Diversity and flexibility in allowed uses, which also continues to preserve and
promote the unique character and Old World Bavarian Alpine Theme which helps define
Leavenworth, provide greater oppmiunities for economic development which will benefit and
stabilize the overall community.
Goal 3:
Allow mixed-use ("live I work") developments in all Commercial and Light
Industrial designations. Recognize that the mixed-use ("live I work") overlay is intended
primarily to foster light manufacturing, allow living in close proximity to the place of work,
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and related components with residential uses. The residential development will recognize,
avoid and mitigate, potential adverse impacts associated with light manufacturing and
related uses.

Rationale:
Encourage use techniques, such as notifying potential residents that a variety of
activities may occur on designated mixed use ("live I work") overlay land that may create
undesirable or harmful impacts. Mixed-use developments may contain light industrial, retail,
office and residential uses within a building or complexes of buildings. In certain circumstances,
other uses may be included. Mixed-use developments can reduce vehicle trips, more efficiently
use land, and provide concentrations of customers that live or work in the area and benefit
neighborhood businesses.
Goal 4:

Encourage compact walkable commercial development.

Rationale:
Walkable neighborhoods have well-connected streets and a mix ofland uses near
each other, making not only walking but also bicycling and transit more convenient and appealing.
Projects in walkable neighborhoods command a price premium, earning real estate developers and
investors a higher return on investment. Improvements to streets and sidewalks to make them more
appealing to pedestrians can benefit local businesses by attracting more customers.
Goal 5:

Continue and support the creation of city-wide parking management strategy.

Policy I:
Pursue cooperative partnerships between the public and private sectors to provide
and/or fimd needed parking facilities.
Policy 2:
Integrate parking area design with landscape design in a way that reduces the
visual impact of impervious siafaces and provides screening ofparking from public view. Design
features should include provisions for landscaping adjacent to buildings and walhvays, and for
parking areas to be located behind buildings and away from areas of high public visibility.

Rationale:
Including design and landscaping standards will help to lessen the impacts of the
resulting increase in impervious surfaces associated with new parking facilities.
Policy 2:

Encourage underground and/or structured parking.

Rationale:
Higher density parking and/or parking under structures reduces the consumption of
land which may provide solutions to the parking needs of the City.
Policy 3:

Study the potential for pedestrian spaces I areas.

Rationale:
The option of a "fuss erreichen zonen" (foot walking zone) is consistent with the
Old World Bavarian Alpine Theme, provides open areas for safe pedestrian access, can
accommodate out-door commercial operations (for example, cafe seating), and may foster social
interactions.
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Goal 6:
Encourage the development of small light industrial sites with adequate
infrastructure.

Rationale:
Small light industrial sites which are well planned and do not impact the existing
industrial base would assist in diversification of the local economy. Industrial zones are intended
to accommodate manufacturing and industrial uses that require significant space or are likely to
involve impacts, such as noise, dust, glare and truck traffic.
Policy I:
New industrial developments should be reviewed for carefitl placement which can
reduce, remove and/or mitigate impacts to surrounding properties.

Rationale:
Planned industrial development review will ensure that the proposed use is
compatible with adjacent land uses.
Policy 2:
An area should be identified that is suitable to relocate/locate City, County, and
State public works shops.

Rationale:
By identifying an area suitable to relocate/locate public works shops, all entities
involved would benefit from scales of economy by shared fuel fa1m, sand piles, etc.
Policy 3:
Ensure that land use designations along streets that tie small light industrial sites
to the regional transportation system are compatible with heavy truck traffic. Consider using truck
routes to direct heavy trucks away from residential neighborhoods and commercial areas such as
the Downtown ·where heavy truck traffic is inappropriate.
Goal 7:

Separate manufacturing uses to minimize impacts from incompatible uses.

Rationale:
Light industrial areas provide locations for a variety of businesses that supply
employment opportunities and services for the community and region. Consider integration of
research and development, office, small warehouse and light manufacturing uses in one location.
As manufacturing in the region shifts to more complex products, the ability to combine
management, design, engineering and manufacturing employees into teams on one site can be
important.
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PARKS & RECREATION
ELEMENT
Goals and Policies
Enhance public recreational opportunities by providing a variety of yearGoal 1:
round active and passive recreational activities for all park and facility users.

Rationale:
Parks and recreation provide many benefits to a community and its citizens,
including economic, health, environmental, social, and overall quality of life.
Policy 1:
Provide and maintain support facilities, including restrooms, parking, paths, trails,
lighting, and security measures for safe and accessible use of the system.
Rationale:
Parks are not just the land, but the buildings and structures that make a park
accessible, varied, and safe.
Goal 2:
Support the development of shared - and multi-use facilities that host athletic
events, performing arts, community meetings, and other community events on a year-round
basis.

Rationale:
Diversity and flexibility to address changing needs in the park system is critical for
long -term use and enjoyment. As trends and needs ofrecreation change with, for example aging
population, so should the park system. Open and varied use of the park system keeps it vibrant
and active.
Policy 1:
Set development and improvement priorities to ensure that facilities for each
season and user group are balancedwithinfimding availability.
Rationale:
Park systems need projections to plan to future needs. Limiting the park system to
short term operating funds is not good practice for expansion and/or improvement. Funding
strategies should look to all season use of parks. Vacancy of a park is not efficient use of public
lands.
Goal 3:
Increase access to local and regional recreational opportunities for people of
all ages and levels of mobility.

Rationale:

Access to parks is critical to allow use and enjoyment.

Policy 1:
Create new facilities and/or expand existing facilities with consideration for
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) accessibility, diverse user-ship, and specialty user groups.
Rationale:

At a minimum, the Forestry Access specifications may be used for access standards.

Policy 2:
groups.

Provide multiple opportunities, as not all facilities will be appropriate for all user

Rationale:
A large range of demographic use parks, and parks that include varied levels and
opportunities for all user groups foster better living.
Goal 4:

Encourage use of trails, parks, and natural areas to promote active living.

Rationale:
As destinations for play and recreation, parks have long served as community
gathering places and locales for activity and fun. Playgrounds, athletic fields, swimming pools
and gardens within parks provide tangible benefits during residents' leisure times. Parks create
healthy and easy choices that invite and encourage many and varied recreational opportunities.
Policy 1:
Create signage, access points, parking, and other amenities that make facilities
easy to find and inviting.
Rationale:

Clear direction and access helps full use of public lands and activities.

Goal 5:
Develop new and maintain existing parks and recreational facilities capable of
serving the anticipated needs of Leavenworth, including the UGA.

Rationale:
In cities, good infrastructure is critical to the systems that support citizens living
together in densely populated areas. Open, natural and recreational spaces is critical for higher
density living.
Policy 1:

Pursue additional land acquisition to expand existing recreation facilities.

Rationale:

Park level of service needs to reflect population projections.

Identify and acquire additional undeveloped lands for parks, trails and open space
Policy 2:
within the city and UGA.
Rationale:

Park level of service needs to reflect population projections

Consider fimding parks and recreation facilities through a variety of fimding
Policy 3:
sources described in this Element, including grants, tax levies, and a OMA-based park impact fee
Rationale:
Short te1m operations and long-te1m expansion and improvements need cost
recovery and funding sources to ensure a lasting park system.
Update the Capital Facilities Plan on a regular (annual or bi - annual) basis in
Policy 4:
order to identify and budget for park, trail, and open space projects.
Rationale:
Capital Facilities Plan is the City's priority list of infrastructure development, and
parks need to reflected as a component of the plan.
Cooperate and coordinate with federal, State, County, School District and City
Policy 5:
agencies and with private lando-wners in the region to expand and implement trail projects oflocal
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and regional significance
Rationale:
Connecting regional and local (private and public) areas with trails allows for
greater mobility and connection with smTounding areas.
Policy 6:
Consider the community residents and PRSA as well as the tourist population when
planning park and recreation projects.
Rationale:
Efficient use of limited resources should include as many as possible participants
for park and recreational planning.
Policy 7:
Cooperate with other public and private agencies and landowners to acquire and
preserve additional waterfi,ont access for recreational activities.
Public access to the Wenatchee River and Chumstick Creek is consistent with the
Rationale:
adopted 2012 Shoreline Master Program.
Goal 6:

Develop sustainable facilities that are affordable to create and maintain.

Rationale:
Long-term stewardship and use of park and recreational facilities need to be
financially feasible for development and continued operations. Maintenance prevents disrepair
and added costs for expensive removal and/or repair.
Policy 1:
techniques.

Encourage sustainable,

low-impact, high-quality design and development

Rationale:
Longevity of parks and recreational facilities begin with sustainable, low-impact,
high-quality design and development techniques.
Policy 2:
Consider and address ongoing maintenance costs prior to the development of new
park facilities or expansion of existing facilities
Rationale:

To achieve sustainability, cost evaluation must be considered prior to construction.

Policy 3:
Consider initial cost and long-term maintenance and improvement needs when
prioritizing projects. Focus fimding on projects that are cost-effective over the long-term.
Rationale:
costs.

Maintenance and preservation of facilities is more cost effective than replacement

Goal 7:
Conserve open space and encourage open space consideration in future
development.

Rationale:
Providing for open space will help to maintain the natural beauty of Leavenworth.
Leavenworth is framed within a beautiful natural setting, including the agricultural and rural lands
surrounding the City. Within the community, undeveloped green spaces and parks have continued
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to be an important paii of defining Leavenwo1ih's physical appearance. The Comprehensive Plan
is designed to protect the quality of the natural environment and retain open natural areas while
accommodating anticipated levels of growth.
Policy I:
Preserve and protect sensitive areas, including wetlands, open space, woodlands,
streams and their corridors, steep slopes, shorelines, and other unique natural features

Rationale:
This is consistent with the GMA requirements to protect critical areas, allows for
environmentally friendly aspects that can be available for future generations. Preservation will
help maintain the scenic beauty and character of Leavenworth.
Policy 2:
Encourage the preservation and restoration of native vegetation in natural areas
and open spaces throughout the city, and control the spread of noxious weeds.

Rationale:

Noxious weed control is required.

Policy 3:
Maintain and expand valuable open space areas for wildlife viewing, hiking, crosscount1y skiing, and conservation.

Rationale:
Open space allows for connection to nature and improves the well-being of the
community. In addition, open space allows for light, better night sky's, and air circulation
Policy 4:

Encourage interpretive trails.

Rationale:

Educating trail users adds value to the trail use experience.

Policy 5:
Encourage the use of planned developments which provide for open space and
recreational opportunities. Encourage clustering on property designated to protect
environmentally critical areas. Allow density bonuses provided conditions in the Code are met,
including but not limited to maintenance ofview corridors; provision ofsmall-lot, detached singlefamily dwellings; dedication of open space,· and protection of environmentally critical areas.

Rationale:
Planned development regulations may provide for density bonuses when the
developer provides for open space and recreational opp01iunities.
Policy6:
Examine the feasibility ofpurchasing recreational easements on lands which will
be beneficial to the community at-large if maintained in an open character but which need not be
in an outright public ownership.

Rationale:
This policy will adequately compensate the property owner for development rights
and ensure maintenance of open space.
Policy 7:

Open space, which will typically include landscaping features, and which also may
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include active and/or passive recreational activities, should be located to buffer proposed
development fi·om neighboring areas, especially where there is a significant contrast in type or
intensity of land use.

Rationale:
Open space allows for connection to nature and improves the well-being of the
community. In addition, open space allows for light, better night sky's, and air circulation.
Goal 8:
Provide a variety of trail experiences by locating trails of varying lengths and
difficulty through diverse terrain, scenery, and points of attraction to draw users and
maintain their interest.

Rationale:
The trail system should be available for all levels of users. Trails can add interest
and challenge from seniors to young adults; and varied options encourage healthy living.
Policy 1:

Support the inclusion ofpublic art in parks throughout the city

Rationale:
Stimulating the mind with a blend of culture and nature should be available with
park facilities.
Policy 2:

Implement the Upper Valley Regional Trail Plan.

Rationale:
Clear direction and expectations for the development of connectivity throughout
the region benefits both City residents and our neighbors.
Goal 9:

Improve non-motorized connectivity between parks and recreational facilities.

Rationale:
Non-motorized options for travel reduces carbon emissions, reduces vehicle
congestion, and is environmentally friendly.
Policy 1:
Coordinate park planning ·with infi'astructure and transportation planning for new
trails, bike routes, walkways, and safe street crossings

Rationale:
Construction planning for recreational and pedestrian access reduces cost by timing
improvements at the same time and reduces conflicts for use of the same space.
Policy 2:
Connect residential neighborhoods to each other as well as to nearby schools,
parks, regional trails, and community facilities via a trail network

Rationale:

Connectivity and ease of travel fosters a sense of community.

Policy 3:
Integrate City parks, facilities, trails and open spaces with other local, state,
federal and private park and recreational lands and facilities to best serve recreation users

Rationale:
The health benefits with many and varied recreational opportunities have been
studied, and such betters the social fabric and overall health of our residents, guests and neighbors.
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Policy 4:
Provide connecting trails, paths, and sidewalks between existing and proposed
facilities to allow for directed walking and/or biking access.

Rationale:
The number ofresidents walking and cycling increases every year, and a connected
walking and bicycling network allows for ease of use, safety and enjoyment of users.
Goal 10:

Encourage the development of a Parks and Recreation Program.

Rationale:
As needs and services change, the City may prepare and develop a recreational
program. This augmentation to the existing private, public and semi-private recreational programs
can foster areas of recreation not already being or continue to be served by these other groups and
organizations (organized sports). Such program can foster the sense of community involvement
for residents.
Policy 1:

Encourage the development of a Community Center.

Rationale:
A community center provides a greater recreational oppo1iunity for recreation users
within a central facility I building.
Coordination and Compliance with Existing Plans
It is imp01iant for each Element and Plan to work together and maintain consistent policies.

•
•

Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan.
Downtown Master Plan.

TRANSPORTATION
ELEMENT
Goals and Policies
Provide a balanced, multi-modal transportation system for the community
Goal 1:
that supports the safe, efficient movement of people and goods.

Rationale:
The Growth Management Act (GMA) requires that the comprehensive plan be
internally consistent. The transp01iation element and the land use element will be consistent
because the transportation element is prepared based upon assumptions developed in the land use
element.
Policy 1:
The provision of transportation facilities and services shall reflect and support the
land use designations and development patterns identified in the Land Use Element of the
Leavenworth Comprehensive Plan. The design and implementation oftransportation facilities and
services shall be based on serving current and fi1ture travel demand - both short-term and longterm planned uses.
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Rationale:
This policy will ensure that there is consistency between transportation systems and
land use densities.
Policy 2:
The construction oftransportation facilities in the Leavenworth planning area shall
be timed to coincide with community needs, and shall be implemented so as to minimize impacts
on existing development. Prioritization ofimprovements should consider the City's level ofservice
standards, concurrency policies, and financial constraints.

Rationale:
Project priorities may change over time, depending on the intensity and location of
development, perfmmance of the transportation system, and the available funding.
Policy 3:
The City of Leavenworth shall implement its Level of Service (LOS) standard and
performance measures as follows:
• Concurrency shall be measured for the average vehicle traffic volume for a typical
weekday during the PM peak hour;
• State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) shall be evaluated consistent with concurrency but
could include additional analysis for other time periods based on the discretion of the City
Public Works Director;
• Intersection (delay) and street segment (volume/capacity) analysis will use one-hour LOS
as a screening tool to determine capacity deficiencies;
• Concurrency requirements do not apply to facilities and services ofstate·wide significance
per RCW 36. 70A. 070(6). Facilities of statewide significance such as US 2 are to be
consistent with the Washington State Highway Plan, designated as LOS D; and,
• City and Urban Growth Area - LOS D will be acceptable.

Rationale:
Identifies how and when LOS, concurrency, and SEPA are applied and the standard
by which the City will plan under.
Policy 4:
Off-site improvements to streets or the provision of enhanced pedestrian and
bicycle facilities in the Leavenworth planning area may be required as a condition ofapproval for
land divisions or other development permits based on the SEPA or the City's adopted development
regulations.

Rationale:
SEPA and development code requirements will help implement needed
transportation improvements.
Policy 5:
Transportation improvements which are identified in the Transportation Element
shall be implemented concurrent with new development. Concurrent with development means that
improvements or strategies will be in place at the time of development, or that a financial
commitment will be in place to complete the improvements or strategies within six years.

Rationale:

Concurrency is required for transportation under the GMA.

Policy. 6:
Substandard streets and fitture public right-of-way needs will be addressed
concurrently at the time of development unless there is a system-wide benefit, in which case the
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City Council may authorize the City to participate in the improvement.
Rationale:
Improvements that have system wide benefits will be a higher priority than infill
projects or frontage improvements that primarily benefit one prope1iy owner or developer.

Policy 7:
Support the mobility needs of local businesses and industry, the Leavenworth
transportation system shall consist of the infrastructure necessary for the safe and efficient
movement ofgoods, services, and people throughout the Leavenworth area.
Rationale:
community.

The transpmiation system contributes to the overall economic vitality of the

Policy 8:
Transportation facilities in the Leavenworth planning area shall be designed and
constructed to mitigate noise, neighborhood disruption, economic losses to the private or public
economy, and social, environmental, or institutional disruptions.
Rationale:

Community impacts are an important consideration when implementing projects.

Policy 9:
Transportation facilities and system improvements shall be designed to minimize
energy consumption and to encourage the use ofpublic transportation, bikeways, sidewalks, and
walkways.
Rationale:
Context sensitive solutions and alternative design strategies will help the City
achieve sustainable practices and promote non-motorized travel.

Policy 10:
The City of Leavenworth shall coordinate its transportation planning and
construction efforts with those of the Chelan-Douglas Transportation Council (CDTC), the
Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT), LINK Transit, Chelan County, and
other agencies. Leavenworth's Transportation Element will be consistent with those developed at
the regional and state level.
Rationale:

The City transportation system is pmi of a larger regional system.

Policy 11:
Encourage transportation solutions that are cooperatively developed and support
an integrated system of public transportation services, street facilities, transportation system
management (TSM)/demand management programs, and land use policy.
Rationale:
An integrated system should enhance mobility by providing a range of
transportation choices for the public.

Policy 12:
The Transportation Element shouldfacilitate the development ofcirculation streets
within the urban growth area.
Rationale:
A circulation system will facilitate all modes in and out of the urban growth area.
In addition, a network of circulation streets provides an efficient means for snow plowing and
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movement of other service vehicles, such as garbage trucks.
Goal 2:
user needs.

Encourage plans and design standards that consider all transportation system

Rationale:
The GMA requires communities to consider urban planning approaches that
promote physical activity and require that a bicycle and pedestrian component be included in the
transportation element of a comprehensive plan.
Policy 1:
The safety and convenience of all users of the transportation system, including
motor and freight vehicle drivers, bicyclists, pedestrians, and public transportation users, shall be
accommodated and balanced in all types oftransportation and development projects, and through
all phases of a project.
Policy 2:

Continue and support the City's Complete Streets Ordinance.

Rationale:
Through the GMA, the State suggests that agencies review local regulations to
ensure that bicyclists and pedestrians are adequately planned for in street and subdivision
development standards, parking standards, and parking lot design. Also, local governments should
comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act not only to provide access for the disabled, but
also for people with strollers and walkers.
Policy 3:
The bicycle, pedestrian, equestrian, and cross-country ski trails identified in the
Recreation Element and the Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan should be recognized and
supported for their value as part of the local transportation system.

Rationale:
To help complete a network of non-motorized facilities that link rural and urban
sidewalks, bicycle lanes, paths, and trails.
Policy 4:
Continue and support the application of modified street standards along existing
collector and local streets ·while considering multi-modal needs and the costs and impacts of
improvements associated with acquiring additional right-of-way and the reconstruction ofexisting
facilities while maintaining a minimum road width to accommodate expected traffic volumes and
emergency vehicles, per the adopted Street Design Standards.

Rationale:
To improve existing streets and public rights-of-way without significantly
impacting adjoining property owners or the environment and to provide the necessary facilities
that are appropriate for the level of development planned for the area.

Policy 5:
Include provisions to address snow removal and storage in the design of streets
and other transportationfacilities.

Rationale:
Designs need to work for all the seasons of the year, especially during the winter
when heavy snow fall may impact the area.
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Goal 3:
Maintain and improve the safety and mobility of the arterial and collector
street system.

Rationale:
Increased development is projected for the planning area. The safe and efficient
movement of people and goods primarily rely on the City's arterial and collector street system.
Policy 1:
JdentifY clear mobility and safety objectives as to the purpose of a street
improvement project at the outset of the project or when updating the City's six-year
Transportation Improvement Program.
Rationale:
Clear objectives assist in building public support and understanding of why the City
is investing or supporting a particular street improvement project and may also influence the final
design features being considered.
Policy 2:
Washington State Department of Transportation should recognize the priorities,
constraints, and concerns expressed in the Transportation Element.
Rationale:

State agencies are required to comply with the GMA.

Access to andfrom US 2 should be along existing local side streets, to the maximum
Policy 3:
extent possible, to avoid unnecessary traffic hazards and to maintain safety and adequate mobility
along this route.
Rationale:
roadways.

Preserve capacity along US 2 and provide for a more complete system of local

Generally, restrict the creation of new driveways along arterials and collectors
Policy 4:
access can be accommodated by a local access street.

Rationale:

if

Enhance traffic flow, improve overall circulation, and increase safety.

Policy 5:
Support construction of new local and collector streets, along with an additional
access point to US 2 east ofSafeway to improve circulation for both non-motorized and motorized
travel.
Rationale:

Desirable to provide additional access within the area.

Work ·with WSDOT and Chelan County to discourage diversion of traffic from US
Policy 6:
2 and Chumstick Highway onto local streets.
Rationale:
New or upgraded collector streets should serve adjoining land uses, not act as
alternative routes to bypass a major arterial.
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Policy 7:
Recognize US 2 as not only a regional highway, but also as the City's "main street"
by improving intersection operations and safety for the minor street approaches at unsignalized
locations.
Rationale:

Several intersections along US 2 are projected to operate poorly in the future.

Policy 8:
Encourage signal and crosswalk control integration to allow safe crossing and
efficient vehicle mobility and/or reduce conflicts.
Rationale:
As pedestrian crossing increase, safe signalized crosswalks (warning beacons) and
connection with controlled intersections are necessary to prevent impediment to vehicle flow and
pedestrian safety.
Policy 9:
Seek to establish or maintain a reasonable interval between local access streets
and collector streets in residential areas to promote improved circulation and access for all modes
of travel.
Rationale:
Creating a pattern of continuous and reasonably spaced streets provides for the
long-term economic, social, and recreation benefits to the community.
Goal 4:

Encourage the development of public transportation options.

Rationale:
Public transportation could provide an increasingly more valuable service, reduce
downtown parking needs, help support tourist business, and save energy.
Policy 1:
Support the continuation of scheduled passenger rail service to the Leavenworth
Amtrak Platform and Shelter.
Rationale:
Rail service helps to mitigate automobile impacts in the area, and enhance tourist
access and economic development.
Policy 2:
Support additional and maintain existing public transit service and construction of
new park & rides to provide local residents improved travel choices.
Rationale:
Additional public transit in the Leavenworth area would help to mitigate traffic
impacts and provide residents with improved travel choices.
Policy 3:
Require transit facilities and services as mitigation, where appropriate, for new
developments.
Rationale:
Bus pullouts, ADA accessible transit stops, or new transit shelters should be
considered as part of new development or redevelopment.
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GOAL 5:
Provide a transportation system for the Leavenworth planning area that is
funded adequately to meet current and future capital, maintenance and operational needs.

Rationale:

Funding strategies should be in place to implement the Transp01iation Element.

Use a portion ofMotor Vehicle Fuel Tax fimds to finance capital improvements to
Policy I:
the transportation system.
Rationale:

Not all tax revenues should be entirely focused on maintenance.

Seek federal fimdingfor capital improvements through participation in the ChelanPolicy 2:
Douglas Transportation Council (CDTC).
Rationale:
Federal dollars are distributed to local communities through the Chelan-Douglas
Transp01iation Council (CDTC).
Aggressively pursue the awarding offederal, state, and private grants individually
Policy 3:
or through partnerships ·with other agencies to augment street and non-motorized capital
improvements.
Rationale:
There are fewer grant dollars available, and the grants that are available are
becoming more and more competitive.
Continue to fimd street and sidewalk maintenance and operations through the use
Policy 4:
ofMotor Vehicle Fuel Tax and Property Tax revenues and the Transportation Benefit District.
Rationale:

Preservation of the existing transportation system is a high priority.

Seek additional fimding sources to meet the long term financial requirements of
Policy 5:
sustaining a perpetual life street maintenance program.
Rationale:
Repairing streets and sidewalks before they fail will avoid costly capital
improvements.
Require new development to complete a traffic study that identifies the impacts to
Policy 6:
the transportation system.
Rationale:
Consistent guidelines for the review of transp01iation impacts will assist the City
in evaluating development applications and identifying possible mitigation.
Policy 7:
Require those responsible for new development to mitigate their development's
impacts to the transportation system, as required by the GMA (, concurrent with the development
of the property.
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Rationale:

The City is required to plan under state laws.

Policy 8:
Establish and implement a development review process for transportation that
addresses concurrency, SEPA, Street Development Standards, and other mitigation requirements.
Review the cumulative transportation impacts of new development and implement methods of
sharing mitigation costs.

Rationale:
A development review process should be established to assist in implementing
projects concunent with new development.
Policy 9:
Require new development to provide fit!! or partial street improvements to expand
or improve access to areas with existing or future development potential, consistent with adopted
Street Design Standards.

Rationale:
New development should fund improvements primarily benefiting themselves
while also providing the necessary street facilities that are appropriate for the level of development
planned for the area.
Policy 10:
Continue and support the Transportation Benefit District and/or adoption of a
transportation impact fee (I'IF) program to help fimd transportation improvement projects.

Rationale:
New local funding for capital improvements is necessary to provide matching funds
for grants and address the City's share of project related costs.
Policy 11:
Explore and implement other public/private funding options, such as Local
Improvement Districts (LID) and Parking and Business Improvement Areas (PBIA).

Rationale:
Projects that benefit a pmiicular area should be partly financed by the prope1iy
owners who receive the benefits of the improvements.
GOAL 6:

Encourage and support parking strategies.

Rationale:
Improving parking reduces congestion as users seek parking, and increases overall
traffic flows.
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UTILITIES
ELEMENT

Goals and Policies
Provide public utilities in a manner which is compatible with the natural
Goal 1:
environment and which assures the orderly economic development of land.

Rationale:
Utility projects should be coordinated to reduce cost and inconvenience to the
public, and should be aesthetically compatible with surrounding land uses.
Policy 1:
Require effective and timely coordination of all public and private utility trenching
activities. Consider alternative methods to open cut trenching like directional drilling and/or
boring. Continue to develop and maintain Standard Construction Details for all public and private
utilities and infrastructure.
Rationale:
Coordination of utility trenching activities will allow less costly and less frequent
right-of-way repairs and fewer inconveniences to the public.
Policy 2:
Require all new electrical distribution and communication lines to be installed
underground where reasonably feasible and not a health threat. Encourage all existing electrical
distribution and communication lines to be placed underground where reasonably feasible and
not a health threat. Encourage all new electrical transmission lines be placed underground where
reasonably feasible and not a health threat.
Rationale:
Underground utilities help protect the safety of citizens, reduce maintenance costs
and improve the aesthetics of the planning area.
Encourage the consolidation ofutility facilities and communicationfacilities where
Policy 3:
reasonably feasible.
Rationale:
Consolidation will reduce the overall costs to the public. Examples of facilities
which could be shared are towers, poles, antennas, substation sites, trenches, and easements.
Require the placement of cellular communication facilities in a manner to minimize
Policy 4:
the adverse impacts on adjacent land uses. Encourage the use ofstealth or screening measures to
reduce visual clutter.
Rationale:
Compatibility with adjacent land uses should be a strong consideration when
reviewing such facilities.
Policy 5:
Encourage the use of energy conservation design strategies in new construction
and rehabilitation ofresidential, commercial, industrial, and public facility structures.
Rationale:
As the planning area develops, the demand for energy will grow. Conservation is
vital to maintaining levels of service without costly facility improvements.

Policy 6:

Encourage conservation and use of cost-effective alternative energy sources.

Rationale:
Water used to generate electricity is under increased demand for many different
purposes. Energy conservation is essential as the planning area accommodates more people. The
utilization of other energy sources should be explored and implemented where feasible.
Encourage Chelan County, Washington State Department of Transportation, and
Policy 7:
the City of Leavenworth to coordinate their roadway projects with planned utility expansions,
improvements, or extensions where shared sites or rights-of-way may be appropriate.
Rationale:
Coordination will allow consideration for the appropriate locations of utilities and
timing of utility installations.
Policy 8:
Promote the coordination ofChelan County, the City ofLeavenworth, the irrigation
district and other utility purveyors to coordinate their utility expansions, extensions, or
improvements where shared sites or rights-of-way may be appropriate.
Rationale:
Coordination will reduce conflicts of utility locations and timing of installations.
In addition, cost savings are gained from a single opening within streets and/or "no repeating" an
opening.
Policy 9:
Support the Chelan County PUD 's investigation and study of a regional waste
water utility that may connect and serve the communities of Leavenworth, Peshastin, Dryden,
Cashmere, and potentially Wenatchee.
Rationale:
The potential for consolidation of "valley I corridor" wide facilities can add
efficiencies that need to be explored.
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Introduction

The Comprehensive Plan is a broad statement of the community's vision for the future and
contains policies primarily to guide the physical development of the City of Leavenwo1ih, as
well as ce1iain aspects of its social and economic character. The Comprehensive Plan directs
regulations, implementation actions and services that supp01i the vision. The Comprehensive
Plan reflects the long-term values and aspirations of the community as a whole and shows how
various aspects, such as land use, housing, transp01iation, capital facilities and services work
together to achieve the desired vision. Every county and city in the state is required to have a
Comprehensive Plan and conduct a periodic review and potential update of its Comprehensive
Plan and development regulations.
While a Comprehensive Plan is meant to provide a strong and constant vision for the future, it is
also a living document that must be able to accommodate change, such as a new technology, an
unforeseen impact, change in statutes, or an innovative method of achieving a component of the
vision. It is therefore regularly updated to account for changing issues or opp01iunities facing
Leavenwo1ih, while still maintaining the core values of the community. The Comprehensive Plan
assists in the management of future development by providing policies to guide decision-making.
The Comprehensive Plan includes the following elements and can be reviewed on the City's
Webpage under the "Development Services Depmiment" - "2017 Comprehensive Plan Update"
page - http://cityofleavenworth.com/city-government/development-services-depmiment/2017comprehensive-plan-update/:

• Introduction
• Capital Facilities
• Economic Development
• Housing
•

Land Use

• Parks and Recreation
• Transp01iation
• Utilities
Each element contains goals, policies, text, chmis, tables and, in many cases, maps. The goals and
policies are the guiding principles; however, they are often preceded by explanatory text
(rationale), which describes the context of the policy or reasoning behind the policy. The goals and
policies may be suppo1ied and/or supplemented with chmis or tables. Goals and policies are
numbered and highlighted in bold or italic print. Each element has distinct pagination, such as "H"
for housing or "U" for utilities. Maps may serve either as being informative like the text or may
be a supplement to the policy, such as when it illustrates a service area or facility.

Updates

Introduction (Element)
The introduction section was significantly updated and revised. The above is an excerpt (in part)
from this section. The acknowledgments and other portions have been changed to reflect the
cmTent contributors, outlines the public participation process, and describes the statutes that
triggered the 2017 mandated update.

Capital Facilities Element
The Capital Facilities Element is an inventory of existing capital facilities owned by public entities,
and a forecast of future needs of expanded or new It represents the community's policy plan for
public facilities for the next six to twenty years. Capital facilities are the durable goods p01iion of
governmental service. They have a long-term useable life and can cost considerable amounts of
tax dollars to construct. The process of obtaining capital facilities can require years of design,
public involvement, budgeting and construction. Once constructed, capital facilities tend to
become permanent, requiring an ongoing operations/maintenance cost. It is not intended,
however, that items which are paii of a scheduled replacement program be included in the
definition of capital facility.
•

•

A major change to the 2013 amendment was adopting by reference and declared to be a part
of this Element "stand alone" plans, elements or studies. These "stand alone" plans, elements
or studies typically included the inventory and listing of capital improvement projects. This
allowed each inventory to be a part of the Plan without repeating the lists, or providing an
oppmiunity for inconsistency when restating the referenced materials. If not within a "stand
alone" plan or study, the section was updated with the agency. These included, but are not
limited to:
o

Waste Water Treatment Facility Plan;

o

Water System Plan;

o

Sewer System Plan;

o

St01mwater System Plan I Wetland Mitigation Plan;

o

Transpo1iation Element; Parks and Recreation Element;

o

6-year Transportation Improvement Plans; 6-year Capital Facilities Plan;

o

Upper Valley Regional Trails Plan & Parks Plan;

o

Shoreline Master Program;

o

Downtown Master Plan; and

o

Utility and Rate Study I Plan.

Goals, Policies, and Rationale update. Examples include, but are not limited to removing policy
for school siting, reestablishing policies for essential public facilities, and clarifying water loss
control.

Economic Development Element

The Economic Element contains general information about the local and regional economy, and
goals and policies to guide and encourage economic development and diversification. The City
has recognized the importance of economic development in maintaining the stability of the local
economy and quality of life.
•

Data updates were a part of the changes to the 2003 amendment. This included additional
tourism information (local and regional), identifying Leavenworth's economic strengths,
amenities, and highlights, new income data, new employment information, and changes to
"indicators and economic measures."

•

Significant Goals, Policies, and Rationale update. Examples include, but are not limited to
reorganizing all to allow for easier flow and consistency; new goals for 1) balanced, diversified
and sustainable local economy; 2) year-round opportunities; 3) enhance and attract small and
medium sized businesses; 4) support and diversify regional economies; 5) recreational, cultural
and historical amenities; 6) supporting existing business; 7) relocation of businesses to
Leavenworth; 8) adequate infrastructure; adequate amount of appropriately zoned land; and 9)
development of a parking management strategy.

Housing Element

The Housing Element is an inventory and analysis of existing and projected housing needs,
identifying the housing units necessary to serve the projected population.
•

A major change to the 2012 amendment was the incorporation of the 2017 Leavenworth
Housing Needs Assessment.
The new Housing Element emerges the findings,
recommendations, and all of the analysis of the study. The needs assessment progressed into
changes or confirmation of the goals and policies with the Housing Element. In addition, the
new population projection allocation provided a better understanding of population trends.
This update included considerable new information on affordable housing and community
income levels. Considerable updates to the data sets where prepared for this Element.

•

The Goals, Policies, and Rationale update reflected the new Leavenworth Housing Needs
Assessment, population projects, and affordable housing data. Examples include, but are not
limited to provisions to allow for the development of regulations which allow for density
bonuses; incentives for developers to construct affordable housing; removing limitations to
housing; increase of the multifamily; and removing regulatory barriers to affordable housing;

Land Use Element

The Land Use Element describes the "big picture" of how a community chooses to balance land
use, development, and density consistent with the goals of the Growth Management Act (GMA).
The planning area includes the lands to which Leavenworth may feasibly provide future urban
. services and those surrounding areas which directly impact conditions within the City limits designated as the Urban Growth Area (UGA). UGAs allow development densities sufficient to
accommodate the next twenty years of projected population and employment growth.

The Comprehensive Land Use Designation Map graphically displays the prefened land use
pattern.
Coordination between the land use element and the capital facilities element is essential to produce
a plan with accurate projections for residential and economic development. The land use plan in
this element will guide decision making to achieve community goals.
•

A major change to the 2015 amendment included the inventory and analysis. With new
population projection from 2015, the data developed from 2014 was confirmed. The City used
the "medium" projection in the 2015 amendment; and the land use capacity analysis is valid.

•

Extraneous economic information was removed and/or relocated to the Economic
Development Element.

•

Due to the recent update, much of the Goals, Policies, and Rationale were determined to be
valid and/or cunent to the community's desires; and remain as amended with minor changes.
"Open space and recreation" was moved to the Parks and Recreation Element for consistency
purposes, and a few 'separated' Goals were integrated into the body of goals and/or relocated.

Parks and Recreation Element

The Parks and Recreation Element is an inventory of recreational facilities, activities, parks, and
forecast of needs. Public recreation is a needed service and benefit to the people of Leavenworth
and smTounding populations. The Parks and Recreation Element articulates the needs, and level
of service, and outlines resources required to facilitate recreation opportunities and administer
parks and recreation programs.
As stated in the Growth Management Act (GMA), the element must implement and be consistent
with the parks and recreation facilities identified in the Capital Facilities Element (now crossreferenced). The element must also include three components:
D Estimates of park and recreation demand for at least a 10 - year period;
D An evaluation of facilities and service needs;

D An evaluation of intergovernmental coordination opportunities to provide regional

approaches for meeting park and recreational demand.
•

The "2012 Parks and Recreation Plan" (a standalone and separate plan) was converted into the
"Parks and Recreation Element." Much of the existing plan was determined to be valid
excepting the parks improvement lists and other outdated sections. These were revised with
the new 20-year projects list.

•

New expanded Goals, Policies, and Rationale were prepared. Examples include, but are not
limited to providing and maintaining support facilities; development of shared - and multi-use
facilities; pursue additional land acquisition to expand recreation; consideration of new funding
sources; include park improvements within the Capital Facilities Plan (6-year); expand and
implement trail projects; encourage sustainable, low-impact, high-quality design and
development techniques; preserve and protect sensitive areas; encourage planned
developments (and other land use) which provide for open space and recreational
oppmiunities; allow for open space buffers; support the inclusion of public art in parks;
coordinate park planning with infrastrncture and transportation planning; and encourage the

development of a Parks and Recreation Program.
•

The Needs Assessment/Level of Service sections were re-evaluated and changed with current
identified needs. This included an improved capital improvements inventory and list.

Transportation Element
The Transp01iation Element is an inventory of transportation services and facilities for water, air,
and ground travel, including transit. One of the goals of the Element is to define existing
facilities and travel levels to plan for future travel needs. The Transpmiation Element was last
updated in 2008; and much is this update remains valid and unchanged. The Transportation
Element must contain:
D Inventory of existing facilities;
D Assessment of future facility needs to meet current and future demands;
D Multi-year plan for financing proposed transportation improvements;
D Forecasts of traffic for at least 10 years based on adopted land use plan;
D Level of service (LOS) standards for arterials and public transpmiation, including

actions to bring deficient facilities into compliance;
D Transpmiation Demand Management (TDM) strategies, and;
D Identification of intergovernmental coordination efforts.

•

New Future Streets Map. The City Council has discussed traffic and circulation throughout
the City, and one tool to accomplish better circulation is identification of routes that
accomplish this objective. Possible new streets I connections are identified in the figure
labeled "Future Streets" (Tab 4). These connections are new roadways that incorporate
complete street facilities into the City's network of streets. These new streets are needed to
serve the growth of the City and fill gaps in the street network. Each new street will meet
City standards and incorporate bicycle and/or pedestrian facilities into the street design.
Projects to implement the Future Streets provide access between existing roadways to
complete the street network grid. These are typically accomplished by future projects
completed by developer funds in suppmi of new developments occuning in the area. The
actual alignments of future streets will be determined and designed at a later date as paii of
area development. These alignments may not be the precise location of the street, but show
the connectivity for future street circulation. In addition, the locations have not accounted
for constraints or limitations such as critical areas, topography, or construction costs. The
Future Streets Map includes a graphic representation of wetlands from the 2016 Regional
Stormwater I Wetland Management Master Plan.

•

Continued use of the 2008 Transportation Plan Data. Although, there is a great deal of new
and updated information, much of the work completed in 2008 remained valuable. For the
201 7 update, the Planning Commission found that the data and inf01mation from the 2008
Transpmiation Plan remained valid and applicable for 2017 and the 10-year forecast (travel
forecasts for the study area project to 2028). The GMA requires forecasts of traffic for at
least ten years based on the adopted land use plan to provide inf01mation on the location,
timing, and capacity needs of future growth. RCW 36.70A.070 (6)(a)(iii)(E) requires

forecasts of traffic for at least ten years based on the adopted land use plan to provide
information on the location, timing, and capacity needs of future growth. Leavenworth has
included at least a ten-year travel forecast in the 2017 Transp01iation Element. The forecast
time period and underlying assumptions are consistent with the Land Use Element. Again,
forecasts of traffic for at least 10 years based on adopted land use plan is within this new
2017 element;
•

Level of Service (LOS). The Planning Commission had much discussion on Level of
Service (LOS), when is it measured, and against what standards. Level of service (LOS) is
a quantitative measure of roadway operations that is determined by analyzing how well a
transportation system performs. The operation of roadways, signalized intersections, and
unsignalized intersections are each based on a specific LOS definition.
o The Level of Service Methodology - For signalized, unsignalized, and roundabout
intersections, the LOS is calculated using the procedures described in the latest edition
of the Highway Capacity Manual. Roadways are measured based on a volume to
capacity ratio.
o

LOS standards are established by the different agencies having jurisdiction over the
various facilities. US 2 is a Highway of Statewide Significance, and as such, the level
of service standard is set by WSDOT. In urban areas, the WSDOT LOS standard is D.
For unincorporated areas within a UGA, LOS D is the standard adopted by Chelan
County for County roads. The City of Leavenworth has adopted LOS Das the standard
for all collectors and arterials within the municipal boundaries.

o The definition of Level of service (LOS) is both a qualitative and quantitative measure
of roadway operations. Level of service, as established by the Highway Capacity
Manual, uses an "A" to "F" scale to define the operation of roadways and intersections
as follows:
LOS A: Primarily free flow traffic operations at average travel speeds. Vehicles are
completely unimpeded in their ability to maneuver within the traffic stream. Control
delays at signalized intersections are minimal.
LOS B: Reasonably unimpeded traffic flow operations at average travel speeds. The
ability to maneuver within the traffic stream is only slightly restricted and control
delays at signalized intersections are not significant.
LOS C: Stable traffic flow operations. However, ability to maneuver and change lanes
may be more restricted than in LOS B, and longer queues, adverse signal coordination,
or both may contribute to lower than average travel speeds.
LOS D: Small increases in traffic flow may cause substantial increases in approach
delays and, hence decreases in speed. This may be due to adverse signal progression,
poor signal timing, high volumes, or some combination of these factors.
LOS E: Significant delays in traffic flow operations and lower operating speeds.
Conditions are caused by some combination of adverse progression, high signal
density, high volumes, extensive delays at critical intersections, and poor signal timing.
LOS F: Traffic flow operations at extremely low speeds. Intersection congestion is
likely at critical signalized intersections, with high delays, high volumes, and extensive

vehicle queuing.

* The City of Leavenworth streets and intersections are typically an "A" to "B" Level of
Service
LOS is linked directly with concurrency. Concurrency describes the situation in which
adequate facilities are available when the impacts of development occur, or within a
specified time thereafter. The City of Leavenworth requires concurrency for infrastructure
such as sanitary sewer, domestic water, stormwater, sidewalks, and streets. Concurrency is
required at the time of final plat approval and/or the issuance of a building pennit.
Level of service (LOS) standards measures the performance of the transportation system
and establishes the basis for the concurrency requirements in the Growth Management Act
(GMA), while also being used to evaluate impacts as pmi of the State Environmental
Protection Act (SEP A). Agencies are required to "adopt and enforce ordinances which
prohibit development approval if the development causes the level of service on a
transportation facility to decline below the standards adopted in the transportation element
of the comprehensive plan, unless transportation improvements or strategies to
accommodate the impacts of development are made concurrent with development." (RCW
36.70A.070(6)(b)). Therefore, setting the LOS standard is an essential component of
regulating development and identifying planned improvements for inclusion in the
Transportation Element.
At the time of development and consistent with the Transportation Element Policy, "the
City of Leavenworth shall implement its Level of Service (LOS) standard and performance
measures as follows:

•

o

Concurrency shall be measured for the average vehicle traffic volume for a typical
weekday during the PM peak hour;

o

SEPA shall be evaluated consistent with concurrency but could include additional
analysis for other time periods based on the discretion of the City Public Works
Director;

o

Intersection (delay) and street segment (volume/capacity) analysis will use one-hour
LOS as a screening tool to determine capacity deficiencies;

o

Concurrency requirements do not apply to facilities and services of statewide
significance per RCW 36.70A.070(6). Facilities of statewide significance such as US
2 are to be consistent with the Washington State Highway Plan, designated as LOS D;
and,

o

City and Urban Growth Area - LOS D will be acceptable.

Extraneous information was removed; and considerable update has been completed.

Utilities Element

The Utilities Element is an inventory of existing utilities and current capacities, addressing the
future needs to accommodate for the expected population growth.
•

The Inventory and Analysis was changed from the 2003 Element.

•

Due to the nature of the Utilities Element, the Planning Commission confamed most of the
Goals, Policies, and Rationale as valid with minor updates. Examples include, but are not
limited to consideration of alternative methods to open cut trenching; and a distinction between
electrical transmission and distribution lines. In addition, a new goal to support the Chelan
County PUD's investigation and study of a regional waste water utility was added.

Appendices

Each appendix provides supplementary material providing useful information.
Appendix A - 1992 County-Wide Planning Policies
Appendix B - 2017 Leavenw01ih Public Participation Program
Appendix C - 2015 Population Allocations from Chelan County for each of the Cities
Appendix D - 2017 Leavenworth Housing Needs Assessment
Appendix E - 2012 Leavenw01ih Residential Land Use Inventory and Analysis
Appendix F - 2014 Leavenworth Land Capacity Analysis
Appendix G - 2012 Leavenworth Parks Public Involvement
Appendix H - 2008 Leavenworth Transportation Project Costs and Methodology
Appendix I - 2008 Leavenw01ih Transportation Maintenance and Operations Program
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Objective
I Description

1

Estimated
Completion
Date

Lead

I

Financial Policy Review

City/TBD Biennial
Budget Modifications &
PRSA Annua l Budget

Cost Allocation Plan

I CS/JW I April 2017

cs

I CS

Nov/Dec 2017

I 100

25

I 100

25

ALL

Nov. 2017

Flood Control Zone
District (FCZD)

Chelan
City/H
A

2017

I cs

I APR

I March 2017

Quarterly City
Newsletter

City/TBD/PRSA Annual
Reports - 2016

% Completion

I May 30, 2017

JULy

I

OCT

50

I

I The Committee met in March and recommends no changes in

I

2017 but may consider changes in 2018 during budgeting.

80

100

Th e City and TBD (Transportation Benefit District) are on a
biennial budget process. 2017 was the full budget year, 2018
is limited to budget amendments and minor modifications .
2017 3rd Quarter Budget Amendme nt provided for October
meeting, no amendment needed in December. PRSA budget
was conducted with the PRSA Board in November.

In the last audit for the City a recommendation was made to
create a written cost allocation plan. The plan is used as a basis
I for reassessment and assignment of funding for the 2017/2018
budget. Staff has completed the document that was presented to
the Finance Committee in March and is now being requested for
approval by the full Council in April.
50

75

50

130

DEC

Comment
(Updated Quarterly)

[ 100

100

Publication months: FEB. MAY. AUG. NOV.
The FCZD Committee has finalized the Flood Control Zone
Master Plan Draft and will be releasing it for public review and
comment in January of 2018.
These reports are required by th e St ate annually t o be
150 days in t he year following the previous
year. At this time the PRSA and TBD reports are complet ed
awaiting review by Councilmembers Bretz and Wi lson.

I completed within

I
Lodging Tax Annual
Report

cs

March 15,

2017

100

This report is required by the State to be completed annually by
March 1st of each year.
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Grant Administration

Icicle Work Group

I CS

I JW

I Dec. 2017

I TBD

I 25

1 10

I 50

110

I 75

Currently the finance department is administering 14 open grants and
working on the closure of 2 VVl/VTP planning loans of which one is
forgivable . Finance continues to monitor Meadowlark LID 24 for
completion and the Parking Study for partner funding when
completed. Grants: DOE Solar/Energy (2 State), Meadowlark Trail (1
I 100 I Fed/1 State), Crosswalks (2 State) , Residential Overlay (1 TIB), Pine
Street (1 Fed/2 TIB) . Regionalization Study (1 Local) , TIB Emergency
Repairs (1 State), WSDOT Bike Counter (1 Fed) , Fish Intake Screen
(1-F&W Fed) Several are in process of completion/closure. Staff
continues to seek more grant funding for other future projects.

110

The Icicle Work Group is made up of various stakeholders
with interests in the stream flow and water rights associated
with Icicle Creek. The Workgroup continues to work on
I developing the responses to the public comments collected
during the EIS process. Lobbying for additional funding and
collecting additional data on controlling reservoir storage are
two other priority items

110

Council approved agreements for participation in the Coordinated
Water Rights Application

I JW

I TBD

I 45

I 45

I 65

I 85

I Cost Reimbursement program through Chelan County. Initial
approval given by DOE. The final applications have been
submitted to the Department of Ecology for review and approval.
Stakeholder group has met 3 times to review different

Utility Regionalization
Study

Personnel Hiring

I JW

I JW

I Dec 2017

I TBD

I 1s

I 75

I 20

I 75

130

I 85

145

1 100

I governing options and operational differences between
agencies. Chelan County involvement has been identified as
a critical factor.
Changes to the minimum wage laws had a significant effect on
seasonal and pool hiring. Staff hiring in 2017 include a PW Part
Time Weekend Coverage person, a part time contracted admin
I support for Development Services and the selection and hiring of
a new Building Inspector. In 2017 City staff has worked through
the Facility Hall Manager contracting process twice, currently the
position is filled with a well-qualified candidate.
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Regional Stormwater I
Wetland Strategy I
Management Plan

All

Oct. 2016

Loadman Weight
System

HA/CS

HOLD

Housing Affordability
Task Force

NP/JW

Dec. 2017

Overnight Rental
Enforcement Initiative

Economic Development
& Utilities Elements

I JW/NP I May ~017 I
ongoing

I NP

I July. 2017

On December 13, 2016, Council reviewed and studied the Master
Plan in preparation of adoption. Minor edits were discussed
regarding a clear applicability threshold. Plan accepted by Council
Feb. 28, 2017

100

Presently the system hardware redesign by the contractor
has failed to meet project specifications. The project has
been suspended, awaiting reconsideration by the contractor.

40

I 20

170

90

125

170

100

99

177

I 100

Council established Code change priorities and discussed with
Planning Commission. 2018 Docket prioritized and clarified.
Individual Case File development continues with Pacific
Staff has noticed a reduction "in appearance" of
violations. Recommend continue with ongoing enforcement
monitoring and maintaining "Overnight Rental Hotline"

I Security.

I

199

Planning Commission First Public Hearing completed on
November 1, 2017. PC second hearing scheduled for completion
on January 3, 2018. Leavenworth City Council Public Hearing
tentatively scheduled for February 27, 2018 (tentatively).
Formal public comment period ended December 4, 2017.

Transportation &
Capital Facilities &
Land Use Elements

I NP

I July, 2017

140

I 10

199

I

Planning Commission First Public Hearing completed on
November 1, 2017. PC second hearing scheduled for
I completion January 3, 2018. Leavenworth City Council
Public Hearing tentatively scheduled for February 27, 2018
(tentatively). Formal public comment period ended December

4, 2017.
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Housing & Parks and
Recreation Elements

Planning Commission First Public Hearing completed on
I November 1, 2017. PC second hearing scheduled for completion
January 3, 2018. Leavenworth City Council Public Hearing
tentatively scheduled for February 27, 2018 (tentatively). Formal
public comment period ended December 4, 2017.

I NP

I July, 2017

\ 60

\ 70

199

Transportation Element
update - Future Streets I NP
Map

I July, 2011

I

so

I 10

I 99

I New map in the Transportation Element.

199

Planning Commission First Public Hearing completed on
November 1, 2017. PC second hearing scheduled for completion
I January 3, 2018. Leavenworth City Council Public Hearing
tentatively scheduled for February 27 , 2018 (tentatively). Formal
public comment period ended December 4, 2017.

2017 Comprehensive
Plan

I NP

1 July. 2017

I 15

170

I

I

LMC - Update the
OWBAT Substantial
Alteration threshold.

NP

TBD

Rescheduled for 2018 - Exempt sprinkler costs or other
similar life safety improvements from the calculations of
substantial alterations. Expand Admin Deviations and
flexibility in review of remodels in regard to "triggering" the
threshold for total exterior compliance with the OWBAT.

"Split Zoning" clean-up
city-wide. Alleys as
delineators.

NP

TBD

Rescheduled for 2018 - Review the existing land use maps and
revised to remove "bisected" properties.

PC review of Housing
Affordability Task
Force
recommendations

NP

2018

100

Housing Affordability Taskforce recommendations reviewed
with the PC, and priorities identified. These code changes
will be processing within the 2018 Docket cycle.
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Objective
Description

Estimated
Lead

% Completion

Completion • • • •
Date
·••
•
•

Comment
(Updated Quarterly)

Tiny Homes I
substandard lot (less
than 60 ft.)

I NP

TBD

Modified and considered with the Housing Affordability
Taskforce recommendations. These code changes may be
processing within the 2018 Docket cycle.

Create "forgiving fees"
LMC and/or "forgo
fees" option

I NP

TBD

Modified and considered with the Housing Affordability
Taskforce recommendations. City Council may process
policies and standards ..

Stormwater I Wetland
Master Plan regulation
implementation

I NP

I TBD

The Stormwater I Wetland Master Plan has been approved. The
next step is to begin developing the implementing regulations to
reflect this innovative Plan.

ADU Setback
Reduction

I NP

I TBD

Develop Administrative Deviation standards, specifications
and criteria for the reduction of setbacks from alleys for ADU.

Water System Plan

JW/HA

Waste Water Treatment
Plant Facility Plan:
TMDL
Compliance/Facility
Upgrades WWTP

JW/H

A
Varela

&
Asst.

Dec. 2017

December
2016

35

80

50

90

75

90

90

100

Received comments back from Department of Health on
12'/29/2017. Developing responses and changes to plan before
responding to DOH . Council review and consideration of adoption
March 2018

Varela & Associates, Inc. has completed the Facility Plan. The
Plan has been reviewed and accepted by the Department of
Ecology. The next step is to advance the engineering for the
improvements identified in the Facility Plan.

Page 5of14

Annual Objective and Proj.ect Tracker 2017
FINAL December 2017

Waste Water Treatment
Plant Discharge Permit
Renewal

JW/H
A

July 2017

15

Utility Rate Study

CS/JW I 2017

5

Well Improvements

AB/HA I 2017

85

Replacement of Water
Intake Screens (Icicle)

HA/AB I TBD

Well Site Grounds
Cleanup

HA

2017

5

20

15

100

Approval and permit has been received from DOE.

75

A utility rate study examines the financial viability of the City
utilities and after reviewing operating costs, debt service, and
future needed capital improvements provides the Council with the
suggested rates and fees for each utility. Council reviewed and
approved the recommended rate changes by HOR after several
Council discussions in Oct, Nov, & Dec. Final document to be
presented to Council early in 2018.

80

85

Overhaul of Well# 2 has been completed. Interior painting to
be scheduled for possible in-house consideration fall/ winter
of 2017.

5

5

This project driven by TU Boulder Field Fish Passage Project.
Staff has reviewed several screen options presented by Fish &
Wildlife. City has entered into funding agreement with FW for
review of screen design . Design funding secured/no construction
funding at this time.

50

50

15

Project includes general cleanup and organization of
surrounding property. Work continues.
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Water Plant/System
Improvements

I HA/AN I Dec 2017

125

I

so

Public Works Facility
Master Planning

I JW/HA I August 2017

Festhalle
Improvements

I iW/H

I TBD

I

I

Warehouse Parking
Improvements

I JW/HA

I Fall 2017

1 so

1 60

Water Meter
Replacement

I

~A/J

DOT Property Acquisition I JW

Is

[ 1s

I 100

[ 20

Inspection of the existing reservoirs has been completed with
no major complications. Chlorine safety handling equipment
has been installed at the Water Plant and the well site.
1 Upgrade of the radio communication equipment has been
completed

I

125

This planning process is necessary because of the expansion and
I additional room needed for the Waste Treatment Plant. Council
has toured the facilities and provided input for future planning with
RH2.

The Festhalle Oversight Committee has completed the initial
list of improvements. Current focus is on Festhalle staffing,
service levels and advertisement.

95

I Dec 2018

110

110

[ 10

110

I TBD

I 10

I 1s

I 2s

I 30

Installation of railing completed. P2 and P3 Pay stations are
online, pay stations housing being constructed. Other
improvements on hold until completion of parking study

The Council has identified the replacement of the existing 2530 year old water meters as a priority project. The City
I submitted a WaterSMART grant application for 50% funding
in January 2017. Water Smart Grant Application has been
denied and staff is in the process of updating estimates and
financing options.

I Public notice completed. Attorney General's office is developing
sales documents.
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Williams Consulting has been contracted to conduct study.

I TBD

Parking Study

I JW

Gustav's/LINK Transit
Crosswalks

I HA/JW I 2017/2018

I Stakeholders group formed. Initial date collection completed

I 10

I 2s

I 30

I 40

is

i 15

i 20

130

TOH Engineering construction plans under review by DOT. Plans
have been developed and the project is expected to go to bid
1 early 2018. Environmental documents and plan set submitted.

and presented to group. Initial Public Meeting to be
scheduled for early 2018

City Hall Improvements I HA/CS I 2017

JS

I so

I so

I 1s

These projects include painting of the interior entrance and
hallways at City Hall and the upgrade of presentation
equipment and recording/amplification in the Council
I Chambers. At this time staff has completed the installation
on equipment and is reviewing effectiveness; electrical
outlets have been installed. Painting of Council Chambers
completed. Lobby area painting scheduled for early January.

Chumstick W/S - Multi
Use Trail Project

185

I go

1 95

I 100

I Project is substantially completed. Project close out/paper work
underway. Working on closure of WSDOT Grant.

15

15

50

I JW/HA I Spring 2017

LID #24 Implementation I JW/CS I June 2017

Street Extension from
Titus to Chumstick Hwy.

JW/NP
/HA

TBD

75

Awaiting close out of project so all costs are identified.
January 9th Hearing Date.

Begin conversations with developer and Chelan County on future
road construction project. Design and funding program need to be
developed.
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Pine Street Funding
Strategy

Cemetery Software

Cemetery Kiosk

JW/HA

December

2017

AR/HA I May 2017

HA

100

65

70

75

Project fully funded. Environmental and Cultural Resource study
underway. 30% engineering. ROW Plan next major check point.

Project includes replacement of outdated software. Initial
data transfer and software installation has been completed.
Additional missing data is in the process of being installed in
conjunction with fine tuning of the application. The majority
of data has been transferred and software and information
are accessible on the City website.

95

Summer 2017

Project involves developing a directional Kiosk at the cemetery
based on the capabilities of the new software. Awaiting software
completion and data entry of lot information. Kiosk creation and
installation are scheduled for spring of 2018.

City awarded TIB Funding for reclamation and asphalt
improvement to Whitman Street and Commercial Street (3rd to
Joseph). Whitman and Commercial Street Project to be rebid
in January 2018.

Residential Street
Asphalt Maintenance
Program

HA

August 2017

Tubing and Rafting

HA/
JW

September

2017

20

10

35

100

50

75

Continue to monitor this issue for compliance with agreements, bad
behavior, and overuse of Waterfront Park. New contracts being
drafted for 2017 season. Potential issue of overuse of City access
point on Wenatchee River may need to be addressed in 2018.
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Objective Description

Lead

Estimated
% Completion
completion . . . . . . . . .
Date
lliiiimliliil • •

Comment
(Updated Quarterly)
This project is the expansion of the restrooms located in Front Street

Front Street Restroom
Expansion

I HA/JW I December

I

2017

15

I

Skate Park Removal
and Replacement Plan

JW/NP

July 2017

80

80

80

Skate Park Design and
Construction

HA/JW

July 2017

20

90

100

I 10

I 10

Osborn School Site

I JW

I 2018

I 10

85

I Park and possible addition of temporary restrooms near 1o th and

Front Street. Some discussion with Downtown Steering Committee,
no definitive pathway.

Scheduled public presentation to RCO Board January 31, 2018

Grindline in conjunction with the Ad Hoc Committee is in the final
stages of design presented to Council for approval. Construction
began May 1, 2017; completion July. Project close out completed.

I 10

MOU has been drafted that would provide City Purchase Option
District consideration
of approval, probably 2019.

I on remnant parcel. Awaiting Council and

Focus of project is identifying funding program and further refinement

Park Plaza
Planning/Construction

I JW

Expansion of Recycling I
Program in Downtown
HA
core

12017

165

165

1 75

175

I of cost estimates. Have begun final design with estimated cost of

plaza area at $366,000. Project on hold at this time, design at 80%.
Two thirds of funding secured at this time.

I Add;t;on of rncycHng conta;ne'5 and change ;n operafions to
I June 2017

I so

185

I 100

accommodate expansion of recycling program. Program
included in 2017 budget. New containers received and put in
place in August of 2017.
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2017 Minicat and Trailer

December
I HA/CS I 2017

i 100

I-

I-

I-

1

This is the replacement of the 1991 Cat Backhoe used at the
Cemetery to assist in burials. This item is included in the budget
to be replaced with a minicat and trailer at an estimated budget of
$81,235; however, staff is looking at a slightly used minicat that
will lower the replacement cost to increase funding to other
equipment. Minicat was approved by Council and purchased in
March for $46 ,070 (tax included) .
This is t he replacement of a 2010 mower; 1 of the 2 riding

2017 Mower

2017 Ford F-350 XL
Super Duty 4x4
Truck/Plow/Dump/Sand

2017 Parks Light Pickup

I HA/CS I June 2017

December
2017

HA/CS

I HA/CS

I 100

J

June 2017

I

50

J

so

J

I lawn mowers used fo r parks and t he cem et ery. This item is
estimated at $18,929. New mower was approved by Council
in March and purchased in April for $20,278 (tax included).

100

This is the replacement of the 2002 Ford F-350 4x4 used for
plowing , sanding , dumping and other public works related work.
Est. cost is $37,970 for a new vehicle. Council has authorized this
purchase and truck has been delivered .

100

This is t he replacement of the 1998 Ford F-150 XL T Trit on V8
4X4 that is curre ntly budgeted at $20,000. Estim at es have
been gat hered and to replace with a 4X4 t he Staff will request
an increase to $26,000 t o comp lete the purchase. This
increase wi ll be offset by the reductio n of t he minicat not ed
above. Council has authorized this pu rchase and t ruck has
been delivered.

I

1

Page 11 of 14

Annual Objective and Project Tracker 2017
FINAL December 2017

LEGAL
Objective Description

Water Rights
Negotiations

JW

Water Rights Transfer
Process

Overnight
Enforcement

Lead

Comment
Tom Pars, legal consultant, ongoing discussion with Department of Ecology to develop a settlement agreement.
Icicle Water Work Group working on identifying projects that may result in additional water rights and litigation
settlement. Update to District Court submitted by City and DOE Sept. 2015, Icicle Work Group solution still appears
51
as the best option for both parties.1 Qtr. 2017 notice to Court on stay have been filed by City and DOE.

JW

City has had several land owners requesting the transfer of water rights (typically well water rights) to the
City. Process needs to be explored and developed to acquire these rights.

JW

Public outreach and investigation underway at this time.

Rental
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Objective Description

New Projects, Initiatives or Pending Projects
The items listed below are items that are new for 2017 or on hold from previous years:

"Pocket" Park exploration
and study

Parks Plan. This topic may evolve with the Osborn site discussion.

Icicle II Station Design
Work

On hold until funding is secured.

Emergency Response
Ordinance.

Staff will be reviewing ordinances pertaining to emergency response powers necessary when the Council/Mayor declares
a significant disaster has occurred. Ordinance changes may be necessary to ensure City can recover reimbursement
funding where possible and address public health issues quickly and deliberately.

"Sister City" Initiative

Selected potential cities identified, next step is to develop introductory letter and package.

Addition of Fire/Water
feature in the downtown
area.

Item has been referred to the Downtown Steering Committee to be considered with the Royal Lady Plaza Planning.

Community Planning
Assistance for Wildfires
Program (CPAW)

March 23, 2016 City of Wenatchee kick-off meeting. Leavenworth's participation may develop into use of this
information to develop its Wildfire Master Plan. DNR Natural Hazards Plan was previously adopted, and a
Leavenworth-centric plan can be created. Chelan County has initiated additional discussions on Wildfire Master
Planning Program, City staff participating.

Hartwig Easement/Front
Street Park

Consideration of permanent easement on West end of Front Street Park. Council approved agreements documents on
January 10, 2017. Developer provided completed/signed documents to the City on June 26, 2017. Documents signed and
recorded by City on June 291h, 2017. Construction underway.

Purchase of Lane
Residence

Consideration on the purchase of property adjacent to the PW facility. Appraisal completed, collecting additional
background information.
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Annual Objective and Project Tracker 2017
FINAL December 2017

PUD Substation Siting

Electric load within Leavenworth area at approximately 80% of capacity. Community involved with PUD on public process
to identify new substation location. Final recommendation and study information presented to Council on July 11th, 2017.
Design of substation and location of transmission lines underway.

Drinking Water Providers
Partnership Grant

In cooperation with Cascadia Conservation District, the agencies are using grant funding awarded to develop a
program for public outreach and education on the Icicle Watershed which is the main source of the City water
supply. City partnering with Forest Service and Cascadia Conservation to develop educational program.

Apple Maggot Quarantine
Issue

The City was informed on June 8th that it could no longer haul yard waste or brush to Stemilt for recycling. In addition the
Department of Agriculture requires that the City continue a yard waste disposal program to allow for solid waste to be
taken to the Dryden Transfer Station. City implemented alternative yard waste program by July 31, 2017. In discussions
with DOE on burn disposal and change in legislation.

Lion's Park Pavilion
Replacement

City Council has reviewed the Pavilion design developed by Allison Miller. Engineering check and funding
program are still need before proceeding with project.

RD Funding Application

Application for funding due on July 15, 2017. $13M funding request for Waste Treatment Facility improvements and
collection system improvements. City awarded funding in September 2017. City has requested Varela& Associates to
provide new scope of work for engineering and design of waste treatment plant improvements.

Wetland Property
Acquisition

City Council Parks Committee has met with Marson Family representatives to discuss the acquisition of wetland
property. Full Council to discuss in January 2018 before proceeding.
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1
ITEMS NOT SCHEDULED AT THIS TIME
•
•
•
•

Elected Officials Training - Ongoing
Rate & Fee Amendments: Cemetery Rate Adjustments - Parks/Chantell
Water/Sewer Code Review for Potential Amendments/cleanup - Chantell/Nate/Herb
KOA Annexation & Zoning - Nate

January 9, 2018
9:00 AM Study Session:
•
•

•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•

New Councilmembers Official Oath of Office - Chantell Steiner
Chamber Report
2015-2016 State Auditors Exit Conference - Chantell Steiner
Comprehensive Plan Review - Nathan Pate
2017 End of Year Update on Project Tracking/ 2018 Future Council Agenda Items - All Staff
Mayor and Mayor Pro-Tern Committee Assignments and Council Policy, Procedures and Rules of Conduct
- Joel Walinski
Council Vacancy - Joel Walinski
Council Open Discussion Item: Public Hearing: Senate Committee on Energy, Environment & Technology
at 10:00 AM. Olympia, WA. Senate Bill 6055
Council Open Discussion Item: Chelan County Emergency Mgmt - Joel Walinski (not contract just training
reminder for public safety)
Council Open Discussion Item: Committee Attendance Needed for 1/9/18 Public Works Meeting
(Brinkman)

Council Meeting:
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Consent Agenda: Set Public Hearing on the Comprehensive Plan @ 6:30 PM on 2/27/2018
Recognition Plaques for CHS Girls Soccer & Volleyball Teams - Carolyn Wilson / Sue Cragun
Public Hearing on LID #24 Assessment Roll@ 6:45 PM - Joel Walinski
Ordinance 1555 Confirming and Levying LID #24 Assessments - Joel / Chantell
IntegriTech Contracts - Herb Amick
a) On-Call Engineering Services
b) Fish Screens Contract Amendment
Wetland Park - Nathan Pate
Regional Justice Center Contract Amendment - Joel Walinski
Motion to Elect Mayor Pro-Tempore - Joel Walinski
Set Date/Time for Interview & Selection of City Council Position No. 1 - Joel Walinski
Info Items: January 10th Mayor/ City Council Tour of the Hampton Inn Swiss Hotel at 3:00 PM
Info Items: January 23rd Mayor & Mayor Pro Tern Committee Assignments
Info Items: January 23rd Joint Meeting with Planning Commission / 2018 Docket Acceptance

January 23, 2018 Council Meeting
•
•
•
•
•

•
•

Joint Meeting with Planning Commission - Nathan Pate
Acceptance of 2018 Planning Commission Docket
Mayor Pro Tempore Standing Committee Assignments - Joel Walinski
Mayor Ad Hoc Committee Assignments - Joel Walinski
Commercial St. / Whitman St. / Enchantment Way Imp. Project - Authorization to Bid - Joel Walinski
2018 Pacific Security Contract - Joel Walinski (current extension ends on 1/30/2018) - Joel/Sue
Info Items: Group Funding Applications Due by March 1st

February 13, 2018

9:00 AM Study Session:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Chamber Report
Enforcement Policy Review - Nathan Pate
Comprehensive Plan Review Continued - Nathan Pate
2018 Project Tracker - Joel Walinski
Quarterly City Newsletter Recommendations - Distribution in March - Sue Cragun
Council Discussion:
a) Confirm Retreat Meeting Date and Location Preferences - Chantell

Council Meeting:
•
•
•
•

Highway 2 Crosswalks Project - Authorization to Bid - Joel Walinski
Special Use Permit - Noise/ Ale-Fest 2018 - Sue Cragun
Info Items: Reminder - Public Disclosure Commission Filing Deadline April 15th
Info Items: Reminder - Group Funding Applications due by March 1st - Contact City Hall

February 27, 2018
Council Meeting:
•
•
•

Public Hearing on Comp Plan Amendments @ 6:30 PM - Nathan Pate
Info Items: Group Funding Applications due by March 1st - Contact City Hall
TBD Meeting to Follow Regular Meeting - Chantell Steiner

March 13, 2018
9:00 AM Study Session:
•
•
•
•

Chamber Report
Review Lodging Tax Group Funding Requests - Chantell Steiner
Resolution xx-2018 Review Rate & Fee Changes for Pool - Chantell/Joel
Annual Council Retreat Meeting Topics - Joel Walinski

Council Meeting:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Lodging Tax Group Funding Requests - Chantell Steiner
Special Use Permit: Village Art in the Park - Sue Cragun
Confirmation of Mayor's Appointment/Downtown Revitalization Steering Committee - Joel Walinski
Ordinance XXXX - LID 24 Bond Sale - Chantell/Joel
Info Items: Reminder - Public Disclosure Commission Filing Deadline April 15th
Info Items: Council Retreat, March 30, 2018, 7:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m. - Bavarian Lodge, Montafon Rm

March 27, 2018 Council Meeting:
•
Resolution xx-2018 Rate & Fee Changes for Pool - Chantell/Joel
•
•
•
•
•
•

Professional Service Agreement - RH2 On-Call Engineering Services - Exp. 3/31/2018 - Herb Amick
Agreement - Wenatchee Valley Animal Care & Control - Exp. 3/31/2018 - Joel Walinski
Mayor Reappoint Joel Martinez, Larry Hayes, and Anne Hessburg to the Planning Commission - Expires
4/30/2018 - Sue/ Nathan Pate
Surplus Computers - Chantell Steiner
Info Items: Reminder - Public Disclosure Commission Filing Deadline April 15th
Info Items: Council Retreat, March 30, 2018, 7:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m. - Bavarian Lodge, Montafon Rm

March 30, 2018 Council Retreat Draft Agenda: To Be Determined
April 10, 2018
9:00 AM Study Session:
•
•
•

Chamber Report
Quarterly Update Future Council Agenda Items / Project Tracking - All Staff
Quarterly City Newsletter Recommendations - Distribution in May - Sue Cragun

Council Meeting:

•
•
•
•

Consent Agenda: Annual Retreat Minutes
Consent Agenda: PRSA Voucher Request
Ordinance XXXX Quarterly Budget Amendment - Chantell Steiner
Info Items: Final Reminder - Public Disclosure Commission Filing Deadline April 15th

April 24, 2018 CoL1ncil Meeting:
•

Mayor Reappointment of Lisa Romine to the Housing Authority of Chelan Cty. Board of Commissioners
(Due May 2018 Alicia McCray 663-4721) - Sue
Discussion: Draft Resolution XX-2018 Six Year Transportation Improvement Plan - Herb Amick
Discussion: Draft Resolution XX-2018 Six Year Capital Facilities Plan - Nathan Pate

•
•

May 8, 2018
9:00 AM Study Session:
•
•
•
•

Chamber Report
Draft Resolution XX-2018 Six-Year Transportation Improvement Plan - Herb Amick
Draft Resolution XX-2018 Six Year Capital Facilities Plan - Nathan Pate
Discussion of Comprehensive Flood Hazard Management Plan - Nate/Herb

Council Meeting:
•

Info Items: Joint Mid-Year Meeting with the Planning Commission on June 26, 2018

May 22, 2018 Council Meeting:
Consent Agenda: Motion to Set Public Hearing on Six-Year Trans. Imp. Plan on 6/12/2018@ 6:45 PM
Consent Agenda: Motion to Set Public Hearing on Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan on 6/12/2018 @ 6:45 PM
Consent Agenda - PRSA Voucher Request
Special Use Permit - Oktoberfest Noise Permit - Sue Cragun / Joel Walinski
Info Items: Transportation Benefit District Meeting to Follow Regular Council Meeting

•
•
•
•
•

June 12, 2018
9:00 AM Study Session:
•

Chamber Report

Council Meeting:
Presentation: 2017 Water Use Efficiency Report Presentation - Amica/Herb Amick
Public Hearing on Six-Year Transportation Improvement Plan @ 6:45 PM - Herb Amick
Public Hearing on Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan @ 6:45 PM - Nathan Pate
Resolution XX-2018 Amending Six-Year Transportation Improvement Plan for 2018 - 2023 - Herb Amick
Resolution XX-2018 Amending Six-Year Capital Facilities Plan for 2018 - 2023 - Nathan Pate
Motion to Approve 2017 Annual Report for the City of Leavenworth - Chantell Steiner
Info Items: Joint Meeting with the Planning Commission - June 26, 2018

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

June 26, 2018 Council Meeting:
•
•

Discussion: Joint Mid-Year Meeting with Planning Commission - Nathan Pate
Cancel July 24, 2018 Regular Council Meeting and Subcommittee Meetings - Joel Walinski

July 10, 2018
9:00 AM Study Session:
•
•
•
•

Chamber Report
Resolution XX-2018 - Financial Policy Amendments - Chantell Steiner
Quarterly Update Future Council Agenda Items/ Project Tracking - All Staff
Quarterly City Newsletter Recommendations - Distribution in August - Sue Cragun

Council Meeting:
•
•

Ordinance XXXX Quarterly Budget Amendment - Chantell Steiner
Info Items: Mayor's Annual Breakfast, 8/14/2018 Wild Huckleberry, 7:00 - 9:00 a.m.

•

Info Items: July 24, 2018 Council and Subcommittee Meetings Cancelled

July 24, 2018 Council Meeting: Cancelled?
August 14, 2018
9:00 AM Study Session:
•
Chamber Report
Council Meeting:
•
Resolution XX-2018 - Financial Policy Amendments - Chantell Steiner
•
Executive Session: RCW 42.30.140 (4)(b) Collective Bargaining
• Info Items: Mayor's Annual Breakfast at the Wild Huckleberry 7:00 - 9:00 a.m . - 8/14/2018
• Info Items: Transportation Benefit District Meeting to Follow Regular Council Meeting
• Info Items: Economic Development and Finance Committees Review Draft Budget - 8/28/2018
August 28, 2018 Council Meeting:
•
Economic Development and Finance Committees Review Draft Budget
• Info Items: Parks & Public Works Committees Review Draft Budget 9/11/2018
• Info Items: Budget Priorities Finance Committee Special Review 9/25/2018 if Needed
September 11, 2018
9:00 AM Study Session:
• Chamber Report
• Oktoberfest Special Use Permit Update - Sue Cragun I Joel Walinski
•
PRA/OPMA Renewal Due - first round 10/9/18 - Chantell Steiner
Council Meeting:
•
Parks & Public Works Committees Review Draft Budget
•
Consent Agenda: Set Public Hearing on Ad Valorem (Property) Tax@ 6:45 PM on 10/23/2018
•
Current Year Budget Review and 2019-2020 Preliminary Budget Review - Joel/Chantell
• Approve Traffic/Foot Patrols Needed for Oktoberfest - Joel Walinski/ Sue Cragun
•
Discus: Resolution XX-2018 Legislative Priorities for 2018-2019 - Joel Walinski
September 25, 2018 Council Meeting:
• Special Finance Committee Budget Priorities Review - if Needed
• Resolution XX-2018 Legislative Priorities for 2018-2019 - Joel Walinski
• Info Items: City Administrator Annual Review
• Info Items: Transportation Benefit District Meeting to Follow Regular Council Meeting
October 9, 2018
9:00 AM Study Session:
•
Chamber Report
•
Budget Priorities Review - Joel Walinski
•
Review of Rates & Fees for 2019 - All Staff
•
Quarterly Update Future Council Agenda Items/ Project Tracking - All Staff
•
Quarterly City Newsletter Recommendations - Distribution in November - Sue Cragun
Council Meeting:
•
Consent Agenda: PRSA Voucher Request
•
2019 Chelan County Prosecution Services Agreement - Exp. 12/31/2018 - Joel Walinski
• Ordinance XXXX Quarterly Budget Amendment - Chantell Steiner

October 23, 2018 Council Meeting:
•
•
•
•
•

Consent Agenda: Set Public Hearing on 2019-2020 Preliminary Budget on November 13, 2018 @ 6:45 PM
Consent Agenda: Set Public Hearing on 2019-2020 Final Budget on November 27, 2018@ 6:45 PM
Public Hearing on Ad Valorem (Property) Tax@ 6:45 PM - Joel Walinski I Chantell Steiner
Special Use Permit Noise - Timbrrr! Winter Music Festival - Joel Walinski / Sue Cragun
Info Items: Ad Valorem Tax Ordinance/ Public Hearing Preliminary Budget on 11/13/2018

November 13, 2018 .
9:00 AM Study Session:
•
•

Chamber Report
Initial Review of 2019 Planning Commission Docket - Nathan Pate

Council Meeting:
• Consent Agenda: PRSA Voucher Request
•
Public Hearing: 2019-2020 Preliminary Budget @ 6:45 PM
•
Ordinance XXXX Adopting Ad Valorem Tax -Chantell Steiner
•
Authorize Mayor to Sign Tax Levy - Chantell Steiner
•
Emergency Management Services Contract - Exp. 12/31/2018 - Sue/Joel
-Approval of SUP for Christmas Lighting Festival 3 yr. renewal in 2017 Sue Cragun I Joel Walinski
•
Approval Traffic/Foot Patrols Needed for Christmas Lighting - Joel Walinski
• Info Items: Transportation Benefit District Meeting to Follow Regular Council Meeting
• Info Items: Public Hearing Final Budget on 11/27/2018

November 27, 2018 Council Meeting
•
•
•

Public Hearing: 2019-2020 Final Budget@ 6:45 PM
Info Items: 2019 Rate & Fee Schedule Adoption and Final 2018 Budget Amendment
Info Items: Transportation Benefit District Meeting to Follow Regular Council Meeting

December 11, 2018
9:00 AM Study Session:
•
•
•
•
•

Chamber Report
Planning Commission 2019 Docket Review - Nathan Pate
2019 Rate & Fee Schedule Final Review- All Staff
2019-2020 Budget Review Time - Joel Walinski
Council Open Discussion Item: Mayor Pro-Tern and Committee Assignments - Joel Walinski

Council Meeting
•
•
•
•
•
•

Resolution XX-2018 for 2019 Rate & Fee Schedule - Chantell/Joel
Ordinance XXXX Final 2018 Budget Amendment - Chantell
Ordinance XXXX Adopting 2019-2020 Budget - Chantell
Interlocal Agreement: Chelan County Fire District #3 exp. 12/31/2018
Agreement: Chelan County Regional Justice Center exp. 12/31/2018
Cancel December 25, 2018 Regular Council Meeting and Subcommittee Meetings - Joel Walinski

•
•
•
•
•

EXECUTIVE
EXECUTIVE
EXECUTIVE
EXECUTIVE
EXECUTIVE

SESSION: RCW 42.30.110 (1)(i)(ii) Potential Litigation
SESSION: RCW 42.30.140 (4)(b) Collective Bargaining
SESSION 42.30.110(1)(c) Property Sale
SESSION 42.30.110(1)(d) Review Negotiations Of Sheriff Contract
SESSION 42.30.110(1)(b) Property Purchase
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RESOLUTION NO. 1-2012
A RESOLUTION TO ESTABLISH POLICY, PROCEDURES
AND RULES OF CONDUCT FOR THE CITY COUNCIL
AND ITS MEETINGS, AND RESCINDING RESOLUTION
NO. 13-2008 OF THE CITY OF LEAVENWORTH,
WASHINGTON

WHEREAS, in 2004 the City Council of Leavenworth adopted a procedure for
conducting Council meetings which were amended in 2008; and
WHEREAS, a predetermined order of procedure for Leavenworth City Council meetings
will be the most expedient means of conducting Council meetings while also maintaining order
and providing equal treatment for both Council members and the public; and
WHEREAS, Resolution Number 13-2008 no longer accurately reflects the procedures of
the Council;
NOW THEREFORE the City Council of the City of Leavenworth, Washington does resolve as
follows:
Section 1. Robert's Rules of Order Adopted. Roberts Rules of Order, Newly Revised,
shall govern the deliberations of the Council except when in conflict with any of the following
rules.
Section 2. Public Comment at Meetings. The following rules shall apply for the Council
to receive comment from the public.

A. Subjects not on the current agenda: Any member of the public may speak to the
Council on an item not on the agenda during the 'Public Comment' portion of the
meeting agenda. The person must address the Council from the podium so that the
comments can be recorded and included in the minutes. The person must state their
name, address of residence, and the subject of their comments. The Mayor or
presiding officer may then allow the comments subject to such time limitations as the
Mayor or presiding officer deems necessary. Following such comments, the
presiding officer may place the matter on the agenda or a future agenda, or refer the
matter to the Council or administration for further information.

B. Subjects on the current agenda: Any member of the public who wishes to address the
Council on an item on the current agenda shall make such request to the presiding
officer at the time when comments from the public are requested during the Council's
discussion of the agenda item. The Mayor or presiding officer shall rule on the
appropriateness of public comments as the agenda item is reached, and may change
the order of speakers.
C. Public hearings: Members of the public who wish to comment on an item which is
before the Council for a formal public hearing will be asked to first sign their name
on a list at the podium and then be recognized by the Mayor or presiding officer
during the hearing. The person must address the Council from the podium so that the

comments can be recorded and included in the minutes. The person must state their
name and address. Comments may be limited in length as the Mayor or presiding
office deems necessary.
Section 3. Selection of Mayor Pro Tempore. The Mayor Pro Tempore is elected by the
Council from its own membership at the first meeting in January after each General Election and
thereafter whenever a vacancy occurs. The Mayor Pro Tempore shall hold office at the pleasure
of the Council.
Section 4. Assignment to Standing Committees. Alignment of standing committees of
the Council shall be recommended by the Mayor Pro Tempore when newly-elected members
take office. Membership on committees shall be appointed by a majority vote of the Council.
Membership on standing committees may be realigned at the discretion of the Mayor Pro
Tempore with confirmation by the Council. Standing Committees shall appoint their own
chairpersons.
Section 5. Ad Hoc Committees. The Mayor may establish such legislative ad hoc
committees as may be appropriate to consider special matters that do not readily fit the
committee structure that requires special approach or emphasis.
Section 6. Seating Arrangement. The seating position of Council members shall be
determined by seniority on the Council, with the most senior Council member sitting directly to
the left of the Mayor and descending through seniority to the newest member of the Council
farthest from the Mayor. A Council member may choose to remain in his or her position when a
vacancy occurs, at which time the vacant seat shall become the option of the next senior member.
Section 7. Presiding Officers. All meetings of the Council shall be presided over by the
Mayor, or, in the Mayor's absence, by the Mayor Pro Tempore. If the Clerk or Deputy Clerk is
absent from a Council meeting, the Mayor, or Mayor Pro Tempore, shall appoint one of the
members of the Council or the City Administrator to act as Clerk Pro Tempore. The
appointment of a member of the Council as Mayor Pro Tempore, or as Clerk Pro Tempore, shall
not in any way abridge the Council member's right to vote upon all questions coming before the
Council.
Section 8. Study sessions. The purpose of a study session is to provide the City Council
with an informal opportunity to study certain matters in detail or to discuss policy issues with
staff that may come before the City Council at future regular meetings for formal action. In
general, the Council shall meet on the second Tuesday of each month at 9:00 a.m. for a study
session at which no action will be taken on issues. It is a time for the Council to have
discussions and provide directiOn on background information for upcoming City Council agenda
items, to review and request additional information or to form a council subcommittee prior to
formal action and to clarify any final amendments made from previous discussions before formal
action.

Section 9. Regular Meetings. Regular meetings of the Council shall be held as provided
by ordinance. The purpose of a regular meeting is to hear public comments and to consider
recommendations from staff, and to take action on items of policy.

Section 10. Dissenting Opinions. Any Council member shall have the right to have the
reason(s) for their dissent from or their protest against any action of the Council entered into the
minutes. In general, such dissent or protest to be entered in the minutes shall be made in the
following manner: "I would like the minutes to show that I am opposed to this action for the
following reason(s) ... " Any such protest or dissent must be in summary form so as to avoid
unnecessary delay or interference with regular Council business.
Section 11. Order of Business. The order of business will normally be as follows:

Call to Order
Flag Salute
Roll Call
Approval of Consent Agenda
Public Safety Reports
Councilmember and Committee Reports
Mayor/Administration Reports
Correspondence from the Public
Resolutions, Ordinances, Orders and Other Business
Information Items for Future Consideration
Comments from the Public on Items Not on the Agenda
Executive Session
Adjournment
Section 12. Motions, Resolutions, and Ordinances. Motions shall be reduced to writing
when required by the Mayor or any member of the Council. All resolutions and ordinances shall
be in writing.
Section 13. Motions to Reconsider. Motions to reconsider must be by a member who
voted with the majority, and at the same or next succeeding meeting of the Council.
Section 14. Removal of Item from Consent Agenda. An item or items listed on the
Consent Agenda may be removed from the Consent Agenda and shifted to an alternative,
appropriate location in the Agenda, to allow for full Council discussion and comment, by any
Council member.
Section 15. Record of Proceedings. The Clerk shall keep a correct journal of all
proceedings and at the desire of any member the ayes and nays shall be taken on any question
and entered into the journal.

Section 16. Questions of Order. All questions of order shall be decided by the presiding
officer of the Council with the right of appeal to the Council by any member.
Section 17. Obligation to Vote. Each member present must vote on all questions put to
the Council with the following exceptions:

A. Matters with respect to which the Council member has not been present for a meeting
at which the item was discussed;
B. Such Council member has a personal financial interest; or
C. Where such member's vote would violate the Appearance of Fairness Doctrine.
Beyond these exceptions, any abstention from required voting by a Council member shall
be counted as a vote with the majority provided, however, ifthere is not majority then such vote
shall be counted as an affirmative vote.
Section 18. Conflict of Interest and Appearance of Fairness Issues. A Council member
prohibited from voting because of a conflict of interest or a potential violation of the Appearance
of Fairness Doctrine shall not participate in any City Council discussion and they shall remove
themselves from the Council Chambers until after the vote. If questions regarding conflict of
interest or appearance of fairness are uncertain the Council shall make the final decision with
advice from the City Attorney.
Section 19. Actions Taken During Public Meetings. AU regular meetings of the Council
shall be public and no ordinance, resolution, rule or regulation shall be adopted except in a
regular meeting open to the public the date of which is fixed by law or rule.

In order to provide the public with an opportunity to learn about items being brought
before the Council for consideration, it is the want of the Council that complex or items that
maybe generate a higher level of controversy will appear, in general, on a total of three agendas
(study sessions and/or regular meetings) before the Council takes action on the item.
Section 20. Amending Rules. The rules of the Council may be altered, amended, or
temporarily suspended by a vote of two-thirds of the members present.
Section 21. Staff Attendance at Council Meetings. The City Administrator, City
Attorney, Development Services Manager, Director of Public Works and Finance Director/City
Clerk shall attend all meetings of the Council and remain for the meeting for such length of time
as the Council may direct. Other employees of the City of Leavenworth shall attend Council
meetings when requested by the Mayor and/or City Administrator.
Section 22. Duties of Presiding Officer. It shall be the duty of the presiding officer at a
Council meeting to:

A. Call the meeting to order;
B. Keep the meeting to its order of business;
C. State each motion and require a second to that motion before permitting discussion;

D. Handle discussion of the Council in an orderly manner:
1. Provide each Council member with an opportunity to speak;
2. Permit audience participation at appropriate times, requiring that audience
members address the Council from the podium so that discussion can be recorded
for the minutes;
3. Keep all speakers to the rules and to the questions;
4. Provide speakers on opposing sides of an issue with alternating opportunities;
5. Put motions to a vote and announce the outcome;
6. Recommend motions for adjournment;
7. Appoint committees when authorized to do so;
8. Polling of the Council shall be. conducted in the same order as the Roll Call or by
a vote of the hand.
Section 23. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause of phrase of this resolution
should be held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such
invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or constitutionality of any other
section, sentence, clause or phrase of this resolution.
Section 24. Repealer. Resolution 13-2008 is hereby repealed.

ADOPTED by the City Council and signed by the Mayor on the 24th day of January,
2012.

ATTEST:

Chantell Steiner, Finance Director/City Clerk

LEAVENWORTH
CITY COUNCIL
COMMITTEES
2017
Public Safety (Meets the 2nd Tuesday of every month at 3:00 p.m.)
Carolyn Wilson
Elmer Larsen
Sharon Waters - Chair

Parks (Meets the 2"d Tuesday of every month at 4:00 p.m.)
Margaret Neighbors - Chair
Mia Bretz
Sharon Waters

Public Works (Including cemetery & parking) (Meets the 2"d Tuesday of every
month at 5:00 p.m.)
Elmer Larsen
Mia Bretz
Richard Brinkman - Chair

Economic Development (Meets the i" Tuesday of every month at 4:00 p.m.)
Gretchen Wearne - Chair
Mia Bretz
Margaret Neighbors

Finance (Meets the 4th Tuesday of every month at 5:00 p.m.)
Richard Brinkman - Chair
Carolyn Wilson
Gretchen Wearne

LEAVENWORTH
CITY COUNCIL
AD HOC COMMITTEES
2017
City Administered Ad Hoc Committees:
Downtown Steering
Richard Brinkman
Sharon Waters
Gretchen Weame
Paula Helsel
Kevin Rieke
Christine Zucktriegel
Oliver Brulotte
Joel Walinski

Festival & Events
Cheri Farivar - Chair
Richard Brinkman
Elmer Larsen
Gretchen Wearne
Joel Walinski
Steve Lord
Doc Elsea
Matt Turnbull

Housing Affordability Task Force
Cheri Farivar - Chair
Elmer Larsen
Richard Brinkman
Mia Bretz
Joel Walinski
Nathan Pate
Kaylin Bettinger
Ken Grosse
Margaret Marson

Matt Steinhauer
Steve McKenna
Peter De Vries
Mark Hebert
Tom Boyd
JC Baldwin
Dan Acton
Hank Lewis
Lilith Vespier

Festhalle Oversight
Elmer Larsen
Sharon Waters
Margaret Neighbors
Joel Walinski- Chair
Craig Hess
Mike McComas
Karl Ruether

Residential
Advisory
Elmer Larsen - Chair
Cheri Farivar
Mia Bretz
Sharon Waters
Ann Hessburg

Susan Noland
Matt Fields
Clint Strand
Tom Keziah
Michael Bedard
Alison Miller

City Representatives on other Agency Boards/Commissions:
Chelan - Douglas Health District
City of Entiat Representative
Sharon Waters (attendee only - no vote)

Chelan - Douglas Transportation Council
Cheri Farivar
Joel Walinski

Economic Development District
Richard Brinkman

Leavenworth Area Promotions
Gretchen Wearne
Elmer Larsen

Leavenworth Golf Course
Cheri Farivar
Carolyn Wilson

Leavenworth Pride
Richard Brinkman
Gretchen Wearne

Link Transit
Mia Bretz

Mosquito District
Gretchen Wearne

Upper Valley Museum
Margaret Neighbors

RiverCom Board (attendees only-no vote)
Fire Chief Kelly O'Brien
Joel Walinski

Solid Waste Council
Margaret Neighbors

Upper Valley Park & Rec. Service Area
Carolyn Wilson
Mia Bretz

Revised 03.30.17 sc
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S-3239.3
SENATE BILL 6055
State of Washington

65th Legislature

2018 Regular Session

By Senators Hawkins and Carlyle

Prefiled 12/26/17.

1

AN ACT Relating to creating a pilot program for outdoor burning

2

for

3

apple

4

chapter 70.94 RCW; and providing an expiration date.

5

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON:

6

7
8
9
10

cities or towns
maggot;

Sec.

1.

located partially inside a

amending

RCW

70.94.6514;

quarantine area

adding

a

new

section

for
to

RCW 70.94.6514 and 2009 c 118 s 103 are each amended to

read as follows:
(1)

Consistent with the policy of

the

burning to the greatest extent practical,

state

to

reduce

outdoor

outdoor burning shall not

be allowed in:

11

(a)

Any

12

quality

13

burning; or

14

(b)

area

of

standards

the

are

state

exceeded

where

federal

or

for

pollutants

state
emitted

ambient
by

air

outdoor

Except as provided in section 2 of this act, any urban growth

15

area as defined by RCW 36.70A.030, or any city of the state having a

16

population

greater

17

threatened

to

18

alternative

disposal

19

management

are

20

production of organic refuse are reasonably available.

than

exceed

ten

state

thousand
or

practices

reasonably

federal

people
air

consistent

available

p. 1

or

if

such

quality
with

cities

are

standards,

and

good

practices

solid

waste

eliminating

SB 6055

(2)

1

Notwithstanding any other provision of this section,

outdoor

2

burning may be allowed for the exclusive purpose of managing storm or

3

flood-related debris.

4

the

5

70. 94. 6534

6

subject to subsection

7

be

8

administering

9

restrictions

10

entity

with
or

required,

The decision to allow burning shall be made by

permitting

70. 94. 6518.
and a

If

(1) (a)

fee

and

jurisdiction
outdoor
or

may be

enforcing

pursuant

to

(b)

determined

burning

is

collected to

cover

permit.

70. 94. 652 6 ( 1)

in

RCW
areas

a permit shall
the

All
and

under

allowed

of this section,

the

RCW

as

expenses

conditions

7 0. 94. 6512

of
and

apply

to

outdoor burning allowed under this section.

11

(3) (a)

Outdoor burning that is normal,

to

13

agricultural burning authorized under RCW 70.94.6528 and 70.94.6532,

14

is

15

70.94.6528(8)(a)

allowed
(b)

agricultural
within

the

activities,

urban

growth

that
area

is

and customary

12

16

ongoing

necessary,

in

consistent

accordance

with

with

RCW

Outdoor burning of cultivated orchard trees shall be allowed

17

as an ongoing agricultural activity under this section in accordance

18

with RCW 70. 94. 6528 (8) (b).

19

(4)

20

improve

or

21

animals

within

22

natural resource conservation areas, parks, and other wildlife areas.

23
24
25
26

( 5)

This section shall not apply to silvicultural burning used to
maintain

fire

state,

dependent

federal,

ecosystems

and private

for

natural

rare

plants

or

area preserves,

Outdoor burning is allowed as provided in section 2 of this

act.
NEW SECTION.

Sec.

A new section is added to chapter 70.94

2.

RCW to read as follows:

27

(1)

An

28

purpose

of

29

and towns to burn brush and yard waste under the supervision of local

30

fire authorities.

31

(2)

outdoor

evaluating the

Until July 1,

effectiveness

2020,

of

is

established

allowing

for

certain

the

cities

a city or town that is located partially

34

allowed

35

accordance with RCW 70.94.6512 and the following requirements:
Burning

must

outdoor
be

apple

maggot

pomonella)

established by the Washington state department of agriculture must be
conduct

for

(Rhagoletis

33

to

area

program

inside

(a)

quarantine

pilot

32

36

a

burning

burning

conducted

by

of

brush

city

or

and
town

yard

waste

employees,

37

contractors under the supervision of city or town employees,

38

the city or town fire department or other local fire officials;
p. 2

in
by

or by

SB 6055

1

(b)

Burning must be conducted under the supervision of the city

2

or

3

consultation with the department of agriculture and the department of

4

ecology or an air pollution control authority, as applicable; and

5
6
7

8
9

town

fire

(c)

department

Burning

must

or

not

other

be

local

conducted

fire

more

officials

than

two

and

times

in

per

calendar year.
A

(3)

burning

permit

is

not

required

for

outdoor

burning

conducted under this section.
(4)

This section does not authorize the movement of any material,

10

including brush or yard waste that has not been completely combusted,

11

in violation of state law or rules

12

waste from a quarantine area.

13

(5)

regulating the transportation of

A city or town conducting outdoor burning under this section

14

shall provide requested information to the departments of agriculture

15

and ecology that will enable the departments to complete the report

16

required under subsection (6) of this section.

17

(6)

The departments of agriculture and ecology shall evaluate the

18

effectiveness

19

submit

20

accordance with RCW 43.01.036. At a minimum,

21

the following elements:

22
23
24
25
26
27
28

(a)

a

of the pilot program established in this

joint

report

to

the

legislature by December

section and
31,

2020,

in

the report must include

A list of cities and towns that conducted burning under the

authority of this section;
(b)

A record of the number of times each city and town conducted

burning under the authority of this section;
(c)

An estimate of the volume of brush and yard waste burned by

cities and towns under the authority of this section; and
(d)

Any

recommendations

for

improving

the

pilot

program,

29

consistent with the goals of preventing the transport of apple maggot

30

larvae beyond the boundaries

31

public health and safety.

32

of

a

quarantine

area

and safeguarding

(7) This section expires December 31, 2021.
--- END ---

p. 3
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DECEMBER 2017
CHELAN COUNTY REGIONAL JUSTICE CENTER
MONTHLY REPORT

ADP

ALOS

.34

4.00

City of Chelan

3.84

7.00

City of East Wenatchee

7.46

4 .17

.03

2.00

.45

2.80

39.99
116.27

9.39
12.82

47.41

10.03

FACILITY STATISTICS
City of Cashmere

City of Entiat
City of Leavenworth
City of Wenatchee
Chelan County
Department of Corrections

.77

1.56

3.00

3.44

219.56

5.72

Douglas County
Other
TOTALS:

INMATE RACE

ADP

FACILITY DEMOGRAPHICS
ADP
GENDER

ASIAN/P. ISLANDER

1.01

MALE

BLACK

6.04

FEMALE

179.78
39.78

HISPANIC/LATIN

TOTALS:

219.56

CAUCASIAN

5.53
153.34

UNKNOWN

.02

IN DIAN/ALASKAN

TOTALS:

WORK RELEASE PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS:

11

EHM/GPS PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS:

26

53.62

219.56

Chelan County Fire District #3
228 Chumstick Hwy
Leavenworth, WA 98826
509-548-7711

MINUTES
DATE:
TIME:
PLACE:
ATTENDING:

November 8, 2017
6:00pm
Leavenworth Fire & Safety Facility
Commissioner Stanton, Commission Frank, Chief O'Brien, Assistant
Chief Brautaset, and Secretary Kuch .

Public Comment Period
Alex Roberts - Presentation of the Firefighter tools committee's
recommendations for new firefighter tools in the 2018 budget.
Minutes from last meeting- Motion to approve minutes made by Commissioner
Frank. Commissioner Stanton concurred. Passed.
Secretary's Report:
Financial Report - See Attached
Vouchers - $57,438 .79
2017 Fires $42,423.32 net to District
125 Annual Inspections to date
Call Volume: 10/12/17-11/8/17 = 51 (up 19 from 2016)
1/1/17-10/11/17 = 529 (up 113 from 2016)

Motion to approve vouchers made by Commissioner Frank. Commissioner
Frank 2nd. Passed.
Chief's Report:
• 831 went in for warranty work and had the steering box replaced.
• Fire alarm system has been fixed.
• Front office remodel almost complete - flooring and furniture come on
Monday.
• Offered old apparatus bay lights and copy machine to DCFD#3 - they are
building their first station.
• The new base station had some issues due to the old wiring and cables.
Included
Old Business: None

11/8/17 Meeting

Minutes~

Continued

New Business:
111

111

111

Motion by Commissioner Frank to approve Emergency Management
Assistance Compact Contract for situations where the District would be
deployed to another state to fight fires. Commissioner Stanton concurred.
Passed.
Motion by Commissioner Frank to approve the quote by Spectrum
Communications to replace the umshielded base station wire and install 2
additional speakers and amplifier for $1852.36. Commissioner Stanton
concurred. Passed.
Budget information - Commissioners were given a draft budget with 2
options as well as some information on personnel benefits. Discussion of
the types of benefits we can offer and what other departments are
offering.

Adjourned 7:40pm
Thomas Stanton, Chairman

Ross Frank, Commissioner
Absent
John Dawson, Commissioner

Stephanie Kuch, District Secretary

Chelan County Sheriff Office
November 2017

Leavenworth Monthly Report
Offenses by Location LV
AGAS

Agency Assist

ALAR

Alarm

ALNC

Alcohol Offense, Not Classifie

ANPR

Animal Problem

ASDV

Assault, Domestic Violence

ASNC

Assault, Not Classified

CHAN

Child Abuse or Neglect

CITA

Citizen Assist

CIVL

Civil

OCON

Disorderly Conduct

DEB

Dead Body

FRAT

Fraud, Credit Card/ATM

FRAU

Fraud/Swindle/Confidence Game

HARR

Harassment

MLNC

Mal Mischief Not Classified

MVAI

Motor Vehicle Accident Injury

MVAN

Motor Vehicle Accident Non lnj

NOIS

Noise Violation

OTHE

All Other Reportable Offenses

PARK

Parking Problem

Citations Issued by Location LV
3

10.08.060
2
2
1

2
3

3

Property, Found

PRLO

Property, Lost

2
2

SCAM

Scam

1

SONC

Sex Offense, Not Classified
Suspicious Circumstances

TOFF

Traffic Offense

TPNC

Theft, Not Classified

TPOT

Theft, Property, Other

TRES

Trespass

VEDS

Verbal Dispute

VHPR

Vehicle Prowl - No Theft

WELF

9.41.000
9A.36.041.2DV
9A.56.050

4
5
2

PRFO

SUSP

46.61.261
46.61.370

9
3
2
2

Welfare Check

5

Total Offenses

67

WINTER PARKING VIOLATION
FTY TO PEDESTRAIN ON SIDEWALK
IMPROP PASS SCHOLBUS
FIREARMS OFFENSES

2

ASSAULT 4TH DEGREE DV
THEFT 3RD /SHOPLIFTING

3
Total Violations:

9

Chelan County Sheriff Office
November 2017

Leavenworth Monthly Report
Arrests by Location

LV
CRIM Criminal Arrest Entry
9A.36.041.2DV
9A.56.050

ASSAULT 4TH DEGREE DV
THEFT 3RD /SHOPLIFTING

3
1
Subtotal 4

FELO Felony Warrantless
69.50.401.3
9A.36.011.DV

POSS OF CONTROLLED
ASSAULT 1ST DV

2
1
Subtotal 3

TOTAL
If CRIM, FELO or JUV do not appear on Screen there are no arrests for this month.

7

ACCOUN'J;'S PAYABLE
MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 10:19:24 Date:
Page:

As Of: 01110/2018
Date Due

26235 01/10/2018 01/10/2018 62

Vendor

Amount Memo

AWC

1,047.00 2018 AWC Membership Dues

513 10 49 001 Assoc Washington Cities I
26242 01/10/2018 01/10/2018 62

001 000 513 Current Expens
AWC

513 10 49 001 Assoc Washington Cities I
26309 01/10/2018 01/10/2018 62

26192 01/10/2018 01/10/2018 83
518 90 48 000 Repairs & Maintenance
26231 01/10/2018 01/10/2018 83
514 20 49 000 Misc-Reg/Dues/Subscripti

26245 01110/2018 01/10/2018 174
518 20 4 7 000 Utilities

1,047.00
1,007.00 2018 Drug & Alcohol Consortium

001 000 513 Current Expens
AWC

511 60 20 000 Benefits
513 10 20 000 Benefits
514 20 20 000 Benefits
518 20 20 000 Benefits
531 30 20 000 Benefits
534 80 20 000 Benefits
535 80 20 000 Benefits
536 50 20 000 Benefits
537 80 20 000 Benefits
542 30 20 000 Benefits
542 30 20 001 Benefits
543 10 20 000 Benefits
548 68 20 000 Benefits
557 30 20 000 Benefits-Tourism Support
558 60 20 000 Benefits
559 30 20 000 Benefits
575 48 20 000 Benefits
576 20 20 000 Benefits
576 80 20 000 Benefits

01/05/2018

1,007.00
1,383. 76 Annual Safety Alliance Program Fee

001 000 511 Current Expens
001 000 513 Current Expens
001 000 514 Current Expens
001 000 518 Current Expens
410 000 531 Stormwater
403 000 534 Water
404 000 535 Sewer
001000536 Current Expens
402 000 537 Garbage
101 000 542 Streets
415 000 542 Parking
101 000 543 Streets
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
001 000 558 Current Expens
001 000 559 Current Expens
110 000 575 Leavenworth Cl
176 000 576 Community Sw
001 000 576 Current Expens

7.98
51.02
33.76
12.63
1.62
206.40
217.04
40.09
141.30
115.94
32.31
26.34
57.47
91.17
109.77
43.44
2.39
23.90
169.19

Total AWC

3,437.76

BIAS Software

7,124.30 BIAS Module Support 2018

502 000 518 Central Service
BIAS Software
001 000 514 Current Expens

7,124.30
350.00 BIAS Conference - Attendee To Be Determined
350.00

Total BIAS Software

7,474.30

City Of Leavenworth

8,047.69 City Utilities - January

001 000 518 Current Expens

318.91

1

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 10:19:24 Date:
Page:

As Of: 01/10/2018
Date Due

Vendor

535 80 47 000 Utilities
535 80 47 000 Utilities
536 50 47 000 Utilities
537 80 41 004 Recycling Cans Dump FeE
557 30 47 000 Utilities-Street Cans
557 30 47 001 Utilities-Restrooms
557 30 47 001 Utilities-Restrooms
557 30 47 001 Utilities-Restrooms
575 48 47 000 Utility Services
575 48 47 000 Utility Services
576 20 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
576 80 47 000 Utilities
26312 01/10/2018 01/10/2018 6161

26196 01/10/2018 01/10/2018 8400

Cortes, Raymond

402 000 537 Garbage
Explorer Media & Marketing

557 30 44 003 Advertising-Festhalle
26190 01/10/2018 01/10/2018 3658

104 000 557 Lodging Tax
Fallon Technology, Inc.

575 48 42 000 Phone/Postage/Fax
26187 01/10/2018 01/10/2018 298

110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
Firefly Inc.

518 90 41 000 Professional Services
26243 01/10/2018 01/10/2018 298

Amount Memo
404 000 535 Sewer
404 000 535 Sewer
001 000 536 Current Expens
402 000 537 Garbage
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
176 000 576 Community Sw
001000576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001000576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001000576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001000576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001000576 Current Expens
001000576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001000576 Current Expens

537 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli

885.10
242.62
25.00
159.06
2,812.12
262.07
304.91
1,223.62
880.24
20.00
331.25
33.26
20.00
20.00
112.82
163.45
20.00
33.26
20.00
20.00
20.00
20.00
20.00
20.00
20.00
20.00
20.00
125.00 Boot Allowance R. Cortes

125.00
2,385.00 Festballe Advertising

2,385.00
120.00 Annual Billing For 2018 Festhalle Internet

120.00
1,566.89 Server Management, Email Hosting And Web
Hosting 1/1/2018-1/31/2018

502 000 518 Central Service
Firefly Inc.

01/05/2018
2

1,566.89
175.00 SPAM/AV Filtering 1/112018-3/31/2018

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
As Of: 01/10/2018

MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 10:19:24 Date:
Page:

Date Due

26311 01110/2018 01110/2018 3834

502 000 518 Central Service

1,741.89

Material Promotions

5,140.00 Light Pole Banners-Refund From Projekt Bayern
To Come

104 000 594 Lodging Tax
Planning Association of Washington
001000558 Current Expens

558 60 49 000 Misc-Reg/Dues/Subscripti
26193 01110/2018 01110/2018 2984
557 30 48 000 Repairs & Maintenance
26234 01110/2018 01110/2018 4415
542 65 41 001 ProSvs-Monthly EMS Ser
26244 01110/2018 01110/2018 779
518 20 48 000 Repairs & Maintenance Ci
26310 01110/2018 01110/2018 820
535 80 45 000 Operating Rentals & Leas<
26197 01110/2018 01110/2018 851
543 10 46 001 Insurance - TBD
26232 01110/2018 01110/2018 851
518 30 46 000 Insurance (Cityhall Equip)
518 30 46 001 Insurance (Cityhall/Librar:
534 80 46 000 Insurance
535 80 46 000 Insurance
536 50 46 000 Insurance
537 80 46 000 Insurance
543 10 46 000 Insurance
548 68 46 000 Insurance-Auto/Liability/F
575 48 46 000 Insurance
576 20 46 000 Insurance

175.00

Total Firefly Inc.

594 73 60 003 Tourism Cap. Imp. Fund P
26191 01110/2018 01110/2018 623

Amount Memo

Vendor

518 90 41 000 Professional Services

01/05/2018
3

5,140.00
450.00 2018 PAW Membership
450.00
417.00 2018 Gazebo Music Licensing

SESAC
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
T2 Systems Canada Inc.
415 000 542 Parking
Tbyssenkrupp Elevator Corp
001 000 518 Current Expens
USDA Forest Service
404 000 535 Sewer
WA Cities Insurance Authority
101 000 543 Streets
WA Cities Insurance Authority
001 000 518 Current Expens
001 000 518 Current Expens
403 000 534 Water
404 000 535 Sewer
001 000 536 Current Expens
402 000 537 Garbage
101 000 543 Streets
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
176 000 576 Community Sw

417.00
319.78 Monthly Parking Service
319.78
1,285.47 City Hall Gold Elevator Contract, 1st Quarter
2018
1,285.47
146.10 Sewage Transmission Line
146.10
2,500.00 TBD - Liability And/or Program Assesment(s) For
2018
2,500.00
260,680.00 Liability And/or Program Assesments For 2018
434.06
16,323.39
76,375.77
90,677.73
405.12
1,504.76
19,872.09
13,094.66
24,522.23
7,083.05

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 10:19:24 Date:
Page:

As Of: 01/10/2018
Date Due

Vendor

576 80 46 000 Insurance

Amount Memo
001 000 576 Current Expens

10,387.14

Total WA Cities Insurance Authority

26233 01/10/2018 01110/2018 858

263,180.00

WFOA

514 20 49 000 Misc-Reg/Dues/Subscripti

50.00 WFOA Membership - C. Steiner
001 000 514 Current Expens

50.00

Report Total:

294,319.99

Fund
001 Current Expense
101 Streets
104 Lodging Tax
110 Leavenworth Civic Center
176 Community Swimming Pool
402 Garbage
403 Water
404 Sewer
410 Stormwater
415 Parking
501 Equip Rental & Revolving Fund
502 Central Services

33,133.76
22,514.37
12,635.89
25,544.86
7,438.20
1,930.12
76,582.17
92,168.59
1.62
352.09
13,152.13
8,866.19

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify under penalty of perjury that the materials have been furnished, the services
rendered or the labor performed as described herein, that any advance payment is due and payable pursuant to a
contract or is available as an option for full or partial fulfillment of a contractual obligation, and that the claim is a
just, due and unpaid obligation against the City of Leavenworth, and that I am authorized to authenticate and
certify to said claim.

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember

Coucilmember

DNv1!!!~

01/05/2018
4

CHECK REGISTER
01/01/2018 To: 01/31/2018
Date

Type

01/04/2018

Claims

Acct #
10

Chk #

106

58443 Certified Folder Display Inc

423.77

107

01/04/2018

104 - 557 30 44 001 -Advertising-LAP
58445 Gibbs Graphics LLC
Claims
10

01/04/2018

104 - 557 30 44 OOf-Advertising-LAP
58446 Brian Munoz
Claims
10
104 - 557 30 44 001 -Advertising-LAP

560.00

108

01/04/2018

Claims

10

58444 DVAAdvertising & Public
Relations

104 Lodging Tax

560.00 Design Bus Wrap
1,500.00 5 Photos 3-year Advertising
1,500.00
10,200.00 Mobile Billboard Advertising

58447 Rolling Adz LLC

104 - 557 30 44 001 -Advertising-LAP

Display Jan18; Leavenworth
Visitor's Guide Febl8

423. 77 Jan18 PR Fee

Claims

109

3,544.12 Leavenworth Visitor's Guide

1,772.06
1,772.06

01/04/2018

10

01/04/2018
1

Amount Memo

Claimant ·

104- 557 30 44 001 -Advertising-LAP
104- 557 30 44 001 -Advertising-LAP

Time: 14:12:10 Date:
Page:

Campaigns

10,200.00
16,227.89
-----Claims:
16,227.89

16,227.89

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Date Due

26262 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 4046

559 30 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
26288 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 7091

594 35 41 005 Meadowlark LID
26306 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 91

542 30 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
26307 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 91

542 30 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli

26289 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 123

534 80 51 000 Water Testing
26290 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 123

534 80 51 000 Water Testing
26291 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 123

534 80 51 000 Water Testing
26292 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 123

534 80 51 000 Water Testing
26293 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 123

535 80 41 000 Professional Services

A WorkSAFE Service, Inc,

001 000 559 Current Expens
Advantage Dirt Cont, Inc.

404 000 594 Sewer
Blewett Rock & Gravel

101000542 Streets
Blewett Rock & Gravel

101 000 542 Streets

Cascade Analytical, Inc.

403 000 534 Water
Cascade Analytical, Inc.

403 000 534 Water
Cascade Analytical, Inc.

403 000 534 Water
Cascade Analytical, Inc.

403 000 534 Water
Cascade Analytical, Inc.

404 000 535 Sewer
Total Cascade Analytical, Inc.

26308 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 125

80
80
68
68
68

32
32
31
31
31

000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn
000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn
000 Office & Operating Suppli
000 Office & Operating Suppli
000 Office & Operating Suppli

01/05/2018

Amount Memo

Vendor

Total Blewett Rock & Gravel

534
534
548
548
548

Time: 10:42:42 Date:
Page:

As Of: 12/31/2017

Cascade Auto Parts Inc

403
403
501
501
501

000 534 Water
000 534 Water
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &

55.00 Drug Test M. Barnes

55.00
9,271.17 Chumstick Sewer Lift Station Retainage Release

9,271.17
407.23 Top Course

407.23
388.82 Top Course

388.82
796.05
61.80 WTP Water Testing

61.80

-28.84 WTP Water Testing

28.84

-28.84 WTP Water Testing

28.84

-64.89 WTP Water Testing

64.89

-

72.10 WWTP Water Testing

72.10

--

256.47

1,994.21 Various - Public Works

16.84
36.50
16.02
52.02
71.48

WTP
WTP
Dec. Truck For Lighting
Shop Supply
Shop Supply

1

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
As Of: 12/3112017

MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 10:42:42 Date:
Page:

Date Due

548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 34 002 SPFI-Cardboard Truck
548 68 35 000 Small Tools & Minor Equ'

26284 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 6084
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli

26285 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 6084
535 80 32 000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn:

26286 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 6084
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli

26287 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 6084
518 20 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli

Amount Memo

Vendor
501
501
501
501
501
501
501
501
501
501
501
501
501
501
501
501
501
501

000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &

Cascade Quality Water
501 000 548 Equip Rental &

Cascade Quality Wat~r
404 000 535 Sewer

Cascade Quality Water
001 000 576 Current Expens

Cascade Quality Water
001 000 518 Current Expens
Total Cascade Quality Water

26246 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
535 80 47 000 Utilities

26247 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
534 80 47 000 Utilities

01/05/2018
2

Chelan County PUD
404 000 535 Sewer

Chelan County PUD
403 000 534 Water

80.10
545.28
23.89
43.73
8.89
10.74
34.46
287.75
53.47
55.40
63.78
99.24
82.92
47.34
14.53
8.73
10.56
330.54

Shop Supply
Shop Supply
#41 Gen Set
#21 Dump Truck
Dump Truck
Dump Truck#21
Dump Truck #21
#43 Cat Loader
#15 Cat Loader
#43 Cat Loader
#43 Cat Loader
#4 F350
#23 Dump Truck
Ford F550 Utility
#23 Freight Liner D.T.
#23 Freight Line Utility
Cardboard Recycle
Shop - Wash Tank

21.95 Shop Water
21.95

-14.64 WWTP Water
14.64

-43.90 Parks Bldg. Water
43.90

-

23.58 City Hall Water
23.58

--

104.07

3,116.04 WWTP Pump Stations
3,116.04

1,181.81 WTP Pump Stations/Icicle Rd Resevoir
1,181.81

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 10:42:42 Date:
Page:

As Of: 12/31/2017

MCAG#:
Date Due

26248 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
576 20 47 000 Utilities
26249 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
557 30 47 001 Utilities-Restrooms
576 80 47 000 Utilities
26250 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
536 50 47 000 Utilities
26251 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
518 20 47 000 Utilities
557 30 47 001 Utilities-Restrooms
26252 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
542 63 4 7 000 Utilities
542 63 47 000 Utilities
542 63 47 000 Utilities
548 68 47 000 Utilities
575 48 47 000 Utility Services
575 48 47 000 Utility Services
26253 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
534 80 47 000 Utilities
26254 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
534 80 47 000 Utilities
26255 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
542 63 47 000 Utilities
542 63 47 000 Utilities
26256 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
535 80 47 000 Utilities
26257 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
542 63 47 000 Utilities
26258 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313

Vendor

01/05/2018
3

Amount Memo

Chelan County PUD
176 000 576 Community Sw
Chelan County PUD
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
001 000 576 Current Expens
Chelan County PUD
001 000 536 Current Expens
Chelan County PUD
001 000 518 Current Expens
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
Chelan County PUD
101 000 542 Streets
101 000 542 Streets
101 000 542 Streets
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
Chelan County PUD
403 000 534 Water
Chelan County PUD
403 000 534 Water
Chelan County PUD
101 000 542 Streets
101 000 542 Streets
Chelan County PUD
404 000 535 Sewer
Chelan County PUD
101 000 542 Streets
Chelan County PUD

176.84 City Pool
176.84

--

1,545.96 Parks I Parks Shop
772.98
772.98
56.05 Cemetary
56.05
1,077.45 City Hall I 8th Street Bathrooms
538.73
538.72
1,924.06 Street Lights I Festhalle I PW Shop
53.74
38.12
37 .12
563.98
1,204.23
26.87

Street Lights 1000 Front Street
Street Lights Front &13th
Street Lights Front & Div.
PW Shop
Festhalle
Festhalle

179.25 WTP Ski Hill Pump Station
179.25
24. 73 WTP Ski Hill Resevoir
24.73
1,212.53 Street Lights
465.23 Steel Pole Lights
747.30 Wood Pole Lights
8.16 SNAP
8.16
20.52 Front Street I Grange Hall Street Lights
20.52
623.60 Street Lights I Snow Melt

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
As Of: 12/31/2017

MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Date Due

542 63 47 000 Utilities

26259 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
557 30 47 002 Utilities - Icicle Station

26260 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 2313
537 80 47 000 Utilities

26294 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 171
518 20 48
535 80 48
548 68 48
575 48 48
576 80 48

000 Repairs & Maintenance Ci
000 Repairs & Maintenance
000 Repairs & Maintenance
000 Repairs & Maintenance
000 Repairs & Maintenance

26277 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 185
518 90 41 002 LMC-ProSvs

26280 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 239
594 34 41 001 Water System Plan UpdatE

26282 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 288
80
80
80
60

10 000
10 000
10 000
10 000

Salaries & Wages
Salaries & Wages
Salaries & Wages
Salaries & Wages

26283 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 288
534
535
537
558

80
80
80
60

10 000
10 000
10 000
10 000

Salaries & Wages
Salaries & Wages
Salaries & Wages
Salaries & Wages

26295 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 5698

01/05/2018
4

Amount Memo

Vendor
101 000 542 Streets

Chelan County PUD
104 000 557 Lodging Tax

Chelan County PUD
402 000 537 Garbage
Total Chelan County PUD

534
535
537
558

Time: 10:42:42 Date:
Page:

Cintas Corporation Loe #607
001 000
404 000
501 000
110 000
001 000

518 Current Expens
535 Sewer
548 Equip Rental &
575 Leavenworth Ci
576 Current Expens

Code Publishing Co., Inc
502 000 518 Central Service

403 000 594 Water

Express Services, Inc.
000
000
000
000

534 Water
535 Sewer
537 Garbage
558 Current Expens

Express Services, Inc.
403
404
402
001

1,021.33 Icicle Train Station
1,021.33

47.05 Recycle Center
47.05
12,215.38

218.51 Mats & Supplies
29.90
20.14
70.37
52.03
46.07

255.77 Code Update
255.77

3,075.00 DOH I WTP System Plan Update Review

Dept of Health

403
404
402
001

623.60

000
000
000
000

534 Water
535 Sewer
537 Garbage
558 Current Expens

3,075.00

892.24 A. Fischer Payroll
223.06
223.06
133.84
312.28

845.28 A. Fischer Payroll
211.32
211.32
126.79
295.85

Total Express Services, Inc.

1,737.52

Ferguson Waterworks

1,932.56 10 - M520 R's

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
As Of: 12/31/2017

MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Date Due

594 34 64 033 Meter Upgrades
26296 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 4195
575 48 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
26297 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 4195
576 80 48 000 Repairs & Maintenance

Amount Memo

Vendor
403 000 594 Water
Global Equipment Company
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
Global Equipment Company
001 000 576 Current Expens
Total Global Equipment Company

26298 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 358
347 30 06
534 80 32
548 68 31
576 80 31

001 Room Rental
000 Operating Supplies-Trtmff
000 Office & Operating Suppli
000 Office & Operating Suppli

26239 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 4854
534 80 41 006 Pro Svs - Intake Screen Rt
26299 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 5626
518 20 31
557 30 31
575 48 31
576 80 31

000 Office & Operating Suppli
000 Operating Supplies-Restro
000 Office & Operating Suppli
000 Office & Operating Suppli

26264 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 482
57~

Time: 10:42:42 Date:
Page:

80 41 000 ProSvs-Restroom Lockup

26265 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 482
557 30 41 002 ProSvs - Restroom Attend:
26266 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 482
537 80 41 001 Recycling Pro-Svs-Attend

Home Depot Credit Svc
110 000 340 Leavenworth Ci
403 000 534 Water
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
001 000 576 Current Expens
Integritech LLC
403 000 534 Water
KCDA Purchasing Cooperative
001 000 518 Current Expens
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
001 000 576 Current Expens
Leavenworth Senior Center Inc.
001 000 576 Current Expens
Leavenworth Senior Center Inc.
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
Leavenworth Senior Center Inc.
402 000 537 Garbage
Total Leavenworth Senior Center Inc.

26305 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 504
518 20 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli

Marson & Marson Lumber Inc.
001 000 518 Current Expens

1,932.56
860.00 2 Hand Dryers
860.00

--

379.46 Heating Element
379.46

--

1,239.46

267.06 Various
-123.98
21.65
74.69
46.74

Step Ladder Billed To Projekt Bayem
Heater At Wells
Shop
Parks Office & Operating

548. 75 WTP Intake Screen Revision
548.75
128.91 Can Liners
12.89
51.56
12.89
51.57
500.00 Restroom Lockup Services
500.00

-1,848.00 Restroom Attendant Services
1,848.00

--392.00 Recycle Attendant Services
392.00

2,740.00
569.26 Various
10.17 Batteries

01/05/2018
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ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
As Of: 12/3112017

MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 10:42:42 Date:
Page:

Date Due

Vendor

26300 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 519

518 20 31 000
535 80 32 000
557 30 31 000
575 48 31 000
576 80 31 000

Mid-American Research

001 000 518 Current Expens
404 000 535 Sewer
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
001 000 576 Current Expens

Office & Operating Suppli
Operating Supplies-Trtmn·
Operating Supplies-Restra
Office & Operating Suppli
Office & Operating Suppli

26301 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 38

Muro, Antonio

404 000 535 Sewer

535 80 32 000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn·
26236 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 7037

North Central WA Behavioral Health

001 000 566 Current Expens

566 00 51 000 Douglas Cty Substance At
26263 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 588

One Call Concepts Inc

403 000 534 Water

534 80 31 000 Operating Supplies-Distril
26302 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 595

595 65 41 000 Parking Study
26276 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 666

518 90 45 000 Operating Rentals & Leas1

15.90
25.58
16.19
17 .21
21.32
5.85
69.04
232.72
21. 77
32.06
29.88
49 .41
8.86
28.24
-14.94

City Hall - Painting Proj.
Supplies
Shop Supplies
Shop Supplies
Shop Supplies
#20 F550 Snow Plow
Shop - Small Tools
Shop Tools
Festhalle Supplies
Festhalle Supplies
Parks Office & Operating
Parks Office&Operating
Parks Office&Operating
Xmas Light Replacement
Parks Supplies

1,325.78 Restroom Supplies

117.70
134.15
376.31
321.32
376.30
103.86 Boot Allowance A. Muro

103.86
136.64 4th Quarter Liquor & Tax Profits

136.64
6.42 Utility Locates - Final Bill

6.42
1,182.18 WWTP Chemicals

Oxarc Inc.

534 80 32 000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn· 26237 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 8073

Amount Memo
001 000 518 Current Expens
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens

518 20 48 000 Repairs & Maintenance Ci
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
548 68 35 000 Small Tools & Minor Equ:
548 68 35 000 Small Tools & Minor Equ
575 48 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
575 48 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli

01/05/2018
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403 000 534 Water

Rick Williams Consulting

415 000 595 Parking
Ricoh USA, Inc

502 000 518 Central Service

1,182.18
4,520.73 Downtown Parking Study- December

4,520.73
295.03 Copier Contract

295.03

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
As Of: 12/31/2017

MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Date Due

26303 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 707
518 20 48 000 Repairs & Maintenance Ci
26274 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 8252
511 60 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
518 90 34 000 Office & Operating Suppli
518 90 34 000 Office & Operating Suppli
518 90 34 000 Office & Operating Suppli
518 90 34 000 Office & Operating Suppli
518 90 34 000 Office & Operating Suppli
26275 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 8252
518 90 34 000 Office & Operating Suppli
518 90 34 000 Office & Operating Suppli

26313 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 787
542 64 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
26241 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 790
589 30 01 000 Building Permit SurchargE
26273 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 817
531 30 42
534 80 42
535 80 42
537 80 42

Time: 10:42:42 Date:
Page:

000 Communications-Phone/Pi
000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx
000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx
000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx

26278 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 829
535 80 41 005 ProSvs-Developer Review
26279 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 829
594 35 41 006 TMDL-Prelim Facilties Pl

Vendor

01/05/2018
7

Amount Memo

Simplex-Grinnell LP
001 000 518 Current Expens
Staples Business Advantage
001 000 511 Current Expens
502 000 518 Central Service
502 000 518 Central Service
502 000 518 Central Service
502 000 518 Central Service
502 000 518 Central Service
Staples Business Advantage
502 000 518 Central Service
502 000 518 Central Service

1,084.00 5 Yr Sprinkler Inspection C.. ; f '/
1,084.00

33.31 Office Supplies For City Hall, Clint Strand
23.51
-3.48
-26.85
-8.80
-10.45
59.38
202. 70 City Hall Supplies
132.03
70.67

Total Staples Business Advantage

236.01

Traffic Safety Supply Co., Inc.

628.35 Traffic Control

101 000 542 Streets
Treasurer State Of Washington
001 000 580 Current Expens
US Post Office
410 000
403 000
404 000
402 000

ti 4-( (

628.35
162.00 4th Quarter Building Permit Surcharges
162.00
303.93 Utility Billing

531 Stormwater
534 Water
535 Sewer
537 Garbage

Varela & Associates, Inc
404 000 535 Sewer
Varela & Associates, Inc
404 000 594 Sewer
Total Varela & Associates, Inc

12.16
121.57
121.57
48.63
319.88 14-115 Icicle Creek Brewery Wastewater
Discharge - City Requested, Not Developer
319.88
3,092.15 14-09 WWTP Engineering
3,092.15
3,412.03

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
As Of: 12/31/2017

MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Vendor

Date Due

Amount Memo

Waste Managment Of

2626112/31/2017 12/31/2017 870
537 80 41 002 Recycling Dumpster Rent<

94.46 2 Yard Recycle Bin

402 000 537 Garbage

94.46

Weed, Graafstra & Associates, Inc. P.S.

26238 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 3792
515 30 41
515 30 41
515 30 41
515 30 41
534 80 41
535 80 41

Time: 10:42:42 Date:
Page:

000 City Attorney- Prosvs.
009 Legal-Development Svs
013 Legal- MEND
020 Legal - Short-term Rentals
013 Legal - ProSvs-Meadowla:
013 Legal - ProSvs- Meadow!::

001
001
001
001
403
404

000
000
000
000
000
000

3, 705.00 General Counsel

515 Current Expens
515 Current Exp ens
515 Current Expens
515 Current Expens
534 Water
535 Sewer

1,890.00
1,611.00
54.00
45.00
52.50
52.50

Wenatchee Valley Humane Society

26240 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 892
322 30 00 000 Dog Licenses

30.00 Animal Licenses For December

001 000 320 Current Expens

-30.00

Wilbur Ellis Company

26304 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 907
542 61 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli

622.15 Liquid Snowmelt

101 000 542 Streets
001 000 576 Current Expens

373.29
248.86

Yonaka Baker, Anita

26281 12/31/2017 12/31/2017 932
518 20 48 001 Repairs & Maint-Janitoria

785.00 City Hall Janitorial

001 000 518 Current Expens

785.00

Report Total:
Fund
001 Current Expense
101 Streets
104 Lodging Tax
110 Leavenworth Civic Center
176 Community Swimming Pool
402 Garbage
403 Water
404 Sewer
410 Stormwater
415 Parking
501 Equip Rental & Revolving Fund
502 Central Services

9,856.53
3,783.32
4,608.90
2,655.15
176.84
842.77
8,998.51
16,760.74
12.16
4,520.73
3,059.77
763.30

56,038.72

01/05/2018
8

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 10:42:42 Date:
Page:

As Of: 12/31/201 7
Date Due

Vendor

Amount Memo

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify under penalty of perjury that the materials have been furnished, the services
rendered or the labor performed as described herein, that any advance payment is due and payable pursuant to a
contract or is available as an option for full or partial fulfillment of a contractual obligation, and that the claim is a
just, due and unpaid obligation against the City of Leavenworth, and that I am authorized to authenticate and
certify to said claim.

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember

Coucilm.ember

&11 ~ /-/J-1

I

Q= :-::--..
..........,,

01/05/2018
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ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
MCAG#:
Accts
Pay# Received

Time: 11 :50:39 Date:
Page:

As Of: 12/27/2017
Vendor

Date Due

Amazon/SYNC

26189 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 5760
537 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
542 66 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
557 30 31 000 Operating Supplies-Restro
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli

104 000 557 Lodging Tax

557 30 47 002 Utilities - Icicle Station
26216 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 5646

Attachments Direct, LLC

594 76 62 002 Bobcat Snow Blower Repl
26154 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 3569

26153 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 6623

26184 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 153

26157 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 2313

403 000 534 Water
404 000 535 Sewer
Briody, Arni ca

534 80 32 000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn

542 63 47 000 Utilities

501 000 594 Equip Rental &
Boblenz, Brian

534 80 32 000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn
535 80 32 000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn

26156 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 2313

402 000 537 Garbage
101 000 542 Streets
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
Apple Valley Services Inc

26155 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 41

522 10 51 000 Intergov Svs-Fire Dist #3

Amount Memo

403 000 534 Water
Chelan Co Fire Dist #3

1

001 000 522 Current Expens
Chelan County PUD
101 000 542 Streets
Chelan CountyPUD

687.12 Various
17 .99
43.32
43.35
33.16
13.82
37.99
89.95
26.02
119.36
32.66
14.38
54.35
14.38
48.75
26.02
61.65
9.97

Rechargable LED Flashlights
Driveway Markers
Herb's Office
Streets
Streets
Empty Sand Bags
Rechargable LED Flashlight
Streets
Angela's Printer
Wall Calendars
Small Trash Bags
Parks Office & Operating
Small Trash Bags
Parks Office & Operating
Parks
Parks Office & Operating
Phone Holster

130.00 Portable Toilet Rental
130.00
6,581.80 Snowblower
6,581.80

-125.00 B. Boblenz Boots
62.50
62.50

-125.00 A. Briody Boots
125.00
10,750.00 4th Quarter Fire Marshall Services
10,750.00
245.37 Street Lights
245.37
1,644.77 Street Lights, FesthalleAnd Shop

12/27/2017
1

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
As Of: 12/27/2017

MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

26183 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 2313

101 000 542 Streets
101 000 542 Streets
101 000 542 Streets
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
Chelan County PUD
404 000 535 Sewer

535 80 47 000 Utilities

Total Chelan County PUD
26138 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 162
537 80 51 000 Dump Fees
26211 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 162
514 40 51 000 Intergovem Prof Svs-Elec1
514 90 51 000 Intergovem Prof Svs-Vote:
26212 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 162
521 10 52 000 Chel. Co. Prosecuting Svc

Chelan County Treasurer
402 000 537 Garbage
Chelan County Treasurer
001 000 514 Current Expens
001 000 514 Current Expens
Chelan County Treasurer
001 000 521 Current Expens
Total Chelan County Treasurer

26151 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 171
000 Repairs
000 Repairs
000 Repairs
000 Repairs
000 Repairs

& Maintenance Ci
& Maintenance
& Maintenance
& Maintenance
& Maintenance

26198 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 171
518 20 48
535 80 48
548 68 48
575 48 48
576 80 48

000 Repairs & Maintenance Ci
000 Repairs & Maintenance
000 Repairs & Maintenance
000 Repairs & Maintenance
000 Repairs & Maintenance

12/27/2017
2

Amount Memo

Vendor

Date Due

542 63 47 000 Utilities
542 63 47 000 Utilities
542 63 47 000 Utilities
548 68 47 000 Utilities
575 48 47 000 Utility Services
575 48 47 000 Utility Services

518 20 48
535 80 48
548 68 48
575 48 48
576 80 48

Tim.e: 11 :50:39 Date:
Page:

Cintas Corporation Loe #607
001 000 518 Current Expens
404 000 535 Sewer
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci ·
001 000 57 6 Current Expens
Cintas Corporation Loe #607
001 000 518 Current Exp ens
404 000 535 Sewer
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
001 000 576 Current Expens

45.63
33.54
32.19
478.12
1,028.42
26.87

1000 Front Street Lights
Front & 13th Street Lights
Front & Division Lights
Shop
Festhalle
Festhalle

45.82 Chumstick Lift Station
45.82
1,935.96
18,970.00 November Dump Fees
18,970.00
4,413.00 Voter Registration & Election Costs
1,611.00
2,802.00
3,037.50 2017 Prosecution Legal Services 4th Quarter
Billing
3,037.50
26,420.50
218.51 Mats & Supplies
29.90
20.14
70.37
52.03
46.07
218.51 Mats & Supplies
29.90
20.14
70.37
52.03
46.07

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
As Of: 12/27/2017

MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Date Due

26214 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 171
518 20 48
535 80 48
548 68 48
575 48 48
576 80 48

Time: 11 :50:39 Date:
Page:
Amount Memo

Vendor
Cintas Corporation Loe #607
001 000 518 Current Expens
404 000 535 Sewer
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
001 000 576 Current Expens

000 Repairs & Maintenance Ci
000 Repairs & Maintenance
000 Repairs & Maintenance
000 Repairs & Maintenance
000 Repairs & Maintenance

Total Cintas Corporation Loe #607
26195 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 174

City Of Leavenworth
104 000 594 Lodging Tax

594 73 60 003 Tourism Cap. Imp. Fund P
26169 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 7273

Cobalt Truck Equipment - Spokane
501 000 594 Equip Rental &

594 48 64 070 F-350 Pickup/Utility Box/
26149 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 4604

Confluence Health
404 000 535 Sewer
501 000 548 Equip Rental &

535 80 32 000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
26188 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 4531

Cragun, Sue Z
001 000 558 Current Expens

558 60 41 005 Pro.Svs. Develop Review26199 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 5423
518 20 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
26148 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 249
548 68 32 000 Fuel Consumed
26203 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 7605
548 68 49 000 Misc-Reg/Dues/Subscripti
26145 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 268
534 80 48 000 Repairs & Maintenance
26146 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 268
535 80 48 000 Repairs & Maintenance

12127/2017

218.51 Mats & Supplies
29.90
20.14
70.37
52.03
46.07
655.53
2,400.00 $1200 Per Christmas Lighting. 1st And 2nd
Sunday Chamber Bus Parking.
2,400.00
640.37 F-350 Bed Installation Balance Due
640.37
315.00 CDL Exams - Diaz, Parsley & Boblenz
105.00
210.00
166.00 Develpment Services Recording - To Be Billed To
Client.
166.00 To Be Billed To Client
338.39 Tree Topper City Hall

Dekra-Llte
001 000 518 Current Expens
Dept of Transportation
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
Dude Solutions, Inc.
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
E C Power Systems Of Oregon Inc
403 000 534 Water
E C Power Systems Of Oregon Inc
404 000 535 Sewer

338.39
3,970.85 Fuel- November
3,970.85
1,695.00 Mobile 311 Conference

,Jj, .A-f'\1~

1,695.00
924.14 Annual Maintenance WTP
924.14
1,452.84 Annual Maintenance WWTP
1,452.84

3

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Date Due

26147 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 268

EC Power Systems Of Oregon Inc
404 000 535 Sewer
Total E C Power Systems Of Oregon Inc

26162 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 288
80
80
80
60

10 000
10 000
10 000
10 000

26178 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 288
534
535
537
558

80
80
80
60

10 000
10 000
10 000
10 000

Express Services, Inc.
403 000
404 000
402 000
001 000

Salaries & Wages
Salaries & Wages
Salaries & Wages
Salaries & Wages

26185 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 8177

403 000
404 000
402 000
001 000

001 000 594 Current Expens

Fields, Matt
502 000 518 Central Service

576 80 47 000 Utilities

205.45
205.45
123.27
287.63

939.20 A. Fischer Payroll
234.80
234.80
140.88
328.72

4,540.00

200.00 City Website Maint.
200.00

1,490.50 Electric Projector Screen

Firefly Inc.
502 000 518 Central Service

1,490.50

39.56 Web Cam

Frontier
104 000 557 Lodging Tax

39.56

30.56 Telemetry Pump Station WTP

Frontier

534 80 42 000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx

26179 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 832

821.80 A. Fischer Payroll

4,540.00 2716 Leavenworth Regional Utility Consolidation
Study

557 30 44 001 Advertising-LAP

26176 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 832

3,372.15

FCS Group

518 90 41 000 Professional Services

26161 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 832

995.17

1,761.00

518 90 41 004 Website Design-ProSvs

26186 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 298

534 Water
535 Sewer
537 Garbage
558 Current Expens

995.17 Semi-Annual Maintenance Ballfield

Total Express Services, Inc.

594 38 00 000 Regionalization Study

26167 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 3823

534 Water
535 Sewer
537 Garbage
558 Current Expens

Express Services, Inc.

Salaries & Wages
Salaries & Wages
Salaries & Wages
Salaries & Wages

12/27/2017
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Amount Memo

Vendor

535 80 48 000 Repairs & Maintenance

534
535
537
558

Time: 11:50:39 Date:
Page:

As Of: 12/27/2017

403 000 534 Water

30.56

29.56 Parks Irrigation - Enchantment

Frontier
001 000 576 Current Expens

29.56

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
As Of: 12/27/2017

MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Date Due

26181 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 832

Vendor

Amount Memo

Frontier

1,328. 72 City Hall Phones

518 90 42 000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx
534 80 42 000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx
535 80 42 000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx
535 80 42 000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx
535 80 42 000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx
535 80 42 000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx
548 68 42 000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx
557 30 44 001 Advertising-LAP
575 48 42 000 Phone/Postage/Fax
576 20 42 000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx
576 80 47 000 Utilities
26182 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 832

502 000 518 Central Service
403 000 534 Water
404 000 535 Sewer
404 000 535 Sewer
404 000 535 Sewer
404 000 535 Sewer
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
176 000 576 Community Sw
001 000 57 6 Current Expens

001 000 576 Current Expens

Global Equipment Company

518 20 35 000 Small Tools & Minor Equ:
26201 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 4195

001 000 518 Current Expens
Global Equipment Company
001 000 518 Current Expens

518 20 35 000 Small Tools & Minor Equ:

Total Global Equipment Company
26202 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 328
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
26215 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 331
536 50 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
26217 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 3371
003 Utility Rate
002 Utility Rate
003 Utility Rate
000 Utility Rate

Study
Study
Study
Study

477.23
43.69
46.01
46.01
76.00
85.54
115.53
50.68 Gazebo
226.49
46.01
J15.53

9.57
1,437.97

Total Frontier
26200 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 4195

12/27/2017
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9.57 Parks Irrigation - 8th St.

Frontier

576 80 47 000 Utilities

594 31 41
594 34 41
594 35 41
594 37 41

Time: 11 :50:39 Date:
Page:

Grainger

124.98 Chair Dolly's
124.98
2, 728.55 Chairs For Council Chambers & Conference
Room
2,728.55
2,853.53
103.51 Water Disch Hose

001 000 576 Current Expens
Graybeal Signs Inc.

298.10 Cemetary Sign

001 000 536 Current Expens
HDR Engineering, Inc.
410
403
404
402

000
000
000
000

103.51

594 Stormwater
594 Water
594 Sewer
594 Garbage

298.10
8,072.00 Utility Rate Study
1,616.40
3,017.10
2,896.75
541.75

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

Accts
Pay # Received

Date Due

26143 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 344
535 80 32 000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn
26205 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 7906
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi
26132 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 4854
534 80 41 006 Pro Svs - Intake Screen RE
26206 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 5626
518 20 31
537 80 31
557 30 31
575 48 31
576 80 31

Time: 11 :50:39 Date:
Page:

As Of: 12/27/2017

MCAG#:

000
000
000
000
000

Office & Operating Suppli
Office & Operating Suppli
Operating Supplies-Restro
Office & Operating Suppli
Office & Operating Suppli

26160 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 489
534 80 42 000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx
26180 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 489
575 48 42 000 Phone/Postage/Fax

Amount Memo

Vendor
Hach Company Inc.
404 000 535 Sewer
High, Jamie

594 34 41 005 Meadowlark LID
594 35 41 005 Meadowlark LID
26168 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 475
518 90 44 000 Advertising
26175 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 475
558 60 44 000 Advertising

26166 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 4378

158.04 Sensor Cap Replacement
158.04

-195.28 J. High Pesticide Conference

001 000 576 Current Expens
Integritech LLC
403 000 534 Water
KCDA Purchasing Cooperative
001 000 518 Current Expens
402 000 537 Garbage
104 000 557 Lodging Tax
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
001 000 576 Current Expens
LocalTel Communications Inc
403 000 534 Water
LocalTel Communications Inc
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
Total LocalTel Communications Inc

26159 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 475

12/27/2017
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NCW Media, Inc.
403 000 594 Water
404 000 594 Sewer
NCW Media, Inc.
502 000 518 Central Service
NCW Media, Inc.
001 000 558 Current Expens

195.28

--

356.25 WTP Intake Screen Revision
356.25
973.50 City Supplies
23.59
176.87
329.03
114.98
329.03

-52.29 WTP Internet
52.29

--

72.49 Festhalle Internet
72.49

--

-124.78

445.40 LID Assessment Roll 2nd Hearing Notice
222.70
222.70
65.50 Res. 20-2017, Res. 22-2017, Ordinance 1557,
Ordinance 1558
65.50
138.00 DRB Display Ad - New DRB Members
138.00

Total NCW Media, Inc.

648.90

Neofunds by Neopost

500.00 Postage For Meter

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 11 :50:39 Date:
Page:

As Of: 12/27/2017
Date Due

518 90 42 000 Comm-Phone/Postage/Fx
26207 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 3167

502 000 518 Central Service
Northstar Chemical, Inc.

535 80 32 000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn
26209 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 3167

404 000 535 Sewer
Northstar Chemical, Inc.

535 80 32 000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn

26150 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 574

404 000 535 Sewer

26218 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 346
594 34 41 005 Meadowlark LID
594 35 41 005 Meadowlark LID
26170 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 600
558 60 41 005 Pro.Svs. Develop Review26171 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 600
558 60 41 005 Pro.Svs. Develop Review26172 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 600
558 60 41 005 Pro.Svs. Develop Review26173 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 600
558 60 41 005 Pro.Svs. Develop Review26174 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 600

1,480.47
1,480.47 WWTP Chemicals
1,480.47

Northwest Snow & Ice Equip, Charles Trenching and

2, 790.95 Truck #20 F550 For Boss Snow Plow

501 000 548 Equip Rental &
Northwest Snow & Ice Equip, Charles Trenching and
001 000 576 Current Expens
Total Northwest Snow & Ice Equip, Charles Trenching and

534 80 32 000 Operating Supplies-Trtmn

1,480.47 WWTP Chemicals

2,960.94

576 80 35 000 Small Tools & Minor Equ

26142 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 595

500.00

Total Northstar Chemical,· Inc.

548 68 34 000 Supp Purchased For Inven
26152 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 574

Amount Memo

Vendor

2,790.95
116.86 Parks Small Tools & Equip.
116.86
2,907.81
16.96 Chlorine

Oxarc Inc.
403 000 534 Water
Pace Engineers, Inc.
403 000 594 Water
404 000 594 Sewer
Pacific Engineering And Design, PLLC
001 000 558 Current Expens
Pacific Engineering And Design, PLLC
001 000 558 Current Expens
Pacific Engineering And Design, PLLC
001 000 558 Current Expens
Pacific Engineering And Design, PLLC
001 000 558 Current Expens
Pacific Engineering And Design, PLLC

16.96
331.91 Water/Sanitary Utility Extension
165.95
165.96

-150.00 Howard & Bloss Sewer
150.00

-75.00 Pinegrass
75.00

-7,504.41 Zelt Strasse
7,504.41

--375.00 Link Transit Park N Ride
375.00

1,325.00 Car Supercharger - Tesla

12/27/2017
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ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
As Of: 12/27/2017

MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 11 :50:39 Date:
Page:

Date Due

558 60 41 005 Pro.Svs. Develop Review-

Amount Memo

Vendor
001 000 558 Current Expens
Total Pacific Engineering And Design, PLLC

26133 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 7202
542 65 31 001 Office & Operating SuppIi
26158 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 3977
548 68 41 000 ProSvs-Shop Facility Eng.
26163 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 4644
518 90 45 000 Operating Rentals & Leas<
26164 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 8252
513 10 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
518 90 34 000 Office & Operating Suppli
518 90 34 000 Office & Operating Suppli
518 90 34 000 Office & Operating Suppli
518 90 34 000 Office & Operating Suppli
26165 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 8252
518 90 34 000 Office & Operating Suppli

Paper Roll Products
415 000 542 Parking
RH2 Engineering, Inc.

518 90 41 000 Professional Services
26213 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 733
518 90 41 000 Professional Services

Ricoh USA Inc.

542 64 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
26141 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 8398

502 000 518 Central Service
Staples Business Advantage
Current Expens
Central Service
Central Service
Central Service
Central Service

Staples Business Advantage
502 000 518 Central Service

State Auditor's Office
502 000 518 Central Service
State Auditor's Office
502 000 518 Central Service

Traffic Safety Supply Co., Inc.
101 000 542 Streets
Tryways, Inc

622.80

-3,816.50

-386.99 Copier Copies

Total State Auditor's Office
26139 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 787

9,429.41

3,816.50 Public Works Facilities - Planning

501 000 548 Equip Rental &

001 000 513
502 000 518
502 000 518
502 000 518
502 000 518

1,325.00

622.80 Parking Machine Paper

Total Staples Business Advantage
26177 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 733

12/27/2017
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386.99
700.31 City Supplies
5.51
13.00
316.48
16.79
348.53

736031
689309
686873
404620
614589

-1.84 City Supplies
-1.84 Credit For Post-It Notes
698.47
12,397.79 City Audit 2015-2016
12,397.79
186.20 Leavenworth Transportation Benefit District 2015-2016 Audit
186.20
12,583.99
178.55 Traffic Control
178.55
350.00 Golf Course Lots - Site Evaluations

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 11:50:39 Date:
Page:

As Of: 12/27/2017
Date Due

Vendor
001 000 518 Current Expens

518 20 41 001 ProSvs - Golf Course ProJ

26204 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 837

511 60 49 000 Misc-Reg/Dues/Subscripti
542 65 31 001 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi
548 68 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi:
548 68 49 000 Misc-Reg/Dues/Subscripti
575 48 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi
576 80 49 000 Misc-Reg/Dues/Subscripti

350.00

1,185.57 Card Two

Visa

511 60 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
511 60 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
513 10 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
518 90 44 000 Advertising
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
548 68 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi:
548 68 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi
558 60 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
558 60 44 000 Advertising
575 48 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
575 48 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
575 48 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi:
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi:
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi:
576 80 43 000 Travel-Lodging/Meals/Mi

26208 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 837

Amount Memo

001 000 511 Current Expens
001 000 511 Current Expens
001 000 513 Current Expens
502 000 518 Central Service
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &
001 000 558 Current Expens
001 000 558 Current Expens
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
110 000 575 Leavenworth Ci
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 57 6 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001000576 CurrentExpens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
001 000 576 Current Expens
Visa

16.50
16.24
44.38
14.00
88.76
46.74
16.04
17 .13
177 .52
7.00
542.33
19.00
19.00
19.21
12.63
21.43
9.76
15.38
5.81
24.17
12.63
25.00
14.91

Clint Strand Name Tag
Clint Strand Bus. Cards
Plans File
Office Asst. Ad
Plans File - Public Wrks
Plan File - Pub. Wrks.
G. Parsley & R. McCurdy
G. Parsley & R. Mccurdy
Plans File - Dev. Ser.
Bldg. Inspector Job Posting
Coat Racks For Festhalle
Festhalle Website
Festhalle Website
J. High
J. High
J. High
J. High
J. High
J. High
J. High
J. High
J. High
J. High

1,271.01 Card Three
001
415
501
501
501
110
001
001
001
001
001
001

000 511 Current Expens
000 542 Parking
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 548 Equip Rental &
000 575 Leavenworth Ci
000 576 Current Expens
000 576 Current Expens
000 576 Current Expens
000 576 Current Expens
000 576 Current Expens
000 576 Current Expens

45.00
248.10
11.42
19.62
42.00
279.21
43.82
48.48
118.16
401.40
133.80
-120.00

S. Waters Elected Essentials
Parking Passes For Pl Parking Lot
G. Parsley & R. McCurdy
G. Parsley & R McCurdy
2018 Waterworks Renewal
Festhalle
Parks Office & Operating
Park Office & Operating
Padlock@Enchantment
J. High
J. High
Credit Parks Office & Operating

12/27/2017
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ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
As Of: 12/27/2017

MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 11 :50:39 Date:
Page:
Amount Memo

Vendor

Date Due

2,456.58

Total Visa

26140 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 4673

194.13 Dyed Diesel

Wenatchee Petroleum Co.

548 68 32 000 Fuel Consumed

194.13

501 000 548 Equip Rental &

26144 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 900

110.87 Cardboard Truck I Garbage Truck

Western Peterbilt Inc

548 68 34 001 SPFI-Garbage Truck
548 68 34 002 SPFI-Cardboard Truck

26210 12/27/2017 12/27/2017 3318

62.21
48.66

501 000 548 Equip Rental &
501 000 548 Equip Rental &

159.98 Dog Waste Bags

Zero Waste USA, Inc.

57 6 80 31 000 Office & Operating Suppli

159.98

001 000 57 6 Current Expens
Report Total:

Fund
001 Current Expense
101 Streets
104 Lodging Tax
110 Leavenworth Civic Center
176 Community Swimming Pool
402 Garbage
403 Water
404 Sewer
410 Stormwater
415 Parking
501 Equip Rental & Revolving Fund
502 Central Services

39,554.96
578.60
2,963.65
2,484.88
46.01
19,970.76
5,457.39
9,819.95
1,616.40
870.90
21,453.25
16,411.17

121,227.92

12/27/2017
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ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
MCAG#:
Accts
Pay # Received

Time: 11 :50:39 Date:
Page:

As Of: 12/27/2017
Date Due

Vendor

Amount Memo

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify under penalty of perjury that the materials have been furnished, the services
rendered or the labor performed as described herein, that any advance payment is due and payable pursuant to a
contract or is available as an option for full or partial fulfillment of a contractual obligation, and that the claim is a
just, due and unpaid obligation against the City of Leavenworth, and that I am authorized to authenticate and
certify to said claim.

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember

Councilmember

Coucilmember

OJN:ffJJ~

12/27/2017
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12/01/2017 To: 12/31/2017

MCAG#:
Acct #

Chk #

Time: 09:35:35 Date:
Page:

12/20/2017
1

.Amount Memo

Claimant

Trans Date

Type

8363 12/21/2017
8364 12/21/2017

Claims
10
58379 Civil Air Patrol Magazine
104 - 557 30 44 001 -Advertising-LAP
145.00
Claims
10
58380 Field Group

540.00

8365 12/21/2017

104 - 557 30 44 001 -Advertising-LAP
Claims
10
58381 Gibbs Graphics LLC
104- 557 30 44 001 -Advertising-LAP
Claims
10
58382 Leavenworth Carriage
Company

147.42

104 - 557 30 44 001 -Advertising-LAP

150.00

145.00 Advertising 1/18 Page
540.00 November 2017 Products And
Services

147.42 250 Plastic Cards 3.5 X 2 Full
Color

8366 12/21/2017

104 Lodging Tax

150.00 Carriage Rides For TV Show
12/17/2017

982.42
-----Claims:
982.42

982.42

CH-ECK REGISTER
MCAG#:

12/01/2017 To: 12/31/2017

Trans Date

Type

8149 12/12/2017

Claims

Acct #

10

Chk #

13,997.49 Combined Excise Tax Return I

EFT Dept of Revenue

001 Current Expense
101 Streets
110 Leavenworth Civic Center
176 Community Swimming Pool
402 Garbage
403 Water
404 Sewer
410 Stonnwater
415 Parking
501 Equip Rental & Revolving Fund

12/13/2017
1

Amount Memo

Claimant

410 - 531 30 50 000 - Excise Tax-Dept Of Revenue
403 - 534 80 32 000 - Operating Supplies-Trtmnt Pli
403 - 534 80 32 000 - Operating Supplies-Trtmnt Pl1
403 - 534 80 32 000 - Operating Supplies-Trtmnt Pl1
403 - 534 80 32 000 - Operating Supplies-Trtmnt Pli
403 - 534 80 54 000 - Water-Excise Tax-Dept. Reve
403 - 534 80 54 000 - Water-Excise Tax-Dept. Reve:
404 - 535 80 32 000 - Operating Supplies-Trtmnt Pli
404 - 535 80 32 ooo-- Operating Supplies-Trtmnt Pli
404 - 535 80 54 000 - Excise Tax-Dept Of Revenue
404 - 535 80 54 000 - Excise Tax-Dept Of Revenue
404 - 535 80 54 000 - Excise Tax-Dept Of Revenue
001 - 536 50 53 000 - External Taxes-Excise Tax
402 - 537 80 50 000 - Excise Tax-Dept Of Revenue
402 - 537 80 50 000 - Excise Tax-Dept Of Revenue
101 - 542 30 31 000 - Office & Operating Supplies
101 - 542 30 31 000 - Office & Operating Supplies
501 - 548 68 31 000 - Office & Operating Supplies
501 - 548 68 31 000 - Office & Operating Supplies
001 - 558 60 31 000 - Office & Operating Supplies
001 - 558 60 31 000 - Office & Operating Supplies
110 - 575 48 31 000 - Office & Operating Supplies
110 - 575 48 31 000 - Office & Operating Supplies
176 - 576 20 53 000 - External Taxes-Sales-B&O T[
176 - 576 20 53 000 - External Taxes-Sales-B&O T[
176 - 576 20 53 000 - External Taxes-Sales-B&O T[
001 - 576 80 31 000 - Office & Operating Supplies
001 - 57 6 80 31 000 - Office & Operating Supplies
001 - 576 80 31 000 - Office & Operating Supplies
001 - 576 80 31 000 - Office & Operating Supplies
110 - 589 30 00 003 - Sales Tax Disbursements
110 - 589 30 00 003 - Sales Tax Disbursements
110 - 589 30 00 003 - Sales Tax Disbursements
110 - 589 30 00 003 - Sales Tax Disbursements
415 - 589 30 00 004 - External Taxes - Excise Tax
415 - 589 30 00 004 - External Taxes - Excise Tax
415 - 589 30 00 004 - External Taxes - Excise Tax
101 - 595 64 64 000 - Bicycle Counter
·
101 - 595 64 64 000 - Bicycle Counter

Time: 08:16:19 Date:
Page:

November 2017

70.85
3.05
23.97
0.89
7.01
84.69
4,998.83
3.05
0.89
1,432.96
293.96
919.96
8.66
955.11
2,127.88
7.11
2.08
4.04
1.18
8.61
2.52
11.32
3.31
1.17
16.16
4.72
7.11
10.27
2.08
3.00
132.85
1.47
20.23
5.91
126.88
1,750.97
511.82
333.45
97.47
42.25
440.11
175.09
22.05
3,082.99
5,118.44
2,650.82
70.85
2,389.67
5.22
~--~-Claims:

13,997.49

13,997.49

CHECK REGISTER
12/01/2017 To: 12/31/2017

MCAG#:
Trans Date

Type

Acct#

Chk#

Claimant
Herbert RAmick
Ara P Arakelian
Brian S Boblenz
Thomas R Bolin
Kyle B Breaux
Marvin Breshears
Mi-Sook T. Bretz
Amica M. Briody
Pablo Chavolla
Ramon Cortes
Suez Cragun
Manuel T Diaz
Richard W Emmons
Cheryl K Farivar
TamiAGates
Derek L Gildersleeve
Don S Heffner
James A High
Elmer H. Larsen
Daryl D Mathena
Robert C McCurdy Jr.
Antonio L Muro
Margaret J. Neighbors
Gary Parsley
Nathan D Pate
Galen Presler
Thomas H Radach
Angela D Reinhart
John J Schons
Cary Siess
Chantell Steiner
Matthew B Thomason
Tracy L Valentine
Joel T Walinski
Sharon F Waters
Gretchen W. Weame
CarolynA Wilson
Cashmere Valley Bank

Time: 09:43:17 Date:
Page:
Amount Memo
3,443.46
2, 103 .94
1,709.19
1,571.01
2,027 .65
2,396.49
461.30
2,307.44
1,097.38
2,867.52
1,785.19
2,465 .26
2,294.74
783 .11
2,001.79
1,893.84
3,299.39
2,525.84
461.30
777.46
2,360.53
3,899.03
430.50
2,306.66
4,290.59
2,474.35
2,936.33
2,076.43
3,046.36
2, 165 .64
3,197.13
2,265.99
2,214.42
5,753.00
204.62
461.43
230.42
3 8,425 .34

7911
7912
7913
7914
7915
7916
7917
7918
7919
7920
7921
7922
7923
7924
7925
7926
7928
7929
7930
7931
7932
7933
7934
7935
7936
7937
7938
7939
7940
7941
7942
7944
7945
7946
7947
7948
7949
7986

12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017

Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll

10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10

EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT

7987

12/05/2017

Payroll

10

EFT Dept of Retirement System

7927
7943
7995

12/05/2017
12/05/2017
12/05/2017

Payroll
Payroll
Payroll

10
10
10

30341 Maria Gonzalez
30342 Clinton L Strand
30343 Wenatchee Valley FCU

296.20
230.42
75.00

79.94

12/05/2017

Payroll

10

30344 Washington State Support
Registry

642.25

7993

12/05/2017

Payroll

10

30345 Local Union #760

7992 12/05/2017

Payroll

10

30346 Inland Empire Teamsters

12/05/2017

Payroll

10

30347 ICMA

7991

10"

12/26/2017
1

30,999.85

November Payroll
November Payroll
NovemberPayroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
NovemberPayroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
NovemberPayroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
November Payroll
941 Deposit for Pay Cycle(s)
12/05/2017 - 12/05/2017
Pay Cycle(s) 12/05/2017 To
12/05/2017 - Deferred Comp
-State; Pay Cycle(s) 12/05/2017
To 12/05/2017 - PERS 2; Pay
Cycle(s) 12/05/2017To
12/05/2017-PERS 3
November Payroll
November Payroll
Pay Cycle(s) 12/05/2017 To
12/05/2017 - Wenatchee Valley
FCU
Pay Cycle(s) 12/05/2017 To
12/05/2017 - Child Suppo11

1,272.00 Pay Cycle(s) 12/05/2017To
12/05/2017 - Union Dues
30,753.00 Pay Cycle(s) 12/05/2017To
12/05/2017 - Health Insurance
100.00 Pay Cycle(s) 12/05/2017 To
12/05/2017 - ICMA- 457

CHECK REGISTER
MCAG#:

12/01/2017 To: 12/31/2017

Trans Date

Type

7990 12/05/2017

Payroll

10

30348 Hartford Life Insurance

7989

12/05/2017

Payroll

10

30349 HRA VEBA Trust

7988

12/05/2017

Payroll

10

30350 American Fidelity

8294
8295
8296
8297
8298
8299
8300
8301
8302
8303
8304
8305
8306
8307
8308
8309
8310
8311
8312
8313
8314
8315
8316
8317
8318

12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017
12/20/2017

Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll
Payroll

10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10

Acct #

Chk #

EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT
EFT

Claimant

Herbert RAmick
Ara P Arakelian
Brian S Boblenz
Thomas R Bolin
Kyle B Breaux
Marvin Breshears
Amica M. Briody
Pablo Chavolla
Sue Z Cragun
Manuel T Diaz
Richard W Emmons
Tami A Gates
Dary1D Mathena
Robe1t C McCurdy Jr.
Antonio L Muro
Gary Parsley
Nathan D Pate
Galen Presler
Thomas H Radach
Angela D Reinhart
John J Schons
Cary Siess
Chantell Steiner
Matthew B Thomason
Tracy L Valentine

001 Current Expense
101 Streets .
104 Lodging Tax
110 Leavenwmth Civic Center
402 Garbage
403 Water
404 Sewer
410 Stormwater
415 Parking
501 Equip Rental & Revolving Fund

Time: 09:43:17 Date:
Page:

12/26/2017
2

Amount Memo
225.00 Pay Cycle(s) 12/05/2017 To
12/05/2017 - Hartford 457
2,160.00 Pay Cycle(s) 12/05/2017To
12/05/2017 - VEBA
80.10 Pay Cycle(s) 12/05/2017 To
12/05/2017 -AF - Cancer
1,200.00 December 2017 I Draw
1,200.00 December2017 /Draw
1,500.00 December 2017 I Draw
1, 100. 00 December 2017 I Draw
1,200.00 December 2017 I Draw
800.00 December 2017 /Draw
1,500.00 December 2017 I Draw
830.00 December 2017 I Draw
1,000.00 December 2017 I Draw
800.00 December2017 /Draw
1, 100.00 December 2017 I Draw
1,000.00 December 2017 I Draw
4 7 5. 00 December 201 7 I Draw
700.00 December 2017 I Draw
797.00 December 2017 /Draw
900.00 December 2017 I Draw
400.00 December 2017 I Draw
775.00 December2017 /Draw
700.00 December2017 /Draw
1,200.00 December 2017 I Draw
1,200.00 December 2017 I Draw
1,200.00 December 2017 I Draw
1,500.00 December 2017 I Draw
800.00 December 2017 I Draw
974.00 December2017 /Draw
68,678.19
22,700.19
15,897.70
350.66
19,443.66
36,082.60
30,449.08
2,544.51
3,738.28
8,812.02
208,696.89 Payroll:

208,696.89

