








CITY OF SELAH
g@ CITY COUNCIL @[@
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY .) =

WALHINGTON

COUNCIL MEETING INFORMATIONAL ITEM

2/23/2016 G-2A

Title: Selah Downtown Association Monthly Report
Thru: Donald Wayman, City Administrator

From: Monica Lake, Executive Assistant

Action Requested: Informational - No action
Board/Commission Recommendation: Not applicable
Fiscal Impact: N/A

Funding Source: N/A

Staff Recommendation:

Informational Only

Background / Findings & Facts:

Attached is the Treasurer’s report for February 2016

Recommended Motion:

N/A



Selah Downtown Association

Treasurer Report
2/8/16

INCOME
Beg. Balance $19407.45
B&O Tax Donation $10000.00
Personal Donation $500.00
Total Income $29907.45
EXPENSES
Food Expense for Leadership Meeting $51.51
Total Expenses $51.51
CURRENT BALANCE ON HAND $29855.94
Tammy &/ A‘llan, Treasurer SDA

2P/

Date







January 2016 Building Permits, Inspections and Code Enforcement Report

No. Issue Date Name/Project Address Type Fees
6542 1/19/2016|Selah Park Apartments 502 S. 5th Street Commercial $1,405.45
6543 1/19/2016|Selah Park Apartments 502 S, 5th Street Commercial Plumbing $161.45
6544 1/19/2016{Park Village Apartments 554 S. 5th Street Commercial $1,614.78
6545 1/19/2016|Park Village Apartments 554 S. 5th Street Commercial Plumbing $161.45
6600 1/7/2016|Owens Family Partnership 511 S. First Street Commercial $431.15
6601 1/20/2016|Tree Top Inc. 101 S. Railroad Ave. Commercial Mechanical $309.01
6607 1/5/2016|Tree Top Inc. 111 S. Railroad Ave. Sign $62.83
6608 1/12/2016|Jeff Short 304 N. 9th Street Mechanical $44.92
6609 1/15/2016]Dave Black 124 €. Bartlett Ave. Remodel $228.24
6010 1/15/2016|Dave Black 124 E. Bartlett Ave. Plumbing Residential $52.65
6611 1/19/2016|Brian Harris (Car Lot) 622 S. First Street Commercial $218.58
6612 1/19/2016/|Brian Harris (Car Lot) 622 S. First Street Plumbing Commercial $41.77
6615 1/29/2016|Keith Clark/7-11 Store 120 N. First Street Plumbing Repair $41.77

TOTAL: $4,774.05

Total Building Inspections for January 2016: 85

Roy Brons Code Violations

Date Owner Parcel # Address SMC Violation

1/22/2016|Danielle Redtfeldt [181435-11429 705 Daugherty Place 6.58.010 Nuisance

1/22/2016]|Anthony Denier  [181435-11429 703 Daugherty Place 6.58.010 Nuisance







City of Selah
Council Minutes

January 26, 2016
Regular Meeting
Selah Council Chambers
115 West Naches Avenue
Selah, WA 98942
A. Call to Order Mayor Raymond called the meeting to order at 6:30pm.

B. Roll Call

Members Present:  Paul Overby; John Tierney; Laura Ritchie; Roger Bell; Russell Carlson;
Diane Underwood

Members Excused: Roy Sample
Staff Present: Don Wayman, City Administrator; Bob Noe, City Attorney; Gary Hanna,
Fire Chief; Rick Hayes, Police Chief, Joe Henne, Public Works Director;
Dale Novobielski, Clerk/Treasurer; Charles Brown, Recreation Manager;
Bree Tait, Civic Center Manager; Andrew Potter, Human Resources
Manager; Monica Lake, Executive Assistant
C. Pledge of Allegiance
Council Member Carlson led the Pledge of Allegiance. Pastor Brad Hill gave the prayer.

D. Agenda Changes

1. Add F - 1 under Getting To Know our Businesses

2. Add City Planner Salary under New Business, immediately following Executive Sessions
E. Public Appearances/Introductions/ Presentations  None
F. Getting To Know Our Businesses

1. Brett Mower, Selah Vision Source

Brett Mower, Selah Vision Clinic, approached the podium and addressed the Council. He said that he is
the only eye care provider in town, and with Dr. Dale Graf now retired, also the sole owner. He
expressed his excitement about being in Selah, handing out cleaning cloths and business cards to the
Council Members.
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G. Communications
1. Oral
Mayor Raymond opened the meeting.

Norma Smith approached the podium and addressed the Council. She said that she was thrilled to see so
many people here for the meeting, and that, on behalf of Selah School Board, she wanted to remind
everyone to mail in their ballots. She remarked that next Monday is the start of the Police Academy,
which she is looking forward to going and enjoying again, and encouraged those in attendance to join
them from 6:30-8:30pm next Monday at the Police Station.

Police Chief Hayes added that it runs from February 1through April 5.

Wayne Petterson approached the podium and addressed the Council. He presented certificates to Mayor
Raymond, City Administrator Wayman, and Ms. Barb Petrea for their help with the Kiwanis bike and
helmets day. He said that they gave away sixty bikes and thirty helmets and hope to increase that amount
next year.

Council Member Carlson inquired about the goal to have them all be given to Selah kids.

Mr. Petterson replied that they all went to in-town kids via the school system, including seven bikes to a
family who lost their father and grandfather three weeks before Christmas. He noted that the Selah
Downtown Association (SDA) gave him the financial numbers he had been requesting.

Wayne Worby approached the podium and addressed the Council. He remarked that, over the past year,
he felt the different times for meetings create issues for those wishing to attend, and wondered if it
would be possible to standardize the start time for all City meetings. He felt that 6:30 was a nice time for
those getting home from work.

Mayor Raymond responded that she had been discussing that matter earlier.

Jonathan Smith, New Vision, approached the podium and addressed the Council. He said that he is the
new president of New Vision, and as such is going around the county to meet with City Councils. He

explained that they are available to assist and develop economic development goals.

Cathy Cacchiott approached the podium and addressed the Council. She said that she though there
would be a decision tonight on whether to lift the moratorium on cannabis.

Mayor Raymond replied in the negative, advising her to call Executive Assistant Lake to set up an
appointment to discuss the matter.

Seeing no one else rise to speak, Mayor Raymond closed the meeting.

2. Written
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a. Selah Downtown Association Monthly Report

b. December 2015 Monthly Report for Building Permits and Inspections, Animal
Control and Code Enforcement

H. Proclamations/Announcements None

L Consent Agenda

Executive Assistant Lake read the Consent Agenda.

All items listed with an asterisk (*) were considered as part of the Consent Agenda.
* L Approval of Minutes: January 12, 2016 Council Meeting
* 2 Approval of Claims & Payroll:

Payroll Checks Nos. 79269 — 79343 for a total of $205,945.01
Claim Checks Nos. 67079 — 67143 for a total of $289,969.68

Council Member Tierney moved, and Council Member Overby seconded, to approve the Consent
Agenda as read. By voice vote, approval of the Consent Agenda was unanimous.

J. Public Hearings None
K. New Business None
L. Old Business None

M. Resolutions

1. Resolution Authorizing the Mayor to Sign a Camp Contract with UK International Soccer
Inc.

Recreation Manager Brown addressed M — 1. He said that the contract, included in the Council packets,
is for a company to hold a soccer camp for Selah youth this year. He stated that this company will
supply shirts, balls, and run the camp, giving the City ten dollars per kid who signs up and may also do a
coaches clinic if there is enough interest.

Council Member Overby moved to approve the Resolution Authorizing the Mayor to Sign a Camp
Contract with UK International Soccer Inc. Motion died due to lack of a second.

Council Member Tiemey wondered if a background investigation was done on the staff conducting these
training sessions.
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Recreation Manager Brown replied that he assumes they do, and that he will work out something to get
background on that.

Council Member Ritchie noted that they are all from the United Kingdom.
Recreation Manager Brown responded that they are all from California.
Council Member Carlson asked if there was any interest from a local group in doing similar.

Recreation Manager Brown replied in the negative, adding that he found this company because the
person who runs the camp is one of the vendors for shirt uniforms.

City Administrator Wayman asked if they screen other coaches.

Recreation Manager Brown responded that background checks are run on all coaches who deal with
kids.

Council Member Ritchie observed that the contract says it will be run by coaches from Great Britain,
and that she thinks it would be hard to do a background check.

Council Member Tierney stated that his concern is the liability to the community without knowing what
kind of background these people working with the youth might have. He inquired as to references from
any communities they have worked with in past.

Recreation Manager Brown replied that he has a list of references, but has not called them.

Council Member Tierney moved, and Council Member Ritchie seconded, to delay the Resolution
Authorizing the Mayor to Sign a Camp Contract with UK International Soccer Inc. until more
information has been provided to Council. Roll was called: Council Member Overby — yes;
Council Member Tierney — yes; Council Member Ritchie — yes; Council Member Bell - yes;
Council Member Underwood - yes; Council Member Carlson - yes. By voice vote, approval was
unanimous.

2. Resolution to Approve the Articles of Association of the Yakima Valley Conference of
Governments as Amended

City Administrator Wayman addressed M — 2. He said that this is the City’s yearly membership renewal
for the Yakima Valley Conference of Governments.

Council Member Tierney asked who the new fiscal agent is.
City Administrator Wayman responded that he does not know the name of the individual.
Council Member Tierney moved, and Council Member Ritchie seconded, to Approve the

Resolution to Approve the Articles of Association of the Yakima Valley Conference of
Governments as Amended. Roll was called: Council Member Overby — yes; Council Member
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Tierney — yes; Council Member Ritchie — yes; Council Member Bell - yes; Council Member
Underwood — yes; Council Member Carlson - yes. By voice vote, approval was unanimous.

N. Ordinances

1. Ordinance Amending the 2016 Budget for Legal Department Public Defense and
Prosecution Costs

Clerk/Treasurer Novobielski addressed N ~ 1. He said that he was asked to prepare a budget adjustment
increasing the salary for both the public defender and prosecuting attorney by three hundred dollars per
month for 2016.

City Administrator Wayman commented that there are approximately two hundred twenty-five cases per
year, at an average of two hundred sixty-six dollars per case, not including probation cases and bench
warrants to be heard. He compared that with the expenses for using District Court, which would cost the
City roughly two hundred forty-six thousand per year, saving them roughly twenty thousand dollars, but
it would also alter police coverage if officers were required to go to Yakima for their cases. He read
aloud a statement from Police Chief Hayes regarding the effect of moving trials to District Court in
Yakima on the Selah police force.

Council Member Ritchie stated that she has an issue with raising compensation for the prosecutor to
make the same amount as the public defender, as she feels that prosecutor always has more cases than
the public defender. She said that it is reasonable for the public defender because of the amount of effort
done for cases, and that, while the contract Ms. Dornay signed says she gets a raise if the public
defender gets one, the Council received no information regarding what other defense attorneys and
prosecutors have been making. She felt that Selah was at the high end of the range, and thought the City
should determine the dollar amounts.

City Administrator Wayman responded that they gave them a range.

Council Member Ritchie reiterated that she feels it is on the high side, and wanted to compare with other
entities and talk about what is fair and reasonable.

City Administrator Wayman asked if she is saying they should renegotiate the prosecutor contract.

Council Member Ritchie remarked that she has nothing against Ms. Dornay, but feels that it is
something to look into, as it would be very appealing to many people at that price.

City Administrator Wayman responded that they looked for the lowest responsible bid, as the City has a
responsibility to provide the best defense and the best prosecutor possible for the money. He thought that
the City’s budget is supportive of these salaries, and that it is a matter of fairness between the defender
and prosecutor.

Council Member Ritchie asked if he was also talking about infractions.

City Administrator Wayman replied that he included infractions and private counsel as well.
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Council Member Ritchie opined that a minimal amount of cases hire private counsel.

Council Member Tierney commented that they are in a position to either give a raise to the public
defender or lose that person.

City Administrator Wayman stated that he is not going to speak for Brumback, but it would make it
more difficult to negotiate with them,; it mostly covers travel to and from Wapato.

Council Member Tierney wondered how long the contract was valid for.
City Administrator Wayman responded that it is an open-ended contract.

Council Member Underwood brought up the issue of traveling down to the Wapato jail, saying that she
checked with the County and they only charge fifty-six dollars and thirty cents per night, not the
seventy-nine dollars they did in the past.

City Administrator Wayman replied that the average is two inmates per month.

Council Member Ritchie noticed, when signing the check registers at the last meeting that part of Ms.
Dormay’s contract is additional compensation for jury trials, and wondered if that was a flat fee.

City Administrator Wayman responded in the negative.

Council Member Carlson said that, while he understands twenty thousand dollars is a lot of money, he
would prefer to have the court remain in Selah and not overwhelm them with court in another city. He
felt that doing so would create a scenario that would inconvenience many people, not just the officers.

Mayor Raymond commented that what they have is working,

City Administrator Wayman noted that they have a community service program for High School
students who are first time traffic offenders, which is not available in Yakima.

Council Member Overby moved, and Council Member Tierney seconded, to approve the
Ordinance Amending the 2016 Budget for Legal Department Public Defense and Prosecution
Costs. Roll was called: Council Member Overby — yes; Council Member Tierney — yes; Council
Member Ritchie — no; Council Member Bell — yes; Council Member Underwood — no; Council
Member Carlson - yes. Motion passed with four yes votes and two no votes.

2, Ordinance Amending the 2016 Budget for an Executive Department Contribution to the
Selah Downtown Association

Clerk/Treasurer Novobielski addressed N — 2. He said that he was asked to prepare a budget adjustment
to reinstate the fifteen thousand dollar contribution into the 2016 budget for the SDA, noting that they
learned at the last council meeting that the compensation was consumed quickly and they will not get a
2017 tax credit.
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Council Member Ritchie stated that the Council was intentional about not putting this as part of the
budget for 2016, expressing her surprise that it was on the agenda.

Clerk/Treasurer Novobielski responded that he was requested by Mayor Raymond to prepare this.
Mayor Raymond asked Tammy Allan to come up to the podium.

Tammy Allan, Selah Downtown Association, approached the podium and addressed the Council. She
said that she hopes to explain the need.

Council Member Ritchie reiterated that the Council intentionally did not include this in the 2016 budget,
and wanted to know what had changed.

Ms. Allan responded that the added urgency is due to a requirement of the Main Street program that they
hire a full-time executive director if the community is larger than five thousand in population; they are in
non-compliance at this point, and have ninety days to get the funds together or they are out of the
program. She noted that she was in Olympia last week and had a chance to talk with Senator Honeyford
about the B & O dollars benefitting local communities.

Council Member Ritchie saw it as the SDA taking all the funds they receive and putting towards hiring
an executive director, leaving them without funds to do anything further.

Ms. Allan replied that it would only be about one-third of the budget they intend to bring in, adding that
this is why it is so important to secure their share of the B&O tax credits. She added that there is a bill
before the legislature now, to increase the amount to three million dollars.

Council Member Tierney wondered what they anticipate paying an executive director.

Ms. Allan responded that they are looking at twenty thousand dollars for the salary.

City Administrator Wayman stated that the individual will not be an island unto themselves, but will
work closely with the new planner as well. He commented that the new individual may also be
instrumental in finding other revenue sources, and help find ways to get things done that are in the
master plan.

Council Member Carlson asked when ninety days starts.

Ms. Allan replied that it started in January, and that they had received a warning letter at the end of last
year regarding the non-compliance.

Council Member Carlson inquired about the workload.

Ms. Allan responded that the person would be working a typical forty-hour week, and would be
responsible for fundraising and doing some events.
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Council Member Carlson inquired if they were allowed to ask who it is.
Ms. Allan replied that they are still accepting applications.

Council Member Ritchie remarked that some of the discussion last year revolved around the Council
having more control over where the City’s money was spent.

City Administrator Wayman commented that they should not be buying signs; that should be the City.
He said that they should be the ones working on giving us a master plan and helping us to get support.

Council Member Ritchie stated that her preference is that they not designate money but have it set aside
for spending on a project this year.

Ms. Allen remarked that they need the Mayor’s approval for any expenditure over twenty-five hundred
dollars.

Council Member Bell asked if they could hire someone with the funds they have.

Ms. Allan responded that they could, barely, reiterating that the person they hire will also be in charge of
bringing money in. She noted that word of mouth does not go far without something to show for it.

Council Member Overby did not see any reason why Council should pull the rug out from under them.
Council Member Overby moved, and Council Member Carlson seconded, to approve the
Ordinance Amending the 2016 Budget for an Executive Department Contribution to the Selah
Downtown Association. Roll was called: Council Member Overby — yes; Council Member Tierney
—yes; Council Member Ritchie — no; Council Member Bell — yes; Council Member Underwood -
yes; Council Member Carlson — yes. Motion passed with five yes votes and one no vote.
0. Reports/Announcements

1. Mayor
Mayor Raymond had no report.

2. Council Members
Council Member Ritchie had no report.
Council Member Overby had no report.
Council Member Tierney said that he met this week with the Lodging Tax Advisory Committee (LTAC),
at which meeting they authorized five thousand dollars for the 4™ of July celebration and three thousand

to Yakima Valley Tourism for continued participation in the Sports Commission. He noted that they
decided not to participate in the kiosks this year, but they will be getting new brochures made.
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Council Member Bell had no report.

Council Member Underwood wondered why inmates that could be housed at County would be sent to
Wapato, and if the Wapato police bring them to court.

Police Chief Hayes responded that the County jail has a varying scale for housing prisoners, with a
higher rate when there are fewer housed.

Council Member Underwood replied in the negative, saying that she was told the cost was sixty-six
dollars and eighty-eight cents for Selah and other cities.

Council Member Carlson asked if anyone had ever been to the Quincy fireworks show. They have a
couple people who are certified pyrotechnics and make their own fireworks, and they do a little
presentation about the fireworks. He talked about the possibility of a daily train service coming from
Seattle through to Yakima, which would be State funded, and needs the support of local communities.

3. Department

Public Works Director Henne said that architectural requests for qualifications have gone out for both
the city hall/police station and civic center. He commented that they would be making an offer for the
stormwater and code enforcement position tomorrow. He went on to say that they will send out contracts
for the one point two million DWSRF loan for Palm Park next week, and hope to receive them back by
June, they are on the short list for stormwater improvements funding that will effect Taylor Ditch, and
that he will have the proposals for the South 3" Street/Valleyview Avenue/Southern Avenue water
system upgrade at the next Council meeting. He noted that the Planning Commission approved
Volunteer Park, and they will adopt Findings & Fact on the matter next week.

Clerk/Treasurer Novobielski set up a meeting with the Finance Committee for the next Tuesday at four
pm, to go over a summary of the 2015 budget highlights.

Civic Center Manager Tait said that they have a couple crabfeeds this weekend, as the start of the
fundraising season. She requested that they take a moment to acknowledge the passing of Cassie
Deatherage and Helen Rapp.

Recreation Manager Brown asked the Council for permission to sign a contract with HGAC program to
purchase playground equipment, which is their preferred program for purchasing. He noted that this is
similar to the program used to purchase City vehicles.

Council Member Ritchie commented that he needs to have it on the agenda.

Clerk/Treasurer Novobielski said that this came up prior to the setting of the agenda, and he thought a
motion could be made to authorize the Mayor to sign an Interlocal purchasing contract.

City Attorney Noe remarked that it is up to the Council if they wish to make a motion on the matter.

Council Member Ritchie felt that they needed more information and the contract to review.
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Clerk/Treasurer Novobielski commented that this vendor was identified as the vendor of choice for
purchasing the equipment, and that the bid laws of Washington State allow the City to participate with
other governmental agencies for purchasing.

Council Member Tierney moved, and Council Member Overby seconded, to approve the City’s
participation in the purchasing agreement. By voice vote, approval was unanimous.

Recreation Manager Brown noted that they are looking into offering a wrestling program, and he is
trying to get some things squared away for that.

Council Member Tierney wondered if he had looked into utilizing the Job Corps for Volunteer Park.
Recreation Manager Brown responded that he emailed them but has not heard back.

Human Resources Manager Potter had no report.

Fire Chief Hanna had no report.

Police Chief Hayes had no report.

Council Member Ritchie what classes are offered for the Police Academy.

Police Chief Hayes gave a list of the classes, adding that it is fun because fifty percent of the class are
returnees.

City Attorney Noe had no report.
City Administrator Wayman gave a quick update regarding the negotiations with the SPRSA on an
agreement regarding the new pool, saying that our insurance provider has indicated that a larger pool
will not affect the City’s overall insurance rating unless there are many claims with the pool. He added
that this will be reviewed annually, and if needed will discuss the SPRSA providing their own insurance
for the pool.
4, Boards

a. Planning Commission Minutes for December 15, 2015

b. Parks Board Minutes for November 16, 2015
Council took a five-minute recess.

P. Executive Session

1. 30 Minute Session — Real Estate RCW 42.30.110(1)(b)
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2. 30 Minute Session - Employment RCW 42.30.110(1)(g)

Council went into Executive Session at 7:45m. At 8:45pm, Council went back on the record.
Mayor Raymond stated that no action was taken during the Executive Session.

Council Member Ritchie moved, and Council Member Overby seconded, to approve increasing
the annual salary for the City Planner to $75,000.00. Roll was called: Council Member Overby —
yes; Council Member Tierney - yes; Council Member Ritchie — yes; Council Member Bell — yes;
Council Member Underwood - yes; Council Member Carlson — yes. By voice vote, approval was
unanimous.

Q. Adjournment

Council Member Ritchie moved, and Council Member Carlson seconded, that the meeting be
adjourned. Motion passed with five yes votes and one no vote.

The meeting adjourned at 8:47 pm.

Sherry Raymond, Mayor
Paul Overby, Council Member John Tierney, Council Member
EXCUSED
Roy Sample, Council Member Laura Ritchie, Council Member
Roger Bell, Council Member Russell Carlson, Council Member

Diane Underwood, Council Member

ATTEST:

Dale E. Novobielski, Clerk/Treasurer

Page 11 Selah City Council Minutes 1/26/2016









CITY OF SELAH
S @}) CITY COUNCIL @[@
AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

WALENGTON WASHINGTON

COUNCIL MEETING INFORMATIONAL ITEM

2/23/2016 K-1

Title: Selah Fall Festival PowerPoint presentation
Thru: Donald Wayman, City Administrator
From: Donald Wayman, City Administrator
Action Requested: Informational - No action
Board/Commission Recommendation: Not applicable
Fiscal Impact: N/A

Funding Source: N/A

Staff Recommendation:

N/A

Background / Findings & Facts:

N/A

Recommended Motion:

N/A









RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO SIGN A CAMP CONTRACT
WITH UK INTERNATIONAL SOCCER INC.

WHEREAS, The City of Selah referred to as the “City” and UK International Soccer Inc.
referred to as “UK”, wish to enter into a contract to formalize their partnership; and

WHEREAS, the City belives it to be beneficial to contract with an outside group to offer a
soccer camp for the youth of Selah. UK brings their own staff and programs,

WHEREAS, the City shall handle the registrations for the camp and provide the fields; and

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SELAH, WASHINGTON, that the Mayor is authorized to sign a Camp Contract with UK
International Soccer Inc.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SELAH,
WASHINGTON this 23" day of February, 2016.

Sherry Raymond, Mayor
ATTEST:

Dale E. Novobielski, Clerk/Treasurer

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Robert Noe, City Attorney

RESOLUTION NO.




UK INTERNATIONAL SOCCER INC.
CAMP CONTRACT
PO Box 1838 « Redlands « CA + 82373
(888) UK-SOCCA » (909) 793-7759 » Fax: (809) 793-7310 * www.uksocca.com

The agreement (written contract) made on Tuesday 26" January 2015 between U.K. Intemnational Soccer, located
at P.O. Box 1838, Redlands, CA 92373, and City of Selah herein referred to as “The Contracling Parly”, located in
Selah, WA. In consideration of the mutual promises contained in this agreement, "The Contracting Party® and
"U.K. International” agrees as follows:

1. "U.K. International” agrees that it will conduct and maintain an instructional soccer camp in accordance with
the following.

a. Staffing: The primary staffing will be by Football Association (F.A.} coaches from Great Britain.
There will be at least one coach for every fifteen campers enrolled. Enrolled campers include those who have
registered during the time limit set forth in Section 2 below and "U.K. International" cannot guarantee qualified
coaches for those campers who are enrolled late.

b. Camp Scheduling: Each camp week shall consist of the following:

(i) Five day sessions, Monday through Friday, typically of three hours (half-day), or six hours
(fuli-day), or one and half hours (mini day), as scheduled by “The Contracting Party” and “U.K. Intemational”.

(ii) An awards presentation session, to be held at the end of camp.

Clii) “U.K. Intemational” can conduct a 3 hour Coaches, Goalkeepers, Strikers and ‘Activity Fun
Zone’ Clinic on one or two evenings, or one day of the weekend. These clinics are provided at a scheduled time on
agreement between both parties.

{iv) A certificate of general liability insurance can be provided upon request.

{v) One free Half Day Scholarship to the Camp Coordinator and one free Half Day Scholarship
for every 40 paying campers.

2, "The Contracting Party" agrees to the following:

a. Provide to U.K. International” during the camp week, mowed outdoor soccer field(s), preferably with
goals and nets, in conditions satisfactory for the conducting of the soccer camp at a location to be determined by
“The Contracting Party”. Approximate requirements, one standard sized soccer field per 50 campers.

b. ©On or before fifteen days prior to the start of camp, “The Contracting Party” shall submit a roster of
all campers registered to participate in camp.

c. The number of coaches provided by "U.K. International” will be based on this roster (referred to in
Section 2, Paragraph b, above). Additional campers may be enrolled after this date subject to the availability of
“U.K. International” coaches. If necessary, “U.K. International” can run two camps per week at different {ime slots.

d. “The Contracting Party” guarantees that the monies owed shall be based on campers per week
and any other servicas or products purchased. Said sum shall be due and payable before the end of the camp.

e. To try and secure host families to provide housing for “The U.K, Intemational® Coaches during the
week of camp.

f. It will net utilize the services of any of the “U.K. International” coaching staff (past or present),
outside of the camp program for a period of 18 months after the termination-of this agreement, unless authorized by
“U.K. International”.




3. General:

a. *The Contracting Party” understands that each camper who signs up for the program must produce
a release signed by his or her parent or legal guardian agreeing to defend and hold "U.K. International® harmless
from any injuries which may be sustalned from any cause relating to the camp activities and that these releases
must be submitted to the Camp Director at the start of camp.

b. °U.K. International® has the option ta cancel the program should there not be at least 15 registered
paying campers 5 days prior to camp.

c. In the event, "The Contracling Party” shall be In violation of monies owed, “The Conlracting Party®
agrees to pay "U.K. International” the costs incurred in enforcing this payment, including reasonable attorney's or
debt collection fees.

d. “The Contracting Party” agrees to indemnify, defend and hold "U.K. International, it's coaches,
employees and agents harmless from and against any claim, liability, expense or cost (including reasonable
attorney fees) arising from or in connection with the conduct or the camp excepl by willful misconduct by *U.K,
International”.

e. No refund for cancellation within 14 days of the camp start date. Children who leave during the
program dus to injury or illness will receive a prorated refund, assuming doctors verification is provided. A $25
admin fee will be required on any refunds.

f Should inclement weather or acts of God affect the program, any lost hours will be made up later in
the camp. If this is not possible refunds will not be issued.

9. Regisltrations received less than 10 days prior to the start of camp will incur an additional $10
admin (ee.

h. Children are enrolled on a first come, first served basis. We cannot guarantee enroliment any later

than § days prior to camp. Camp equipment cannot be guaranteed for the start of the camp for players who register
less than 10 days prior to camp.

i. Your organization will receive an array of promotional benefits to help with enroliment.
). This Agreement shall be interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of California and by

the execution of this agreement, the parties agree to submit themselves to the jurisdiction of the courts of
California.

4, Camp Detalls:
Week 1
Start Date: 08/8/2016 End Date: 08/12/2016
1.5 hr {mini) Start Time End Time Cost $
3 br (half day AM) Starl Time 9:00am  End Time 12:00pm Cost $ 115
3 hr (half day PM) Start Time End Time Cost §
6 hr (full day) Start Time 9:00am  End Time 3:00pm  Cost $ 160
Misc. hrs ) Start Time End Time Cost §
Team Rate Start Time End Time Cost §
Equipment Shirt (included in price)
Ball and Shirt (additional cost per player if selected)_
Other (additional cost may apply)

Total Projected Staff__
The camp shall take place at the following location
Address (include City & State)
Cross Streets




Week 2

Start Date / / End Date /

1.5 hr (mini) Start Time End Time Cost $
3 hr (half day AM) Slart Time End Time Cost $
3 hr (half day PM) Start Time End Time Cost $
6 hr (full day) Start Time, £nd Time Cost $
Misc. hrs Start Time End Time Cost $
Team Rate Start Time, End Time Cost §
Equipment Shirt {included in price)____

Ball and Shirt (additional cosl per player if selected)__
Other, (additional cost may apply)
Total Projecled Staff
The camp shall take place at the following location

Address (include City & State)

Cross Streets

Week 3
Start Date / / End Date /
1.5 hr (mini) Slart Time, End Time Cost $
3 hr (half day AM) Start Time, End Time Cost $
3 hr (half day PM) Start Time End Time Cost $
6 hr (full day) Starl Time End Time, Cost $
Misc. hrs Starl Time End Time Cost §
Team Rate Start Time End Time Cost $
Equipment Shirt {included in price)___

Ball and Shirt (additional cost per player if selected)
Other, {additional cost may apply)
Total Projected Staff
The camp shall take place at the following location
Address (include City & State)

Cross Streels

Week 4
Start Dale ! / End Date /
1.5 hr (mini) Start Time End Time Cost $
3 br (half day AM) Start Time End Time Cost $
3 br (half day PM) Start Time End Time Cosl $
6 hr (full day) Slart Time End Time Cost $
Misc. hrs Start Time, End Time Cost §
Team Rale Start Time End Time, Coslt $
Equipment Shir (included in price)___

Ball and Shirt (additional cost per player if selected)
Other (additional cost may apply)
Total Projected Staff
The camp shall take place at the following localion
Address (include City & State)
Cross Streets

One Year Contract: Yes/No Three Year Contract: Yes/MNo

DATE: {name)

Organization Representative

DATE: 09/8/2016 __Alexander Hockborn (name)

“UK International”

(signature)

(signature)




The Information on the following page is vital to the success of your camp. Please take time to complete in
full. Your camp success is directly related to how we can market the program. Thanks!|

Camp Specifics

Fundraiser $: per player (optional)
# of brochures requested: Date:
Newsletter available: (yes/no) Date sent;

Spring registration dates:

Camp Coordinator

Name: Are you on the Board: Y/ N

Address:

City, State Zip: ' )

Phone # (Home) (Cell)
(Work) (Fax)

E-mail: Shirt size AM AL AXL

Camp Equipment Shipping Address

Name:

Address: (Can NOT ship to a PO Box)
City, State Zip: ,

Player Mailing List Manager (including email list)

Name:

Phone #: (Home) (Work)
E-mail:

President

Name:

Phone #: (Home) (Work)
E-mail:

Coaching Director

Name:

Phone #: (Home) (Work)
E-mail:

Web Contact

Name:

Phone #: (Home) (Work)
E-mail: - WWW:

Local Community Newspaper (to advertlse community events, camps, etc)
Name:

Contact:

Phone i: (Work) E-mail;
www;

Local High School

Name: : Coach: .

Phone #: (Home) (Work)
E-mail: www:










CITY OF SELAH, WASHINGTON
RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION authorizing the Mayor to sign an Intergovernmental
Cooperation Agreement with Grant County Fire District #10, a municipal
corporation

WHEREAS, the City of Selah and Grant County Fire District #10 wish to utilize each
other’s contracts to jointly bid the acquisition of goods and services and disposition of property;
and

WHEREAS, the Interlocal Cooperation Act, as amended, and codified in Chapter 39.34
of the Revised Code of Washington provides for Interlocal cooperation between government
agencies; and

WHEREAS, both parties are required to make certain purchases by formal advertisement
and bid process, which is a time consuming and expensive process; and it is in the public interest
to cooperate in the combination of bidding requirements to obtain the most favorable bid for
each party where it is in their mutual interest; and

WHEREAS, the City of Selah and Grant County Fire District #10 also wishes to utilize
each other’s contracts where it is in their mutual interest;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SELAH,
WASHINGTON, HEREBY RESOLVES as follows:

The Mayor is authorized to sign an Intergovernmental Cooperation Agreement Interlocal
Agreement with Grant County Fire District #10, a municipal corporation.

PASSED this 23" day of February, 2016.

Sherry Raymond, Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Dale Novobielski, Clerk/Treasurer Robert F. Noe, City Attorney



INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT
For
COOPERATIVE PURCHASING

PURPOSE:

The purpose of this Interlocal Agreement is to provide for COOPERATIVE PURCHASING
opportunities for the signatory jurisdictions of this agreement in accordance with RCW 39.34.
Cooperative purchasing may be for materials, services or equipment related to the operation and
administration of public services for local government entities.

RATIFICATION:

This agreement shall be in full affect and recorded when the elected officials of each jurisdiction
signatory to this agreement have so enacted the full agreement in a public meeting of said agency.
A copy of this agreement shall be filed and maintained by each party to this agreement.

COOPERATIVE PURCHASE:

Cooperative purchasing by multiple public agencies is allowed under the provisions of RCW
39.34 when a public agency, having executed a public bid process for specific materials, services
or equipment, enters into an INTERLOCAL COOPERATIVE PURCHSING AGREEMENT
with one or more public agencies desiring like equipment, material or services from the same
Contractor.

LIMITS:

The provisions of this INTERLOCAL COOPERATIVE PURCHASING AGREEMENT are
limited to only those materials, services, equipment defined in the RFP, bid specifications and
proposal from the originating agency defined as:

(1) One or More, Wildland Brush Fire Apparatus, from the authorized public bid dated
December 28th, 2015 by Selah Fire Department (originating agency) and duly awarded to
CASCADE FIRE EQUIPMENT. Changes to the original specifications or deviations from the
original bid is permissible when deemed in the best interest of the agency (s) which become
signatory to this agreement.

FISCAL REQUIREMENTS

All public agencies signatory to this agreement shall be individually responsible for full payment
of any and all services, materials or equipment purchased on their behalf including all deviations
and change orders. Financial responsibility includes all taxes, fees, tariffs, shipping and/or any
other ancillary costs incurred by an agency purchasing under the provisions of this agreement.

OWNERSHIP

Any materials or equipment purchased under the provisions of this agreement shall be the sole
ownership of each respective agency.

INTERLOCAL COOPERATIVE PURCHSING AGREEMENT 1



TERM

The term of this agreement shall be affective immediately upon the authorization by each entity
signatory to this agreement and shall remain in effect for the duration of the acquisition process
for this action and beyond if said party’s desire.

SIGNATURES
“APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Fire Commissioners, Grant County Fire
District #10, Grant County, Washington in a legal public meeting will all Board members voting

this day of ,20_:
Grant County Fire District #10 Selah Fire Department
(agency) (agency)
Fire Commissioner Mayor
Fire Commissioner

Fire Commissioner

Fire Commissioner

Fire Commissioner

ATTEST: ATTEST:

Fire District Secretary Clerk Treasurer

INTERLOCAL COOPERATIVE PURCHSING AGREEMENT 2












RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO SIGN A CONSTRUCTION
CONTRACT BETWEEN THE CITY OF SELAH AND P.O.W. CONTRACTING,
INC., FOR THE 2013 DWSRF WATER SYSTEMS IMPROVEMENTS DM13-952-130

WHEREAS, the City of Selah has acquired a loan from the Drinking Water State Revolving
Fund for the Third Street Water Main Replacement Project; and

WHEREAS, after seeking bids the City wishes to award the construction contract to the low
bidder, P.O.W. Contracting, Inc.;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SELAH, WASHINGTON that the Mayor is authorized to sign a construction contract with
P.O.W. Contracting, Inc.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SELAH,
WASHINGTON this 9" day of February, 2016.

Sherry Raymond, Mayor

ATTEST:

Dale E. Novobielski, Clerk/Treasurer

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Robert F. Noe, City Attorney

RESOLUTION NO.



S HLA

Engineeringand Land Surveying, Inc.

February 2, 2016

City of Selah
222 So. Rushmore Road
Selah, WA 98942

Attn: Mr. Joe Henne

Re: City of Selah
THIRD STREET WATER MAIN REPLACEMENT
DWSRF Project No.: DM13-952-130
HLA Project No.: 13126
Recommendation of Award

Dear Mr. Henne:

The bid opening for the above referenced project was held at Selah City Hall at 10:00 a.m. on
Tuesday, February 2, 2016. A total of nine (9) bids were recelved with the low bid of $518,949.48,
being offered by P.O.W. Contracting, Inc. of Pasco, Washington. This low bid is approximately four
(4) percent below the Engineer's Estimate of $541,427.47.

We have reviewed and checked the bid proposals of all bidders and recommend the City of
Selah award a construction contract to P.O.W. Contracting, Inc. in the amount of $518,949.48,
contingent on funding agency approval. Please send us acopy of the City of Selah Council minutes
authorizing award of this project.

Enclosed are copies of the project Bid Summary for your review. Please advise if we may answer
any questions or provide additional information.

Very truly yours,

%%@«/

Stephen S. Hazzard, PE

SSHicrf

Enclosures

Copy: Stephen Dunk, Department of Commerce (Email)
Steve Sziebert, HLA

Brent Schilperoort, HLA
Comrespondence File

G:\PROJECTS\2013113126C SE THIRD ST WATER MAIN REPLCMT -\2016-02-02 RECAWARD.DOC
2803 River Road < Yakima, WA 98902 « 509.966.7000 < Fax 509.965.3800 < www.hlacivil.com















RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO SIGN A CONTRACT WITH
ROGUE MULTI-SPORTS LLCFOR RACE TIMING SERVICES.

WHEREAS, The City of Selah has conducted a half marathon and 5K race for five years
(Army base Race); and

WHEREAS, the race has grown in popularity and outside sources are needed for the most
accurate race results,

WHEREAS, the City shall handle the registrations for the race and provideinformation for
registrants to Rogue; and

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SELAH, WASHINGTON, that the Mayor is authorized to sign a Contract with Rogue Multi-
Sport LLC for Race Timing Services

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SELAH,
WASHINGTON this 23" day of February, 2016.

Sherry Raymond, Mayor
ATTEST:

Dale E. Novobielski, Clerk/Treasurer

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Robert Noe, City Attorney

RESOLUTION NO.




Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC
35853 Industrial Way
Saint Helens, OR 97051
Ph (503) 539-9327
cneely@roguemultisport.com

December 14, 2015

Dave Mullen

City of Selah Parks and Recreation
216 S. 1%t Street

Selah, WA 98492

Re: Timing Services Agreement
Army Base Race

Dear Dave,

Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC is pleased to have the opportunity to provide professional timing
services for the Army Base Race to be held on September 17, 2016 in Selah, WA.

Enclosed is our race timing agreement which details the timing services we will be providing
for your event. This agreement is presented with the understanding that all permits,
insurance, medical support, expenses and volunteer requirements associated with the
production of the event are the sole responsibility of the RACE. The RACE is defined as the
City of Selah Parks and Recreation.

If this agreement is acceptable to you, please sign and mail two originals of the entire
agreement to:

Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC
35853 Industrial Way
Saint Helens, OR 97051

A scanned and emailed agreement is acceptable. A fully executed agreement will be
returned to you.

Please feel free to give us a call with any questions you have. We are excited to be a part of
your team and look forward to a successful event.

Kind Regards,
Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC

Chwek Neely

Chuck Neely
Manager



Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC
35853 Industrial Way
Saint Helens, OR 97051
Ph (503) 539-9327
cneely@roguemultisport.com

Timing Services Agreement

Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC is pleased to have the opportunity to provide professional timing
services for the Army Base Race to be held on September 17, 2016 in Selah, WA. This
agreement details the timing services we will be providing for your event and consists of
three pages. This agreement is based upon up to 500 registrants.

1. Compensation

The RACE will pay Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC $1,865.00. Timing team travel and lodging are
included in this price. Full payment is due on September 30, 2016. Registrants in excess of
500 will be billed at a rate of $1.75 per additional registrant.

2. Timing chip return

The RACE is responsible for retrieval and return of all timing chips on the day of the event.
Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC will provide a chip audit report of any missing chips within 10
business days following the event. Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC will invoice the RACE $1.75 for
each chip not received within 20 business days following the event.

3. Timing services to be provided

3.1 Live searchable/sortable results posting with virtual finisher certificates.

3.2 Race photo link adjacent to results link on Rogue Multi-Sport website.

3.3 Data entry of new registrations and changes for Friday packet pick-up and on race day.

3.4 Race division, age group, participant and award set-up in software.

3.5 Capture start and finish using chip timing. The race start and finish are to be exactly the
same timing line.

3.6 Print results for your awards presentation.

3.7 Pre-race alphabetical listing of all registered participants.

3.8 Two-sided display clock at finish line.

3.9 Inflatable arch with start and finish banners. Note: Arch will not be erected if winds
exceed 15 mph.

3.10 Finish announcer computer with live data stream from finish line mats. Announcer and
sound system provided by RACE.

3.11 Computer results kiosks.

3.12 Race packet preparation. Each race packet to include a race number, safety pins,
timing tag, plastic bead ties and timing tag instruction card. Envelopes will be sealed
with a participant label and arranged alphabetically in crates for distribution by the
RACE. Extra unassigned race packets will be available for race day registration.

3.13 Custom race numbers with QR codes linked to individual result when scanned with a
smart phone.

4. Results clause

Rogue Multi-Sport has a strong reputation for delivering quick and accurate results reports.
However, due to our reliance on electronic equipment (that can potentially malfunction) we
cannot guarantee computer results on race day. We do guarantee to provide the overall top
three male and female finishers for the awards presentation. We do guarantee completion of
all computer services within three days post-race.



TIMING AGREEMENT - PAGE TWO

5. Timing company participant data needs

The RACE is required to provide Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC with access to the RACE'’s online
registration for the purpose of downloading participant data for set-up in the event scoring
program. Alternatively, the RACE may email the complete registration file in a Windows CSV
or Excel format. The RACE agrees to close online registration, inclusive of data entry of
any paper entries into the online database, by no later than Wednesday, September 14,
2016 at 11:59PM Pacific. Minimum participant data collection is to include the following:

COLUMN INFORMATION

1 Leave blank. Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC will assign bib numbers here.
2 Race Distance (i.e.: 10k, half marathon, sprint duathion, oly triathlon)
3 First name
4 Last name
5 Address 1
6 Address 2 (used for suite# or apt#, etc)
7 City
8 State
9 Zip code
10 Date of birth (format mm/dd/yyyy)
11 Gender
12 T-shirt size (S, M, L, XL, 2X) - if used by event
13 Special division (i.e.: wheelchair, Clydesdale & Athena)
14 Email address
15 Telephone number
16 Team name — if applicable

6. Timing/finish line volunteers
The RACE is required to provide timing and finish line volunteers according to the following
schedule.

TASK QTY OF VOLUNTEERS
Recover timing chips — removes timing chips from 4
athletes prior to their exiting the timing chip enclosure

7. Timing area vehicle closure

The RACE is responsible for securing the timing areas (locations where timing mats are
placed) against vehicle traffic at least 2 hours prior to race start to allow sufficient time for
equipment set-up and testing.

9. Timing chip containment area

The RACE is responsible for providing a containment area past the finish line. The
containment area must be sufficient to corral participants until timing chips may be removed
by RACE volunteers. A 75-100 feet long containment area is recommended for your race.
Rogue Multi-Sport will provide chip removal tools, collection bins and volunteer stools.



TIMING AGREEMENT - PAGE THREE

Signatures below indicate acceptance of the above agreement.

The signing and returning of a copy of this agreement will guarantee the availability of Rogue
Muiti-Sport, LLC for your event. If the RACE refuses to pay the final invoice, interest will
accrue on the final invoice amount at a rate of 3% per month beginning with the date
following the day of the event. Any legal costs incurred by Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC including
lawyer fees, travel, lodging and lost time will be the responsibility of the RACE if the RACE
loses a payment dispute in court.

Cancellation: Should the RACE elect to cancel Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC timing services for

this event after the agreement is accepted, the RACE agrees to compensate Rogue Multi-
Sport, LLC a sum of $500.

Date: Date:

Rogue Multi-Sport, LLC “RACE?” representative signature
Chuck Neely, Manager

35853 Industrial Way
Saint Helens, OR 97051 “RACE’ representative printed name
Phone (503) 5§39-9327

Email: cneely@roguemultisport.com
Website: www.roguemultisport.com

“RACE" organization









RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO SIGN A
MUNICIPALITY TOURISM FUND CONTRACT WITH YAKIMA
VALLEY VISITORS AND CONVENTION BUREAU DBA YAKIMA
VALLEY TOURISM FOR THE YEAR 2016

WHEREAS, the City wishes to sign a contract with the Yakima Valley Visitors and
Convention Bureau (YVVCB) dba Yakima Valley Tourism for Sports Tourism Partnership, for a
Regional Destination Marketing, and for Membership to the Yakima Valley Sports Commission
Committee; and

WHEREAS, the YVVCB possesses the resources and staff with the necessary expertise to
assist the City with sports tourism and regional destination marketing;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SELAH, WASHINGTON, that the Mayor be authorized to sign the contract with the Yakima
Valley Visitors and Convention Bureau dba Yakima Valley Tourism for Municipality Tourism
Promotion Management in the amount of $2,000.00. A copy of the contract is attached.

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SELAH,
WASHINGTON, this 23" day of February, 2016.

Sherry Raymond, Mayor

ATTEST:

Dale E. Novobielski, Clerk Treasurer

APPROVED AS TO FORM

Bob Noe, City Attorney

RESOLUTION NO.



















ORDINANCE No.

AN ORDINANCE of the City of Selah, Washington, amending Selah
Municipal Code section 1.06.010 relating to the times for regular City
Council meetings.

WHEREAS, the City Council would like to modify the times for regular City Council
meetings to provide for regular Council meeting to commence at 4:00 p.m. on the second
Tuesday of each month and to provide for regular Council meetings to commence at 5:30 p.m.
on the fourth Tuesday of each month;

WHEREAS, Selah Municipal Code section 1.06.040 provides that regular meetings of
the Council shall be held as provided for by ordinance;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SELAH,
WASHINGTON, DOES ORDAIN as follows:

Section 1. Selah Municipal Code Section 1.06.010, Time of Meetings, amended.
SMC 1.06.010 is amended to read as follows:
1.06.010 Time of meetings.

The Selah council shall hold regular meetings on the second and fourth Tuesday
of the month beginning with a study session at three-thirty p.m. or as may
otherwise be scheduled by the city council as necessary and the council meeting
commencing at four p.m. on the second Tuesday of the month and commencing at
six-thirty five-thirty p.m. on the fourth Tuesday of the month. When the date of
any regular meeting occurs on a legal holiday, the regular meeting will be
rescheduled as approved by council.

Section 2.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper of the
City, and shall take effect and be in full force five (5) days after the date of publication.

ORDAINED this 23" day of February, 2016.

Mayor Sherry Raymond
ATTEST:

Dale Novobielski, Clerk/Treasurer

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Robert F. Noe, City Attorney












ORDINANCE

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER 11.19 OF THE SELAH
MUNICIPAL CODE ENTITLED “FLOOD DAMAGE PREVENTION ORDINANCE”
AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE

WHEREAS, the City of Selah previously adopted Ordinance No. 783 (1982) and
subsequently amended that Ordinance by Ordinance No. 1337 (1998), codified as Chapter 11.19,
Flood Damage Prevention, to the Selah Municipal Code; and,

WHEREAS, following a Community Assistance Visit, Washington Department of Ecology
staff reccommended amendments to keep said Chapter 11.19 current and in consistency with State
law; and,

WHEREAS, the purpose of additional proposed amendments is to correct errors and
establish the City official responsible for administering the chapter; and,

WHEREAS, the Selah City Council finds that the proposed amendments to Selah
Municipal Code, Chapter 11.19 achieves these purposes; and,

WHEREAS, the City of Selah Planning Commission conducted a duly advertised public
hearing on January 19, 2016 and recommended adoption of the proposed amendments; and,

WHEREAS, the City of Selah Council considered the Planning Commission’s
recommendation at a regularly scheduled and duly advertised public hearing on Tuesday February
23, 2016, where testimony was taken from those persons present who wished to be heard; and,

WHEREAS, the City Council, having duly considered the Planning Commission’s
recommendation and having considered public input adopts the Findings, Conclusions and
recommendation of the Planning Commission,

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SELAH,
WASHINGTON, DOES ORDAIN that Selah Municipal Code Chapter 11.19, “Flood Damage
Prevention” is amended as follows:

Section 1.

11.19.020 Definitions

“Administrative official” means the mayer-of-the-city-of Selah,-orthe-mayor’s
designee; building official shall serve as administrator of this chapter.
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Section 2.
11.19.060 General Standards
In all areas of special flood hazards the following standards are required:
(c) Utilities.

(1) All new and replacement water supply systems shall be designed to minimum
minimize or eliminate infiltration of floodwaters into the systems;

4) Water wells shall be located on high ground that is not in the floodway.

Section 3.
11.19.070 Floodways

Located within areas of special flood hazard established in Section 11.19.030(b) of
this chapter are areas designated as floodways. Floodways are an extremely hazardous area due to
the velocity of floodwaters which carry debris, potential projectiles and increase erosion potential,
the following provisions apply:

(c) Construction or reconstruction of residential structures is prohibited within
designated floodways, except for:

(2) Repairs, reconstruction, or improvements to a structure, the cost of which does
not exceed fifty percent of the market value of the structure either:

(A) Before the repair, or reconstruction, errepair is started, or

(B) If the structure has been damaged, and is being restored, before the damage
occurred.

Work done on structures to eemply-with correct existing violations of state or local

health, sanitary or safety codes specifications which have been identified by the local code

enforcement official and which are the minimum necessary to assure safe living conditions, or to
structures identified as historical places may be excluded from the fifty percent.

Section 4. Effective Date. This ordinance shall be published in the official newspaper
of the City and shall take effect and be in full force five (5) days after the date of publication.
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PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SELAH,
WASHINGTON, this 23" day of FEBRUARY 2016.

Sherry Raymond, Mayor
ATTEST:

Dale E. Novobielski, Clerk-Treasurer

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Robert F. Noe, City Attorney
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SELAH CITY COUNCIL

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Tuesday, February 23, 2015 commencing at 6:30 p.m., or
as soon thereafter as practical, in the Council Chambers, Selah City Hall, 115 W. Naches
Avenue, Selah, WA, the Selah City Council will conduct a public hearing to receive testimony
and to consider the City of Selah Planning Commission recommendation to adopt the following
text amendments of the Selah Municipal Code:

Proposed Amendments of Title 11, Chapter 11.19 (Flood Damage Prevention):

The purposes of the proposed amendments are to correct errors, designate the Building Official
as the Administrative Official, and to implement recommendations of the Washington State
Department of Ecology to bring the Chapter into consistency with State law.

Any person desiring to express his/her views or submit written comments are encouraged to
attend. The proposed amendments are on file and available for public inspection during regular

business hours at the City of Selah Public Works Department, 222 South Rushmore Road, Selah,
WA. h

Dated this 11" day of February, 2016.

/s/ Thomas R Durant, Community Planner



Amendments to SMC 11.19
Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance
971.00.15-12 Environmental Review

List of Exhibits

Exhibit Page
January 12, 2016 staff report w attachments
Planning Commission Findings & Conclusions {(draft} Lencnd
October 14, 2015 letter from Dept of Ecology re: community assistance visit
Washington State Model Ordinance (Evaluation Sheet)
Determination of Nonsignificance
SEPA environmental checklist
Public Notice
Affidavit of Publication
/U.:J"ct. ot Pulle H‘C’w:q ~-C :5 (.un.'{
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CITY OF SELAH PLANNING COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT
January 12, 2016

PROPOSAL: The proposal is to make minor amendments to SMC 11.19, the Flood Damage Prevention
Ordinance. The following amendments are proposed:

a. Amend the definition of “Administrative Official” to designate the City’s building official rather
than the Mayor or designee;

b. Make two amendments to SMC 11.19.060 and 11.19.070 that were recommended by the
Department of Ecology to bring the regulations into conformance with State law. Both
amendments primarily involve development in the floodway.

¢. Amend the wording of SMC 11.19.060 and 11.19.070 for clarity and consistency with Model
Flood Hazard Ordinance language. These are the two sections otherwise being proposed for
amendment.

The amendments were initiated by recommendations made to the City by the Department of
Ecology as a part of a Community Assistance Visit. These visits are conducted as a part of the National
Flood Insurance Program and are to ensure that flood insurance continues to be available in the City.
The remaining amendments were added in order for them to be considered at the same time. They are
not required by FEMA or the State and should not jeopardize continued participation in the flood
insurance program, except to the extent that any misinterpretation may resuit in the ordinance not
being applied correctly.

CURRENT CODE PROVISIONS & PROPOSED AMENDMENTS:

SMC 11.19.020: Currently the code definition of “Administrative official” means the mayor of the City of
Selah, or the mayor’s designee. The proposed amendment would name the City’s building official as the
administrative official. This is not a requirement of State or Federal law, but it would clarify who the
responsible official should be. The building official is typically the person responsible for administering
flood hazard regulations, and since they substantially consist of structural requirements for buildings, is
typically the person most qualified to do so.

SMC 11.19.060: These are general standards that apply to all areas of special flood hazard (i.e., 100-year
floodplain and flocdway). The amendment requested by Department of Ecology is to require water wells
to be located on high ground and not in the floodway. This is required by WAC 173-160-171; the
amendment would bring the local code into consistency.
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The other amendment to SMC 11.19.060 is to correct a grammatical (or spelling) error by
replacing the word “minimum” with “minimize”

SMC 11.19.070: The Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance restricts development in designated
floodways, especially residential development. SMC 11.19.070(c) prohibits the construction or
reconstruction of residential structures in the floodway, but makes exceptions for existing buildings, one
of which is to allow repairs, reconstruction or improvements that don‘t exceed 50% of the market value
of the structure. Currently this allows work that is done on structures in order to comply with existing
health, sanitary or safety codes to be excluded from the calculation, so that it would be allowable even if
it were to bring the total cost to more than 50% of market value. As recommended by the Department
of Ecology, and in order to bring the code into consistency with WAC 173-158-070, this section would be
amended to further limit this exception to work done to correct violations of state or local code
specifications identified by the local code enforcement official and that are the minimum necessary to
assure safe living conditions.

Other amendments to SMC 11.19.070 include adding the word “increase” to erosion potential
and eliminating a redundant usage of the word “repair”. These are clarifications in language and not
substantive changes in code requirements.

BACKGROUND & HISTORY: The Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance was first adopted by the City in
1987; the sections that are the subject of the proposed amendments were amended subsequently in
1989, 1998 and 2003. The specifics of those past amendments were not determined for this report.

The Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance is part of the City’s implementation of the National
Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) under which flood insurance is made available to property owners in
the City. The City is required to adopt regulations that limit development in designated areas at risk of
flooding and to require construction standards on the development that is permitted. Both of the
proposed amendments are from State law, not required under Federal standards but endorsed by FEMA
(the federal agency responsible for administration of the National Flood Insurance Program).

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: A Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) (971.00.15-12) was issued on
December 18, 2015. No public or agency comments were received.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: The following goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan are relevant to the
proposed amendments and generally support them:

Objective LUGM 4: Assure that fand use policies and patterns adequately protect and preserve
resource lands, critical areas, water supplies, water bodies and other significant areas.

Policy LUGM 4.4: Continue to upgrade and refine City regulations to protect wetlands, aquifer
recharge areas, frequently flooded areas, seismic hazard areas, steep slopes, agricultural areas and
anadromous fish habitat from incompatible levels or types of development in accordance with the
Washington Growth Management Act.

Natural Environment Goal: Respect the floodplain.
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Policy ENV 1.4: Only developments which respect the floodplain and meet appropriate local,
state and federal requirements will be allowed in the 100-year floodplain.

Objective ENV 3: Maintain and manage the quality of surface and groundwater resources as
near as possible to their natural condition and in compliance with state water quality standards.

Policy ENV 3.8: Participate in water quality improvement planning and implementation efforts
by local, regional, state, federal and tribal agencies.

Policy ENV 4.2: Integrate environmental considerations into all planning efforts and comply
with all state and federally mandated environmental legislation.

ISSUES: Selah has relatively little designated 100-year floodplain in its City limits and urban growth area
and very little floodway. All of these areas are along the Yakima and Naches Rivers and are subject to
the Shoreline Management Act. The floodplain areas are along the Naches River along the south
boundary of the city limits — an area that is essentially undevelopable due to steep slopes and
inaccessibility; in the southeast part of the City in an area dominated by golf courses, but also including
some industrial and rural residential lands; and finally outside of the City limits but in the urban growth
area where the Harrison Road bridge crosses the Yakima River. This area includes mostly undeveloped
residential and industrial land but also the Tree Top industrial sprayfield and some agriculture.

In addition to there being little developable land in flood hazard areas, there are also very few
land uses including residences in the City or its urban growth area that would be subject to these
requirements. In fact it appears that there is currently only one residence in the floodway. Since new
residential uses are prohibited under the NFiP, this should not change. Consequently these State
required amendments would be expected to have little if any affect on the City or its residents. The only
potential changes to these circumstances would be if future changes in the urban growth area included
new floodplain and floodway areas or if new flood studies resulted in changes to the boundaries of
existing flood hazard areas. Both scenarios are possible, but neither is expected at this time.

The regulations subject to these amendments are limited to areas in the City limits only,
although they would be extended to other areas in the future if they were annexed.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends APPROVAL of the all of the proposed amendment changes for
the following reasons:

1. The two changes recommended by the Department of Ecology are required under State law and
further supports the City’s conformance with the National Flood Insurance Program.

2. The two recommended changes are either in effect now in areas of the urban growth area that
are under Yakima County jurisdiction or if not in effect, it is expected that the County would be
requested to include them In the same manner as the City. Either way there should be no
change in requirements at the time of annexation.
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3. The two recommended changes have little impact on the City since they apply primarily to
designated floodway areas, which in Selah and its urban growth area are mostly undeveloped
and in which new residential development would not be allowed.

4. The remaining amendments recommended by staff are not substantive and are intended to
clarify existing requirements, except for the change in designation of the administrative official
which would more clearly identify the person who is most qualified and responsible for
administration of the code.

Attachments:
Proposed Amendments — Summary
Proposed Amendments — Text
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS - SUMMARY

1. SMC11.19.020, amend the definition of “Administrative official” to designate the City’s building
official, rather than the Mayor or designee.

2. SMC11.19.060(c)(1), correct a spelling or grammatical error in the current code: “minimum”
should be “minimize”.

3. SMC 11.19.060(c)(4), add new requirement to prohibit water wells in the floodway and require
them to be located on high ground. This is as recommended by the Department of Ecology as
part of a Community Assistance Visit and is to bring the regulations into conformance with State
law.

4. SMC11.19.070, add the word “increase” for clarity and consistency with the language in the
model flood hazard ordinance.

5. SMC 11.19.070(c){2)(a), revise for clarity and consistency with the model flood hazard ordinance
by eliminating redundant use of the word “repair”.

6. SMC 11.19.070(c), amend and clarify that work done on residential structures in the floodway
that may be excluded from the fifty percent of the market vaiue of the structure must be to
correct violations of state or local health, sanitation or safety codes specifications which have
been identified by the local code enforcement official and they are the minimum necessary to
assure safe living conditions. This is as recommended by the Department of Ecology as part of a
Community Assistance Visit and is to bring the regulations into conformance with State law.






APPENDIX A: COMMUNITIES WITH SHALLOW FLOODING
IDENTIFIED AS AO ZONES ON FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAPS (FIRM)

CRITERIA & MODEL ORDINANCE REFERENCE

A

B

C

D|E

FEDERAL REGULATION
REFERENCE

21

MODEL ORDINANCE 5.5
STANDARDS FOR SHALLOW FLOODING
AREAS (AO ZONES)

Shallow flooding areas appear on FIRMs as AO zones with
depth designations. The base flood depths in these zones range
from 1 to 3 feet above ground where a clearly defined channel
does not exist, or where the path of flooding is unpredictable
and where velocity flow may be evident. Such flooding is
usually characterized as sheet flow, In these areas, the
following provisions apply:

(1) New construction and substantial improvements of
residential structures and manufactured homes within AO zones
shall have the lowest floor (including basement) elevated above
the highest adjacent grade to the structure, one foot or more
above* the depth number specified in feet on the community’s
FIRM (at least two feet above the highest adjacent grade to the
structure if no depth number is specified).

{(2) New construction and substantial improvements of
nonresidential structures within AO zones shall either:

(i) Have the lowest floor (including basement) elevated above
the highest adjacent grade of the building site, one foot or more
above the depth number specified on the FIRM (at least two feet
if no depth number is specified); or

(ii) Together with attendant utility and sanitary facilities, be
completely flood proofed to or above that level so that any
space below that level is watertight with walls substantially
impermeable to the passage of water and with structural
components having the capability of resisting hydrostatic and
hydrodynamic loads and effects of buoyancy. If this method is
used, compliance shall be certified by a registered professional
engineer, or architect as in section 5.2-2(3).

(3) Require adequate drainage paths around structures on slopes
to guide floodwaters around and away from proposed structures.

(4) Recreational vehicles placed on sites within AO Zones on
the community’s FIRM either:

(i) Be on the site for fewer than 180 consecutive days, or

(ii) Be fully licensed and ready for highway use, on its wheels or
Jacking system, is attached to the site only by quick disconnect
type utilities and security devices, and has no permanently
attached additions; or

(iii) Meet the requirements of 5.5(1) and 5.5(3) above and the
anchoring requirements for manufactured homes (Section 5.1-

1(2)).

44 CFR 60.3(c)(7)

44 CFR 60.3(c)(7)

44 CFR 60.3(c)(8)

44 CFR 60.3(c)(8)(ii)

44 CFR 60.3(c)(11)

A = Flood Hazard Boundary Map

B = Flood Insurance Rate Map without clevation

C = Flood Insurance Rate Map with basc flood clevations
D = Flocd Insurance Rate Map with floodways

E = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways and V zones
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APPENDIX B: COMMUNITIES WITH COASTAL VELOCITY (V ZONES)
PRESENT ON FIRM AND AN ORDINANCE COMPLIANT WITH 44 60.3(E)

CRITERIA & MODEL ORDINANCE REFERENCE

E

FEDERAL REGULATION REFERENCE

22 | MODEL ORDINANCE 5.6
COASTAL HiGH HAZARD AREAS

Located within areas of special flood hazard established in
Section 3.2 are Coastal High Hazard Areas, designated as Zones
V1-30, VE and/or V. These areas have special flocd hazards
associated with high velocity waters from surges and, therefore,
in addition to meeting all provisions in this ordinance, the
following provisions shall also apply:

1) All new construction and substantial improvements in Zones
V1-30 and VE (V if base flood elevation data is available) on
the community’s FIRM shall be elevated on pilings and columns
so that:

i) The bottom of the lowest horizontal structural member of the
lowest floor (excluding the pilings or columns) is elevated one
foot or more above the base flood level; and

ii) The pile or column foundation and structure attached thereto
is anchored to resist flotation, collapse and lateral movement
due to the effects of wind and water loads acting simultaneously
on all building components. Wind and water loading values
shall each have a one percent chance of being equaled or
exceeded in any given year (100-year mean recurrence interval).

A registered professional engineer or architect shall develop or
review the structural design, specifications and plans for the
construction, and shall certify that the design and methods of
construction to be used are in accordance with accepted
standards of praclice for meeting the provisions of Section
5.6(1)(i) and (ii).

2) Obtain the elevation (in relation to mean sea level) of the
bottom of the lowest structural member of the lowest floor
(excluding pilings and columns) of all new and substantially
improved structures in Zones VI-30, VE, and V on the
community’s FIRM and whether or not such structures contain a
basement. The (Local Administrator) shall maintain a record of
all such information.

3) All new construction within Zones V1-30, VE, and V on the
community’s FIRM shall be located landward of the reach of
mean high tide.

4) Provide that all new construction and substantial
improvements within Zones V1-30, VE, and V on the
community’s FIRM have the space below the lowest floor either
free of obstruction or constructed with non-supporting
breakaway walls, open wood lattice-waork, or insect screening
intended to collapse under wind and water loads without causing
collapse, displacement, or other structural damage to the
elevated portion of the building or supporting foundation
system. For the purposes of this section, a breakaway wall shall
have a design safe loading resistance of not {ess than 10 and no

44 CFR 60.3(e)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(4)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(4)()

44 CFR 60.3(e)(4)(ii)

44CFR 60.3(e)(2)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(3)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(5)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(5)()

A = Flood Hazard Boundary Map

B = Flood Insurance Rate Map without elevation

C =Flood Insurance Rate Map with base flood elevations

D = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways

E = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways and V zones
Page9of 13
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more than 20 pounds per square foot. Use of breakaway walls
which exceed a design safe loading resistance of 20 pounds per
square foot (either by design or when so required by local or
State codes) may be permitted only if a registered professional
engineer or architect certifies (hat the design proposed meets the
following conditions:

i) Breakaway wall collapse shall result from water load less than
that which would occur during the base flood; and

ii) The elevated portion of the building and supporting
foundation system shall not be subject to collapse, displacement,
or other structural damage due to the effects of wind and water
loads acting simultaneously on all building components
(structural and non-structural). Maximum wind and water
loading values to be used in this determination shall each have a
one percent chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given
year (100-year mean recurrence interval).

If breakaway walls are utilized, such enclosed space shall be
useable solely for parking of vehicles, building access, or
storage. Such space shall not be used for human habitation.

5) Prohibit the use of fill for structural support of buildings
within Zones V1-30, VE, and V on the community’s FIRM.

6) Prohibit man-made alteration of sand dunes within Zones V1-
30, VE, and V on the community’s FIRM which would increase
potential flood damage.

7) All manufactured homes to be placed or substantially
improved within Zones V1-30, V, and VE on the community's
FIRM on sites:

i) Outside of a manufactured home park or subdivision,

it) In 2 new manufactured home park or subdivision,

iii) In an expansion to an existing manufactured home park or
subdivision, or

iv) In an existing manufactured home park or subdivision on

which a2 manufactured home has incurred “substantial damage”
as the result of a flood;

shall meet the standards of paragraphs 5.6(1) through (6) of this
section and manufactured homes placed or substantially
improved on other sites in an existing manufactured home park
or subdivision within Zones V1-30, V, and VE on the FIRM
shall meet the requirements of Section 5.2-3(2).

8) Recreational vehicles placed on sites within Zones V1-30, V,
and VE on the community’s FIRM either:

i) Be on the site for fewer than 180 consecutive days, or

ii) Be fully licensed and ready for highway use, on its wheels or
Jjacking system, attached to the site only by quick disconnect

type utilities and security devices, and have no permanently
attached additions; or

iii) Meet the requirements of Section 4.1-1(development permit

Reguired) and p hs 5.6(1) through (6) of this section.

44 CFR 60.3(e)(6)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(7)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(8)(i-iv)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(9)(i-iii)

A = Flood Hazard Boundary Map

B = Flood Insurance Rate Map without elevation

C = Flood Insurance Rate Map with base flood elevations
D = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways

E = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways and V zones
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8.
9.

Determination of Nonsignificance

. Description of Proposal: Amend Title 11; Chapter 11.19 Selah Municipal Code

(Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance) include non-substantive wording changes for
clarity, designate the Building Official as the Administrative Official and to
implement recommendations of the Washington State Department of Ecology to
bring the Chapter into consistency with State law.

Proponent: Selah Public Works Department
222 8. Rushmore Road
Selah, WA 98942

Location of Proposal including street address, if any: City-wide.
Lead Agency: City of Selah

The lead agency for this proposal has determined that it will not have a probable
significant adverse impact on the environment. An Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) is not required under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c). This decision was made after
review of a completed environmental checklist and other information on file with the
lead agency. This information is available to the public on request.

This DNS is issued under WAC 197-11-340(2); the lead agency will not act on the
proposal for 14 days from the date below. Comments must be submitted by 5:00 PM
January 4, 2016.

*

Appeals: You may appeal this determination to the Selah City Council by filing a
written appeal with the required $300.00 filing fee at the Selah Public Works
Department, 222 S. Rushmore Road within five business days of the final
determination. You should be prepared to make specific factual objections. Contact
the Planning Department at 698-7365 to read or ask about the procedures for SEPA

appeals.
Responsible Official: Donald C. Wayman

Position / Title: City Administrator

Address: 222 S. Rushmore Road, Selah, Washington 98942

10. Date: December 18, 2015

1. Siguatare W ’ 477\



CITY OF SELAH

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
222 S Rushmare Road
SELAH, WA 98942
PHONE: (509) 698-7365 FAX (509) 698-7372

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

FILE NUMBER:_471.29./5~] *~
DATE FEE PAID

RECEIVED BY /

FEE: $275

INTRODUCTION

The State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), Chapter 43.21C RCW, requires all governmental agencies to consider the environmental
impacts of a proposal before making decisions. An environmental impact statement (EIS) must be prepared for all proposals with
probable significant adverse impacts on the quality of the environment. The purpose of this checklist is to provide information to help
you and the agency identify impacts from your proposal (and to reduce or avoid impacts from the proposal if it can be done) and to
help the agency decide whether an EIS is required.

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Government agencies use this
checklist to determine whether the environmental impacts of your proposal are significant, requiring preparation of an EIS. Answer
the questions briefly, with the most precise information known, or give the best description you can.

You must answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. In most cases, you should be able to answer
the questions from your own observations or project plans without the need to hire experts. If you really do not know the answer, or if
a question does not apply to your proposal, write "do not know" or "does not apply”. Complete answers to the questions now may
avoid unnecessary delays later.

Some questions ask about governmental regulations, such as zoning, shoreline, and landmark designations. Answer these questions if
you can. [f you have problems, the governmental agencies can assist you.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of time or on different parcels of
land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal or its environmental effects. The agency to which you
submit this checklist may ask you to explain your answers or provide additionat information reasonably related to determining if there
may be significant adverse impacts.

Complete this checklist for nonproject proposals, even though questions may be answered "does not apply". IN ADDITION, complete
the SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (part D).

For nonproject actions, the references in the checklist to the words "project applicant,” and "property of site" should be read as
“proposal,” “proposer,” and "affected geographic area,” respectively.

.BACKGROUND

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable:
SMC 11.19 (Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance) Code Amendments
2, Name of applicant:

Selah Planning Department



10.

11

12.

Address and phone number of applicant and contact person:

222 S. Rushmore Road

Selah, WA 98942

(509) 698-7365

Thomas R Durant, Community Planner

Date checklist prepared:

December 17,2015

Agency requiring checklist: CITY OF SELAH

Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable):

Review of amendments by Planning Commission in January and adoption by City Council in February 2016.

Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or connected with this proposal? If
yes, explain.

The Selah Critical Areas Ordinance (SMC 11.50) will be reviewed as a part of the Growth Management Update process
currently underway. While this may have some effect on how frequently flooded areas are regulated, further changes to the
Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance are not expected.

List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be prepared, directly related to
this proposal.

None

Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals or other proposals directly affecting the
property covered by your proposal? If yes, explaln.

Not at the time of this document.

List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.
Approval and adoption by the City Council.

Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size of the project and site, There
are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not need to
repeat those answers on this page.

Adopt amendments to the Selah Flood Damage Protection Ordinance (SMC 11.19). The proposed amendments are minor and
consist of the following:

1). Amendments of the ordinance fo bring it into compliance with State law as recommended by the Washington Department of
Ecology as part of a Community Assistance Visit. These amendments primarily involve the floodway.

2). Correction of errors and wording changes in the portions of the ordinance being amended for clarity and consistency with
the State Model Flood Hazard Ordinance. They are not substantive changes.

3). Amendment of the definition of “Administrative Official” to designate the Building Official, rather than the *“mayor or the
mayor’s designee”.

Location of the proposal Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise location of your proposed
project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and range, if known. If a proposal would occur over a
range of area, provide the range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and
topographic map, if reasonably available. While you should submit any plans required by the agency, you are not
required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with any permit applications related to this checklist.



While officially, the Flood Damage Protection Ordinance applies City wide; its application is limited to designated flood
hazard areas, which in Selah are along the Yakima and Naches Rivers on the southemn and castern edges of the City. 1t would
also apply to similarly designated areas at the time of future annexation by the City. Currently the only areas of the urban
growth area that are outside of the City limits and in designated flood hazard areas are 1).on both sides of the Yakima River
south of Harrison Road and west of Pomona Loop Road and 2). about 12 acres at the east end of South Rushmore Road.

13. Taxation parcel numbers(s): N/A.

TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR AGENCY USE ONLY
B. Environmental Elements (Attach additional sheets if necessary)
1. Earth

a. General description of the site (circle one): Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other: 100-year floodplain and

floodway areas are generally flat.

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?

N/A.

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat, muck)? If you know the
classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and
whether the proposal results in removing any of these sols.

N/A.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If so, describe.
N/A.

e Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected area of any filing, excavation and

grading proposed. Indicate sousce of fill.

N/A.

f Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally describe.
N/A.
About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project construction (for example, asphalt
or buildings)?
N/A.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, ifany:
N/A,

2. Air
a What types of cmissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction, operation and maintenance

when the project is completed? If any, generally describe and give approximate quantities if known.

N/A.



3. Water
a.

Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If so, generally describe.

N/A.

Proposed measures to reducc or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

N/A.

Surface:

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including year-round and seasonal
streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If yes, describe type and provide names. If approprinate, state what
stream or river it flows into.

The Naches and Yakima Rivers along with side channels, drains, ditches, streams and ponds, whether associated or
not.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described waters? If yes, please
deseribe and attach available plans.

N/A.

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed from surface water or
wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected. Indicate the source of fill material.
N/A.

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general description, purpose, and
approximate quantities if known.

N/A.

5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site plan,
The proposed amendments directly affect the 100-year floodplain.

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If $0, describe the type of waste
and anticipated volume of discharge.
N/A..

Ground:

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? If so, give a general
description of the well, proposed uses, and approximate quantitics withdrawn from the well. Will water be
discharged to groundwater? Give general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

N/A.
2) Describe waste material that will be discharged ioto the ground from septic tanks or other sources, if any (for

example: Domestic sewage, Industrial, contaiuing the following chemicals; agricaltural; etc.). Describe the
general size of the system, the number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the
number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve.

N/A.



4. Plants

a.

5. Animals
a,

Water Runoff (including storm water):

1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection and disposal, if any (including
quantities, if known). Where will this water flow? Will this water flow into other waters? If s0, describe.

N/A.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe.

N/A.

3) Daes the proposal alter, or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site? If so, describe.

No.
Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water impacts, if any:

The purpose of the Flood Damage Protection Ordinance is to reduce the impact of flooding on property and impacts of
development on the floodplain,

Check the types of vegetation found on the site:

X _deciduous trees: alder, mapie, aspen, other

evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other

shrubs

X grass

X_pasture

. crop or grain

_orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops.

X wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bulrush, skunk cabbage, other
X water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other

X other types of vegetation

X
X

What kind of and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?

N/A.
List threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.

According to the Selah Urban Area Comprehensive Plan, “No endangered or threatened flora species are known to exist within
or near the boundaries of the Selah UGA™ (Plan, p. 52).

Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance vegetation on the site, if any:

N/A.

List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site.

Don't know.

List any birds and other animals, which have been observed on or near the site or are known to be on or near the site,
Examples include:

. . . /‘\‘
Bird: fieron,eagle) songbird), other:
Mammals:; de¢r, ‘ear,‘ejls},l ver, other:
Fish: bass, salmonsTrout, herring, shellfish, other:

e



List any threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site,

Threatened and endangered species on the Yakima and Naches Rivers include Fail Chinook, Bull Trout, Coho and Summer
Steelhead.

Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain.
The river corridors are migration routes.
Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:

The Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance helps to preserve or enhance wildlife by protecting the functional properties of the
100-year floodplain and limiting development in riparian areas,

List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site.

None.

6. Energy and Natural Resources

B,

What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet the completed project's energy
needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating, manufacturing, etc.

N/A.
Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties? If so, genenrally describe.
N/A.

What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal? List other proposed measures to
reduce or control energy impacts, if any.

N/A.

7. Environmental Health

Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk of fire and explosion, spill, or
hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of the proposal? If so, describe.

N/A.

D Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past uses.
N/A.

2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project development and design. This
includes underground hazardous liquid and gas transmission pipelines located within the project area and in
the vicinity.

N/A.

3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used or produced during the project’s
development or construction, or at any time during the operating life of the project.

N/A.
4) Describe special emergency services that might be required.

N/A.



5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any:

N/A.

b. Noise

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example: traffic, equipment,
construction, operation, other)?
N/A.

2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a short-term or a long-
term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)? Indicate what hours noise would come from
the site.

N/A.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:

N/A.
8. Land and Shoreline Use

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect current land uses on nearby or

adjacent properties? If so, describe.

Land uses in thel00-year floodplain throughout the urban growth area include agriculture, municipal, residential, recreation

(park and golf courses) and undeveloped land. Areas that are in the floodway are park, golf course and undeveloped land in the

City limits and undeveloped land and part of an industrial wastewater sprayfield outside of the City limits.

The proposed action should have no significant effects on nearby or adjacent properties that are outside of designated flood

hazard areas.

c. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If so, describe. How much agricultural or
forest land of long-term commercial significance will be converted to other uses as a result of the proposal, if any? If
resource lands have not been designated, how many acres in farmland or forest land tax status will be converted o non-
farm or non-forest use?

Some of the areas that are regulated by this ordinance are in agricultural use. There are no agricultural lands of long term

commercial significance in the City of Selah or the urban growth area, The propased amendments are not expected to cause

farmland to be converted to other uses.

1) Will the proposal alfect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land normal business operations,

such as oversize equipment access, the application of pesticides, tilling and harvesting? If so, how:
No.

c. Describe any structures on the site.

Structures in the floodway include commercial and recreational buildings at the park and golf courses and one existing

dwelling,

d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?

No.



9. Housing

a.

What is the current zoning classification of the site?

Areas subject to this ordinance or potentially subject to it when annexed are zoned One Family Residential (R-1) and Low
Density Single Family (LDSF). Outside of the City limits, Yakima County zoning is primarily Remote Extremely Limited
Development Potential (R-ELDP)

What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?

Floodway areas are designated Floodway by the Selah Urban Growth Area Comprehensive Plan. Other parts of the 100-year
floodplain are designated Quasi-Public Open Spaces, Industrial Sprayfield, Low Density Residential and Steep Slopes.

If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the sitc?

Shoreline designations in these areas are Rural and Conservancy. There may also be Channel Migration Zone designated areas.
Has any part of the site been classified critical area by the city or county? If so specify.

Frequently flooded areas are classified critical areas by both the City and the County.,

Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?

The proposcd action is not expected to have a significant effect on the number of people who live or work in the 100-year
fleodplain. The numbers have not been calculated.

Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?

None,

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:

None.

Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land uses and plans, if any:

The proposed amendments are consistent with the goals and policies of the Selah Comprehensive Plan, Shoreline Master
Program, the National Flood Insurance Program and State law.

Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with nearby agricultural and forest lands of long term
commercial significance, if any:

N/A,

Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high, middle, or low-income housing,
N/A.
Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high, middle, or low-income housing.

None by this action, The single existing dwelling unit in the floodway could not be substantially enlarged under current
regulations and would likely be eliminated over time.

Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:

None. The restrictions against residential use in the floodway are in place now without the proposed amendments and are
consistent with adopted policies and State and Federal law.



Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic resources on or near the project site,
Examples include consultation with tribes and the department of archaeology and historic preservation, archaeological
surveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc.

These ordinance amendments are not expected to affect cultural and historic resources in the areas to which they apply.

Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or reduce or compensate for loss, changes to, and disturbance to resources,
Pleas indicate plans for the above and any permits that may be required.

The current Flood Damage Protection Ordinance makes exceptions for structures identified as historical places. The proposed
amendments do not make any changes in this regard.

14, Transportation

a.

Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area, and describe proposed access to the
existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.

N/A.

Is site or geographic area currently served by public transit? If so, generally describe. If not, what is the approximate
distance to the nearest transit stop?

N/A.

How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project proposal have? How many would the
project or proposal eliminate?

N/A.

Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, pedestrian, bicycle or state transportation
facllities, not including driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate whether public or private),

N/A.
Will the project use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or alr transportation? If so, generally describe.

N/A.

How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project? If known, indicate when peak
volumes would occur and what percentage of the volumes would be trucks (such as commercial and non-passenger
vehicles). What data or transportation models were used to make these estimates?

N/A.

Will the project interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural and forest products on roads or
streets in the area? If so, generally describe.

N/A.
Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

N/A,

15. Public Services

a.

Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire protection, police protection, public
transit, health care, schools, other)? If so, generally describe,

N/A.
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e Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.

N/A.
16. Utilities

a Circle utilities currently available at the site: electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer,
septic system, other.

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service, and the general construction
activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might be needed.
N/A.

C.SIGNATURES

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. I understand that the lead agency is relying on them to
make its decision.

7 —
Signature of Proponent or n Completing Form

Date: _1_2//171/ 20/ (




D. SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (do not use this sheet for project actions)

Because these questions are very general, it may be helpful to read them in conjunction with the list of the elements of the environment.

When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of activities likely to result from the proposal, would affect
the item at a greater intensity or at a faster rate than if the proposal were not implemented. Respond briefly and in general terms.

1.

How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air; production, storage, or release of toxic or
hazardous substances; or production of noise?

No increases in any of these are expected.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are:

None.

How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?

To the extent that the Flood Damage Protection Ordinance protects the functional properties of the floodplain in the way that it regulates
and limits development, it should help preserve and protect plants, animals and fish. Since the amendments proposed by this action are
minor, they may contribute to this benefit, but not substantially.

Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are?

None by this action.

How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?

This action is not expected to affect energy or natural resources.

Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are:

None.

How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or areas designated (or eligible or under study)
for governmental protection; such as parks, wilderness, wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered specles habitat,
historic or cultural sites, wetlands, floodplain, or prime farmlands?

The purpose of the Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance is to protect life and property in floodplains and to protect the functional
properties of the floodplain from adverse effects of improper development. These amendments contribute to this purpose, but not
substantially because they are minor. No adverse impacts are expected. Threatened and endangered species habitat and wetlands also
benefit from the functional properties of the floodplain. The park and golf courses in floodplain areas, and especially in the floodway,
have a more limited opportunity to expand or replace existing facilities under the current regulations; this does not change substantially

under the proposed action. Provisions of the current ordinance that apply specifically to historic buildings are not changed by the
proposed amendments.

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:
None.

How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it would allow or encourage land or
shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?

The Flood Damage Protection Ordinance is generally consistent with the Shoreline Management Master Program and other existing
plans. The proposed amendments do not encourage or allow land uses that are incompatible with these plans.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:

None.
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6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public services and utilities?
No significant increases are expected.
Proposed measures to reduce or respond (o such demand(s) are:
None.

7. ldentify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws or requirements for the protection of the
environment.

The proposal is intended to reduce potential conflicts with State and federal laws and requirements for the protection of the
environment.



CITY OF SELAH PLANNING COMMISSION
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
AND NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Tuesday, January 19, 2016, commencing at 5:30 p.m., or
as soon thereafter as practical, in the Council Chambers, Selah City Hall, 115 W. Naches
Avenue, Selah, WA, the Planning Commission will conduct a public hearing to receive
testimony and to consider recommending to the Selah City Council the adoption of the following
text amendments of the Selah Municipal Code:

Proposed Amendments to Title 11, Chapter 11.19 (Flood Damage Prevention):

Add new text: SMC 11.19.060(c)(4) Water wells shall be located on high ground that is
not in the floodway.

Amend SMC 11.19.070(c)(2) to provide that work done on structures in the floodway
that may be excluded from the fifty percent of the market value of the structure must be
to correct existing violations of state or local health, sanitation or safety codes
specifications which have been identified by the local code enforcement official and are
the minimum necessary to assure safe living conditions.

Amend SMC 11.19.020: definition of Administrative Official, to designate the Building
Official rather than Mayor or the Mayor’s designee.

Amend SMC 11.19.060 and 11.09.070 for clarity and consistency with the State Model
Flood Hazard Ordinance by making wording changes, correcting spelling and
grammatical errors

The purposes of the proposed amendments are to correct errors, designate the Building Official
as the Administrative Official, and to implement recommendations of the Washington State
Department of Ecology to bring the Chapter into consistency with State law.

Any person desiring to express his/her views is encouraged to attend the public hearing or submit
written comments.,

The City of Selah is the lead agency for this proposal under the State Environmental Policy Act
(SEPA) and has determined that it does not have probable significant adverse environmental
impacts. An environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c).
A Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) is being issued under WAC 197-11-340(2). Written
comments on the DNS will be accepted during a 14 day comment period that ends on January 4,
2016. This decision was made after a review of a completed environmental checklist and other
information on file with the lead agency.



The Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS), environmental checklist and proposed
amendments are on file and available for public inspection during regular business hours at the
City of Selah Public Works Department, 222 South Rushmore Road, Selah, WA.

Dated this 18" day of December, 2015.

/s/ Thomas R Durant, Community Planner



Affidavit of Publication
STATE OF WASHINGTON, )

)
COUNTY OF YAKIMA )

Debbie Martin, being first duly sworn on oath deposes and says that she/he is the Accounting
clerk of Yakima Herald-Republic, Inc., a daily newspaper. Said newspaper is a legal newspaper
approved by the Superior Court of the State of Washington for Yakima County under an order
made and entered on the 13th day of February, 1968, and it is now and has been for more than
six months prior to the date of publication hereinafter referred to, published in the English lan-
guage continually as a daily newspaper in Yakima, Yakima County, Washington. Said newspa-
per is now and has been during all of said time printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid
place of publication of said newspaper.

That the annexed is a true copy of a:
CITY OF SELAH PLANNING COMMISSION NO

it was published in regular issues (and not in supplement form) of said newspaper once each
day and for a period of 1 times, the first insertion being on 12/19/2015 and the last insertion be-
ing on 12/19/2015

Yakima Herald-Republic 12/19/15

and the such newspaper was regularly distributed to its subscribers during all of the said period.
That the full amount of the fee charged for the foregoing publication is the sum of $213.90
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Accounting Clerk
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CITY OF SELAH PLANNING COMMISSION
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
AND NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Tuesday, January 19, 2016,
commaencing al 5:30 p.m.,, or as soon thereaftar as practical, In
the Council Chambers, Selah City Hall, 115 W, Naches Avenue,
Selah, WA., the Planning Commission will conduct a public hear-
Ing to receive testimony and o conslder recommanding to the
Selah City Council the adoption of the following text amendments
of the Selah Municipal Code:

Proposed Amendments to Title 11. Chapter 11.19 (Flood Damage.
Erevenlion):

Add new text: SMC 71.19. 060(0‘(4) Water wells shall be located
on high ground that is not In the floodway.

Amend SMC 11.19.070(c)(2) to provide that work done on struc-
tures In the floodway that may be excluded from the fifty percent

of the market value of the structure must be to corraect existing
violations of state or lccal health, sanitation or safety codes speci-
fications which have been identified by the local code enforcement
ofﬂcé.;all and are the minimum necessary to assure safa living
conditions.

Amend SMC 11.19.020: definition of Administrative Official, lo
ges!gnale the Bullding Official rather than Mayor or the Mayor's
esignea.

Amend SMC 11.19.060 and 11.09.070 for clarity and consistency
with the State Model Flood Hazard Ordinance by making wording
changes, correcting spelling and grammatical errors

The purposes of the proposed amendments are to correct errors,
designate the Building Official as the Administrative Official, and
to implement recommendations of the Washington State Depart-
:'nenl of Ecology to bring lhe Chapter into consistency with State
aw.

Any person desiring to express his/her views Is encouraged to
altend the public hearing or submit writtan comments.

The City of Selah is the lead agancy lor this proposal under the
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and has determined that

It does not have probable significant adverse environmental
impacts. An environmental impact statement {EIS) is not required
under RCW 43.21G.030(2)(c). A Determination of Nonsignifi-
cance (DNS) is being issued under WAC 197-11-340(2), Written
comments on the DNS will be accepted during a 14 day comment
period that ends on January 4, 2018. This decision was made aftar
a review of a completed environmental checklist and other Infor-
mation on file with the lead agency.

The Determination of Nonsignificance {DNS), anvironmental
checklist and proposed amendments are on fiie and available
for public inspection during regular businass hours at the City of
Seiah Public Works Department, 222 South Rushmore Road,
Selah, WA.

Dated this 18th day of December, 2015.

/s/ Thomas R Durant, Community Planner

{608485) December 19, 2015

Courtesy of Yakima Herald-Republic
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are mostly undeveloped and in which new residential development would not be
allowed.

d. The remaining amendments recommended by staff are not substantive and are
intended to clarify existing requirements, except for the change in designation of
the administrative official which would more clearly identify the person who is most
qualified and responsible for administration of the code.

5. Additional findings adopted by the Commission based on testimony at the public hearing
and additional information from interested agencies and departments:

6. The Commission finds that the present and future needs of the community will be
adequately served and the community as a whole will benefit rather than being injured by
the proposal.

7. Environmental Review has been completed, a Determination of Nonsignificance was issued
and the Commission Is satisfied that environmental review was completed in compliance
with Selah Municipal Code Chapter 11.40.

8. The Commission determines that findings
deliberations.

to be the controlling factors in its

DECISION

The Commission, based on these findings, conclusions and controlling factors finds that the proposed
amendments of Chapter 11.19 Selah Municipal Code, Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance should be
adopted.

Motion to Approve/Deny by: N v.{ {(f‘ Second by 7-;/ " e / 79 vote £— O
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Mayor John Gawlik
City of Selah

Page 2 of 2
October 13,2015

o Add the following: “Work done on structures to eemply-with correct existing
violations of state or local health, sanitary, or safety codes specifications which
have been identified by the local code enforcement official and which are the
minimum necessary to assure safe living conditions, or to structures identified as
historical places, may be excluded from the fifty percent.”

Floodplain Development. We reviewed the procedures used by the city to address development
in the Special Flood Hazard Ares, but did not review any specific cases, as there were no
reported instances of development within the Special Flood Hazard Area since the previous
CAV,

Please respond with the timeline for updating your ordinance., Also, after your ordinance is
amended and adopted by the city please send me a signed copy, and then we can officially close
this CAV. If there are any questions or if more time is needed to respond to certain items, please
feel free to contact me at (509) 457-7139 or michelle.gilbert@ecy.wa.gov.

Sincerely, . o
/

Michelle Gilbert, CFM
Floodplain Management Specialist

ec:  Donald Wayman, City of Selah
Karen Wood-McGuiness, FEMA Region X
David Radabaugh, WA Department of Ecology






9B

MODEL ORDINANCE 5.1-1(2)
ANCHORING

All manufactured homes shall be anchored to prevent flotation,
collapse, or lateral movement, and shall be installed using
methods and practices that minimize flood damage. Anchoring
methods may include, but are not limited to, use of over-the-
top or frame ties to ground anchors. For more detailed
information, refer to guidebook, FEMA-85, “Manufactured
Home Installation in Flood Hazard Areas.”

44 CFR 60.3(b)(8)

9D

MODEL ORDINANCE 5.1-2(1)
CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS AND METHODS

All new construction and substantial improvements shall be
constructed with materials and utility equipment resistant to
flood damage.

44 CFR 60.3(a)(3)(ii)

SE

MODEL ORDINANCE 5.1-2)
CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS AND METHODS

All new construction and substantial improvements shall be
constructed using methods and practices that minimize flood
damage.

44 CFR 60.3(a)(3)(iii)

9F

MODEL ORDINANCE 5.1-2(3)
CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS AND METHODS

Electrical, heating, ventilation, plumbing, and air-conditioning
equipment and other service facilities shall be designed and/or
otherwise elevated or located so as to prevent water from
entering or accumulating within the components during
conditions of flooding.

44 CFR 60.3(a)(3)(1v)
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MODEL ORDINANCE 5.1-3(1), (2), (3), AND (4)
UTILITIES

(1) All new and replacement water supply systems shall be
designed to minimize or eliminate infiltration of flood waters
into the systems;

(2) Water wells shall be located on high ground that is not in
the floodway*

(3) New and replacement sanitary sewerage systems shall be
designed to minimize or eliminate infiltration of flood waters
into the systems and discharges from the systems into flood
waters; and

(4) Onsite waste disposal systems shall be located to avoid
impairment to them or contamination from them during
flooding.

* FEMA endorses the more restrictive WA floodway
standard identified in WAC 173-160-171

44 CFR 60.3(a)(5)

WAC 173-160-171

44 CFR 60.3(a)(6)(3)

44CFR 60.3(a)(6)(¥i)

MODEL ORDINANCE 5.1-4
SUBDIVISION PROPOSALS

(1) All subdivision proposals shall be consistent with the need
to minimize flood damage;

(2) All subdivision proposals shall have public utilities and
facilities, such as sewer, gas, electrical, and water systems
located and constructed to minimize or eliminate flood

44 CFR 60.3(@)(4)(®)(3)

44 CFR 60.3(a)(4)())

A = Flood Hazard Boundary Map

B = Flood Insurance Rate Map without elevation

C = Flood Insurance Rate Map with base flood elevations
D = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways

E = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways and V zones

Page 3 of 13
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RECOMMENDED FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS
Code Amendments SMC Chapter 11.19
Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance

January 19, 2016

This matter having come on for public hearing before the Selah Planning Commission on January
19, 2016 for the purpose of considering amendments to Chapter 11.19, Selah Municipal Code
inltiated by the City of Selah and including recommendations by the Washington Department of
Ecology (Ecology) to amend the definition of “Administrative Official” {SMC 11.19.020), amend
SMC 11.19.060 and 11.19.070 as recommended by Ecology and to include wording changes for
clarity and consistency with Model Flood Hazard Ordinance language.

Members of the Commission present at the public hearing were Swnsth, piller, Tocteation

Legal notification pursuant to Selah Municipal Code was given on December 18, 2015. All
persons were given the opportunity to speak for or against the proposed code amendments.

1. The Commission adopts the staff findings and report as to the existing use, zoning and
future land use designation of the properties that are subject to these amendments.

2. Owners of lands potentially affected by the proposed amendments expressed Approval /
Disapproval.

3. The majority of comments received were in favor of / opposition to the amendments.

4. The Planning Commission adopts the following findings from the January 12, 2016 staff
report:

a. The two changes recommended by the Department of Ecology are required under
State law and further support the City's conformance with the National Flood
Insurance Program.

b. The two recommended changes are either in effect now in areas of the urban
growth area that are under Yakima County jurisdiction or if not in effect, it is
expected that the County would be requested to include them in the same manner
as the City. Either way, there should be no change in requirements at the time of
annexation.

¢. The two recommended changes have little impact on the City since they apply
primarily to designated floodway areas, which in Selah and its urban growth area
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code enforcement official and which are the minimum necessary to assure safe living
conditions, or to structures identified as historical places may be excluded from the fifty
percent.






PROPOSED AMENDMENTS — TEXT

11.19.020 - Definitions.

“Administrative official” means the mayer-of-the-city-of Selah-or-the-mayers-designee; Building

Official shall serve as administrator of this chapter.

11.19.060 - General Standards

In all areas of special flood hazards the following standards are required:

{c) Utilities.

(1)

)]

3)

(4)

11.19.070 - Floodways.

All new and replacement water supply systems shall be designed to minimum
minimize or eliminate infiltration of floodwaters into the systems;

New and replacement sanitary sewage systems shall be designed to minimize or
eliminate infiltration of floodwaters into the systems and discharge from the
systems into floodwaters; and

On-site waste disposal systems shall be located to avoid impairment to them or
contamination from them during flooding.

Water wells shall be located on high ground that is not in the floodway.

Located within areas of special flood hazard established in Section 11.19.030(b) of this chapter
are areas designated as floodways. Floodways are an extremely hazardous area due to the velocity of
floodwaters which carry debris, potential projectiles and Increase erosion potential, the following

provisions apply:

(c) Construction or reconstruction of residential structures s prohibited within designated
floodways, except for:

(1)

(2)

Repalrs, reconstruction, or improvements to a structure which do not increase
the ground floor areas; and

Repalrs, reconstruction or improvements to a structure, the cost of which does
not exceed fifty percent of the market value of the structure either:

(A) Before the repair, or reconstruction;-er+epair is started, or

(B) If the structure has been damaged, and is being restored, before the
damage occurred.

Work done on structures to eemply-with correct existing violations of state or local
health, sanitary or safety codes specifications which have been identified by the local

2









ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 2016 BUDGET FOR ANIMAL CONTROL AND
COURT SECURITY COSTS

WHEREAS, the City desires to adjust the 2016 Budget for Animal Control and Court Security
costs ;

NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SELAH, WASHINGTON,
does ordain as follows: that the Clerk-Treasurer be authorized to amend the 2016 Budget as
follows:

001 General

Court

001.000.012.512.50.11.00 Regular Pay $ 1,105
001.000.012.512.50.21.00 Personnel Benefits 145
Animal Control

001.000.054.554.30.11.00 Regular Pay $ 4,422
001.000.054.554.30.21.00 Personnel Benefits 578
001.000.999.508.80.00.00 New Ending Unreserved Fund Balance $ 379,032

PASSED AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SELAH,
WASHINGTON this 23rd" day of February 2016.

Sherry Raymond, Mayor
ATTEST:

Dale E. Novobielski, Clerk-Treasurer

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Robert Noe, City Attorney

ORDINANCE NO.






City of Selah
Planning Commission Minutes
of
January 19, 2016

Selah Council Chambers
115 W, Naches Ave.
Selah, Washington 98942
A. Call to Order — Vice Chairman Smith called the meeting to order at 5:33 pm.
B. Roll Call
Members Present: Vice Chairman Smith, Commission Torkelson and Miller.

Members Absent: Commissioner Quinncll and Commissioner Pendleton.
Staff Present: Tom Durant, Consultant, Caprise Groo, Secretary.

E. Approval of Minutes
1. December 15, 2015
Commissioner Miller motioned to approve the minutes.
Commissioner Torkelson seconded the motion.
Vice Chairman Smith asked for a voice vote and the minutes were approved with a vote of 3-0.

F. Public Hearings

1. Old Business —None
2 New Business-None

G. General Business
1. Old Business — None

2. New Business-

1. “Volunteer Park™ Class 2 Review — Passive Park 926.61.15-04,
Environmental Review 971.61.15-11

Vice Chairman Smith turned the meeting over to Mr. Durant.

Mr. Durant stated this was Volunteer Park™ Class 2 Review — Passive Park 926.61.15-04, Environmental Review
971.61.15-11. Mr. Durant proceeded to highlight the staff report. (Attached) He read all the Environmental Review
measures, Public Comments and Issues and Recommendation conditions as well as the issue of encroachment and
fencing. (All exhibits attached.)

Vice Chairman Smith asked if there were any questions.

Mr. Durant stated that Joe Henne the Public Works Director was here for the applicant.

Vice Chairman Smith opened the meeting for public comment in support of the park.

Planning Commission
January 19, 2016



Shannon Cornett stated her address as 113 E Orchard Ave, Selah, WA, She stated that she was for the park. She
explained that this was not just a park but an all-inclusive park that would allow children of all abilities to play
together. She stated that when her family goes to the parks around here her son sit on the side and watch other
children play. She expressed her need to give her sons as many typical experiences as she could such as playing,
wheeling around, using their imagination and swinging in a swing. She stated that the last time her family was able
to go to a park where both of her boys could play was December 30, 2014 in Portland Oregon. She stated that it was
2016 and a park like this should not be a rarity and all children should have a place to place.

Owen Packard stated his address as 560 Lakes Lane, Selah, WA. He stated that at a prior meeting the public had
expressed concern about safety, vandalism and greater problems. He stated that he had research the issue online and
found many articles on the subject. He read the key points of articles from The City Parks Forum of the American
Planning Association, Green Health Washington and Change Lab Solutions. (Attached) He stated he was for the
park.

Cindy Huntimer stated her address as P.O. box 63 Sole Lane Selah, WA. She stated she was for the park. She
explained that she had been to a park in Jacksonville Florida that allowed handy-capped children to interact with
other children. She stated the park had all kinds of activities for parents and kid. She explained that the fence was 4
¥ feet tall and had latches that a parent had to access. She stated that all kinds of children played there with no
barriers. She stated that she had worked for the Selah School District for 26 years and has had to watch children with
disabilities sit and watch as the other children played. She stated that it would make a big difference to have a park
where children of all abilities could play. She explained that she had a son in a wheel chair and she was always
trying to provide activities so that her son could feel normal.

Don Wayman, City Administrator. He discussed fences on city land, the extension of the fencing on the north side
of the park and Mitigation of the concerns the neighbors have.

Lori Echler stated that her address was 1003 S 90* Ave #1, Yakima. She stated that she and her son go to the park in
West Valley. She explained that the park had wood chips and it made it hard for her son to get up to the slide. She
told a couple of stories about her son. Her main concern was acceptance. She stressed that all children want is
acceptance weather they are special needs or not. She stressed that people just need to say “Hello™.

Amy Berkheimer stated her address as 73 Clemans View Rd, Selah, WA. She stated she had a 10 year old son in a
wheel chair and last summer was the first time her son had gotten to play at a park for special needs children in Palo
Alto California. She explained that it had a wheel chair accessible teeter totter and merry-go-round. She expressed
her excitement at watching her son being pushed on the merry-go-round by the other children. She stated that her
son had attended Selah Elementary and he had to stay behind the barriers and couldn’t get closer to watch the
children playing on the equipment. She explained that he will be attending Selah Intermediate and it has padding on
the ground that would allow her son to get closer to watch the children playing on the equipment. She stated the
park was important to her because it would be a place where her special needs friends and other friend could goes to
play together.

Barb Petrea (604 Lancaster, Selah, WA) She stated the she didn’t get it. She explain that she didn’t realize there was
a problem until on April 1 she saw what a park like this could do and she saw parents like Shannon with their
children. She expressed the need to educate the community.

Rocky Jackson stated his address as 770 Dixie Drive, Selah, WA. He stated that he was neither for nor against the
park. .He pointed out that he didn’t think the application was complete. He stated that historically there was lead and
Arsenic in the soil. He stated that the determination should not have been made before a soil test was done. He
brought up the issue of parking on Merinda Dr. He stated that the neighborhood should not have to absorb the
overflow parking for a park. He stated that the street was not wide enough to do that. He expressed his concern that
the fencing on the north side, by his property, was not tall enough and does not extend far enough. He explained that
when he bought his property the park was represented as a neighborhood park or a nature path, He stated that he had
sent in written comments to the city. (Exhibit 13 Attached).

Tom Stokes stated his address as 760 Dixie Drive, Selah, WA. He stated that he was here to address issues that he
believed had not been vetted out. He stated that his concerns were the same as Mr. Jackson and he would address
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them. He stated the nature of the park was to be a neighborhood park with nature paths not a regional or community
park. He referred to information in the application for the park. (Exhibit 2 Attached). He talked about parking on
Merinda Drive, the soil testing, the access to the park and the fencing. He then thanked the Commission.

Burt Ross stated his address as 516 Stacy Court, Selah, WA. He stated he agreed with both Mr. Jackson and Mr.
Stokes. He stated his additional issues as security, tagging and buffer zones. He stated that people, mainly kids, walk
through there all the time. He explained that neighbors have been tagged and things stolen from them. He stated his
concern that the City did not have the operating Sund to maintain the park. He stated he was opposed to the park.
Vice Chairman Smith asked if anyone else would like to comment.

Question: How did homes get build around the park? Was this an orchard at one time?

Mr. Durant addressed that the soil contamination was through the whole valley. He stated that the concern here was
that is Park would be a child use and ADA area.

Question: Is it possible for the park to continue in a different direction and not stall with the opposition to it.
Mr. Durant stated that the Planning Commission had to make a decision based on this proposal.

Vice Chairman Smith stated the Commission could approve with conditions. She explained that those conditions
need to be discussed to please both sides

Joe Henne: Public Works Director. He stated he would have to look at the plat agreement for Merinda Drive and if
need be post no parking signs. He stated that the property currently owned by Mr. Stokes and Mr. Jackson was sold
by the City to finance the baseball fields at McGonagle Park. He stated that the City will have the soil tested and do
what needed to be done in accordance with the Model Toxic Control Act.

Vice Chairman Smith asked it this was orchard at one time.

Mr., Henne replied that is had been in the 30-50’s. He stated that that was the time that those chemicals were used.

Discussion: Chemicals in the soil leaching, contamination levels and fencing.

Conclusion: the chemicals in question do not leach down into the soil. If contaminated, the soil will be tested and
dealt with accordingly.

Commission Torkelson asked about maintenance.

Discussion ensued: Park maintenance and Human behavior.

Conclusion: The City will be maintaining the Park and children will continue to be children.

Commissioner Miller asked what the service area would be.

Mr. Henne stated that it was not advertised as a :egional Park.

Charlie Brown, Selah Parks and Recreation. He stated that during the application process they asked who would use
this park and because there is nothing like this in the area it will be recommended to special needs children from
Ellensburg to the lower valley. He stated that one could not pick and choose the service area.

Linda Stokes stated that she had empathy and she understood what people wanted for their children. She stated that
the neighbors did not want this park. She explained that until the first meeting the neighbor did not know that the

park had changed for a neighborhood park to this. She stated that until the neighbors had answers to their questions
it should be denied.
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Joyce Jackson stated her address as 770 Dixie Drive, Selah, WA. She stated that she used to live across from
Wixson Park before it was a park and her father used to call daily about the vandalism and behavior there. She stated
that her parents were given a key and they opened and closed the bathrooms and cleaned then at no cost to the city.
She stated that she ran a boot camp in Yakima that clean up at park. She stated that parks were hard to maintain. She
stated her other concern of liability for injuries on the exercise equipment. She also stated that the field was at one
time an orchard and asparagus field.

Vice Chairman Smith asked Charlie brown to address maintenance of the park.

Mr. Henne stated that instances do happen at the parks.

Discussion ensued: Maintenance, vandalism, police patrols and City liability insurance.

Conclusion: the City will maintain the Park. Instances of vandalism do happen. The Police will be patrolling the
park. The city will carry liability insurance for the Park.

Commissioner Miller asked if there would be a budget item line for the park.
Mr. Wayman, City Administrator answered yes there would be.
Vice Chairman Smith asked if there was any other public comment at this time.

Shirley Johnson-Hoy stated that ADA was dear to her heart. She stated her concerns as fencing, children eating
grass and security.

Mr. Durant stated that they would be putting in an access way and increase patrols and lighting.

Vice Chairman Smith asked if anyone else would like to speak. She asked Mr. Durant if he wanted to address any
issues.

Mr. Durant stated that they had talk about security. He discussed the process of SEPA. He stated he had talked to
Ecology and the playground would be covered accordingly. Example: gravel, rubber matting etc. He read the
comments from Ecology. (Exhibit 9 attached). He stated that the comment from Ecology did not reflect a significate
health hazard and that the playground would be protected. He stated that he handled SEPA accordingly. He pointed
out the plan designation parts 2014-2019 Comprehensive Plan, Article 3 listing this as a Community Passive Park.
(Exhibit 15 Attached) He stated he had the form of finding when the Commission was ready.

Vice Chairman Smith asked if the soil was being tested.

Mr. Durant answered yes,

Discussion: height of fence, length of the fencing and passive vs active park.

Conclusions addressed in the finding for the Park.

Mr. Durant stated he would walk through the firdings. He stated that this was when the Commissioners could add
more conditions. (Attached)

Vice Chairman Smith asked for a motion on the floor with the conditions discussed to increase fence height and
length.

Commissioner Miller motioned to approve with conditions.
Commissioner Torkelson seconded the motion.

Vice Chairman Smith called for a voice vote and the motion with conditions was approved with a vote of 3-0.
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CLASS 2 USE PERMIT FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS, and DECISION
File No. 926.61.15-04

Whereas, this matter having come on for public hearing before the Selah Planning Commission
(Commission) on January 19, 2016 for the purpose of considering an application by Selah Public
Works to develop a 5.3 acre passive park in the One Family Residential (R-1) zoning district;

Whereas, members of the Commission present at the public hearing were Smith, Miller and
Torkelson;

Whereas, legal notification pursuant to Selah Municipal Code was given on December 18, 2015.
All persons were given the opportunity to speak for against the proposed Class 2 Use;

Whereas, following the public hearing, after having considered materials presented to it, the
public testimony provided, and being otherwise fully advised, the Commission indicated
approval of the application and made oral findings consistent with that approval; and

Whereas, City Staff has reduced to writing the Commission’s findings and has presented those
to the Commission for consideration and adoption/entry;

NOW WHEREFORE, the Selah Planning Commission APPROVES the Class 2 use application for
development of a passive park and enters the following findings, conclusions, and decision:

1. The Commission adopts the staff findings, conclusions and recommendation as presented in
the January 12, 2016 staff report and at the public hearing {and those findings are
incorporated herein by this reference as if fully set forth) with the following revisions and
additional findings/conclusions:

a. Emphasis on this development shall be on maintaining this as a passive park.

b. There should be no publicly advertised tournaments or gatherings for use of the
park to ensure that it remains passive in character.

2. The Commission finds that proposed use, with conditions, is compatible with the use, zoning
and future land use designation from the Comprehensive Plan.

3. Owners of adjacent lands expressed Disapproval of the proposal.

4. The majority of comments received were both in favor and opposition to the proposal.

Page 1



5. The Planning Commission finds that the development is consistent with the Comprehensive
Plan and the requirements of thie municipal code.

6. The Commission finds that the present and future needs of the community will be
adequately served and the community as a whole will benefit rather than be injured by the
proposal.

7. Environmental Review has been completed, a Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance
was issued and the Commission is satisfied that environmental review was completed in
compliance with Selah Municipal Code Chapter 11.40 and that it adequately addresses
concerns raised and provides for mitigation of such concerns where required.

8. The Commission determines all of the above findings to be the controlling factors in its
deliberations on the Class 2 Use Permit.

DECISION

The Commission, based on these findings, conclusions and controlling factors finds that the Class 2
Use should be approved with the following conditions:

1. Conformance to the Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) issued for the project
on January 8, 2016 and as subsequently modified:

a. Existing vegetation on the north side of the site that is north of the proposed pedestrian
path shall be retained, except as necessary to construct the proposed entrance street
and retaining wall for which any disturbed areas shall be replanted in grass or other
vegetation.

b. The design and specifications for controlling stormwater runoff generated on the site
shall be prepared by a licensed professional engineer.

c. On-site soils shall be sampled and analyzed for lead, arsenic and organochlorine
pesticides. If these contaminants are found at concentrations above the Model Toxics
Control Act cleanup levels, appropriate actions shall be taken based on the actual
contaminant levels that are detected.

d. A solid wall or fence at least four feet in height constructed of masonry, wood or
equivalent synthetic materials shall be installed along the east side of the proposed
parking lot.

e. A fence at least six feet in height shall be installed between the proposed pathway and
north property line from the proposed retaining wall to a point at least 325 feet past
(west of) the centerline of the proposed picnic shelter.

2. A protective barrier such as rubber liner or artificial turf shall be used to cover the ground at the
playground.
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CITY OF SELAH PLANNING COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT
January 12, 2016

FILE NO.: CLASS 2 REVIEW — PASSIVE PARK 926.61.15-04
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 971.61.15-11

PROPOSAL: “Volunteer Park” Develop a 5.3 acre city park designed to be accessible to all people
regardless of limitations. Improvements include a fully accessible playground, gazebo picnic shelter, 10-
foot wide walking path around the perimeter of the park with workout stations and level resting places,
disk golf course, parking for 36 vehicles, restroom building and new access street with sidewalk on one
side and retaining wall.

PROPONENT: City of Selah Public Works Department

PROPERTY OWNER: City of Selah

LOCATION: Southwest of Merinda Drive, about 100 feet west of Stacy Court and 700 feet west of North 1*
Street. {Tax Parcel Number: 181435-11496).

APPLICATION AUTHORITY AND JURISDICTION: Selah Municipal Code, Chapter 10.06 {Applications) as it
pertains to Class 2 Review. Class 2 administrative uses are generally allowed in the zoning district.
However, the compatibility between a Class 2 use and the surrounding environment cannot be
determined in advance (SMC 10.06.020(2)). The administrative official (City Administrator) may refer a
Class 2 application to the Planning Commission for the purpose of conducting a public hearing and
rendering a decision on the proposal (SMC 10.06.040(6)(E)). This is being done because of the
application being for a City facility and expected level of public interest.

The application is being made under the “Passive Park” category from Table 10.28A-1 of the Zoning
Ordinance. Passive Parks are distinguished from “Active Parks” in that they are primarily for aesthetics
and open space, although some minor athletic activities may be accommodated. Active parks are
designed to accommodate athletic activities such as baseball, golf, soccer, swimming pool and tennis. As
proposed, most of the area of Volunteer Park will be landscaped open space encircled by a walking path.
The proposed playground consists of approximately 5% of the total area of the park.

PUBLIC FACILITIES AND UTILITY SERVICES: The site is served by electrical power, City sewer and City
water. There is also an existing catch basin to a City maintained storm drainage system. There are
several utility lines crossing the site that can remain in place with the development of a park. This
includes a sanitary sewer line across the southwestern part of the site, overhead power lines along the
south boundary and domestic water lines along the east and west boundaries and adjacent to the
property but off the site along the south boundary. Fire hydrants associated with these two lines are on
the west and south boundaries (both off-site).
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Sewer: The proposed restroom building will be connected to an existing 8 inch sanitary sewer
line that extends into the site from the east.

Water (domestic): Water is to be from a 6 inch line brought into the site from Merinda Drive at
the same time as the street improvement. It will be extended to the restroom building, to the picnic
shelter where a hose bib is to be provided along with an aquatic spray feature.

Water (irrigation): Provided by connection to an existing Naches-Selah Irrigation District
underground service line off of 4" Street at the northwest corner of the site. A vault or small building
will be provided for a pressure reducing valve and sand filter. Underground lines will be extended to
sprinklers throughout the park.

Drainage: Swales are to be provided to accommodate stormwater generated on-site and pass-
through drainage that includes overflow from a City reservoir that enters the property at the southwest
corner of the site. Overflow from the on-site system will utilize the catch basin and existing City storm
drainage system.

Electrical Power: To be provided by Pacific Power. Will be used for lighting and heating in the
restroom building, parking lot and security lighting and 25 amp service available for public use at the
picnic shelter.

ACCESS & PARKING: Access to the site is to be provided by improving a street for a distance of about
100 feet into the site from Merinda Drive. The street is to be asphalt paved, 24 feet in width with curbs
and gutter on both sides and sidewalk on one side. It will provide continuous pedestrian access in
combination with the existing sidewalk on Merinda Drive and the proposed pathway in the park from N.
1% Street to 4™ Street south of the park. The street improvement involves the construction of a retaining
wall less than four feet in height along its west side at the end of a bluff. The proposed pathway includes
a spur connecting to 4™Street in the southwest corner of the site and a spur to the northwest corner
which could provide for future connection to 4™ Street north of the site.

Thirty-six off-street parking spaces, including 8 accessible spaces are to be provided in the
proposed parking lot, meeting the improvement and maintenance standards of SMC Chapter 10.34 as
well as the dimensional standards for parking spaces. There are no standards in the Selah zoning
ordinance for the number of off-street parking spaces required for a park, but the parking area was
enlarged from earlier proposed configuratians.

Chapter 10.34 also provides for site screening and landscaping requirements for parking lots
that abut property in a residential zone. This includes requirements for a 4 to 6 foot solid masonry wafl
or wood fence (SMC 10.34.070(2)(8)). Also parking lots with ten or more spaces must have at least 4% of
the total parking area landscaped with a combination of trees, shrubs and groundcover (SMC
10.34.080). One tree is required for every 15 single-row parking stalls or every thirty double row parking
stalls (SMC 10.34.080(c)). it is assumed that the development and landscaping of the site as a park will
conform to these standards.
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Parking lot lighting must be indirect, hooded and arranged to reflect away from adjoining
properties and streets (SMC 10.34.090). This requirement is to be met by the proposal. As stated in the
SEPA checklist, lighting will be shielded or designed to not shine directly on surrounding properties.
Motion sensing fixtures may be provided in some locations.

LAND USE, ZONING& PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SITE: The site slopes downhill from
northwest to southeast and is lower in elevation than surrounding properties to the north and west. The
predominant feature is a slope about 25 feet in height along the north boundary of the park which is to
be left undisturbed except where the proposed retaining wall is to be constructed.

Most of the surrounding land use is single-family residential with most lots ranging from 7,000
to 14,000 square feet to the south, east and north and northwest along Viewcrest Court and N. 4™
Street. The lots on top of the bluff to the north and northeast located on Dixie Drive and the west side of
Merinda Drive are somewhat larger, ranging from 17,000 square feet to over one acre in size.

The Yakima Valley School is to the west, although the part of that facility that immediately
adjoins the project site is either vacant, or used for parking, vehicle storage and equipment
storage.There is a church about 300 feet to the east. All of the adjoining residential lots abut the site on
their rear or side lot lines and have primary access to other streets, rather than Merinda Drive.

The site and surrounding properties are zoned One-Family Residential {R-1). Surrounding
properties to the north, east and south are designated Low Density Residential by the Future Land Use
Map of the Comprehensive Plan. The Yakima Valley School is designated Quasi-Public Open Space. The
existing church at Merinda Drive and North 1 Street also has this future land use designation. The site is
designated “Parks”.

Several lots along the south and east property lines encroach on the subject City owned
property with improvements that include fences, lawn and landscaping. This has been confirmed by
survey. No park improvements are planned in any of the areas being encroached upon and the City is
not going to require any of the encroachments to be corrected or improvements relocated at this time.
However, the City is not giving up its rights to these properties, and removal of encroachments could be
required in the future.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW; A Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) (971.61.15-11) was
issued on January 8, 2016. The Optional Method of WAC 197-11-355 was used meaning that comments
on the SEPA environmental checklist were requested by the Notice of Application issued on December
18, 2015 and the DNS issued without a further comment period. The mitigation measures are as follows:

1. Existing vegetation on the north side of the site that is north of the proposed pedestrian
path shall be retained, except as necessary to construct the proposed entrance street and
retaining wall for which any disturbed areas shall be replanted in grass or other vegetation.

2. The design and specifications for controlling stormwater runoff generated on the site shali
be prepared by a licensed professional engineer. As proposed, on-site swales are being
provided to capture stormwater runoff with overflow to the City’s storm water system.

Page 3 of 10



3. On-site soils shall be sampled and analyzed for lead, arsenic and organochlorine pesticides.
If these contaminants are found at concentrations above the Model Toxics Control Act
cleanup levels, appropriate actions shall be taken based on the actual contaminant levels
that are detected.

4. A solid wall or fence at least four feet in height constructed of masonry, wood or equivalent
synthetic materials shall be installed along the east side of the proposed parking lot.

5. Afence at least four feet in height shall be installed between the proposed pathway and
north property line from the proposed retaining wall to a point at least 125 feet past {(west
of) the centerline of the proposed picnic shelter.

One agency comment letter from the Washington Department of Ecology was submitted during
the SEPA comment period. Letters were also received from neighboring property owners. Several of the
environmental issues addressed by SEPA mitigation were raised by neighbor comments, which are
discussed later in this report: stormwater runoff, neighborhood compatibility, and possible pesticide
residues in the soil and their potential impact on a public “child-use” area.

The Department of Ecology commented on the requirement for an NPDES Construction
Stormwater General Permit if there is a potential for stormwater discharge from a construction site. The
permit requires the preparation and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan with
measures to prevent soil from being carried into surface water {(including storm drains) by stormwater
runoff with permit coverage and erosion controls in place prior to any clearing, grading or construction.

The Department of Ecology letter also stated that it was withdrawing comments made earlier by
informal email correspondence. These concerned the potential that a feature on the site appearing on
aerial photographs could be a wetland. The comments were withdrawn based on information provided
verbally from City staff that the area in question was an artificial feature that has since been removed.

The Department of Ecology submitted a revised comment letter after the comment period
ended. Since the additional issue raised was already under consideration, having been raised by a timely
citizen comment, the question of whether the revised letter is timely or should be considered is moot.

SEPA (WAC 197-11-660(1)(e)) requires the lead agency to consider whether State, local or
Federal requirements and their enforcement would mitigate identified significant environmental
impacts. The NPDES Construction Stormwater General Permit referred to by the Department of Ecology
comment letter is typically required for construction sites and enforced by the Department of Ecology.
For those reasons it was determined unnecessary to require it as a mitigation measure, although it is
recommended as a condition of Class 2 approval.

CRITICAL AREAS: The project site was evaluated for potentially being in a geologically hazardous area

due to the NRCS soil classification of Moxee silt loam, which is mapped by Yakima County as an erosion
hazard area where slopes are 15% or greater. “Erosion hazard areas”, have three characteristics under
SMC 11.50.150(a)(2)(A)): A slope of 15% or greater, soils identified by the NRCS as unstable with a high
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potential for erosion; and areas that are exposed to the erosion effects of wind or water. The portion of
the site with the Moxee soil type that is greater than 15% is along the slope on the north side of the site
and continues north on the west side of Merinda Drive where an exposed portion of the slope (not on
City property) shows signs of erosion. However, this area does not meet the critical Areas Ordinance
definition because although characterized as having a high hazard of erosion, it is not identified by NRCS
as being “unstable,” and by retaining most of the existing vegetation on the slope, the slope does not
meet the third characteristic of being exposed to the erosion effects of wind and water. The only part of
the slope that would be disturbed is at the toe of the slope where the retaining wall, which is less than 4
feet high, is to be constructed.

CLASS 2 REVIEW REQUIREMENTS: Class 2 uses are generally allowed in the zoning district but the
compatibility between a Class 2 use and the surrounding environment cannot be determined in advance
(SMC 10.06.020(2)). The reviewing official (i.e., this authority has been referred to the Planning
Commission) may condition the use to ensure compatibility and compliance with the provisions of the
zoning district and the goals, objectives and policies of the comprehensive plan (Ibid.) using the
authority to impose conditions under SMC 10.06.060(a) and is required to impose a time limit in which
the action must be commenced, completed or both (SMC 10.06.060(c)).

Zdning District: The purpose of the R-1 zone is to provide for single-family residential
development where urban governmental services are currently available or will be extended by the
proponent to facilitate development at no public cost (SMC 10.12.010). Specific intents of SMC
10.12.010 that are relevant to the proposed use include providing for an orderly, phased transition from
vacant or partially developed to single-family development, facilitating coordinated and collaborative
public infrastructure investment, requiring development to meet minimum urban development
standards with emphasis of land uses that facilitate urban development and extension of utilities.

The proposal is to convert an existing vacant lot into a park, a land use that supports and
facilitates urban residential development. Utilities (and public transportation improvements) are already
available to the site and surrounding areas and they will be extended to the park in a manner consistent
with urban development standards.

Development standards that apply to the proposal are primarily parking lot requirements
described previously including size, dimension and distance of parking spaces from proposed use;
sitescreening and landscaping requirements. All are met or required as SEPA mitigation. Proposed
buildings shown on the site plan meet required setbacks. A building for housing pressure reducing valve
and sand filter as described in the environmental checklist must be set back at least five feet from any
property line.

Comprehensive Plan: The Future Land Use designation of the site is Parks. This use category is
established recognizing those areas, both existing and future, providing for the continuance and
expansion of public recreational areas. The Land Use element of the Comprehensive Plan includes a
statement that the City appears to have a shortage of park acreage and a shortage of neighborhood

Page 5 of 10



parks dispersed throughout the City. Chapter 2 of the Comprehensive Plan, “Community Goals,
Objectives & Policies” includes the following statement under the heading “Parks and Recreation”:

“The City of Selah has worked hard on developing a respected and highly utilized parks and
recreation program. Consequently, the City should pursue objectives that concentrate on 1)
procure and adequate and equitable funding resource [Sic.]; 2) addressing deficiencies in the
present system (such as a need for function specific community-wide activities like sports fields);
and 3) encourage the expansion of the park system as the City continues to grow.”

The Parks, Recreation and Open Space element of the Comprehensive Plan addresses the
proposed park specifically, where it is referred to as “North Park” and identified as a “neighborhood”
park, serving small neighborhood areas. However, in the more recent 2014-2019 Comprehensive Parks
and Recreation Plan, adopted on January 28, 2014 by the Selah City Council, Volunteer Park is identified
as a “passive community park”.

Surrounding properties to the north, east and south are designated Low Density Residential by
the comprehensive plan. This category provides for low- density residential development {upto S
dwelling units per acre). Clustering of dwelling units is encouraged to preserve open space, steep slopes,
drainageways, etc. The predominant land use is low density residential with a mix of housing types
limited by the maximum density.

The property to the east — Yakima Valley School - is designated Quasi-Public Open Spaces by the
comprehensive plan. The category recognizes existing quasi-public areas and provides for their
continuance and expansion.

Goals, objectives and policies of the comprehensive plan that are relevant to this proposal are as
follows:

Objective HSG 1: Maintain and upgrade the character of existing residential neighborhoods.
Objective PRE 3: Provide additional park facilities in locations where they are presently lacking.
Policy PRE 3.2: Identify potential bicycle and pedestrian routes.

Policy PRE 3.3: Identify and develop parks that serve specific community-wide needs, such as
swimming pools, soccer fields, sport complex, etc.

Objective PRE 4: Improve upon the community-wide park facilities in Selah

Policy PRE 4.3: Plan for the integration of bikeways and pedestrian pathways within the street
and park systems.

Policy ENV 2.2: Minimize adverse stormwater impacts generated by the removal of vegetation
and alteration of landforms.
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Policy ENV 3.6: Encourage the use of drainage, erosion and sediment control practices for all
construction or development activities.

Policy TRAN 1:10: Ensure mobility for all residents, including the elderly and persons with
disabilities, by providing accessible transportation services:

1. Identify existing transportation facilities and locations that are not accessible or usable by
persons with disabilities or special needs and improve the facilities;

2. Apply street and sidewalk design standards and develop a system that respond to the needs
of persons who are elderly, disabled or have other special needs; and

3. Ensure parking areas comply with accessibility requirements of the Uniform Building Code
and Americans with Disabilities Act.

Policy TRAN 3.2: Safe and efficient movement of bicycle and pedestrian traffic throughout

Selah, especially in school and recreational areas, in the business district and points of congestion should
be provided.

The parks and recreation policies call for providing for park facilities where they are lacking
(Objective PRE 3) and to improve upon the community-wide park facilities {Objective PRE 4). This
combined with the designation by the plan, of this site for a park, strongly supports this proposal from a
policy standpoint. Also, providing a park designed for all people regardless of physical ability is
consistent with Policy PRE 3.3 to identify and develop parks that serve specific community-wide needs.

Other relevant parks and recreation policies focus on identifying and providing for bicycle and
pedestrian routes {Policies PRE 3.2 and PRE 4.3) and this focus is also reflected in transportation policy
TRAN 3.2 with regard to recreational areas. This proposal is consistent with these policies since
pedestrian ways through the park are being routed to an existing street with sidewalk that feads to the
arterial street network and also other streets surrounding the site. It is consistent with Transportation
policy TRAN 1.10 because sidewalks and parking are being designed for accessibility.

The remaining relevant plan policies have to do with land use, compatibility and environmental
protection. Protection of the steep slope and measures to control drainage is consistent with Policy ENV
3.6. A park is typically an enhancement to a residential neighborhood by providing for open space and
recreational opportunities and along with proposed mitigation to address land use compatibility issues
would be consistent with Objective HSG 1 to maintain and upgrade the character of existing residential
neighborhoods.

PUBLIC COMMENTS AND ISSUES: Three letters were received from neighbors during the
comment period. They all indicated that they were in support of a park at this location, although some
were critical of elements of the proposal and asked for modifications of site layout, additional
improvements or mitigation. One comment sent by email was entirely in support and encouraged the
Planning Commission’s support of the application. Issues raised by other comment letters included the
scope of the proposal as a “passive” park, surface water runoff, hours of operation, lighting, fencing,
security, parking, noise and operation and maintenance concerns.
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Surface Water Runoff: Both letters requested that a properly engineered water system be
developed and cited localized flooding in the area. The SEPA checklist addressed this including design of
stormwater collection and retention by licensed professional engineers using Best Management
Practices (BMPs) from the Stormwater Management Manual for Eastern Washington. This is also being
required by the MDNS. As described in the checklist, runoff including both pass-through and runoff
generated on site would be absorbed by existing soils on the site, directed to drainage swales on the site
with overflow directed to an existing catch basin to a City storm drainage system.

Comments specifically referred to flooding of Stacy Court that occurred during a storm in May
2015. The grading and drainage plan shows how stormwater generated on the site will be directed to
the swales and storm system. It may not prevent the described flooding because little if any of it
originated on the project site’.

Passive vs. Active Park: Several comments suggested that as proposed, the park is greater in
scope than that of a “passive” park. There was also a reference to it not being a neighborhood park,
although as indicated above, its designation under the current Parks and Recreation Plan is as a passive
community park.

While opinions may vary on what should be considered a passive rather than an active park, the
staff recommendation is based on the Zoning Ordinance. As defined, a passive park is primarily for
aesthetics and open space. However, some athletic activities are allowed; the examples given are
basketball, frisbee, and horseshoes. Active parks are designed to accommodate athletic activities that
would be expected to generate larger groups of participants and spectators such as baseball, golf,
soccer, swimming pool and tennis. Based on the examples given, the proposal meets the “passive park”
definition. “Frisbee” is specifically applied to the passive park definition. The remaining activities in this
proposal, a playground and walking paths with exercise stations are typical of smaller scale parks and
consistent with the definition.

Hours of Operation: This was addressed in the SEPA checklist. The hours of operation are
regulated by City ordinance. Currently, they are from 6:00 AM to one hour after dusk.

Lighting: Designed to not shine directly on surrounding properties as required by ordinance and
as stated in the environmental checklist.

Parking: Adequacy of the number of parking spaces was raised (although one letter writer felt
that less parking should be provided). Originally 18 parking spaces were proposed, but the number was
doubled to ensure that sufficient off-street parking is provided. There are no standards for the number
of parking spaces needed for parks in the Selah zoning ordinance. A review of parking regulations in
nearby communities turned up one standard for City parks, in the City of Yakima where the standard for
passive recreation is 10 spaces per acre. Based on the area of the site available to passive recreation,

' WAC 197-11-660(d): Responsibility for implementing mitigation measures may be imposed on an applicant only
to the extent attributable to the identified adverse environmental impacts of its proposal. Voluntary additional
mitigation may occur.
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excluding areas to remain unimproved and areas being encroached upon by neighbors, the total area
used to calculate the standard would be around three acres, indicating a need for 30 parking spaces.

Security: As stated in a comment letter, it has been observed that the hillside on the north
boundary of the park may be attractive to children as a place to climb. The property line is located
partway up the hillside and some of the residential fences are located at the top of the hill, rather than
on the property line. For these reasons and as required by the MDNS, fencing will be installed above the
pathway adjacent to more active parts of the park to discourage the potential for trespassing.

There were various comments about security. However, it appears that this property is already
used by pedestrians to cross among the three streets that are around its edges but that do not connect.
Improving the area should provide additional security by providing more accessibility, police patrols and
lighting.

Pesticide Residues: A comment letter raised a concern that historic use of agricultural pesticides
containing lead, arsenic and DDT may have left toxic residues in soils on the site that pose a health
threat, particularly to children. Attachments to the letter, including “Area-Wide Soil Contamination Task
Force Report” dated June 23, 2003 generally support this concern with focus on potentiat “child use
areas” that include playgrounds at parks. It also recommends the use of protective barriers or cover on
existing soil areas. The playground is to be covered with rubber matting or artificial turf with three
inches of 5/8-minus crushed aggregate as a base. Based on the report, this may be all that is needed,
since this is the primary area that would be used by children. However, as required by the MDNS, testing
will occur in the proposed lawn area and further measures taken as necessary.

RECOMMENDATION: The proposal conforms to Zoning Ordinance requirements and meets the
definition of “passive park.” It is also in a location designated by the comprehensive plan for a park and
is consistent with the current comprehensive parks and recreation plan. On this basis, not approving the
use of a park would be inconsistent with adopted plans, although requiring compliance with code
standards and the mitigation of impacts is appropriate.

Staff recommends approval of the Class 2 Review Application subject to the following conditions:

1. Conformance to the Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) issued for the project
on January 8, 2016:

a. Existing vegetation on the north side of the site that is north of the proposed pedestrian
path shall be retained, except as necessary to construct the proposed entrance street
and retaining wall for which any disturbed areas shall be replanted in grass or other
vegetation.

b. The design and specifications for controlling stormwater runoff generated on the site
shall be prepared by a licensed professional engineer.

c. On-site soils shall be sampled and analyzed for lead, arsenic and organochlorine
pesticides. If these contaminants are found at concentrations above the Model Toxics
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Control Act cleanup levels, appropriate actions shall be taken based on the actual
contaminant levels that are detected.

d. A solid wall or fence at least four feet in height constructed of masonry, wood or
equivalent synthetic materials shall be installed along the east side of the proposed
parking lot.

e. Afence at least four feet in height shall be installed between the proposed pathway and
north property line from the proposed retaining wall to a point at least 125 feet past
(west of) the centerline of the proposed picnic shelter.

A protective barrier such as rubber matting or artificial turf shall be used to cover the ground at
the playground.

Parking lot lighting shall be indirect, hooded or otherwise arranged or designed to reflect away
from adjoining properties and streets

A NPDES Construction Stormwater General Permit shall be obtained from the Department of
Ecology unless determined by that agency that it is not required.

All buildings on the site including picnic shelter and any utility buildings shall be set back from
property lines as required by the zcning ordinance.

Hours of operation shall be as limited by the Selah Municipal Code.

Project shall be completed by December 31, 2017 unless extended as provided for by the zoning
ordinance.
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Summary of proposed Class 2 Use: The application is being made for a “passive” park under the

zoning_definitions in Appendix A to Chapters 10.02 through 10.48 SMC based on there being no

athletic activities as described in the definition of “active” park. The activities proposed at

Volunteer Park include a playground and disk golf, having more similarity to basketball, frisbee,
and horseshoes (passive park) than to baseball, golf soccer, swimming and tennis (active park).

Other proposed improvements include a walking path with workout stations and level resting

places, restroom building, picnic shelter, parking and new access.

(Attach additional sheets if necessary to describe or explain the proposed Class 2 Use)

FOR ADMINISTRATIVE USE ONLY

Date Application Received: /Z//J’ //)"
Date Application Accepted as Complete: /2 Y2z // '

(statute allows for 28 day application review)

Date of Mailing of Notice to Property Owners
within 600 feet of Proposed Project Site:

(if known at time of application acceptance)

Date of Publication of Legal Notice:
(if legal publication is required)

APPLICATION APPROVED: APPROVED W/CONDITIONS: DENIED:
DATE:

CLASS 2 USE APPLICATION (Two Pages)

































































































































Volunteer Park

MDNS
Page 2

contamination of low to moderate levels of arsenic and lead from historic
pesticide use. Risks from area-wide soil contamination appear to be relatively low
when compared to risks at sites with higher concentrations of contaminants, but
children are believed to be the human population most sensitive to elevated levels
of lead and arsenic in the environment. As proposed, the playground is to be
surfaced with rubber matting, artificial turf or similar material and as described in
the environmental checklist, it will be developed on an underlying surface of
crushed rock. This should sufficiently mitigate adverse impacts with respect to the

playground, although lawn areas on the site may still be a source of exposure, if
these contaminants are present.

. Land Use Compatibility

Comments received expressed concerns about the size of the proposed parking lot
and its proximity to existing homes. It has also been observed that children are
attracted to the hillside on the north side of the property, leading to the potential
for trespassing. The number of parking spaces being proposed is intended to
prevent on-street parking of park users. As disclosed in the environmental
checklist, lighting fixtures will be designed to not shine directly on surrounding
properties. Motion sensing fixtures may be provided in some locations.

Policies and Regulations

A. Maintain and upgrade the character of existing residential neighborhoods.
(Urban Area Plan Objective HSG 1).

B. Minimize adverse stormwater impacts generated by the removal of vegetation
and alteration of landforms (Urban Area Plan Policy ENV 2.2).

C. Encourage the use of drainage, erosion and sediment control practices for all
construction or development activities (Urban Area Plan Policy ENV 3.6).

D. Every parking area abutting property located in any residential zone shall be
separated from such property by a solid masonry wall or wood fence, which
wall or fence shall be four to six feet in height; provided, that along the
required front yard the wall shall not exceed two feet in height. No such wall
need be provided where the elevation of that portion of the parking area
immediately adjacent to a residential zone is six feet or more below the

elevation of such residentially zoned property along the common property line
(SMC 10.34.070(2)(B)).

Mitigation Measures

1. Existing vegetation on the north side of the site that is north of the proposed
pedestrian path shall be retained, except as necessary to construct the
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proposed entrance street and retaining wall for which any disturbed areas shall
be replanted in grass or other vegetation.

2. The design and specifications for controlling stormwater runoff generated on
the site shall be prepared by a licensed professional engineer. As proposed,
on-site swales are being provided to capture stormwater runoff with overflow
to the City’s storm water system.

3. Onssite soils shall be sampled and analyzed for lead, arsenic and
organochlorine pesticides. If these contaminants are found at concentrations
above the Model Toxics Control Act cleanup levels, appropriate actions shall
be taken based on the actual contaminant levels that are detected.

4. A solid wall or fence at least four feet in height constructed of masonry, wood
or equivalent synthetic materials shall be installed along the east side of the
proposed parking lot.

5. A fence at least four feet in height shall be installed between the proposed
pathway and north property line from the proposed retaining wall to a point at
least 125 feet past (west of) the centerline of the proposed picnic shelter.

This DNS is being issued using the optional process in WAC 197-11-355. There is no
further comment period on it.

7. Appeals: You may appeal this determination to the Selah City Council by filing a
written appeal with the required $300.00 filing fee at the Selah Public Works
Department, 222 S. Rushmore Road no later than 5:00 p.m. on January 15, 2016. You
should be prepared to make specific factual objections. Contact the Public Works
Department at 698-7365 to read or ask about the procedures for SEPA appeals.

8. Responsible Official: Donald C. Wayman

9. Position / Title: City Administrator

10. Address: 222 S. Rushmore Road, Selah, Washington 98942

11. Date: January 8, 2016

12. Signature

Ay






10.

11

12,

13.

Address and phone number of applicant and contact person:

222 S. Rushmore Road

Selah, WA 98942

(509) 698-7365

Joseph K. Henne, Public Works Director

Date checklist prepared:

December 15, 2015

Agency requiring checklist: CITY OF SELAH

Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable):

City zoning and SEPA review completed by January 31, 2016. Construction commencement by March 31*. Project
completion in 2017

Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or connected with this proposal? If
yes, explain.

No.

List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be prepared, directly related to
this proposal.

None

Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals or other proposals directly affecting the
property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain.

No

List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your propaosal, if known.

Class 2 Review; Building Permits, NPDES Stormwater Construction General Permit.

Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size of the project and site. There
are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not need to
repeat those answers on this page.

Volunteer Park, a 5.3 acre city park designed to be accessible to all people regardless of limitations. Improvements include a
fully accessible playground, a gazebo picnic shelter, a 10-foot wide walking path around the perimeter of the park with workout
stations and level resting places, disk golf course and parking for 36 vehicles. Also construction of an access street, grading and
landscaping, restroom building and retaining wall.

Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise location of your proposed
project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and range, if known. If a proposal would occur over a
range of area, provide the range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and
topographic map, if reasonably available. While you should submit any plans required by the agency, you are not
required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with any permit applications related to this checklist.

Southwest of Merinda Drive, about 100 feet west of Stacy Court and 700 feet west of North 1% Street in the City of Selah. °
Section 35, Township 14 North, Range 18 East, W.M.

Taxation parcel numbers(s): 181435-11496



TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR AGENCY USE ONLY

B. Environmental Elements (Attach additional sheets if necessary)

1. Earth

a.

General description of the site (circle one): Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainousother; generally slopes
downbhill from northwest to southeast with a bluff along the north boundary line.

What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?

35%

What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat, muck)? If you know the

classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and
whether the proposal results in removing any of these soils.

Silt loams consisting of the Moxee and Selah NRCS classifications. There are no designated agricultural lands of long-term
commercial significance in the City of Selah.

Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If so, describe.

There are indications of water erosion on the east side of the bluff where it extends north from the site, in a location which has
been cleared of vegetation. The part of the slope within the project boundary appears to be stabilized by vegetation.

Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected area of any filing, excavation and
grading proposed. Indicate source of fill.

Most of the site is to be graded as a part of the project. Approximately 10,000 cubic yards of fill material will be brought in
from City stockpiles. Approximately 12,000 cubic yards of crushed rock for the parking lot and playground to be provided by
the contractor. The source of this material has not been determined since the contractor has not been selected.

Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally describe.

An approximately 25 foot high bluff along the north boundary of the site is mapped as Moxee silt loam, 15 to 30 percent
slopes, described by the NRCS Soil Survey of Yakima County, Washington as having a high hazard of water erosion. It has
also been mapped by Yakima County as an erosion hazard area. It will be not be developed by this project and existing
vegetation on the slope will be left intact except for a retaining wall less than 4 feet in height to be installed as a part of the
entrance road improvement at the toe of the slope. The slope itself will not be altered.

About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project construction (for example, asphalt
or buildings)?

Approximately 16%.
Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any:

Vegetation will not be cleared from the bluff along the north boundary of the site except at the installation site for the retaining
wall. Best management practices (BMP’s) for erosion control will be used for site development and runoff controlled to protect
the site and adjacent properties from stormwater and sediment deposition. BMP’s from the Stormwater Management Manual of

Eastern Washington will also be used during construction to control stormwater as required by the Construction Stormwater
Permit.



3. Water

What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction, operation and maintenance
when the project is completed? If any, generally describe and give approximate quantities if known.

Dust emissions during construction. The Selah and Moxee soils on the site are in Wind Erodibility Group 5, indicated by the
Soil Survey as being “slightly erodible”. Some increase in vehicle emissions by increased traffic to the site.

Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If so, generally describe.

No.
Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

The contractor will be required to have a dust control plan approved by the Yakima County Clean Air Agency. Dust control
measures typically consist of the application of water, although other measures may be used such as, but not limited to,

controlling vehicle track-out and re-vegetation of or covering exposed areas. Vehicle emissions are regulated at the source by
the State.

Surface:

) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including year-round and seasonal

streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If yes, describe type and provide names. If appropriate, state what
stream or river it flows into.

No.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described waters? If yes, please
describe and attach available plans.

N/A.

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed from surface water or
wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected. Indicate the source of fill material.
N/A.

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general description, purpose, and

approximate quantities if known.
Not as a part of this project. Surface water is the source for the Selah Naches Irrigation District.

S) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site plan.

No.

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If so, describe the type of waste
and anticipated volume of discharge.
No.

Ground:

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? If so, give a general
description of the well, proposed uses, and approximate quantities withdrawn from the well. Will water be
discharged to groundwater? Give general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

Not as a part of this project. The Selah municipal water system obtains its water from existing wells,



4, Plants

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or other sources, if any (for
example: Domestic sewage, industrial, containing the following chemicals; agricultural; etc.). Describe the
general size of the system, the number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the
number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve.

None.

Water Runoff (including storm water):

)] Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection and disposal, if any (including
quantities, if known), Where will this water flow? Will this water flow into other waters? If so, describe.

Impervious surfaces including parking and access ways, paved walkways and rooftops. Also pass-through runoff from
surrounding areas that are higher in elevation. Much of the pass-through runoff should be absorbed by the soils on the
site. Storm water will be collected and discharged to on-site drainage swales. The existing City storm drain will be

used for overflow.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe.
No.

3) Does the proposal alter, or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site? If so, describe.
No.

Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water impacts, if any:

Stormwater collection and retention is being designed by licensed professional engineers using Best Management Practices
from the Stormwater Management Manual of Eastern Washington. Construction stormwater will be controlled using best
management practices from a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan as required by the construction stormwater permit. Use of
the storm drain for overflow will conform to the requirements of the City’s NPDES permit.

Check the types of vegetation found on the site:

X deciduous trees: alder, maple, aspen, other Elm

—_evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other

__shrubs

X_grass

— pasture

__crop or grain

__orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops.

_ wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bulrush, skunk cabbage, other
— water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other

X_other types of vegetation

What kind of and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?
Weeds on the site (grasses and other plants) will be removed and replaced with grass lawn, trees and shrubs.
List threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.

Documentation reviewed does not indicate the presence of threatened or endangered plant species. According to the Selah

Urban Area Comprehensive Plan, “No endangered or threatened flora species are known to exist within or near the boundaries
of the Selah UGA” (Plan, p. 52).
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5. Animals

Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance vegetation on the site, if any:

The park is to be landscaped with grass lawn, trees and shrubs. Vegetation on the bluff along the north property line will be
retained to reduce the potential for erosion.

List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site.

None.

List any birds and other animals, which have been observed on or near the site or are known to be on or near the site,
Examples include:

Bird: hawk, heron, eagle@othen

Mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:

Fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other:

List any threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.
None.

Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain.

Don’t know.

Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:

No measures are proposed for this purpose.

List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site.

None,

6. Energy and Natural Resources

What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet the completed project's energy
needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating, manufacturing, etc.

Electricity will be used for parking lot and security lighting, lighting and heating in the restroom building and 25 amp service
available for public use at the picnic shelter. There will also be an incremental increase in fuel used to operate vehicles and
equipment during construction and maintenance.

Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties? If so, generally describe.

No.

What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal? List other proposed measures to
reduce or control energy impacts, if any.

The use of energy is not expected to be substantial, limited to lighting, restroom and picnic shelter use. Some lighting fixtures
used may be activated by motion detectors. Vehicles and equipment to be used in facility maintenance are already in operation
throughout the City and this proposal represents an incremental increase in their use.

7. Environmental Health

a.

Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk of fire and explosion, spill, or
hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of the proposal? If so, describe.

No.



1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

b. Noise

1)

2)

3)

Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past uses. <

None known.

Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project development and design. This
includes underground hazardous liquid and gas transmission pipelines located within the project area and in
the vicinity.

Overhead electric power lines along the south border of the site located in a 30 foot wide easement. Project
design avoids this easement except for lawn and the walking path.

Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used or produced during the project’s
development or construction, or at any time during the operating life of the project.

Household type supplies will be used for cleaning the restroom. Fertilizers and sprays are no different than those used
for residential landscaping.

Describe special emergency services that might be required.
None.
Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, If any:

Application of fertilizers, sprays, etc. follow established procedures.

What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example: traffic, equipment,
construction, operation, other)?

None.

What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a short-term or a long-

term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)? Indicate what hours noise would come from
the site.

Construction equipment during site development. The use of the site by the public after it is open with increases in
talking, playing, and vehicles. Both during daytime hours.

Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:

Park hours are limited by City Ordinance, currently from 6 AM to one hour after dusk.

8. Land and Shoreline Use

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect current land uses on nearby or
adjacent properties? If so, describe.

The site is vacant. Surrounding properties are single-family residential to the north, south and east and the Yakima Valley
School, a State facility for developmentally disabled adults to the west. The part of the Yakima Valley School site that borders
the site is partially vacant and partially parking, vehicle and equipment storage. There is a church 200 feet east of the site
entrance and public schools farther away but in the vicinity. The park borders all residential properties on their rear and side
property lines and for the most part does not have direct vehicular access to the same streets. Activity areas are closest to
neighboring lots in the southeast part of the site. Access to the Yakima Valley School is in an entirely separate location not
involving the same access streets.



Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If so, describe. How much agricultural or
forest land of long-term commercial significance will be converted to other uses as a result of the proposal, if any? If
resource lands have not been designated, how many acres in farmland or forest land tax status will be converted to non-
farm or non-forest use?

There have been orchards on this site in the past, although the property has been out of agricultural production since before the

mid-1960’s. No agricultural or forest land will be converted to other uses. The site and surrounding properties do not have
current use tax status.

1) Wil the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land normal business operations,
such as oversize equipment access, the application of pesticides, tilling and harvesting? If so, how:

No.
Describe any structures on the site.

A masonry entrance feature completed as a part of an Eagle Scout project. Power poles along the south property line. A
manhole associated with the City storm water drainage system. No buildings.

Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?

No.

What is the current zoning classification of the site?

One Family Residential (R-1)

What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?

Parks.

If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?

N/A.
Has any part of the site been classified critical area by the city or county? If so specify,

No. The bluff along the north property line has some, but not all of the characteristics of a critical erosion hazard ares, including
a slope greater than 15% and Moxee silt loam classification, which is characterized by the NRCS as having a high hazard of
water erosion. However, NRCS does not identify the soil as being unstable or the hazard as “severe” or ‘“very severe.” Also,
since vegetation on the slope will be retained, it will not be exposed to the erosion effects of wind or water. As a result, it does
not have all of the three characteristics required by SMC 11.50.150(A)(2) to be classified as a critical area.

Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?

Operation and maintenance of the park is performed by City Parks and Public Works Department personnel, none of whom
would be dedicated solely to this facility. Typically one city employee would be at the site on a daily basis.

Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?
None.
Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:

None.



9. Housing
a.

Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land uses and plans, if any:

Parks are generally compatible in residential areas as open green space providing recreational opportunities. The site has been
designated for this purpose by the Comprehensive Plan with a “Parks” future land use designation. This designation is
described by the Plan as recognizing those areas, both existing and future, that provide for the continuance and expansion of
public recreational areas (Plan, p. 34). The Plan also cites a shortage of total park land and a shortage of neighborhood parks
dispersed throughout the City (Ibid., p. 27) and recommends that the City should obtain more park land and develop existing

City-owned lands (Ibid., p. 33). The Selah Comprehensive Parks and Recreation Plan 2014-2019 also provides for the
development of this park.

Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with nearby agricultural and forest lands of long term
commercial significance, if any:
N/A,

Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high, middle, or low-income housing.

None.
Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high, middle, or low-income housing.
None.

Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:

N/A.

10. Aesthetics

a.

What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is the principal exterior building
material(s) proposed?

The tallest structures will be the existing power poles along the south property line and proposed 30 foot light poles in the
parking area. The proposed gazebo picnic shelter and restroom structures are to be no more than 20 to 25 feet in height and
constructed of concrete and steel.

What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed?

Given the open character of the proposal and the site being generally at the same elevation or lower than that of surrounding
properties, there should be no significant view obstruction. The views from surrounding properties will be changed from that
of a vacant property to a developed city park.

Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:

None proposed.

11. Light and Glare

a.

What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it mainly occur?
Parking lot and security lighting during the hours of darkness.

Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with views?

No.

What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?

None.



Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:

Lighting fixtures will be shielded or designed to not shine directly on surrounding properties. Motion sensing fixtures may be
provided in some locations.

12. Recreation

a.

b.

What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity?

There are existing City parks, including Carlon Park, 3,000 feet to the east and Wixon Park, 5,000 feet to the south. There are
also Sunrise Park and American Legion Park, small neighborhood oriented parks, located 1,400 and 3,500 feet from the site
respectively. Athletic fields at nearby schools also provide recreational opportunities.

Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe.

No.

Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation opportunities to be provided by the
project or applicant, if any:

Since the proposal is to provide recreational opportunities there should be no adverse impacts.

13. Historic and Cultural Preservation

d.

Are there any buildings, structures, or places or sites, located on or near the site that are over 45 years old listed in or
eligible for listing in national, state or local preservation registers located on or near the site? If 50, specifically describe.

No.

Are there any landmarks, features or other evidence of Indian or historic use or accupation. This may include human
burials or old cemeteries. Is there any material evidence, artifacts or areas of cultural importance on or near the site?
Please list any professional studies conducted at the site to identify such resources.

No.

Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic resources on or near the project site.

Examples include consultation with tribes and the department of archaeology and historic preservation, archaeological
surveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc.

Recreation and Conservation Office consulted with Native American tribes and the Department of Archeology and Historical
Preservation. DAHP Log No. 072015-14-RCFB.

Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or reduce or compensate for loss, changes to, and disturbance to resources.
Pleas indicate plans for the above and any permits that may be required.

If archeological or historic materials are discovered, work at the location and immediate vicinity will stop, the area secured and
concerned tribes, Recreation and Conservation Office and Department of Archaeology and Historical Preservation will be
notified. The County Coroner and local law enforcement will also be notified if human remains are discovered.

14. Transportation

Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area, and describe proposed access to the
existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.

Direct access to the site is from Merinda Drive, a City access street which intersects North 1% Street, a City Minor Arterial
street 700 feet east of the proposed entrance.
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Is site or geographic area currently served by public transit? If so, generally describe. If not, what is the approximate
distance to the nearest transit stop?

Yakima Transit serves the area with a bus route on North 1” Street. The nearest designated stops are at Goodlander and North
Wenas Roads and at Fremont Avenue and North Wenas Road, both stops are about % mile from the site.

How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project proposal have? How many would the
project or proposal eliminate?

Thirty-six (36) parking spaces are proposed including 8 designated accessible spaces. No parking spaces will be eliminated.

Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, pedestrian, bicycle or state transportation
facilities, not including driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate whether public or private).

A new access street will extend about 100 feet into the site where it will enter the new parking lot. The street is proposed to be
24 feet wide, asphalt paved, with curbs, gutter and sidewalk on one side. A 10-foot wide asphalt walking path will be
constructed around the park with a spur connecting to 4% Street south of the park. An additional spur will extend to the
northwest corner of the site and may connect to the public street system in the future. The walking path and new sidewalk on
the access street will provide continuous pedestrian access through the park from Merinda Drive south to 4™ Street and with the
existing sidewalk on Merinda Drive out to 1* Street. All improvements will be public.

Will the project use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air transportation? If so, generally describe.

No.

How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project? If known, indicate when peak
volumes would occur and what percentage of the volumes would be trucks (such as commercial and non-passenger
vehicles). What data or transportation models were used to make these estimates?

Estimated 42 trips per day on weekdays and 60 trips per day on weekends. Traffic volumes probably much lower in winter
months. Four non-passenger vehicle trips per day for maintenance. Estimates are based on Intemational Transportation
Engineers trip generation rates and consultation with City Public Works based on experience with other City facilities.

Will the project interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural and forest products on roads or
streets in the area? If so, generally describe.

No.
Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

The number of parking spaces has been increased in the current proposal to accommodate demand.

15. Public Services

Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire protection, police protection, public
transit, health care, schools, other)? If so, generally describe.

The project would result in an incremental increase in the need for police protection, emergency services and City operation
and maintenance services at this location.

Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.

Because of the location in a developed part of the City in close proximity to these service providers and other facilities with
similar needs, the increase is no more than incremental and should not require a substantial increase in personnel or equipment.

H



16. Utilities

a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: natural gelephone{ sanitary sewer, )
septic system, other, lirigation

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service, and the general construction
activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might be needed.
Electricity — Pacific Power;
Sewer — City of Selah; Connection of restroom building to the existing sewer line that enters the site requiring minor
excavation.
Domestic Water — City of Selah; water is to be extended into the site from Merinda Drive; construction simultaneously with
access street improvement. Minor excavation to extend lines to the restroom building and the picnic shelter where a hose bib
will be provided.
lirigation Water — Selah Naches Irmrigation District. Connection to existing underground service line off of 4™ Street at the
Northwest comer of the site. A vault or small building will be provided to house a pressure reducing valve and sand filter.
Underground lines will be extended to sprinklers throughout the site.
Stormwater — Either drainage swale on-site or connection to existing City of Selah storm drain on the site.
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

1250 W Alder St < Union Gap, WA 98903-0009  (509) 575-2490

January 4, 2016

Thomas Durant

Selah Planning Department
222 South Rushmore Road
Selah, WA 98942

Re: 926.61.15-04, 971.61.15-11
Dear Mr. Durant:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment during the optional determination of nonsignificance
process for the Volunteer Park Improvement project that will include a fully accessible
playground, a gazebo and picnic area, a 10 foot wide walking path around the perimeter of the
park and workout stations. This project is proposal by the Selah Public Works Department. We
have reviewed the documents and have the following comments.

WATER QUALITY

Project with Potential to Discharge Off-Site
The NPDES Construction Stormwater General Permit from the Washington State Department of

Ecology is required if there is a potential for stormwater discharge from a construction site with
disturbed ground. This permit requires that the SEPA checklist fully disclose anticipated
activities including building, road construction and utility placements. Obtaining a permit is a
minimum of a 38 day process and may take up to 60 days if the original SEPA does not disclose
all proposed activities.

The permit requires that Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (Erosion Sediment Control Plan)
is prepared and implemented for all permitted construction sites. These control measures must be
able to prevent soil from being carried into surface water (this includes storm drains) by
stormwater runoff. Permit coverage and erosion control measures must be in place prior to any
clearing, grading or construction.

More information on the stormwater program may be found on Ecology's stormwater website at:

http://wwv.ecy.wa.gov/programs/wg/stormwater/construction/. Please submit an application or
contact Ray Latham at the Department of Ecology, (509) 575-2807, with questions about this

permit.

EXHIBIT
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‘ .;'\' . SHOREJ].,A}’\ID/S/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSISTANCE (SEA)

D e
SEA program preliminary comments sent on 12/29/2015 via e-mail to the City of Selah from
Catherine Reed are being withdrawn. According to new information received verbally from the
City of Selah, the potential wetland area in question was a man-made feature (made by the City)
which has since been removed. Therefore, Ecology concerns regarding wetlands on site have
been eliminated.

If you have any questions or would like to respond to these Shorelands/Environmental
Assistance comments, please contact Catherine Reed at (509) 575-2616 or email at

catherine.reed@ecy.wa.gov.

Sincerely,

b Clian

Gwen Clear

Environmental Review Coordinator
Central Regional Office

(509) 575-2012
crosepacoordinator@ecy.wa.gov
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

1250 W Alder St ¢ Union Gap, WA 98903-0009 ° (509) 575-2490

January 7, 2016

Thomas Durant

Selah Planning Department
222 South Rushmore Road
Selah, WA 98942

Re: 926.61.15-04, 971.61.15-11
Dear Mr. Durant:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment during the optional determination of nonsignificance
process for the Volunteer Park Improvement project that will include a fully accessible
playground, a gazebo and picnic area, a 10 foot wide walking path around the perimeter of the
park and workout stations. This project is proposal by the Selah Public Works Department. We
have reviewed the documents and have the following revised comments to Ecology’s letter dated
January 4, 2016. ‘

TOXICS CLEAN-UP

Based upon the historical agricultural use of this land, there is a possibility the soil contains
residual concentrations of pesticides. Ecology recommends that the soils be sampled and
analyzed for lead and arsenic, and for organochlorine pesticides. If these contaminants are found
at concentrations above the Model Toxics Control Act cleanup levels Ecology recommends that
potential buyers be notified of their occurrence.

If you have any questions or would like to respond to these Toxics Clean-up comments, please
contact Valerie Bound at (509) 454-7886 or email at valerie.bound@ecy.wa.gov.

WATER QUALITY

Project with Potential to Discharge Off-Site
The NPDES Construction Stormwater General Permit from the Washington State Department of

Ecology is required if there is a potential for stormwater discharge from a construction site with
disturbed ground. This permit requires that the SEPA checklist fully disclose anticipated
activities including building, road construction and utility placements. Obtaining a permit is a
minimum of a 38 day process and may take up to 60 days if the original SEPA does not disclose
all proposed activities.

EXHIBIT
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e ‘tefuires that Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (Erosion Sediment Control Plan)
% ¢t and implemented for all permitted construction sites. These control measures must be
able to prevent soil from being carried into surface water (this includes storm drains) by
stormwater runoff. Permit coverage and erosion control measures must be in place prior to any
clearing, grading or construction.

More information on the stormwater program may be found on Ecology's stormwater website at:
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/wq/stormwaier/construction/. Please submit an application or
contact Ray Latham at the Department of Ecology, (509) 575-2807, with questions about this
permit.

SHORELANDS/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSISTANCE (SEA)

SEA program preliminary comments sent on 12/29/2015 via e-mail to the City of Selah from
Catherine Reed are being withdrawn. According to new information received verbally from the
City of Selah, the potential wetland area in question was a man-made feature (made by the City)
which has since been removed. Therefore, Ecology concemns regarding wetlands on site have
been eliminated.

If you have any questions or would like to respond to these Shorelands/Environmental
Assistance comments, please contact Catherine Reed at (509) 575-2616 or email at

catherine.reed@ecy.wa.gov.

Sincerely,

ewen Clear

Gwen Clear

Environmental Review Coordinator
Central Regional Office

(509) 575-2012

crosepacoordinator@ecy.wa.gov
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neighborhood. A few trees, some grass and a walking path. Small ADA accessible play area, no large
parking lot and no large restroom facility.

s Security

The isolation of this site with limited street access would, in our opinion, be a place that may draw
undesirable activities. The plans do not indicate any buffer zone between the homes around the park or
any type of fencing to prevent access to homes. As it is now we observe people who walk through at all
hours of the night. Mostly kids we believe. We have had our home tagged and we have had things
stolen from our yard. We know of other neighbors who have also had various types of vandalism on
their properties as well. With the remoteness of this site the idea of inviting all of Yakima County to use
this park will bring the wrong kind of activities.

¢ Water Drainage

Over the years and specifically last May, 2015 we have experienced flooding from snow melt and rain
which has caused thousands of dollars of repairs to landscaping and to our home. This past May the
flooding was so extensive that the drainage system in the middle of Stacy Court was unable to
effectively take care of the water and the entire cul-de-sac was flooded. A robust and properly
engineered water drainage system needs to be in place to prevent future flooding.

¢ Parking

The proposed parking lot with 36 spaces is entirely too much for what should be a neighborhood,
passive park. The position of the proposed parking lot directly behind a single family residence with
essentially no buffer area is also not appropriate. That large of a parking lot will uitimately attract skate
boarders; another liability the city should not want to deal with. A proposal was made by several
neighbors to move the parking lot so that it was head-in parking against the hillside along the north side
of the property. Limiting the parking to about 15 — 20 parking spaces would be plenty. If additional
parking was needed it could be added at the west end of the property via 4™ near Yakima Valley School.
Having the parking lots in those two areas would result in less impact to the neighborhood.

¢ Noise

With the proposed activities of a ADA accessible park open to the residence of the County, gazebo, disk
golf, exercise stations, etc. this is clearly going to be a very active environment. The level of noise with
those activities does not coexist very well with a landlocked park in a residential area. This could be a
recipe for potential confrontations with the residents and users of the park. Again...it does not appear
there are any buffers between the park and residences.

o Adequate lighting
Is the parking lot, walkways, bathrooms and other areas going to have adequate lighting? For security

reasons there should be sufficient lighting. For those of us in the neighborhood too much lighting could
be intrusive. This issue needs to be addressed with properly subdued lighting for a residential area.



o Operating Funds

As mentioned previously the city put a water way and pond at the site however after a couple of years
that was abandoned. The city over the course of the last 25+ years has mowed the weeds one time
each year; just before the 4™ of July. Other than that, relatively no other actions have occurred at the
site. Our concern is related to whether or not the city has operating funds to maintain the park as

proposed. The

last thing we want is an elaborate park and no money to maintain it going forward.

Bathrooms at other parks in Selah have suffered that fate and continue to deteriorate.

e Suggestions

0
0

o)

Move the parking lot as proposed above.

Place the storm-water swales nearer to the residences at the east end of the property
which would help to provide a buffer.

Move the play area toward the middle of the park.

Eliminate disk golf due to liability issues and potential hazards presented to children. If
children want to play in the large green space; throw balls, kick balls, fly kites, and there
are others throwing Frisbees...the potential for someone to get hurt is very high.

Try to maintain the park as more of a passive park rather than an active park which is
what appears this is meant to be.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide input. We look forward to working with the city on this

project. -

_—

Burt and Chris Ross

516 Stacy Court

Selah, WA 98942

697-8939






3. Lighting.

Itis unclear if the City plans to install street lights along the roadway leading into the park or
surrounding the parking lot. Assuming the proposed park is designated for use during daylight hours
iy, | recommend eliminating any plans to install lighting to minimize impacts to adjacent home
owners. If lighting is required by code, special consideration should be given to the design and type of
lights used, choosing light fixtures which minimize light pollution and are appropriate for residential
settings.

4. Fencing.

Itis unclear if the City plans to install a fence around the boundary of the park. Installation of a fence
around the boundary of the park will clearly separate public versus private property. This will reduce
the potential for trespass and liability issues, as well as increasing security for home owners living
adjacent to the park.

Thank you for considering these comments. If you have any questions please contact me at the address
above or by telephone at 509-580-0452.

Sincerely,

o

Steven M. Keuger
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MENKE JACKSON BEYER, LLp

Amomeys at Law

807 NORTH 39™ AVENUE + YAKIMA, WASHINGTON 98502
(509) 575-0313 « FAX; (509) §75-0351

ANTHONY F. MENKE KENNETH W. HARPER
ROCKY L. JACKSON QUINN N. PLANT
G.SCOTT BEYER

KIRK A. EHLIS

SEANN M. MUMFORD

FAX COVER SHE

TO: M. Thomas Durant
Community Planner
City of Selah

FAX# (509) 698-7372

FROM: Rockyl. Jackson

DATE: January 4, 2016

RE: PUBLIC COMMENT - File No. 926.61.15-04, 971.61.15-1]
NUMBER OF PAGES (Including Cover Sheet): 30

COMMENTS:

The attached PUBLIC COMMENT is submitted on behalf of Rocky Jackson. Please contact Mr.
Jackson should you have any questions. .

Sincerely,

Natalie Bennert
Assistant to ROCKY L. JACKSON

Hard copy to follow: Yes X No (copy also sent via ematl)

Unless otherwise indicated, the information contained in this facsimile message is information protected by
the attorney-client and/or attorney-work product privileges. It 1s intended only for the individual named
above and not waived by virtue of this having been sent by facsimile. If the reader of this facsimile or the
employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the named recipient, 1s not the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination, distxibution or copying of the communication is strictly prohibited.
If you have received this communication in errot, please immediately notify us by telephone and return the
original message ro use at the above address via the U.S. Postal Service. We will promptly refmburse you for
the telephone and postage expenses. Thank you.

EXHIBIT
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PUBLIC COMMENT
BY ROCKY L. JACKSON
Regarding
City of Selah, Washington
Notice of Development Application & Environmental Review
File No. 926.61.15-04, 971.61.15-11 — “Volunteer Park”

This public comment is divided in to four areas of concern. Those areas are:

1. The primary purpose of the park is aesthetic and open space and is not to be used for
active park activities as defined in Appendix A of Chapters 10.02 through 10.48 SMC.
Limitations on use prohibiting contests or tournaments should be adopted.

2, Appropriate mitigation be required to fence the northern boundary of the park as it-abuts
the southerly boundary property owners on Dixie Drive.

3. A soils testing be required of this property as the previous owners used the property for
orchard up through at least the 1966 crop year (see Attachment 1).

4, On street parking for Volunteer Park be prohibited on the following streets:
Merinda Drive, Stacy Court, Rinda Court, Rinda Place, and Dixie Drive.

L Primary Purpose: Neighborhood (Passive) Park is Aesthetic and Open Space

According to the SMC, Volunteer Park is a passive park, which has a primary purpose of
aesthetic and open space. The park’s primary purpose is not to host athletic events, contests or
tournaments. Although, the park is designated as a neighborhood park (see Attachment 2) it
appears the City is promoting this park as something greater than a neighborhood park. This is
contrary to the existing park department documentation (Attachment 2).

To protect the nature of the existing park as a neighborhood (passive) park, it is requested that a
requirement and condition be placed upon the park that no community contests, toumaments, or
other athletic-type events be hosted by the park. This would include, by example, exclusion of
horseshoe contests or tournaments, Frisbee contests or tournaments, basketball contests or

tournaments, or contests or tournaments involving any other passive activity as defined by the
SMC.

In addition to the neighborhood designation of the park, support can be found by the fact that
current plan for on-site parking (36 stalls) would be insufficient to host such events.

1L Fencing the North Boundary of the Park

Verbal assurances have been made to property owners Rocky Jackson and Tom Stokes that the
porth boundary of the park abutting the south boundary of Dixie Drive properties will be fenced
by the City. Both property owners have property that abuts the north boundary of Volunteer
Park. Both properties have undeveloped hillsides which abut the property.
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These billsides are private property and should not be accessed by anyone using the park. Verbal
assurances have been made by Selah Parks manager Charlie Brown the north boundary of the
park will be fenced. This document is a request fencing be a requirement for the City on the
north boundary abutting the south boundary of Dixie Drive properties. It has been previously
represented by Mr. Brown a group of children were taken to the park site and their immediate
reaction was to climb the hillsides referred to above.

In addition to fencing, I would suggest a feature used in Kissell Park, Yakima, Washington, were
large river rock has been used as & barrier to the fencing. This large river rock can be placed in
the existing drainage ditch area that runs along the north boundary of the park.

It is requested the fencing described above be a mitigation requirement and written condition
adopted as part of this environmental review.

II. Soils Testing

According to the Washington State Department of Ecology (“DOE”"), from 1905 to 1947 may
orchards used lead arsenate pesticide, which resulted in lead an arsenic contamination of the soil.
The DOE wams that these contaminates pose rtisks to people who live and play in areas.
According to a June 30, 2003, report issued by the Area Wide DOE and the Washington State
Department of Agriculture received a report from the Area-Wide Soil Contamination Task Force
to several Washington state level agencies, including the DOE, selected portions of which are
included herewith, efforts to protect against exposure to arsenic and lead contamination in soil
should be focused on children because they are believed to be the human population most
sensitive to elevated levels of these contaminates in the environment. (Attachment 3). A DOE
brochure regarding lead and arsenic contamination in soil also notes that children are especially

vulnerable to the health dangers presented by the presence of these compounds in the soil.
(Attachment 4).

The property in question was originally conveyed to the City under land contract of John and
Judith Samuelson on June 30, 1965. Within the body of that contract is reference to Garrett
Horseley having the right to harvest crops through 1966. (Attachmentl). The final conveyance
by statutory warranty deed by John and Judith Samuelson to the Town of Selah occurred April
29, 1968. It is uncertain whether the property was farmed until 1968. However, a DOE map
reflecting the historical location of orchards in Yakima County, Washington, indicates reflects
that a large percentage of the land within the city of Selah, including the location of the proposed
park, was orchard land circa 1947. (Attachment 5).

Based upon the use of the property as an orchard in the 1960’s and before, a soils testing should
be done to exclude such finding chemicals as arsenic and DDT, substances commonly used at the
time. Recent examples in Yakima County of soils testing for similar uses include Robertson
Elementary School, Gilbert Elementary School and Eisenhower High School.

All three school properties contained contaminants that required mitigation. There is no
indication in the environmental checklist that the soils of this property have been tested for these
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or other similar chemicals. Given the use of the facility as a park, primarily focusing on use by
children, testing of the soils should be mandatory and a condition of this environmental review.

Further, the work necessary to convert the property in question to a park will almost certainly
involve some level of excavation or other disturbance of the soil. Through such work, property
owners and others in the surrounding area may be exposed to arsenic, lead, and other
contaminates that may be present in the soil. The risk of such exposure provides further

justification for requiring testing of the soils as a mandatory condition of this environmental
review.

IV.  Off Strect Parking

The adjacent streets surrounding the park generally to the north should not be used for overflow
parking from the park. Particularly Merinda Drive from First Street to the park eotrance is too

narrow to accommodate parking on both sides of the street, and allow adequate access in and out
of the park and the neighborhood.

Park parking should be prohibited on Merinda Drive, Dixie Drive, Rinda Court, Rinda Place and
Stacy Court. These streets cannot accommodate overflow parking from the park. Park parking
on these streets should be prohibited as part of this environmental review.
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Attachment 1
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The West half of the foliowing described property: o

The South half of the Northeast quarter of the Northsest quartes of Section 38,
Township 14 North, Hange 18, £, WM, ,

EXCEPT portion conveyed to Yakime County by deed recorded in Valume 801
of Deadn, Auditor's File No. 1800712, records of Yakima County, Wsshington.

TOGETHER WITH appurtengnces belongunghereto: and

SUBJECT TO rights reserved in Federal patents,
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June 30, 2003

Valoria H. Loveland, Director

Washington State Department of Agriculture
P.O. Box 42560

Olympia, WA 98504-2560

Tom Fitzsimmons, Director

Washington State Department of Ecology
P.O. Box 47600

Olympia, WA 98504-7600

Mary Selecky, Secretary

Washington State Department of Health
P.O. Box 47890

Olympia, WA 98504-7850

Martha Choe, Director

Washington State Department of Community, Trade and Economic

Development
PO Box 42525
Olympia WA 98504-2525

Re: Area-Wide Soil Contamination Task Force Final Report

Dear Agency Directors:

We are pleased to present you with the final report of the Area-Wide Soil
Contamination Task Force, chartered in January 2002 to offer advice about a
statewide strategy to respond to low-to-moderate level arsenic and lead soil
contamination (so-called area-wide soil contamination) in Washington State.

Our Task Force has worked diligently over the last 18 months to understand
and consider the issues and to develop recommendations that advance a
shared set of guiding principles. Task Force deliberations focused on
understanding the nature and extent of area-wide soil contamination, making
recommendations about effective, practical, and affordable steps individuals

Washington State Department of Ecology Contact:
Dawn A. Hooper, (360) 407-7182 / dhoo46 1@ecy.wa.gov

Facilitation Team Contact;

Elizabeth McManus, (206) 447-1805 / elizabeth. memanus@ross-assoc.com
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and organizations might choose to take to reduce their potential for exposure to arsenic and lead in soil,
and creating an alternative, more streamlined approach under the Model Toxics Control Act for properties
affected by area-wide soil contamination. We believe that the recommendations included in the encJosed
report offer you the means to respond appropriately to area-wide soil contamination and appreciate you
giving the report your fullest consideration.

Thanks to you and to your staffs for providing us with outstanding support throughout our deliberations.
It has been an honor to participate on this Task Force and serve the people of Washington State, and we
look forward to seeing the benefits that will be brought about as a result of this work.

Respectfully,
Mr. Stephen Gerritson, Task Force Co-chair Mr. Steven D. Kelley, Task Force Co-chajr -
Sierra Club Washington Association of Realto

Enclosure
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Signature Page

We, the members of the Area-Wide Soil Contamination Task Force, submit this report to the
Washington State Departments of Agriculture, Ecology, Health, and Community, Trade and
Economic Development. This report contains the Task Force's findings and recommendations
on a statewide strategy for addressing area-wide soil contamination.

In developing this report, Task Force members considered and took positions on a large number
of complex issues. This report contains many compromises. Under the Task Force’s approach
to consensus, a member’s signature below means that he or she is comfortable with the report as

a whole; where there was disagreement on an issue, the report documents the range of views on
the Task Force.
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recommends creation of a special process under the Model Toxics Control Act (MTCA) tailored
for properties affected by area-wide sojl contamination.

In making these recommendations, the Task Force was guided by six principles which are listed
here and described more fully later in the report:

* A balanced approach is needed, centered on effective, practical, and affordable solutions.

* Risks from area-wide soil contamination appear to be relatively low when compared to
risks at sites with higher concentrations of contaminants.

It is prudent to take effective, practical, and affordable steps to minimize the potential for
exposure to area-wide soil contamination.

* Efforts should focus on children, because they are believed to the human population most
sensitive to elevated levels of lead and arsenic in the environment.

® Responses to area-wide soil contamination should be commensurate with the level of risk
associated with potential exposures and should increase as potential exposure increases.

* Decisions about area-wide soil contamination should be made locally.

June 30, 2003 Page 2
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8. Recommendations for Specific Land-Use Scenarios

This section contains Task Force recommendations for actions that should be taken in specific
land-use scenarios in places where area-wide soil contamination is likely. Additional actions are
recommended in situations where the Task Force was particularly concerned about a specific
population, such as children, or to take advantage of opportunities to leverage ongoing activities
to implement more aggressive measures to reduce the potential for exposure to arsenic and lead
in soil. The Task Force emphasizes that these activities are meant to build upon and
complement—not replace—broad-based education and awareness-building.

o i T A S S0kt T AR L L P g b
- IR IR G SR I S R

The Task Force is particularly concerned about exposure of young children to arsenic and lead in
soil. Children tend to have greater exposure than adults to soil and dust because they often play
on the ground and tend to put things—such as hands, pacifiers, and toys—that may have soil on
them into their mouths. Children are at greater risk than adults from lead because, when
exposed, they absorb more lead than
adults, and their rapidly developing |WHETARSEINEHIRHTEIEH
nervous systems are more sensitive to

lead damage. Parents already may be
aware of the need to protect children from
lead poisoning as a result of long-standing
programs established to prevent children’s
exposure to residues from lead-based
paint. Actions in other states or countries
to address widespread soil contamination,
as well as ongoing efforts to address area-
wide soil contamination in Washington

There are a number of ongoing projects to address
area-wide soil contamination at child-use areas across
Washington Stete, including projects associated with
the cleanups of the Tacoma and Everelt smelter sites
and other affecled properties, and projects at a number
of schools and parks bullt on properties affected by
past use of lead arsenats pesticides, including schools
in Chelan and Okanogan counties end parks in
Yakima. Curment approaches ofien involve outreach to
school officials to provide information and support for
implementation of individual protection measures and

malntenance of good soll cover, and systematic soil
sampling at child-use areas, followed by selection and
implementation of additional protection measures.
The Agencies typically provide both technical and
financial assistance for responses at child-use areas.

State, tend to prioritize activities that
protect children. The Task Force felt a
special responsibility to recommend
actions that address the potential for
children to be exposed to arsenic and lead
in soil and spent much of its time considering recommendations for child-use areas.

Types of Child-Use Areas and Prioritizing Activities at Publicly Maintained Areas
The Task Force considered a number of types of child-use areas: primary schools and their
associated playgrounds and playfields; public playgrounds and playfields (such as those at
parks); childcare facilities, including preschools and family home childcare facilities; and camps.
The Task Force also distinguished between publicly maintained child-use areas, such as public
schools and parks, and privately maintained areas, such as private schools, playgrounds, and
childcare facilities.

June 30, 2003 Page 30
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In addition, the Agencies should work with school districts, park agencies, and other appropriate
organizations to facilitate understanding of area-wide soil contamination and to prioritize
response actions at schools, parks, and other child-use arcas. In particular, parents of young
children should be kept informed during all stages of assessment and cleanup processes through
Parent-Teacher Association meetings, school newsletters, community events, and other
appropriate means. As with the broad-based education and awareness-building materials
described earlier in this report, outreach activities should balance the need for accurate and
complete information with the need to avoid unnecessarily frightening parents and other
audiences, or creating unintended consequences or overreactions.

Finally, the Agencies should work with local jurisdictions to continue collection of soil data at
public child-use areas where area-wide soil contamination is likely, to better understand the
extent of area-wide soil contamination and the potential for children to be exposed.

Speciai Considerations for Playgrounds and Playfields

The Task Force believes children have a high potential to come into contact with contaminated
soil at playgrounds and playfields. By the nature of their use, playgrounds and playfields often
have areas of bare dirt to which children could be exposed. Because these areas are typically
publicly owned and operated, the Task Force believes there is a special responsibility to ensure
that children who use these areas are protected.

The Handbook for Public Playground Safety published by the U.S. Consumer Product Safety
Commission (CPSC) contains guidelines for maintaining children’s safety in public playgrounds.
It recommends that wood chips, mulch, sand, gravel, or shredded tires be installed and
maintained to a depth of at least 5-12 inches (depending on the surfacing material selected) under
playground equipment. The Health and Safety Guide for K-12 Schools in Washington, published
by the Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction (OSPI) and the Department of Health,
recommends that all playground equipment at primary and secondary schools in Washington
conform to CPSC’s playground safety standards,

The Task Force recommends that the CPSC surface material guidelines be fully implemented at
existing playgrounds at parks, schools, private camps, and childcare facilities. In areas where
area-wide soil contamination is likely, the Task Force recommends that a geotextile fabric barrier
(such as landscaping fabric or weed block) be incorporated below the surfacing material under
play equipment to further limit the potentiai for contact with soil. For other play areas, such as
sports fields, the Task Force recommends that efforts be made to minimize the potential for
children to come into contact with contaminated soil, by maintaining good year-round grass
cover and ensuring clean soil in areas of bare dirt, such as baseball field baselines. Sports fields
primarily used by adults and older children may not need the same types of actions to reduce
exposure because, in general, exposure is expected to decrease with age.

Soil Testing and Additional Protection Measures at New Child-Use Areas

Construction of new child-use areas, such as schools and playgrounds commonly involves earth-
moving activities. These activities create important opportunities to address area-wide soil
contamination. Incorporsting soil sampling into the site selection and design process for new
construction allows officials to modify construction plans to incorporate cost-effective, practical,
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and effective measures to reduce the potential for exposure of children, and this may be more
efficient than retrofitting existing child-use areas.

Where area-wide soil contamination is likely, the Task Force recommends that officials (e.g.,
school district superintendents or park managers) be required to test soils at proposed child-use
sites during the site selection and design process. This is especially relevant at publicly funded
child-use areas. Where soil sampling shows that elevated soil levels of arsenic and lead are
present, officials should incorporate protection measures into construction plans and budgets.
Protection measures might inciude installing a geotextile fabric barrier and surfacing material
such as wood chips, mulch, or grass cover in play areas; removing and replacing small amounts
of contaminated soil; consolidating and containing contaminated soil under buildings, paved
surfaces, or landscaping berms; or other activities.

At school sites, the Agencies should work with local health jurisdictions and with OSPI to assist
school officials to interpret sampling results and to select appropriate protection measures. Local
health inspectors should confirm during regular site visits that appropriate responses have been
implemented. The Agencies should assist local health jurisdictions with these inspections.

Targeted Outreach and Voluntary Certification Programs for Childcare Providers
Many children spend significant amounts of time in commercial or family home childcare
settings. This is particularly true for children who have not yet reached school age and who may
be particularly vulnerable to exposures to arsenic and lead. Where area-wide soil contamination
is likely, the Agencies should collaborate with DSHS and local health districts to work with
childeare providers to give them information about area-wide soil contamination and encourage
them to take actions to reduce the potential for children to be exposed to arsenic and lead. The
Agencies should also collaborate with DSHS to establish a voluntary certification process that
childcare providers can use to communicate that they have taken precautions to reduce the
potential for children to be exposed to area-wide soil contamination or have verified through
sampling that elevated soil levels of arsenic and lead are not present.

The Task Force recommends that targeted outreach to childcare centers and family homes should
be integrated into and build upon existing processes that provide for the bealth and safety of
children, including regular inspections of childcare facilities by DSHS and local health
jurisdictions and the DSHS licensing process. In particular, the Task Force recommends that
training on how to identify and minimize potential exposure to area-wide soil contamination
using individual protection measures, good soil cover, and other protection measures be
incorporated into the existing State Training and Registry System (STARS) childcare training
program and/or other annual training requirements for childcare providers.

The goals of the voluntary childcare certification program should be to: 1) create a mechanism to
raise awareness of area-wide soil contamination issues among childcare providers, 2) provide
parents and other caretakers with information about how individual businesses have chosen to
address area-wide soil contamination issues, and 3) assist parents to make informed choices
sbout in which childcare facility to place their children. The Task Force recommends a three-
step education and certification process:
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ARTICLE 3. REPEAL OF ANY AND ALL PREVIOUS PARKS AND RECREATION
PLANS. All previous parks and recreation plans officially adopted by the City Council of the
City of Selah are hereby repealed.

ARTICLE 4. PLAN AMENDMENTS. Requests for amendments to the Selah
Comprehensive Parks and Recreation Plan 2014-2019 may be submitted at any time and will be
docketed to be reviewed and acted upon once per year as provided in RCW 36.70A.130.
Proposed amendments shall be considered concurrently to ascertain the cumulative effect of the
various proposals.

ARTICLE 5. AMENDMENTS REVIEW PROCESS. Proposed amendments to the Selah
Community Parks and Recreation Plan 2014-2019 shall be submitted to the City of Selah
Planning Department, along with any required application fee for review by the City of Selah
Planning Commission. The Commission shall hold at least one public hearing to receive public
testimony on proposed amendments, and shall forward its recommendation regarding proposed
amendments to the City Council of the City of Selah. The City Council shall hold at least one
public hearing on the Commission's recommendation, and may refer any proposed amendment
back to the Commission for further consideration and recommendation. The City Council may
amend the Selah Community Parks and Recreation Plan 2014-2019 or reject any proposed
amendments subsequent to public hearings. A majority vote of the City Council shall constitute
final action on the proposed amendment, unless appealed.

ARTICLE 6. EFFECTIVE DATE. This ordinance shall be effective at 12:01 a.m. the

day following publication of a summary of the ordinance in the official newspaper of the City of
Selah.

ARTICLE 7. SEVERABILITY. If any section, phrase or provision of the Selah
Community Parks and Recreation Plan 2014-2019 or this ordinance is held illegal, invalid or
unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction the remaining provisions of the Selah

Community Parks and Recreation Plan 2014-2019 and this ordinance shall remain in full force
and effect.

PASSED AND ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SELAH,
WASHINGTON this 28" day of January, 2014.

ORDINANCE NO. / (/5 b

Page 2 of 2



EXHIBIT "A" FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS
L Recitals.

WHEREAS, the Washington State Growth Management Act (GMA), requires counties and cities
to prepare and adopt long range comprehensive plans pursuant to Chapter 36.70A RCW and related
Chapters; and,

WHEREAS, GMA requires comprehensive plans to include maps and descriptive text covering
objectives, principles and standards used to develop essential elements of the plan; and,

WHEREAS, the comprehensive plan must be internally consistent; and,

WHEREAS, the document entitled Selah Comprehensive Parks and Recreation Plan 2014-2019
(hereinafter PARKS PLAN) has been prepared for the City of Selah as a replacement for all

previous park and recreation plans adopted by the City or by Yakima County covering those
portions of unincorporated Yakima County lying within the Selah Urban Growth Area Boundary in
ﬁzlﬂllmentoftllereqlximentsofGMA;and,

WHEREAS, Chapter 43.21C RCW, the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) requires the City
of Selah to conduct environmental review of the PARKS PLAN; and,

WHEREAS, the City of Selah adopted an existing Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) on the
PARKS PLAN on January 14, 2014; and,

WHEREAS, the PARKS PLAN contains six Sections as follows:

Section I Introduction
Section I Mission, Goals, Objectives and Priorities
SectionIl Community Background
SectionIV  Existing Resources
Section V Community Involvement
Section VI Capital Improvement
and,

WHEREAS, the PARKS PLAN was made available for review on January 14, 2014 at the City of
Selah Library, Selah Public Works Department and on the City of Selah web page. Notice of
document availability and notice of public hearing were published in the Yakima Herald-Republic
on January 14, 2014; and,

WHBRBA% the City of Selah Planning Commission held a properly advertised public hearing on
January 227, 2014 at Selah, Washington for the purpose of hearing testimony for and against and to
considering recommending adoption of the PARKS PLAN; and,

WHEREAS.allpersonsdesiringtoeitherpmvidewrittqntesﬁmonyorspeakfororagainstorin
Page 1 of 4
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9. The Council recognizes that the PARKS PLAN is not adequate to guide growth and
development during the next twenty years, and that the PARKS PLAN is intended to be a
living document, subject to annual amendment and periodic re-evaluation.

II. Conclusions.

The Selah City Council continues to recognize the need for coordinated comprehensive long-range
planning (land use, transportation, domestic water and sewage facilities, and parks and recreation)
to guide the growth, development and conservation choices that will face both public and private
decision-makers over the next twenty years. The Council also recognizes the need for a
comprehensive plan to guide future work by citizens, their governments, community organizations
and businesses. The PARKS PLAN offers a means to plan and develop recreational facilities
within the Selah Urban Growth Area.

The Council's adoption of the PARKS PLAN for the City of Selah and the unincorporated urban
growth area surrounding the city is for the betterment of the community and urban growth area. The
Council members reaffirms their full confidence in the public process that brought the PARKS
PLAN to them, and in the further review and implementation steps that will follow its adoption.

The Council understands that the PARKS PLAN must comply with the State of Washington's 1990
Growth Management Act (GMA) as amended. The PARKS PLAN was carefully crafted by the
Selah Parks Board and the Selah Parks and Recreation Service Area Board and the Planning
Commission to comply with GMA, and to be consistent with the values, customs and culture of the
citizens of the Selah Urban Growth Area.

The City Council of the City of Selah is satisfied that the prerequisites of the Growth Management
Act for adoption of the PARKS PLAN have been met, and its adoption will achieve compliance
with the requirements of GMA, based on the following conclusions:

1. The PARKS PLAN is an amplification of the parks and recreation element contained in the
Selah Urban Growth Area Comprehensive Plan-2005 and complies with GMA
requirements.

2. Public Involvement requirements of GMA have been fulfilled in the development of the

PARKS PLAN. Opportunities to affect the shape and content of the PARKS PLAN were
available to the public during the preparation process.

3. The requirements of the State Environmental Policy Act have been met. As presented in the
above findings of fact the City of Selah has taken consistent steps to follow the substantive
and procedural requirements of SEPA. Timely issuance of the adoption of an existing
environmental determination, notices of hearings and intent to adopt, distribution of the
PARKS PLAN on the internet and full consideration of comments received at hearings are
all hallmarks of the plan's development process.
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. The ordinance adopting the PARKS PLAN provides review and amendment procedures
according to GMA requirements. The adopting ordinance provides a process for annual
updates and periodic review of the PARKS PLAN. Amendments can be considered
annually. A full review of the PARKS PLAN will occur every five years.

. A thorough record of the process used to develop the recommended PARKS PIL.AN has
been maintained. Factual data supporting the PARKS PLAN are contained within the
various PARKS PLAN sections Record of public meetings and hearings are retained on file.

. The PLAN is internally consistent and is consistent with other plans. The Council has
reviewed the Planning Commission's work and is satisfied that plan elements are not
contradictory and the goals, objectives, and policies contained in the PARKS PLAN and are
complementary, interdependent, well integrated and furthers the goals of GMA.

. The PARKS PLAN is responsive to public testimony, agency comments and citizen

requests. The Planning Commission recommends the Council adopt the PARKS PLAN as a
balance of public and agency comments.
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Volunteer Park

Location Merinda Drive off North First Street
Landowner City of Selah

Managing Agency Selah Parks and Recreation
Acreage/Size 5 acres

This park site is mostly undeveloped, but is ready for development as a passive community park.
In 2005, four different park master plans were developed by students at Washington State
University, discussed with local residents, and the front-runner submitted to the City.
Modifications to the approved plan were made in 2010 to allow for the possible inclusion of an
off-leash dog park area. Ken Pendleton, a community volunteer, rough graded a walking track,
and Derrick Larson completed a masonry entrance feature as part of an Eagle Scout Project

It is envisioned that within this plan period, final iterations to the plan, funding, and development
will occur.
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NOTICE OF DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION &
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
OPPORTUNITY TO PROVIDE COMMENTS

File N0, 926.61.15-04, 971.61.15-11 - “Volunteer Park" Selah Pub-
l’[f Works Department Notice of Application and Envircnmental
eview.

jon: On December 15, 2015 the City of Selah Planning
Department received a Class 2 Use Review application for a
{Passive) Park in the One-Family Rasidential (R-1) zone trom the
Selah Public Works Department, 222 S. Rushmore Rd, Selah, WA
98942. The application was determined complete for processing
on December 16, 2015. The decision on this application will be
made within one-hundred twenty days of the determination of
complete application.
Project Description Volunteer Park, a 5.3 acre city park designed
10 be accessibie to all people regardless of limitations. Improve-
ments include a fully accessible playground, a gazebo picnic shel-
ter, a 10-foot wide walking path around the perimeter of the park
with workoul stations and level resting places, disk golf course and
parking for 36 vehicles. Also an access sireet, grading and land-
scaping, restroom building and retaining wall.

Location: South side of Merinda Drive about 100 feet west of
Stacy Court and 700 feet west of North 1st Street in the City of
Selah. {Yakima County Assessor Parcel Number: 181435-11496).

Approvals, Actlons and Required Stydies: Class 2 Use

Review.

Environmental Review: The City of Selah is the lead agency for
this proposal under the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA),
The City has reviewed the proposal for probable adverse environ-
mental impacts and expaects to issue a Mitigaled Determination

of Nonsignificance (DNS). The optional DNS process in WAC
197-11-355 is being used. This may be your only opportunity to
comment on the environmentalimpacts of the proposal. Mitiga-
tion measures being considered include the preservation of
existing vegetation on the steep slope along the north boundary
of the site and other measures lo contro! erosion. The proposal
may include mitigation measures regardless of whether an EIS is
prepared. After all comments have been received and considered,
athreshold determination will be made without an additional com-
ment period. Comments received by 5:00 PM January 4, 2016 will
be considered in making the determination. A copy will be sent

to those who comment or may be obtained upon request. The
determination will have specific appeal information and may be
appealed within five business days of issuance.

Bequest for Written Comments on the Proposal Written com-
ments concerning the proposed Class 2 Use application and envi-
ronmental checklist will be accepted during the public comment
period that ends at 5:00.p.m, on January 4, 2016. You may mail
your comments 1o Selah Planning Department, 222 So. Rushmore
Road, Selah, WA 98942, send them by fax at 1 (509) 698-7372

or by e-mail at tdurant & ci.selah.wa.us. Reference a file number
stated in this notice or "Volunteer Park” in your correspondence.

Open Record Public Hearing Pursuant to SMC 10.06.040(6)(E),
the Fleviewin%omcial is referring this Class 2 Use applicalion to
the Planning Commission. Nolice is hereby given that on Tuesday,
January 19, 2016 commencing al 5:30 P.M., or as soon thereatler
as practical, the City of Selah Planning Commission will conduct
an open record public hearing in the Council Chambers, Selah
City Hall, 115 W. Naches Ave. Selah, WA on the Class 2 Use. All
interesled persons may appear and provide testimony on the
application, SMC 21.09.030 and SMC 10.06.040 are pertinent lo
the hearing procedure. Al the conclusion of the public hearing the
Planning Commission will consider the matter and make a deci-
sion for approval, approval with conditions, or denial of the Class 2
Use application.

Application information including the SEPA environmental check-
list and maps detailing the proposal are available during regular
business hours at the Planning Department al 222 South Rush-
more Road, Selah, Washington 98942. The staif report will be
available approximalely one week before the hearing. Contact the
Planning Department with project, procedural or environmental
queslions.

Dated this 181h day of December 2015.
/s/ Thomas R, Durant, Community Planner

(608114) December 19, 2015

Courtesy of Yakima Herald-Republic
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CITY OF SELAH PLANNING COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT
January 12, 2016

PROPQOSAL: The proposal is to make minor amendments to SMC 11.19, the Flood Damage Prevention
Ordinance. The following amendments are proposed:

a. Amend the definition of “Administrative Official” to designate the City’s building official rather
than the Mayor or designee;

b. Make two amendments to SMC 11.19.060 and 11.19.070 that were recommended by the
Department of Ecology to bring the regulations into conformance with State law. Both
amendments primarily involve development in the floodway.

¢. Amend the wording of SMC 11.19.060 and 11.19.070 for clarity and consistency with Model
Flood Hazard Ordinance language. These are the two sections otherwise being proposed for
amendment.

The amendments were initiated by recommendations made to the City by the Department of
Ecology as a part of a Community Assistance Visit. These visits are conducted as a part of the National
Flood Insurance Program and are to ensure that flood insurance continues to be available in the City.
The remaining amendments were added in order for them to be considered at the same time. They are
not required by FEMA or the State and should not jeopardize continued participation in the flood
insurance program, except to the extent that any misinterpretation may result in the ordinance not
being applied correctly.

CURRENT CODE PROVISIONS & PROPOSED AMENDMENTS:

SMC 11.19.020: Currently the code definition of “Administrative official” means the mayor of the City of
Selah, or the mayor’s designee. The proposed amendment would name the City’s building official as the
administrative official. This is not a requirement of State or Federal law, but it would clarify who the
responsible official should be. The building official is typically the person responsible for administering
flood hazard regulations, and since they substantially consist of structural requirements for buildings, is
typically the person most qualified to do so.

SMC 11.19.060: These are general standards that apply to all areas of special flood hazard (i.e., 100-year
floodplain and floodway). The amendment requested by Department of Ecology is to require water wells
to be located on high ground and not in the floodway. This is required by WAC 173-160-171; the
amendment would bring the local code into consistency.
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The other amendment to SMC 11.19.060 is to correct a grammatical (or spelling) error by
replacing the word “minimum” with “minimize”

SMC 11.19.070: The Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance restricts development in designated
floodways, especially residential development. SMC 11.19.070(c) prohibits the construction or
reconstruction of residential structures in the floodway, but makes exceptions for existing buildings, one
of which is to allow repairs, reconstruction or improvements that don’t exceed 50% of the market value
of the structure. Currently this allows work that is done on structures in order to comply with existing
health, sanitary or safety codes to be excluded from the calculation, so that it would be allowable even if
it were to bring the total cost to more than 50% of market value. As recommended by the Department
of Ecology, and in order to bring the code into consistency with WAC 173-158-070, this section would be
amended to further limit this exception to work done to correct violations of state or local code
specifications identified by the local code enforcement official and that are the minimum necessary to
assure safe living conditions.

Other amendments to SMC 11.19.070 include adding the word “increase” to erosion potential
and eliminating a redundant usage of the word “repair”. These are clarifications in language and not
substantive changes in code requirements.

BACKGROUND & HISTORY: The Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance was first adopted by the City in
1987; the sections that are the subject of the proposed amendments were amended subsequently in
1989, 1998 and 2003. The specifics of those past amendments were not determined for this report.

The Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance is part of the City’s implementation of the National
Flood Insurance Program {NFIP) under which flood insurance is made available to property owners in
the City. The City is required to adopt regulations that limit development in designated areas at risk of
flooding and to require construction standards on the development that is permitted. Both of the
proposed amendments are from State law, not required under Federal standards but endorsed by FEMA
- (the federal agency responsible for administration of the National Flood Insurance Program).

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: A Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) {971.00.15-12) was issued on
December 18, 2015. No public or agency comments were received.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: The following goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan are relevant to the
proposed amendments and generally support them:

Objective LUGM 4: Assure that land use policies and patterns adequately protect and preserve
resource lands, critical areas, water supplies, water bodies and other significant areas.

Policy LUGM 4.4: Continue to upgrade and refine City regulations to protect wetlands, aquifer
recharge areas, frequently flooded areas, seismic hazard areas, steep slopes, agricultural areas and
anadromous fish habitat from incompatible levels or types of development in accordance with the
Washington Growth Management Act.

Natural Environment Goal: Respect the floodplain.
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Policy ENV 1.4: Only developments which respect the floodplain and meet appropriate local,
state and federal requirements will be allowed in the 100-year floodplain.

Objective ENV 3: Maintain and manage the quality of surface and groundwater resources as
near as possible to their natural condition and in compliance with state water quality standards.

Policy ENV 3.8: Participate in water quality improvement planning and implementation efforts
by local, regional, state, federal and tribal agencies.

Policy ENV 4.2: Integrate environmental considerations into all planning efforts and comply
with all state and federally mandated environmental legislation.

ISSUES: Selah has relatively little designated 100-year floodplain in its City limits and urban growth area
and very little floodway. All of these areas are along the Yakima and Naches Rivers and are subject to
the Shoreline Management Act. The floodplain areas are along the Naches River along the south
boundary of the city limits ~ an area that is essentially undevelopable due to steep slopes and
inaccessibility; in the southeast part of the City in an area dominated by golf courses, but also including
some industrial and rural residential lands; and finally outside of the City limits but in the urban growth
area where the Harrison Road bridge crosses the Yakima River. This area includes mostly undeveloped
residential and industrial land but aiso the Tree Top industrial sprayfield and some agriculture.

In addition to there being little developable land in flood hazard areas, there are also very few
land uses including residences in the City or its urban growth area that would be subject to these
requirements. In fact it appears that there is currently only one residence in the floodway. Since new
residential uses are prohibited under the NFIP, this should not change. Consequently these State
required amendments would be expected to have little if any affect on the City or its residents. The only
potential changes to these circumstances would be if future changes in the urban growth area included
new floodplain and floodway areas or if new flood studies resulted in changes to the boundaries of
existing flood hazard areas. Both scenarios are possible, but neither is expected at this time.

The regulations subject to these amendments are limited to areas in the City limits only,
although they would be extended to other areas in the future if they were annexed.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends APPROVAL of the all of the proposed amendment changes for
the following reasons:

1. The two changes recommended by the Department of Ecology are required under State law and
further supports the City's conformance with the National Flood Insurance Program.

2. The two recommended changes are either in effect now in areas of the urban growth area that
are under Yakima County jurisdiction or if not in effect, it is expected that the County would be
requested to include them in the same manner as the City. Either way there should be no
change in requirements at the time of annexation.
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3. The two recommended changes have little impact on the City since they apply primarily to
designated floodway areas, which in Selah and its urban growth area are mostly undeveloped
and in which new residential development would not be allowed.

4. The remaining amendments recommended by staff are not substantive and are intended to
clarify existing requirements, except for the change in designation of the administrative official

which would more clearly identify the person who is most qualified and responsible for
administration of the code.

Attachments:
Proposed Amendments — Summary
Proposed Amendments - Text
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS — SUMMARY

1,

SMC 11.19.020, amend the definition of “Administrative official” to designate the City’s building
official, rather than the Mayor or designee.

SMC 11.19.060(c){(1), correct a spelling or grammatical error in the current code: “minimum”
should be “minimize”.

SMC 11.19.060(c)(4), add new requirement to prohibit water wells in the floodway and require
them to be located on high ground. This is as recommended by the Department of Ecology as

part of a Community Assistance Visit and is to bring the regulations into conformance with State
law.

SMC 11.19.070, add the word “increase” for clarity and consistency with the language in the
model flood hazard ordinance.

SMC 11.19.070(c)(2)(a), revise for clarity and consistency with the model flood hazard ordinance
by eliminating redundant use of the word “repair”.

SMC 11.159.070(c), amend and clarify that work done on residential structures in the floodway
that may be excluded from the fifty percent of the market value of the structure must be to
correct violations of state or local health, sanitation or safety codes specifications which have
been identified by the local code enforcement official and they are the minimum necessary to
assure safe living conditions. This is as recommended by the Department of Ecology as part of a
Community Assistance Visit and is to bring the regulations into conformance with State law.



PROPOSED AMENDMENTS — TEXT

11.19.020 - Definitions.

“Administrative official” means the mayerof-the-city-of-Selah-or-the-mayers-designee; Building

Official shall serve as administrator of this chapter.

11.19.060 - General Standards

In all areas of special flood hazards the following standards are required:

(c) Utilities.

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

11.19.070 - Floodways.

All new and replacement water supply systems shall be designed to minimum
minimize or eliminate infiltration of floodwaters into the systems;

New and replacement sanitary sewage systems shall be designed to minimize or
eliminate infiltration of floodwaters into the systems and discharge from the
systems into floodwaters; and

On-site waste disposal systems shall be located to avoid impairment to them or
contamination from them during flooding.

Water wells shall be located on high ground that is not in the floodway.

Located within areas of special flood hazard established in Section 11.19.030(b) of this chapter
are areas designated as floodways. Floodways are an extremely hazardous area due to the velocity of

floodwaters which carry debris, potential projectiles and increase erosion potential, the following
provisions apply:

(c)

Construction or reconstruction of residential structures is prohibited within designated
floodways, except for:

(1)

)

Repairs, reconstruction, or improvements to a structure which do not increase
the ground floor areas; and

Repairs, reconstruction or improvements to a structure, the cost of which does
not exceed fifty percent of the market value of the structure either:

(A) Before the repair, or reconstruction;-er+epair is started, or
(B) If the structure has been damaged, and is being restored, before the
damage occurred.

Work done on structures to eemply-with correct existing violations of state or local
health, sanitary or safety codes specifications which have been identified by the local

2
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code enforcement officlal and which are the minimum necessary to assure safe living
conditions, or to structures identified as historical places may be excluded from the fifty
percent, ’



RECOMMENDED FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS
Code Amendments SMC Chapter 11.19
Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance

January 19, 2016

This matter having come on for public hearing before the Selah Planning Commission on January
19, 2016 for the purpose of considering amendments to Chapter 11.19, Selah Municipal Code
initiated by the City of Selah and including recommendations by the Washington Department of
Ecology (Ecology) to amend the definition of “Administrative Official” (SMC 11.19.020), amend
SMC 11.19.060 and 11.19.070 as recommended by Ecology and to include wording changes for
clarity and consistency with Model Flood Hazard Ordinance language.

Members of the Commission present at the public hearing were

Legal notification pursuant to Selah Municipal Code was given on December 18, 2015. All
persons were given the opportunity to speak for or against the proposed code amendments.

1. The Commission adopts the staff findings and report as to the existing use, zoning and
future land use designation of the properties that are subject to these amendments.

2. Owners of lands potentially affected by the proposed amendments expressed Approval /
Disapproval.

3. The majority of comments received were in favor of / opposition to the amendments.

4, The Planning Commission adopts the following findings from the January 12, 2016 staff
report:

a. The two changes recommended by the Department of Ecology are required under
State law and further support the City's conformance with the National Flood
Insurance Program.

b. The two recommended changes are either in effect now in areas of the urban
growth area that are under Yakima County jurisdiction or if not in effect, it is
expected that the County would be requested to include them in the same manner

as the City. Either way, there should be no change in requirements at the time of
annexation.

c. The two recommended changes have little impact on the City since they apply
primarily to designated floodway areas, which in Selah and its urban growth area
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are mostly undeveloped and in which new residential development would not be
allowed.

d. The remaining amendments recommended by staff are not substantive and are
intended to clarify existing requirements, except for the change in designation of
the administrative offictal which would more clearly identify the person who is most
qualified and responsible for administration of the code.

S. Additional findings adopted by the Commission based on testimony at the public hearing
and additional information from interested agencies and departments:

6. The Commission finds that the present and future needs of the community will be
adequately served and the community as a whole will benefit rather than being injured by
the proposal.

7. Environmental Review has been completed, a Determination of Nonsignificance was issued
and the Commission is satisfied that environmental review was completed in compliance
with Selah Municipal Code Chapter 11.40.

8. The Commission determines that findings to be the controlling factors in its
deliberations.

DECISION

The Commission, based on these findings, conclusions and controlling factors finds that the proposed
amendments of Chapter 11.19 Selah Municipal Code, Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance should be
adopted.

Motion to Approve/Deny by: Second by Vote
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Mayor John Gawlik
City of Selah
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October 13,2015

o Add the following: "“Work done on structures to eemply-with correct existing
_ violations of state or local health, sanitary, or safety codes specifications which
have been identified by the local code enforcement official and which are the

minimum necessary to assure safe living conditions, or to structures identified as
historical places, may be excluded from the fifty percent.”

Floodplain Development. We reviewed the procedures used by the city to address development
in the Special Flood Hazard Area, but did not review any specific cases, as there were no

reported instances of development within the Special Flood Hazard Area since the previous
CAV.

Please respond with the timeline for updating your ordinance. Also, after your ordinance is
amended and adopted by the city please send me a signed copy, and then we can officially close
this CAV. If there are any questions or if more time is needed to respond to certain items, please
feel free to contact me at (509) 457-7139 or michelle.gilbert@ecy.wa.gov.

Sincerely, o
/7.
4

Michelle Gilbert, CFM
Floodplain Management Specialist

ec:  Donald Wayman, City of Selah
Karen Wood-McGuiness, FEMA Region X
David Radabaugh, WA Department of Ecology
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APPENDIX A: COMMUNITIES WITH SHALLOW FLOODING
IDENTIFIED AS AO ZONES ON FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAPS (FIRM)

CRITERIA & MODEL ORDINANCE REFERENCE

A

B

o

D|E

FEDERAL REGULATION
REFERENCE

21

MODEL ORDINANCE 5.5
STANDARDS FOR SHALLOW FLOODING
AREAS (AO ZONES)

Shallow flooding areas appear on FIRMs as AO zones with
depth designations. The base flood depths in these zones range
from | to 3 feet above ground where a clearly defined channel
does not exist, or where the path of flooding is unpredictable
and where velocity flow may be evident. Such flooding is
usually characterized as sheet flow. In these areas, the
following provisions apply:

(1) New construction and substantial improvements of
residential structures and manufactured homes within AO zones
shall have the lowest floor (including basement) elevated above
the highest adjacent grade to the structure, one foot or more
above* the depth number specified in feet on the community’s
FIRM (at least two feet above the highest adjacent grade to the
structure if no depth number is specified).

(2) New construction and substantial improvements of
nonresidential structures within AO zones shall either:

(i) Have the lowest floor (including basement) elevated above
the highest adjacent grade of the building site, one foot or more
above the depth number specified on the FIRM (at least two feet
if no depth number is specified); or

(ii) Together with attendant utility and sanitary facilities, be
completely flood proofed to or above that level so that any
space below that level is watertight with walls substantially
impermeable to the passage of water and with structural
components having the capability of resisting hydrostatic and
hydrodynamic loads and effects of buoyancy. If this method is
used, compliance shall be certified by a registered professional
engineer, or architect as in section 5.2-2(3).

(3) Require adequate drainage paths around structures on slopes
to guide floodwaters around and away from proposed structures.

(4) Recreational vehicles placed on sites within AO Zones on
the community’s FIRM either:

(i) Be on the site for fewer than 180 consecutive days, or

(ii) Be fully licensed and ready for highway use, on its wheels or
jacking system, is attached to the site only by quick disconnect
type utilities and security devices, and has no permanently
attached additions; or

(iii) Meet the requirements of 5.5(1) and 5.5(3) above and the
anchoring requirements for manufactured homes (Section 5.1-

1(2)).

44 CFR 60.3(c)(7)

44 CFR 60.3(c)(7)

44 CFR 60.3(c)(8)

44 CFR 60.3(c)(8)(ii)

44 CFR 60.3(c)(11)

A = Flood Hazard Boundary Map

B = Flood Insurance Rate Map without ¢levation

C = Flood Insurance Rate Map with base flood elevations
D = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways

E = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways and V zones

N . O %"

OK...(h

No...(N) Other...(X) and explain
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APPENDIX B: COMMUNITIES WITH COASTAL VELOCITY (V ZONES)
PRESENT ON FIRM AND AN ORDINANCE COMPLIANT WITH 44 60.3(E)

CRITERIA & MODEL ORDINANCE REFERENCE E | FEDERAL REGULATION REFERENCE
22 | MODEL ORDINANCE 5.6
COASTAL HIGH HAZARD AREAS

Located within areas of special flood hazard established in
Section 3.2 are Coastal High Hazard Areas, designated as Zones
V1-30, VE and/or V. These areas have special flood hazards
associated with high velocity waters from surges and, therefore,
in addition to meeting all provisions in this ordinance, the
following provisions shall also apply:

1) All new construction and substantial improvements in Zones
V1-30 and VE (V if base flood elevation data is available) on
the community’s FIRM shall be elevated on pilings and columns
so that:

i) The bottom of the lowest horizontal structural member of the
lowest floor (excluding the pilings or columns) is elevated one
foot or more above the base flood level; and

ii) The pile or column foundation and structure attached thereto
is anchored to resist flotation, collapse and lateral movement
due to the effects of wind and water loads acting simultaneously
on all building components. Wind and water loading values
shall each have a one percent chance of being equaled or
exceeded in any given year (100-year mean recurrence interval).

A registered professional engineer or architect shall develop or
review the structural design, specifications and plans for the
construction, and shall certify that the design and methods of
construction to be used are in accordance with accepted
standards of practice for meeting the provisions of Section
5.6(1)(i) and (ii).

2) Obtain the elevation (in relation to mean sea level) of the
bottom of the lowest structural member of the lowest floor
(excluding pilings and columns) of all new and substantially
improved structures in Zones V1-30, VE, and V on the
community’s FIRM and whether or not such structures contain a
basement. The (Local Administrator) shall maintain a record of
all such information.

3) All new construction within Zones V1-30, VE, and V on the
community’s FIRM shall be located landward of the reach of
mean high tide.

4) Provide that all new construction and substantial
improvements within Zones V1-30, VE, and V on the
community’s FIRM have the space below the lowest floor either
free of obstruction or constructed with non-supporting
breakaway walls, open wood lattice-work, or insect screening
intended to collapse under wind and water loads without causing
collapse, displacement, or other structural damage to the
elevated portion of the building or supporting foundation
system, For the purposes of this section, a breakaway wall shall
have a design safe loading resistance of not less than 10 and no

44 CFR 60.3(e)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(4)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(4)(i)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(4)(ii)

44CFR 60.3(e)(2)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(3)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(5)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(5)(i)

A = Flood Hazard Boundary Map

B = Flood Insurance Rate Map without elevation

C = Flood Insurance Rate Map with base flood elevations
D = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways

E = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways and V zones

MM _manm

OK...(¥) No...(N) Other...(X) and explain

Revised May 2004
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more than 20 pounds per square foot. Use of breakaway walls
which exceed a design safe loading resistance of 20 pounds per
square foot (either by design or when so required by local or
State codes) may be permitted only if a registered professional
engineer or architect certifies that the design proposed meets the
following conditions:

i) Breakaway wall collapse shall result from water load less than
that which would occur during the base flood; and

if) The elevated portion of the building and supporting
foundation system shall not be subject to collapse, displacement,
or other structural damage due to the effects of wind and water
loads acting simultaneously on all building components
(structural and non-structural). Maximum wind and water
loading values to be used in this determination shall each have a
one percent chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given
year (100-year mean recurrence interval).

If breakaway walls are utilized, such enclosed space shall be
useable solely for parking of vehicles, building access, or
storage. Such space shall not be used for human habitation.

5) Prohibit the use of fill for structural support of buildings
within Zones V1-30, VE, and V on the community's FIRM.

6) Prohibit man-made alteration of sand dunes within Zones V|-
30, VE, and V on the community’s FIRM which would increase
potential flood damage.

7) All manufactured homes to be placed or substantially
improved within Zones V1-30, V, and VE on the community's
FIRM on sites:

i) Outside of a manufactured home park or subdivision,

ii) In a new manufactured home park or subdivision,

iii) In an expansion to an existing manufactured home park or
subdivision, or

iv) In an existing manufactured home park or subdivision on
which a manufactured home has incurred “substantial damage”™
as the result of a flood;

shall meet the standards of paragraphs 5.6(1) through (6) of this
section and manufactured homes placed or substantially
improved on other sites in an existing manufactured home park
or subdivision within Zones V1-30, V, and VE on the FIRM
shall meet the requirements of Section 5.2-3(2).

8) Recreational vehicles placed on siles within Zones V1-30, V,
and VE on the community’s FIRM either:

i) Be on the site for fewer than 180 consecutive days, or

i) Be fully licensed and ready for highway use, on its wheels or
jacking system, attached to the site only by quick disconnect
type utilities and security devices, and have no permanently
attached additions; or

iii) Meet the requirements of Section 4.1-1(development permit
Required) and paragraphs 5.6(1) through (6) of this section.

44 CFR 60.3(e)(6)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(7)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(8)(i-iv)

44 CFR 60.3(e)(9)(i-iii)

A = Flood Hazard Boundary Map

B = Flood Insurance Rate Map without elevation

C = Flood Insurance Rate Map with base flood elevations
D = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways

E = Flood Insurance Rate Map with floodways and V zones

Paoca IN A1

OK...()  No..(N)  Other...(X) and explain

Revised May 2004
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9.

Determination of Nonsignificance

Description of Proposal: Amend Title 11; Chapter 11.19 Selah Municipal Code
(Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance) include non-substantive wording changes for
clarity, designate the Building Official as the Administrative Official and to
implement recommendations of the Washington State Department of Ecology to
bring the Chapter into consistency with State law.

Proponent: Selah Public Works Department
222 S. Rushmore Road
Selah, WA 98942

Location of Proposal including street address, if any: City-wide.
Lead Agency: City of Selah

The lead agency for this proposal has determined that it will not have a probable
significant adverse impact on the environment. An Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) is not required under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c). This decision was made after
review of a completed environmental checklist and other information on file with the
lead agency. This information is available to the public on request.

This DNS is issued under WAC 197-11-340(2); the lead agency will not act on the

proposal for 14 days from the date below. Comments must be submitted by 5:00 PM,
January 4, 2016.

Appeals: You may appeal this determination to the Selah City Council by filing a
written appeal with the required $300.00 filing fee at the Selah Public Works
Department, 222 S. Rushmore Road within five business days of the final
determination. You should be prepared to make specific factual objections. Contact
the Planning Department at 698-7365 to read or ask about the procedures for SEPA

appeals.
Responsible Official: Donald C. Wayman
Position / Title: City Administrator

Address: 222 S. Rushmore Road, Selah, Washington 98942

10. Date: December 18, 2015

1. Sgnatare W ’ 4}7‘



CITY OF SELAH

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
222 S Rushmore Road
SELAH, WA 98942
PHONE: (509) 698-7365 FAX (509) 698-7372

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

FILE NUMBER:_471.29./5~1
DATE FEE PAID

RECEIVED BY /

FEE: $275

INTRODUCTION

The State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), Chapter 43.21C RCW, requires all governmental agencies to consider the environmental
impacts of a proposal before making decisions. An environmental impact statement (EIS) must be prepared for all proposals with
probable significant adverse impacts on the quality of the environment. The purpose of this checklist is to provide information to help
you and the agency identify impacts from your proposal (and to reduce or avoid impacts from the proposal if it can be done) and to
help the agency decide whether an EIS is required.

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Government agencies use this
checklist to determine whether the environmental impacts of your proposal are significant, requiring preparation of an EIS. Answer
the questions briefly, with the most precise information known, or give the best description you can.

You must answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. In most cases, you should be able to answer
the questions from your own observations or project plans without the need to hire experts. If you really do not know the answer, or if
a question does not apply to your proposal, write "do not know" or "does not apply”. Complete answers to the questions now may
avoid unnecessary delays later.

Some questions ask about govemnmental regulations, such as zoning, shoreline, and landmark designations. Answer these questions if
you can. If you have problems, the governmental agencies can assist you.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of time or on different parcels of
land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal or its environmental effects. The agency to which you
submit this checklist may ask you to explain your answers or provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there
may be significant adverse impacts.

Complete this checklist for nonproject proposals, even though questions may be answered "does not apply”. IN ADDITION, complete
the SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (part D).

For nonproject actions, the references in the checklist to the words "project applicant," and "property of site" should be read as
"proposal,” "proposer,” and "affected geographic area," respectively.

.BACKGROUND
1. Name of proposed project, if applicable:
SMC 11.19 (Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance) Code Amendments
2. Name of applicant:

Selah Planning Department
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1.

Address and phone number of applicant and contact person:
222 S. Rushmore Road
Selah, WA 98942

(509) 698-7365
Thomas R Durant, Community Planner

Date checklist prepared:

December 17, 2015

Agency requiring checklist: CITY OF SELAH

Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable):

Review of amendments by Planning Commission in January and adoption by City Council in February 2016.

Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or connected with this proposal? If
yes, explain.

The Selah Critical Areas Ordinance (SMC 11.50) will be reviewed as a part of the Growth Management Update process

currently underway. While this may have some effect on how frequently flooded areas are regulated, further changes to the
Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance are not expected.

List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be prepared, directly related to
this proposal.

None

Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals or other proposals directly affecting the
property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain.

Not at the time of this document.

List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.
Approval and adoption by the City Council.

Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size of the project and site. There
are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not need to
repeat those answers on this page.

Adopt amendments to the Selah Flood Damage Protection Ordinance (SMC 11.19). The proposed amendments are minor and
consist of the following:

1). Amendments of the ordinance to bring it into compliance with State law as recommended by the Washington Department of
Ecology as part of a Community Assistance Visit. These amendments primarily involve the floodway.

2). Correction of errors and wording changes in the portions of the ordinance being amended for clarity and consistency with
the State Model Flood Hazard Ordinance. They are not substantive changes.

3). Amendment of the definition of “Administrative Official” to designate the Building Official, rather than the “mayor or the
mayor’s designee”,

Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise location of your proposed
project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and range, if known, If a proposal would occur over a
range of area, provide the range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and
topographic map, if reasonably available. While you should submit any plans required by the agency, you are not
required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with any permit applications related to this checklist.
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While officially, the Flood Damage Protection Ordinance applies City wide; its application is limited to designated flood
hazard areas, which in Selah are along the Yakima and Naches Rivers on the southern and eastern edges of the City. It would
also apply to similarly designated areas at the time of future annexation by the City. Currently the only areas of the urban
growth area that are outside of the City limits and in designated flood hazard areas are 1).on both sides of the Yakima River
south of Harrison Road and west of Pomona Loop Road and 2). about 12 acres at the east end of South Rushmore Road.

Taxation parcel numbers(s): N/A.

TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR AGENCY USE ONLY

B. Environmental Elements (Attach additional sheets if necessary)

1. Earth

2. Air

General description of the site (circle one): Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other: 100-year floodplain and
floodway areas are generally flat.

What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?

N/A,

What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat, muck)? If you know the
classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any agricultural land of long-term commerecial significance and
whether the proposal results in removing any of these soils.

N/A,

Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If so, describe.

N/A.

Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected area of any filing, excavation and
grading proposed. Indicate source of fill,

N/A.

Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally describe.

N/A.

About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project construction (for example, asphalt
or buildings)?

N/A,

Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any:

N/A.

What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction, operation and maintenance
when the project is completed? If any, generally describe and give approximate quantities if known.

N/A.



3. Water

Are there any off-site sources of emissions or cder that may affect your proposal? If so, generally describe.

N/A.

Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

N/A.

Surface:

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including year-round and seasonal
streams, saltwater, Iakes, ponds, wetlands)? If yes, describe type and provide names. If appropriate, state what
stream or river it flows into.

The Naches and Yakima Rivers along with side channels, drains, ditches, streams and ponds, whether associated or
not.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described waters? If yes, please
describe and attach available plans.

N/A.

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed from surface water or
wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected. Indicate the source of fill material.
N/A.

4) Wiil the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general description, purpose, and
approximate quantities if known.

N/A.

5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site plan.
The proposed amendments directly affect the 100-year floodplain,

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If so, describe the type of waste
and anticipated volume of discharge.
N/A..

Ground:

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? If so, give a general
description of the well, proposed uses, and approximate quantities withdrawn from the well. Will water be
discharged to groundwater? Give general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known,

N/A.
2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or other sources, if any (for

example: Domestic sewage, industrial, containing the following chemicals; agricultural; etc.). Describe the
general size of the system, the number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the
number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve.

N/A.



c. Water Runoff (including storm water):

1 Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection and disposal, if any (including
quantities, if known). Where will this water flow? Will this water flow into other waters? If so, describe.
N/A.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe.
N/A.

3) Does the proposal alter, or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site? If so, describe.
No.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water impacts, if any:

The purpose of the Flood Damage Protection Ordinance is to reduce the impact of flooding on property and impacts of
development on the floodplain.

4. Plants
a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site:

X deciduous trees: alder, maple, aspen, other

X_ evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other

X_ shrubs

X grass

X_pasture

__crop or grain

__orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops.

X wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bulrush, skunk cabbage, other
X water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other

X other types of vegetation

b. What kind of and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?

N/A.
c. List threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.

According to the Selah Urban Area Comprehensive Plan, “No endangered or threatened flora species are known to exist within
or near the boundaries of the Selah UGA” (Plan, p. 52).

d Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance vegetation on the site, if any:

N/A.

e List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site.

Don’t know.

5. Animals

a, List any birds and other animals, which have been observed on or near the site or are known to be on or near the site.
Examples include:

Bird: gr_on}a_gla ongbirds, other:
AT, -

Mammals:; deér; bear, elk, Beaver, other:

Fish: bass, salmon;{rout, herring, shellfish, other:



List any threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.

Threatened and endangered species on the Yakima and Naches Rivers include Fall Chinook, Bull Trout, Coho and Summer
Steelhead.

Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain.
The river corridors are migration routes.
Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:

The Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance helps to preserve or enhance wildlife by protecting the functional properties of the
100-year floodplain and limiting development in riparian areas.

List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site.

None.

6. Energy and Natural Resources

a.

What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, woed stove, solar) will be used to meet the completed project's energy
needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating, manufacturing, etc.

N/A.
Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties? If so, generally describe.

N/A.

What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal? List other proposed measures to
reduce or control energy impacts, if any.

N/A.

7. Environmental Health

Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk of fire and explosion, spill, or
hazardous waste, that could eccur as a result of the proposal? If so, describe.

N/A.

1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past uses.
N/A.

2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project development and design. This
includes underground hazardous liquid and gas transmission pipelines located within the project area and in
the vicinity.

N/A.

3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used or produced during the project’s
development or construction, or at any time during the operating life of the project.

N/A,
4) Describe special emergency services that might be required.
N/A.
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5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any:
N/A.
Noise

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example: traffic, equipment,
construction, operation, other)?

N/A.

2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a short-term or a long-
term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)? Indicate what hours noise would come from
the site.

N/A.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:

N/A.

8. Land and Shoreline Use

What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect current land uses on nearby or
adjacent properties? If so, describe.

Land uses in thel00-year floodplain throughout the urban growth area include agriculture, municipal, residential, recreation
(park and golf courses) and undeveloped land. Areas that are in the floodway are park, golf course and undeveloped land in the
City limits and undeveloped land and part of an industrial wastewater sprayfield outside of the City limits.

The proposed action should have no significant effects on nearby or adjacent properties that are outside of designated flood
hazard areas.

Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If so, describe. How much agricultural or
forest land of long-term commercial significance will be converted to other uses as a result of the proposal, if any? If

resource lands have not been designated, how many acres in farmland or forest land tax status will be converted to non-
farm or non-forest use?

Some of the areas that are regulated by this ordinance are in agricultural use. There are no agricultural lands of long term

commercial significance in the City of Selah or the urban growth area. The proposed amendments are not expected to cause
farmland to be converted to other uses.

1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land normal business operations,
such as oversize equipment access, the application of pesticides, tilling and harvesting? If so, how:

No.
Describe any structures on the site,

Structures in the floodway include commercial and recreational buildings at the park and golf courses and one existing
dwelling.

Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?

No.



9. Housing

a.

What is the current zoning classification of the site?

Areas subject to this ordinance or potentially subject to it when annexed are zoned One Family Residential (R-1) and Low
Density Single Family (LDSF). Outside of the City limits, Yakima County zoning is primarily Remote Extremely Limited
Development Potential (R-ELDP)

What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?

Floodway areas are designated Floodway by the Selah Urban Growth Area Comprehensive Plan, Other parts of the 100-year
floodplain are designated Quasi-Public Open Spaces, Industrial Sprayfield, Low Density Residential and Steep Slopes.

If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?

Shoreline designations in these areas are Rural and Conservancy. There may also be Channel Migration Zone designated areas.
Has any part of the site been classified critical area by the city or county? If so specify.

Frequently flooded areas are classified critical areas by both the City and the County.,

Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?

The proposed action is not expected to have a significant effect on the number of people who live or work in the 100-year
floodplain. The numbers have not been calculated.

Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?

None.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:

None,

Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land uses and plans, if any:

The proposed amendments are consistent with the goals and policies of the Selah Comprehensive Plan, Shoreline Master
Program, the National Flood Insurance Program and State law.

Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with nearby agricultural and forest lands of long term
commercial significance, if any:

N/A,

Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high, middle, or low-income housing.
N/A.
Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high, middle, or low-income housing.

None by this action. The single existing dwelling unit in the floodway could not be substantially enlarged under current
regulations and would likely be eliminated over time.

Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:

None. The restrictions against residential use in the floodway are in place now without the proposed amendments and are
consistent with adopted policies and State and Federal law.



Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic resources on or near the project site,
Examples include consultation with tribes and the department of archaeology and historic preservation, archaeological
surveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc.

These ordinance amendments are not expected to affect cultural and historic resources in the areas to which they apply.

Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or reduce or compensate for loss, changes to, and disturbance to resources.
Pleas indicate plans for the above and any permits that may be required.

The current Flood Damage Protection Ordinance makes exceptions for structures identified as historical places. The proposed
amendments do not make any changes in this regard.

14. Transportation

a.

Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area, and describe proposed access to the
existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.

N/A.

Is site or geographic area currently served by public transit? If so, generally describe. If not, what is the approximate
distance to the nearest transit stop?

N/A.

How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project proposal have? How many would the
project or proposal eliminate?

N/A.

Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, pedestrian, bicycle or state transportation
facilities, not including driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate whether public or private).

N/A.

Will the project use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air transportation? If so, generally describe.

N/A.

How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project? If known, indicate when peak
volumes would occur and what percentage of the volumes would be trucks (such as commercial and non-passenger
vehicles). What data or transportation models were used to make these estimates?

N/A.

Will the project interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural and forest preducts on roads or
streets in the area? If so, generally describe.

N/A.
Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

N/A.

15. Public Services

a.

Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire protection, police protection, public
transit, health care, schools, other)? If so, generally describe.

N/A.
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e. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.

N/A.
16. Utilities
a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer,
septic system, other.
b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service, and the general construction
activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might be needed.
N/A.
C.SIGNATURES

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. 1 understand that the lead agency is relying on them to
make its decision.

97/l

Slgnature of Proponent or PafSon Completing Form

Date: l 2//]7/ 20/ (

11
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D. SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (do not use this sheet for project actions)

Because these questions are very general, it may be helpful to read them in conjunction with the list of the elements of the environment.

When answering these'questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of activities likely to result from the proposal, would affect
the item at a greater intensity or at a faster rate than if the proposal were not implemented. Respond briefly and in general terms.

1.

How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air; production, storage, or release of toxic or
hazardous substances; or production of noise?

No increases in any of these are expected.
Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are:

None.
How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?

To the extent that the Flood Damage Protection Ordinance protects the functional properties of the floodplain in the way that it regulates
and limits development, it should help preserve and protect plants, animals and fish. Since the amendments proposed by this action are
minor, they may contribute to this benefit, but not substantially.

Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are?

None by this action.
How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?
This action is not expected to affect energy or natural resources.

Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are:

None.

How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or areas designated (or eligible or under study)
for governmental protection; such as parks, wilderness, wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat,
historic or cultural sites, wetlands, floodplgin, or prime farmlands? )

The purpose of the Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance is to protect life and property in floodplains and to protect the functional
properties of the floodplain from adverse effects of improper development. These amendments contribute to this purpose, but not
substantially because they are minor. No adverse impacts are expected. Threatened and endangered species habitat and wetlands also
benefit from the functional properties of the floodplain. The park and golf courses in floodplain areas, and especially in the floodway,
have a more limited opportunity to expand or replace existing facilities under the current regulations; this does not change substantially
under the proposed action. Provisions of the current ordinance that apply specifically to historic buildings are not changed by the
proposed amendments.

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:

None.

How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whether it would allow or encourage land or
shoreline uses incompatible with existing plans?

The Flood Damage Protection Ordinance is generally consistent with the Shoreline Management Master Program and other existing
plans. The proposed amendments do not encourage or allow land uses that are incompatible with these plans.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:

None.
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6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public services and utilities?
No significant increases are expected.
Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are:

None.

7. Identify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal laws or requirements for the protection of the
environment.

The proposal is intended to reduce potential conflicts with State and federal laws and requirements for the protection of the
environment.
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CITY OF SELAH PLANNING COMMISSION
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
AND NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Tuesday, January 19, 2016, commencing at 5:30 p.m., or
as soon thereafter as practical, in the Council Chambers, Selah City Hall, 115 W. Naches
Avenue, Selah, WA, the Planning Commission will conduct a public hearing to receive

testimony and to consider recommending to the Selah City Council the adoption of the following
text amendments of the Selah Municipal Code:

Proposed Amendments to Title 11, Chapter 11.19 (Flood Damage Prevention):

Add new text: SMC 11.19.060(c)(4) Water wells shall be located on high ground that is
not in the floodway.

Amend SMC 11.19.070(c)(2) to provide that work done on structures in the floodway
that may be excluded from the fifty percent of the market value of the structure must be
to correct existing violations of state or local health, sanitation or safety codes
specifications which have been identified by the local code enforcement official and are
the minimum necessary to assure safe living conditions.

Amend SMC 11.19.020: definition of Administrative Official, to designate the Building
Official rather than Mayor or the Mayor’s designee.

Amend SMC 11.19.060 and 11.09.070 for clarity and consistency with the State Model
Flood Hazard Ordinance by making wording changes, correcting spelling and
grammatical errors

The purposes of the proposed amendments are to correct errors, designate the Building Official
as the Administrative Official, and to implement recommendations of the Washington State
Department of Ecology to bring the Chapter into consistency with State law.

Any person desiring to express his/her views is encouraged to attend the public hearing or submit
written comments.

The City of Selah is the lead agency for this proposal under the State Environmental Policy Act
(SEPA) and has determined that it does not have probable significant adverse environmental
impacts. An environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c).
A Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS) is being issued under WAC 197-11-340(2). Written
comments on the DNS will be accepted during a 14 day comment period that ends on January 4,
2016. This decision was made after a review of a completed environmental checklist and other
information on file with the lead agency.



The Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS), environmental checklist and proposed
amendments are on file and available for public inspection during regular business hours at the
City of Selah Public Works Department, 222 South Rushmore Road, Selah, WA.

Dated this 18™ day of December, 2015.

/s/ Thomas R Durant, Community Planner

-~
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Affidavit of Publication
STATE OF WASHINGTON, )

)
COUNTY OF YAKIMA )

Debbie Martin, being first duly sworn on oath deposes and says that she/he is the Accounting
clerk of Yakima Herald-Republic, Inc., a daily newspaper. Said newspaper is a legal newspaper
approved by the Superior Court of the State of Washington for Yakima County under an order
made and entered on the 13th day of February, 1968, and it is now and has been for more than
six months prior to the date of publication hereinafter referred to, published in the English lan-
guage continually as a daily newspaper in Yakima, Yakima County, Washington. Said newspa-
per is now and has been during all of said time printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid
place of publication of said newspaper.

That the annexed is a true copy of a:
CITY OF SELAH PLANNING COMMISSION NO

it was published in regular issues (and not in supplement form) of said newspaper once each
day and for a period of 1 times, the first insertion being on 12/19/2015 and the last insertion be-
ing on 12/19/2015

Yakima Herald-Republic 12/19/15

and the such newspaper was regularly distributed to its subscribers during all of the said period.
That the full amount of the fee charged for the foregoing publication is the sum of $213.90

[Lr)%(/ (7/ ]/i ?Z/,J

Accounting Clerk

R, Sworn to before me this <ASL_ day of, 2015
P oo

._'".? < My Comm, Exp'ms..'. z 77 j

zop MR i S Notary Public in and forthe ~ {/
"«,,',7/(\6 Aypuc ...g\?\“ State of Washington,

o,,?p ; A'S\'\Q\\\‘\ residing at Yakima




CITY OF SELAH PLANNING COMMISSION
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
AND NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Tuesday, January 19, 2016,
commencing at 5:30 p.m., or as soon theraafter as practical, in
the Council Chambers, Selah City Hall, 115 W. Naches Avenue,
Selah, WA,, the Planning Commission will conduct a public hear-
ing to receive testimony and to consider recommending to the
Selah City Council the adoption of the following text amendments
of the Selah Municipal Code:

Proposed Amendments to Title 11, Chapter 11,19 (Flood Damage
Prevention):

Add new text: SMC 71.19.060(c)(4) Water wells shall be located
on high ground thatls not in the floodway.

Amend SMC 11,19.070{c)(2) to provide that work done on struc-
tures in the floodway that may be excluded from the fifty percent

of the market value of the structure must be to correct existing
violations of state or local health, sanitation or safety codes speci-
fications which have been identified by the local code enforcement
official and are the minimum necessary to assure safe living
conditions.

Amend SMC 11.19.020: definition of Administrative Official, to
designate the Building Official rather than Mayor or the Mayor's
designee.

Amend SMC 11.19.060 and 11.09.070 for clarit%and consistency
with the State Modei Flood Hazard Ordinance by making wording
changes, correcting spelling and grammatical errors

The purposes of the proposed amendments are to correct errors,
designate the Building Official as the Administrative Official, and
to implement recommendations of the Washington State Depart-
:'nent of Ecology to bring the Chapter into consistency with State
aw.

Any person desiring to express his/her views is encouraged to
attend the public hearing or submit written comments.

The City of Selah is the lead agency for this proposal under the
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and has determined that

it does not have rrobable significant adverse environmental
impacts. An environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required
under RCW 43,21C.030(2)(c). A Determination of Nonsignifi-
cance (DNS) is being issued under WAC 197-11-340(2). Written
comments on the DNS will be accepted during a 14 day comment
period that ends on January 4, 2016. This decision was made after
a review of a completed environmental checklist and other infor-
mation on file with the lead agency.

The Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS), environmental
checklist and proposed amendments are on file and available
for public inspection during regular business hours at the City of
Selah Public Works Department, 222 South Rushmore Road,
Selah, WA,

Dated this 18th day of December, 2015,

/s/ Thomas R Durant, Community Planner

{608485) December 19, 2015

Courtesy of Yakima Herald-Republic
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City of Selah
Planning Commission Minutes
of
February 2, 2016

Selah Council Chambers
115 W. Naches Ave.
Selah, Washington 98942
A, Call to Order

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Quinnell at 5:37 p.m.

B. Roll Call
Members Present: Commissioners: Miller, Quinnell, Torkelson, Smith, and Pendleton.
Staff Present: Joe Henne, Public Works Director, Caprise Groo, Secretary

C. Agenda Changes : None

D. Communications

1. Oral- None
2. Written- None

E. Approval of Minutes
1. January 19,2016

Commissioner Miller motioned to approve the minutes with minor changes.
Commissioner Torkelson seconded the motion.
Chairman Quinnell called for a voice vote and the minutes were approved with a vote of 5-0.

F. Public Hearings

1. Old Business - None
2. New Business - None

General Business

= O

1. Old Business — None
2.  New Business- None

H. Reports/Announcements
1 Chairman
2. Commissioners
3 Staff

Planning Commission
February 2, 2016
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