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LACEY CITY COUNCIL WORKSESSION 
April 7, 2016 

SUBJECT:     2016 – 2035 Capital Facilities Plan   
 _________________________________________________________________________  

RECOMMENDATION: Review the 2016 – 2035 Capital Facilities Plan and forward to 
the April 14, 2016, Council Meeting for adoption.

________________________________________________________________________  

STAFF CONTACT: Scott Spence, City Manager  
Toy Woo, Finance Director 
Scott Egger, Public Works Director 
Rick Walk, Community Development Director 
Tom Palmateer, Management Analyst  
Ryan Andrews, Planning Manager 

ORIGINATED BY: Public Works Department 

ATTACHMENTS: 1. Ordinance
2. 2016-2035 Capital Facilities Plan

FISCAL NOTE: The Capital Facilities Plan (CFP) details the City of Lacey’s 
anticipated public projects with a financial timeline.  Funding for 
public projects are paid for, but not limited to, using current 
funds, grants, and debt. 

PRIOR REVIEW: City of Lacey Planning Commission held a public hearing on 
March 1, 2016, then took action to endorse the CFP and 
forward to the City Council with a recommendation to approve 
the CFP. 

________________________________________________________________________  

BACKGROUND: 

Capital Facilities Plans are considered a mandatory element of the city’s overall 
Comprehensive Plan by the Growth Management Act as set forth in RCW 36.70A. A 
Capital Facility Plan element must show an inventory of existing capital facilities, their 
locations, and a forecast of the future needs to include locations and capacities. It must 
show a least a six-year plan that details how the city intends to finance the cost of the 
facilities consistent with the city’s revenue forecast.   
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This new annual update, the 2016 – 2035 Capital Facilities Plan, includes an Executive 
Summary, an Introduction, and sections for General Government, Parks, Transportation,  
Wastewater, Stormwater and applicable Appendices.  It updates all capital projects planned 
in the current 6-year window of 2016 to 2021 and future years to 2035. 
 
The last Capital Facilities Plan was adopted on March 26, 2015. This plan is an update to 
the version adopted in 2015 with only minor changes to project schedules and budgets.  
The Capital Facilities Plan is updated annually.  The update process begins shortly after 
the adoption of the City’s annual budget in December. 
 

 ________________________________________________________________________  
 
 
ADVANTAGES:  

  
1. This plan updates all sections as of 2016.      
 
DISADVANTAGES: 
 
1.  None. 
 

 
 



2016~2035 
Capital Facilities Plan 

LACEY CITY COUNCIL 
Andy Ryder, Mayor 

Cynthia Pratt, Deputy Mayor 
Virgil Clarkson 

JeffGadman 
Lenny Greenstein 

Jason Heam 
Michael Steadman 

LACEY PLANNING COMMISSION 
Mike Beehler, Chair 

Carolyn Cox, Vice-Chair 
Catherine Murcia 
Carolyn St. Claire 

Paul Enns 
Mark Morgan 
Michael Goff 
Jason Gordon 
Sharon Kophs 

LACEY CITY MANAGER 
Scott H. Spence 

Prepared by 
Tom Palmateer, Management Analyst 



Table of Contents 

Section 1. Executive Summary of the 2016-2035 Planning Period... 1-1 

Section 2. Introduction 

What are Capital Facilities, and Why do We Need to Plan for Them? ....................... 2-1 
The State Growth Management Act and the Capital Facilities Planning Process ....... 2-1 
This Capital Facilities Plan as an Element of the Comprehensive Plan ..................... 2-2 
Concurrency and Levels of Service Requirements ..................................................... 2-3 
Determining Where, When, and How Capital Facilities Will be Built........................ 2-4 
How to Read this Capital Facilities Plan..................................................................... 2-5 
Joint Projects ............................................................................................................... 2-6 

Section 3. General Government Facilities 

Narrative....................................................................................................................... 3-1 
Level of Service Analysis............................................................................................. 3-1 
Project Financing Plan.................................................................................................. 3-2 
Map of Existing Facilities (Inventory)......................................................................... 3-3 
Project Location Map.................................................................................................. 3-4 
Project Summary Sheet .................................. ........................................... .................. 3-5 
Project Worksheets ...................... ................................................................................ 3-6 

Section 4. Parks Facilities 

Narrative..... ............................................................... ................................................... 4-1 
Level of Service Analysis..................................................................................... ....... . 4-5 
Project Financing Plan.................................................................................................. 4-7 
Map of Existing Facilities (Inventory)......................................................................... 4-9 
Project Location Map.................................................................................................. 4-10 
Project Summary Sheet ............................................................................................... 4-11 
Project Worksheets ............... ..... ................................................................................. . 4-12 

Section 5. Transportation Facilities 

Narrative....................................................................................................................... 5-1 
Level of Service Analysis............................................................................................. 5-2 
Alternative Modes otTransportation ........................................................................... 5-2 
Map of Existing Facilities (Inventory) ....................................................................... 5-3 



Project Location Map................................................................................................... 5-4 
Project Summal)' Sheet .................................................................................... ........... 5-5 
Project Worksheets ...................................................................................................... 5-6 

Section 6. Wastewater Facilities 

Narrative....................................................................................................................... 6-1 
Level of Service Analysis...................................................................... ....................... 6-2 
Treatment Plant Capacity............................................................................................. 6-2 
Map of Existing Facilities (Inventol)'L....................................................................... 6-3 
Project Location Map................................................................................................... 6-4 
Project Summal)' Sheet ................................. .......... ..................................................... 6-5 
Project Worksheets ................................. ..................................................................... 6-6 

Section 7. Storm Drainage Facilities 

Narrative....................................................................................................................... 7-1 
Planning Goals and Policies ....................................................................................... . 7-2 
Level of Service Analysis .... ...... ......... ......... .............................. .... ......... ..................... 7-3 
Map of Existing Facilities (lnventol)'}........................................................................ 7-5 
Project Location Map.................................................................................................... 7-6 
Project Summal)' Sheet .................. ................................................ .............................. 7-7 
Project Worksheets ....................... .............................................................................. . 7-8 

Section 8. Water Facilities 

Narrative....................................................................................................................... 8-1 
Goals and Objectives ................................ ............ ....................................................... 8-1 
Meeting Demands of Growth ...................................................................................... 8-2 
Map of Existing Facilities (Inventol)').......................................................................... 8-3 
Project Location Map....................... ............................................................................ 8-4 
Project Summal)' Sheet ............... ..... ....................... ..................................................... 8-5 
Project Worksheets ........................... ... ....................................................................... . 8-6 

Section 9. Appendices 

A. Glossal)' 
B. Revenue Source Descriptions 
C. North Thurston School District Capital Facilities Plan (2014 - 2020) 
D. Thurston County Capital Facilities Plan (2014 - 2019) 



----Executive Summary 
This Executive Summary provides "bottom line" 
financial information summarizing capital proj
ect costs and proposed funding sources of capital 
facility projects included in the first six years of 
this twenty year Capital Facilities Plan.1 For a 
detailed explanation of capital facilities planning 
procedures, the effect of the State Growth Man
agement Act on such planning, and how to read 
the various sections of this plan, please refer to 
the Introduction section. 

Table 1.1 

Capital Project Costs for the 6-Year Finan
cial Planning Period 

Capital project costs for the City of Lacey 2016-
2021 six year financial planning period total 
$132,348,956. Table 1.1 illustrates planned capital 
costs by project category and year of expenditure. 
Chart 1.1 illustrates the percentage of the plan's 
six year capital costs attributed to each project 
category. 

6-Year Financial Planning Period Capital Costs By Category 
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 Total 

General Government 208,305 95,000 87,500 1,153,275 6,560,199 3,696,786 11,801,065 

Parks 189,000 54,200 460,000 125,000 100,000 2,000,000 2,928,200 

Transportation 12,197,500 12,729,800 8,158,403 2,217,897 8,263,888 1,950,000 45,517,488 

Wastewater 7,546,397 6,267,980 1,815,464 4,169,837 985,170 1,397,526 22,182,374 

Stormwater 1,243,999 267,732 726,998 649,643 983,728 470,699 4,342,799 

Water 7 460 577 5 712 061 6,376 492 11.820 200 6 409 600 7 798,100 45 577.030 

TOTAL $28 845.778 $25126 773 $17.624 857 $20135 852 $23 302,585 $17 313.111 $132,348.956 

Chart 1.1 

Percentage of 2016-2021 Capital Costs by Category 

Water 
35% 

Stormwater 
3% 

Wastewater 
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Government 

9% 

_ __ Transportation 
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I. The Growth Management Act requires thot capital facilities be planned twenty years into the future, and that o financing plan be identi+ 
lied for the first six years. 

1-1 



Revenue Source Availability for the 
6-Year Financial Planning Period 

Utility Projects. City water, wastewater, and 
stormwater utilities are operated like businesses 
and must be self-supporting, and therefore do not 
receive support from the General Fund of the City. 
Utility projects are funded through a combination 
of general facility charges, user fees, utility local 
improvement districts, developer improvements, 
and utility replacement funds. In addition, state 
and federal grants also play an important role in 
the funding of utility projects. 

Table 1.2 

Non-Utility Projects. General Government, 
Parks, and Transportation projects are funded 
through general revenue, non-voted (Coun
cilmanic) and voted general obligation bonds, 
grants, cost sharing with neighboringjurisdictions 
(on shared projects), local improvement districts 
(LID's), and developer contributions. 

The reader is invited to review the City of Lacey 
Budget for a more detailed explanation of revenue 
sources and their relationship to specific funds. 
Budget documents are available in the reference 
section of the Lacey Library and at Lacey City 
Hall. 

6-Year Financing Plan for all Projects By Revenue Source 
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 Total 

General Revenue 358,305 137,478 542,500 350,00D 2,050,0DD 2,685,0DD 6,123,283 
Voted GO Bonds 25,000 100,000 500,DDD 625,000 
Revenue Bonds 3,028,279 500,000 1,673,800 8,132,231 5,276,625 1,144,699 19,755,634 

Utlllty Rates I Fees 1,594,482 1,008,560 464,202 2,104,330 1,162,229 1,446,715 7,780,518 
Utility Capital 11,312,760 10,739,213 6,780,952 6,403,119 1,939,644 7,074,911 44,250,599 
State Grants 6,468,373 6,839,200 2,789,190 1,037,500 6,009,860 1,530,000 24,674,123 

Federal Grants 2,467,874 1,695,774 508,447 300,000 950,000 5,922,095 
Arterial Street Fund 2,665,605 3,710,826 5,336,558 1,209,450 4,404,028 1,000,000 18,326,467 

Traffic Mitigation 752,100 484,00D 32,655 1,268,755 
Other 198.000 11.722 5000 365775 2060199 981 786 3.622 482 

TOTAL $28 845,778 $25126,773 $17.624.857 $20.135 852 $23 302 585 $17 313111 $132.348 956 
Chart 1.2 

Percentage of 2016~2021 CFP Financing by Revenue Source 
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What are Capital Facilities, and Why Do 
We Need to Plan forThem? 

Capital facilities are all around us. They are the 
public facilities we all use, and possibly take for 
granted, on a daily basis. They are our public 
streets and transportation facilities, our city parks 
and recreation facilities, our public buildings such 
as libraries, fire stations, and community centers, 
our public water systems that bring us pure drink
ing water, and the sanitary sewer systems that 
collect our wastewater for treat-

Introduction 
ity oflife enjoyed by the residents of this state," 
and that "it is in the public interest that citizens, 
communities, local governments, and the private 
sector cooperate and coordinate with one another 
in comprehensive land use planning." The State 
of Washington Growth Management Act (GMA) 
was adopted by the Legislative body in that year 
to address these concerns. 

The GMA requires that all jurisdictions located 
within counties that (a) have a population of 

50,000 or more people and 
ment and safe disposal. Even if 
you don't reside within the City 
of Lacey, you use capital facili
ties every time you drive, eat, 
shop, or play here. 

City of Lacey 
Capital Facilities 

have experienced a popula
tion increase of ten or more 
percent over the last ten years, 
or (b) regardless of current 
population have experienced a 
population increase of twenty 
or more percent over the last 
ten years, must write, adopt, 
and implement local compre
hensive plans that will guide 
all development activity within 
their jurisdictions and associat
ed Urban Growth Areas (UGA) 
over the next twenty years. 
Each jurisdiction is required to 
coordinate its comprehensive 
plan with the plans of neigh-

Public Buildings 

All of these facilities must be 
planned years in advance to 
assure that they will be avail
able and adequate to serve all 
who need or desire to utilize 
them. Such planning involves 
determining not only where the 
facilities will be needed, but 
when; and not only how much 
they will cost, but how they will 

Public Street and Trail Systems 

Public Parks 

Public Water Systems 

Public Sewer Systems 

Pubtic Storm Drainage Systems 

be paid. "+-------------t' 

The State Growth Management Act and 
the Capital Facilities Planning Process 
In 1990, in response to the effect of unprecedented 
population growth on our state's environment and 
public facilities, the Washington State Legislature 
determined that "uncoordinated and unplanned 
growth, together with a lack of common goals 
expressing the public's interest in the conserva
tion and th'e wise use of our lands, pose a threat to 
the environment, sustainable economic develop
ment, and the health, safety, and the high qual-
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boring jurisdictions, and unin
corporated areas located within designated Urban 
Growth Areas must be planned through a joint 
process involving the associated city and county. 

The GMA requires that jurisdictional compre
hensive plans guide growth and development in a 
manner that is consistent with the following State 
planning goals: 

1) Encouragement of urban-density growth 
within designated urban growth areas; 



2) Reduction of urban sprawl outside of desig
nated urban growth management areas; 

3) Encouragement of efficient transportation 
systems, including alternate systems of 
travel; 

4) Encouragement of affordable housing 
availability to all economic segments; 

This Capital Facilities Plan as an 
Element of Lacey's Comprehensive Plan 

The Growth Management Act requires inclusion 
of six mandatory planning elements in each ju
risdictions' comprehensive plan, and suggests the 
inclusion of several optional elements. The man
datory clements required by the GMA are: 

5) Encouragement of economic develo ment; 
iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii~iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii~ 

6) Just compensation for 
private property taken 
for public use; 

7) Timely processing of 
governmental permits; 

8) Enhancement of natural 
resource based indus
tries and encourage
ment of productive land 
conservation; 

9) Encouragement of open 
space retention for 
recreational opportuni
ties and wildlife habitat; 

10} Protection of the envi
ronment, including air 
and water quality; 

11} Encouragement of 
citizen participation in 
the planning process; 

12) Provision of adequate 
public facilities to 
support development 
without decreasing 
current service standards 
below locally established
minimum standards; and 

13) Encouragement of the 
preservation of lands, 
sites, and structures that 
have either historical 
or archaeological signifi
cance. 

Lacey's Long-Tenn 
Urban Growth 
Planning Areas 
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City of Lacey 
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1) A Land Use Element designating the proposed 
general distribution and general location of 
uses ofland for a variety of purposes, including 
housing, commerce, industry, recreation and 
open space; 

2) A Housing Element that includes (a) an in
ventory and analysis of existing and projected 
housing needs; (b) a statement of goals, 
policies, and objectives for the preservation, 
improvement, and development of housing; 
( c} identification of sufficient land for hous
ing; and (d} adequate provision for existing 
and projected needs of all economic segments 
of the community; 

3} A Utilities Element that includes the general 
location, proposed location, and capacity of 
all existing and proposed utilities, including, 
but not limited to, electrical lines, tele-com
munication lines, and natural gas lines; 

4) A Transportation Element that implements 
and is consistent with the land use element, 
with an analysis of funding capability to 
judge needs against probable funding sourc
es; and 

Chart2.1 

5) An Environmental Protection and Resource 
Conservation Element that identifies natural 
resource lands and critical areas, as well as 
open space corridors useful for recreation, 
wildlife habitat, trails and connections be
tween critical areas; and 

6) A Capital Facilities Plan Element that in
cludes (a} an inventory of existing public 
capital facilities, showing the locations and 
capacity of such facilities; (b) a forecast of 
the future needs for such capital facilities; 
(c) the proposed locations and capacities of 
expanded or new capital facilities; (d) at least 
a six-year plan to finance the needed facilities 
with sources of funding identified; and e) an 
analysis of the financial capacity of the juris-
diction to utilize the funding sources 
identified. 

Optional elements jurisdictions are encouraged 
to incorporate into their comprehensive plans 
include solar energy and recreation. Lacey has 
elected to include a Parks and Recreation Ele
ment, as well as an Economic Development 
Element. While economic development is not 

The Elements of Lacey's 
Comprehensive Plan 

Utilities 

Housing Transportation 

,. ' 
Lacey 

Land use ~ Comprehensive t 
Plan 

~ ~ 

Capital 
Facilities 

Economic De- Parks & 
velopment • Recreation 

Environmental Protection & 
Resource Conservation 
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specifically listed as either mandatory or optional, 
the act does stress the importance of economic 
planning. 

Each of Lacey's Comprehensive Planning Ele
ments, shown in Chart 2.1, require specialized 
planning. The OMA requires, however, that 
planning done under each element be coordinated 
and consistent with planning done under other 
elements. 

Concurrency and Levels-of-Service Re
quirements 

The Growth Management Act requires jurisdic
tions to have capital facilities in place and read
ily available when new development occurs or a 
service area population grows. This concept is 
known as co11curre11cy. Specifically, this means 
that: 
1) All public facilities needed to serve new 

development and/or a growing service area 
population must be in place at the time of 
initial need. If the facilities are not in place, a 
financial commitment must have been made 
to provide the facilities within six years of the 
time of the initial need; and 

2) Such facilities must be of sufficient capacity 
to serve the service area popul~ion and/or 
new development without decreasing service 
levels below locally established minimum 
standards, known as levels-of-service. 

Levels-of-service are quantifiable measures of 
capacity, such as acres of park land per capita, ve
hicle capacity of intersections, or gallons of water 
available per capita in a water system. Mini
mum standards are established at the local level. 
Factors that influence local standards are citizen, 
City Council, and Planning Commission recom
mendations, national standards, and the standards 
of neighboring jurisdictions. 

The OMA stipulates that if a jurisdiction is unable 
to provide or finance capital facilities in a man
ner that meets concurrency and level-of-service 
requirements, it must either (a) adopt and enforce 
ordinances which prohibit approval of proposed 
development if such development would cause 
levels-of-service to decline below locally estab
lished standards, or (b) lower established stan
dards for levels-of-service. 
This Capital Facilities Plan, then, must identify 
where and when public capital facilities will be 
required to maintain concurrency and levels-of
service in Lacey's UGA service area. And, just as 
importantly, it must demonstrate how the City will 
finance them. 

Determining Where, When and How 
Capital Facilities Will be Built 

In planning for future capital facilities, several 
factors have to be considered, many unique to the 
type of facility being planned. The process used 
to determine the location of a new park is very 
different from the process used to determine the 
location of a new'Sewer line. Many sources 
of filnancing can only be used for certain types of 
projects. This capital facilities plan, therefore, is 
actually the product of seven separate but coordi
nated compre-h.ensive planning documents, each 
foc'1Sing on a specific type of facility. Future 
sewer requirements are addressed via a sewer 
plan; parks facilities through a parks and recre
ation plan; storm drainage facility needs through 
three stormwater basin plans; water facility needs 
through a water plan; and transportation needs 
through a transportation plan. 

In addition, the recommendations of local citi
zens, the Lacey City Council, and the Lacey and 
Thurston County Planning Commissions are 
considered when determining types and locations 
of projects. 
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The Plans and People Behind This 
Capital Facilities Plan 

Citizen 
Recommendations 

Transportation 

Plan ~ 
l Sewer Plan 

Water Plan --7 
Capital 

Facilities 
Plan 

(- Parks Plan 

Chart 2.2 

Stormwater 
Basin Plans 

Urban Trails 
Plan 

City Council & 
Planning 

Commission 
Recommendations 

Comprehensive Land Use Plan 

'-'· 

Chart 2.2 demonstrates how the Land Use Ele
ment of the City's Comprehensive Plan directly 
impacts the other plans and ultimately the CFP. 
By establishing allowable land uses, such as resi
dential, commercial, industrial, park land or open 
space, and minimum and maximum densities, the 
Land Use Element affects the type and required 
capacities of capital facilities required to support 
those uses. 

Chart 2.3 illustrates how much of Lacey's total 
planning area is allocated to each classification 
of land use. Readers wishing more detailed 
explanations of land use planning and methodolo
gies are encouraged to read the Land Use Element 
of the Comprehensive Plan, which is available in 
the reference section of the Lacey Library. 

Population Forecasts for Lacey's Urban 
Growth Area 

The GMA mandates that capital facilities plans 
be structured to accommodate projected popula
tion growth within a jurisdiction's Urban Growth 
Area planning area. Thurston Regional Planning 
Council projects 148,900 prospective new people 
in Thurston County by the year 2030, for a total 
county population of 3 73,000. The City of Lacey 
and its associated UGA area is expected to ac
commodate almost one-third of this new growth, 
an additional 42,010 people. Each of the capital 
project category sections of this CFP demonstrate 
how the facilities listed under that section have 
been planned to accommodate the additional 
growth. 

Buildable Land In Lacey and the UGA 
By General Land Use Zone 

Based Upon 2012 Thntoa Rq1onal Plannin& Council DatJ 

Resource 
4% 

Lightlndustnal ---?:r"""""" 

10% 

Commercial 
17% 
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How to Read This Capital Facilities Plan 

The first section of this document is the Execu
tive Summary. Its purpose is to provide "bottom 
line" financial information summarizing capital 
project costs and proposed funding sources of 
capital facility projects included in the first six 
years of this 20 year Capital Facilities Plan. 
Fo11owing the Introduction section, a11 of the 

projects proposed within this CFP's six year and 
twenty year planning windows are presented in 
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the following project categories: 

• General Government Projects 
• Park Projects 
• Transportation Projects 

• Sewer Projects 
• Storm Drainage Projects 
• Water Projects 

Each of the project category sections are orga
nized in the same way and contain: 

l) A narrative providing a general background 
of the planning activities done under that sec
tion, as well as discussion of planning goals 
and policies, documents supporting the sec
tion's projects, and key issues related to that 
particular planning area; 

2) A level-of-service analysis explaining the 
City's level-of-service standards in the par
ticular section, and how scheduled projects 
will affect the level-of-service levels; 

3) A six-year project financing plan identify
ing intended project funding sources for 
that section. The Growth Management Act 
requires that capital facilities funding sources 
be identified within 6 years of determining a 
project's need. 

4) An inventory map showing existing facilities 
in that section; 

5) A project location map showing the location 
of projects proposed under that section; 

6) A project summary sheet summarizing pro
posed project construction costs, revenue 
sources, and operating costs for all projects in 
that category; and 

7) Individual project worksheets detailing the 
description, UGA planning area location, 
justification, supporting planning documents, 
status, funding sources, and construction and 
operating costs of all individual project found 
in that section. 

Following the project sections, an Appendix 
section contains a glossary of terms used in this 
document; an explanation of capital project rev
enue sources; the North Thurston School District 
Capital Facilities Plan; and the Thurston County 
Capital Facilities Plan. 

Joint Projects and Projects by Other Juris
dictions 

Several of the projects listed within this document 
will be undertaken jointly with other jurisdictions 
or agencies. A stormwater project, for instance, 
may address a drainage problem that ignores city 
or UGA boundaries. A transportation project may 
involve the upgrading of a roadway that crosses in 
and out of the city and the county. On such projects, 
joint planning and financing arrangements have 
been detailed on the individual project's work
sheet. 

Capital Facilities Not Provided by the 
City 

In addition to planning for public buildings, 
streets, parks, trails, and water, sewer, and storm 
drainage systems, the OMA requires that juris
dictions plan for 1) public school facilities, and 
2) solid waste collection and disposal facilities. 
These facilities are planned for and provided 
throughout the Lacey UGA area by the North 
Thurston School District and the Thurston County 
Department of Solid Waste, respectively. 
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----General Government 

Background 

General Government facilities are designed to meet 
a broad spectrum of needs - facilities that directly 
serve the public, such as a library or community 
center, and those that house city and contractual 
employees as they work to assure that public and 
governmental responsibilities are met. 

The City of Lacey contracts with a number of public 
and interlocal agencies for a variety of general 
government services, including senior services, 
municipal court services, library services, animal 
services and public health and social services. 
Contracting for such services provides efficiencies 
and economies of scale that significantly reduce our 
community's general government capital facilities 
planning and financing requirements. 

General Government Facility Planning 

The policy of the City Council is to provide essential 
public services and enhancements in a manner that 
is cost effective and based on documented need. As 
mentioned above, many general government services 
and associated capital facilities are provided through 
contractual arrangements to take advantage of the 
efficiencies and economies of scale achieved. The 
general government facilities included in this Capital 
Facilities Plan are those in which the city is either 
the primary or a significant provider. 

3-l 

2016 - 2035 

Level-of-Service 
Doug Walker Photo 

General government facilities level-of-service may 
be defined by community preference and standards, 
or by association, state, or national guidelines. For 
instance, while service capacity needs for community 
centers, economic development facilities, or other 
"quality of life" facilities are determined at the 
local level, Washington State standards affect other 
facilities. 

The Lacey Senior Center, located in Woodland 
Creek Community Park, opened in July of 2003. 
The center is owned by the City of Lacey, and has 
been managed by Senior Services for South Sound 
since opening. The Lacey Senior Center serves a 
regional population of nearly 74,000. The demand 
for services offered within the 5,035 square-foot 
building has grown at exponential rates. Meals-on
Wheels and on-site lunches have surged from 4,992 
to 29, 101 annually. Demand for social services has 
tripled. A 5,400 square foot addition, constructed 
in 2013, is projected to meet needs through 2020. 
In 2016-2017, the parking will be expanded with 
an additional 50 stalls. The senior population in 
Thurston County will nearly double by the end of the 
next decade, with 11,000 new seniors in Lacey. By 
2030, a Phase 3 expansion could add an additional 
2,800 square-feet to accommodate the population 
growth. 
Fundraising for the Lacey Museum at the Depot 



will kick-off at a ceremony in December to celebrate 
Lacey's 50th anniversary of incorporation and 125th 
anniversary of establishment. The existing museum 
is too small to display the present collection, with no 
room for growth and improper conditions to store 
the collection. The city proposes to secure outside 
funds to reconstruct an 8,500 square-foot replica of 
the 1891-era historic train depot. The depot was 
important in the settlement and development of the 
Lacey community. 

Accomplishments Since 2007 

Lacey's City Hall Expansion has been completed 
at a cost of $7.5 million, funded with city general 
revenue and non-voted general obligation bonds. 
The Lacey City Hall Renovation Project is also 
complete, financed with $1.8 million in general 
revenues. 

One notable public art project, the Hawk Sculpture, 
was commissioned and installed at the Quinault 
and Galaxy Drive roundabout at a cost of $75,000. 
The public art program has been suspended but 
will be reactivated in future years as the economy 
improves. 

Phase II of the Woodland Trail, from Sleater-K.inney 
Road to Woodland Creek Community Park, is 
complete and open for public use. Construction 
totaled $2,4 7 5,000. The project was financed 
through a combination of grants and funding 

FUNDING SOURCES 2'l1i 20.1.Z 

partners: $445,000 in Federal Transportation, 
Housing, and Urban Development funding; the 
Washington State Department of Transportation 
Surface Transportation Program (STP) allocated 
$63 7 ,000; $1 mill ion of American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funds, and city 
contributions of $392,000. The segment to the 
east from Woodland Creek Community Park to 
McAllister Park is planned for 2020 - 2030, or 
whenever the active rail line is abandoned. 

The Lacey Senior Center Expansion Project was 
completed in the spring of 2013, enlarging the 
kitchen and dining hall for meal service, adding a 
total of 5,400 square-feet. The $3,089,685 project 
was financed with $1 .86 million from the City 
Building Reserve Account, $1 million in federal 
CDBG funds, $44,600 in Program Income and 
$188,085 from either fundraising events or donations 
from individuals and local organizations. 

Capital Project Financing 

The financing plan for the next six years of the 
General Government section of the 2016-2021 
Capital Facilities Plan is illustrated in the table 
below. Funding sources include general revenue, 
voted bonds, utility revenue, federal and state grants, 
as well as grants from foundations, local corporate 
and individuals donations, and contributions from 
service partners. 

ml 2D1l 2.Q2.l2 2Slll Illlill 

General Revenue 208,305 83,278 87,500 300,000 2,050,000 2,685,000 5,414,083 
Voted G.O. Bonds 

Utlllty Rates and Fees 

Grants 487,500 2.450,000 530,000 3,467,500 
Other 11 ,722 365.775 2,060,199 481 ,786 2,919,482 

TOTAL $208,305 $95,000 $87,500 $1,153,275 $6,560,199 $3,696,786 $11,801,065 

Table 3.1 Funding Sources 
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CITY OF LACEY 2016-2035 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN 
GENERAL GOVERNMENT PROJECTS SUMMARY SHEET 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING SOURCES 
General Revenue 2,201,469 208,305 83,278 87,500 300,000 2,050,000 2,685,000 5,414,083 46% 9,225,000 
Voted G.O. Bonds 10,350,000 
Non-Voled G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID/ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 1,000,000 487,500 2,450,000 530,000 3,467,500 29% 3,500,000 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 229,685 11,722 365,n5 2,060,199 481,786 2,919.482 25% 

TOTAL 3,431,154 208,305 95,000 87,500 1,153,275 6,560,199 3,696,786 11,801,065 100% 23,075,000 

w EXPENDITURES BY CATEGORY 
I 
Vl Planning 56,000 60,000 

Preliminary Design 190,417 150,000 
Design & Engineering 409,444 208,305 67,500 480,n5 211 ,755 10,000 978,335 8% 627,500 
Land I ROW Acquisition 2,000,000 2,500,000 4,500,000 38% 2,375,000 
Construction 2,731,793 40,000 20,000 642,500 3,255,000 1,151,786 5,109,286 43% 19,840,000 
Other 43,500 55,000 30,000 1,093,444 35,000 1,213,444 10% 22,500 

TOTAL 3,431,154 208,305 95,000 87,500 1,153,275 6,560,199 3,696,786 11,801,065 100% 23,075,000 

EXPENDITURES BY PROJECT 
GG- 1 New Depot Museum Facility 246,417 208,305 55,000 445,n5 4,560,199 1,011,786 6,281 ,065 53% 
GG- 2 Jacob Smith House Parking & Pavillion 300,000 185,000 485,000 4% 
GG- 3 Senior Center E>cpansion 3,089,685 67,500 382,500 450,000 4% 1,350,000 
GG- 4 Gateway Project 2,000,000 2,500,000 4,500,000 38% 6,000,000 
GG- 5 Historic City Hall & Moseum 25,000 25,000 0% 
GG- 6 Public Art 95,052 40,000 20,000 60,000 1% 25,000 
GG- 7 Woodland Trail Phase 3 3,000,000 
GG- 8 Lacey Community Center Phase II and Ill 10,000,000 
GG- 9 Urban Beautification 2.000.000 
GG- 10 McKinney Environmental lnterprelive Center 700,000 

TOTAL 3,431,154 208,305 95,000 87,500 1,153,275 6,560,199 3,696,786 11,801,065 100% 23,075,000 

Notes: Project lunding and expenditure amounts shown In Iha luture years column are preliminary csllmates lor planning purposes. ldentilicatlon of specilic revenue sources and expenditures will be made as projects move into the O·rr.eat 
planning window. 
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PlanninQ Period: 2016-2035 
Project Title: New Depat Museum Facility 
Location: Pacific Avenue, west of Clearbrook Dr SE 

File Number: 
UGA Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

QQ01.xls 
Central 
Woodland 

C FP Project: 
Department 

GG- 1 
Parks 

Project Description: Replacement public facility for the existing Lacey Museum. The Depot Museum will be constructed in phases as funding is secured. Phase 1 is scheduled to be open after June l, 2019 

Project Justification: The existing building is not adequate to house museum artifacts, exhibits and activities . The Depot Museum will celebrate Lacey's 50th year as an incorporated city and it's 125th year 
as an established community. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Plan for Outdoor Recreation & Council Decision Current Project Status: Planning land Status City OwnershipJRail Banking Agreement 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 246,417 208,305 43,278 50,000 301,583 5% 
Voted G.O. Bonds 

Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 

Utility Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 

LID/ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 

PWTFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 105,000 2,450,000 530,000 3,085,000 49% 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 

Other • Donations 11,722 340,775 2,060,199 481,786 2,894,482 46% 

TOTAL FUNDING 246,417 208,305 55,000 445,775 4,560,199 1,011,786 6,281,065 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 56,000 
Preliminary Design 190,417 
Design & Engineering 208,305 445,775 211,755 865,835 14% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

Construction 3,255,000 976,786 4,231,786 67% 
Other 1 55,000 1,093,444 35,000 1,183.444 19% 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 246,417 208,305 55,000 445,775 4,560,199 1,011,766 6,281,065 100% 

Notes: 1. Exhibit Fabrication 
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PlanninQ Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Jacob Smith House ParkinQ & Pavillion 
Jacob Smith House on lntelco Loop SE 

File Number: 
UGA PlanninQ Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

QQ04.xls 
Horizons 
Rainier Vista 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

GG- 2 
Parks 

Project Description: This project will be constructed in phases as funds are available. Phase 1 includes construction of a 60 stall parking lot, lighting, and storm retention. Phase 2 includes construction 
of a pavilHon for rental during outdoor special events. 

Project Justification: A covered pavilllon and paved parking lot will draw larger groups to rent the Jacob Smith House for social events. such as family reunions and outdoor weddings, and 
bring in more revenue. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Plan for Outdoor Recreation & Council decision Current Project Status: PlanninQ Land Status: Citv Owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2616 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 300,000 185.000 485,000 100% 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID/ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 300,000 185,000 485,000 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 30,000 10,000 40,000 8% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 240,000 175,000 415,000 86% 
Other 30,000 30,000 6% 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 300,000 185,000 485,000 100% 

Nol.US: 

Future Years 
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PlanninQ Period: 2016-2035 
Project Title: Senior Center Expansion 
Location: Lacey Senior Center on Pacific Ave 

Project Description: Expansion of Lacey Senior Center and parking. 

File Number: 
UGA PlanninQ Area: 
Park Plan Sector: 

QQ02.xls 
Tangffhom 
Thompson Place 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

GG- 3 
Parks 

Project Justification: Phase A, 5,400 square feel addition was constructed in 2012-2013. Addition of 50 stalls to the Senior Center parking lot is planned in 2018 and 2800 square feet building 
addition in 2023. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Plan for Outdoor Recreation and Council Decision Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City Owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 1,860,000 67,500 67,500 15% 700,000 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID/ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFloan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 1,000,000 382,500 382,500 85% 650,000 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 229,685 

TOTAL FUNDING 3,089,685 67,500 382,500 450,000 100% 1,350,000 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 409,444 67,500 67,500 15% 202,500 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 2,636,741 382,500 382,500 85% 1,125,000 
Other (furnishings) 43,500 22,500 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 3,089,685 • 67,500 382,500 450,000 100% 1,350,000 

Notes: ' Confirm when project is complete 
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Plannins:i Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Gateway Project 
Hawks Prairie Business District 

Project Description: Purchase of 1 o acres and construction of City facility(s). 

File Number: 
UGAArea 

qs:i03.xls 
Hawks Prairie 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

GG- 4 
General 

Project Justification: The Gateway Project requires a City municipal presence to be successful. A Memorandum Of Understanding between the project developer and the City agrees to the City's purchase 
of 10 acres in the Hawks Prairie Business District to establish a City facility such as a Library, public performing arts center, conference center, police sub-stalion or public plaza. 

Polley Basis: Council Decision Current Proiect Status: Planninfl Land status: Acquisition Requlreo 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 2,000,000 2,500,000 4,500,000 100% 6,000,000 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID/ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA i LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 2,000,000 2,500,000 4,500,000 100% 6,000,000 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 2,000,000 2,500,000 4,500,000 100% 
Construction 6,000,000 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 2,000,000 2,500,000 4,500,000 100% 6,000,000 

Notes: 
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PlanninQ Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

Project Descriplion: 

Project Justification: 

2016-2035 
Historic City Hall & Museum 
829 Lacey Streeet SE 

First Lacey City Hall / Lacey Museum Re-purposing. 

File Number: 
UGA PlanninQ Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

s:IQ05.xls 
Central 
Woodland 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

When the Museum moves from this structure into the DEPOT MUSEUM in December of 2018, this structure will be vacant. 

The City desires to use the historic building for another purpose. An accessible entrance will be constructed. 

Policy Basis: Comprehensive Parks Plan Current Project Status: land Status: 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID/ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 25,000 25,000 

TOTAL FUNDING 25,000 25,000 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 5,000 5,000 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 20,000 20,000 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 25,000 25,000 

Noles; 

GG- 5 
Parks 

O/o 

100% 

100% 

20% 

80% 

100% 

Future Years 



Planninq Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Public Art 
City-Wide 

File Number: 
UGA Planninq Area: 

QQ06.xls 
City-Wide 

CFP Proiect: 
Department: 

GG- 6 
Citv Council 

Project Description: This is a continuing program to acquire art for enjoyment of the public at various facilities. The City Council adopted a similar requirement in Ordinance 1022. The City Public Art 
Program was suspended in 2009, but will be reactivated in future years as the economy improves. 

Project Justilicalion: Stale law mandates a percentage of project costs be set aside for art for all state and school facilities. The City Council adopted a similar requirement in Ordinance 1022. 

Policy Basis: Council Directive 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voled G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates I Fees 

Prior Years 

95,052 

Current Project Status: PlanninQ 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

40,000 20,000 

Land Status: Public Property 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

60,000 25,000 

w GFC Revenue 
I 

,..... LID / ULID - Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA / LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

95,052 40,000 20,000 60,000 25,000 

95,052 40,000 20,000 60,000 25,000 

95,052 40,000 20,000 60,000 25,000 
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PlanninQ Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Woodland Trail Phase 3 
Sleater-Kinnev to McAllister Park 

File Number: 
Plannin~ Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

r.:m07.xls 
Meadows 
McAllister 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

GG- 7 
Parks 

Project Description: Acquisition and development of a traH on the old railroad right of way parallel to Pacific Avenue from Woodland Creek Community Park to McAtrister Park . Development ol the 
Woodland Trail was planned in three phases: Phase One from the Lacey city limits to Golf Club Rd was completed in 2006. Phase Two; east of round-about on Pacilic Avenue 
to Woodland Creek Park was completed in 2010; Phase Three from Woodland Creek Park to McAllister Park Is contingent upon abandonment of the active rail line. 

Project Justification: Implements goals in the Comprehensive Land Use Plan to promote a pedestrian lriendly community and goals in the Comprehensive Plan for Outdoor Recreation to establish 
and link trail systems to serve the Lacey community. 

Policy Basis: Council Decision 12010 Comprehensive Plan for Outdoor Recreation Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID / ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Acquisition Required 

6-Year Total % Future Years --------
500,000 

2,500,000 

3,000,000 

25,000 
75,000 

250,000 
1,450,000 
1,200,000 

3,000,000 
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PlanninQ Period: 2016-2035 File Number: 
Project Title: Lacey Community Center Phase II and Ill UGA PlanninQ Area: 
Location: Woodland Creek Park Park Plan Sector: 

Project Description: Expansion of the Lacey Community Center. 

Q!'.108.xls 
Tang/Thom. 
Thompson Place 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

GG- 8 
Parks 

Project Justification: Public access to school facilities is limited to non-school hours. Expanded center would allow full adult and family use during the day and evening hours. The facility could become a 
focal point for the community. Gymnasium space is needed on evenings and weekends. Cultural arts and program space will be needed when the white house 1s demolished. 

Policy Basis: Council Prioritv 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID/ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan 
lntertund Loan 
Grants 1 

SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other2 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other3 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Noles: 

Current Project Status: Planninri 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Citv·owned 

6-Year Total % Future Years 

10,000,000 

10,000,000 

35,000 
50,000 

100,000 
925,000 

8,890,000 

10,000,000 
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PlanninQ Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

Project Description: 

2016-2035 File Number: 
Urban Beautification UGA PlanninQ Area: 
Core Area I Collector and Arterial Streeets 

QQ09.xls 
Central 

Implementation of streelscape / landscape design, Phases 1 ·8, as outlined in the City's Urban Beaulification Program. 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

GG- 9 
General 

Projecl Justilication: The 1985 Urban Beaulification Plan addresses the need to provide streetscape and landscape elements to Lacey's business and residential areas. 

Policy Basis: 1985 Urban Beautification Plan and 2010 Comp Plan Current Proiecl Status: Plannin~ Land Status: City I Privato 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------
FUNDING 

General Revenue 2,000,000 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID I ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPAILTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 2,000,000 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 2,000,000 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 2,000,000 

Notes: 
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PlanninQ Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

Project Description: 

2016-2035 
McKinney Environmental Interpretive Center 

Lake Lois Habitat Reserve on Pacific Ave SE 

File Number: 
UGA PlanninQ Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

Renovation of the historic McKiMey Building for use as an Environmental Interpretive Center. 

QQ010.xls 
Tangffhom. 
Thompson Place 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

GG- 10 
Parks 

Project Justification: The McKinney Building is the last remaining structure of the resort era. Structural improvements and utility connections will provide a shell for a luture Interpretive Center, and 
preserve Its structural integrity and life expectancy. 

Polley Basis: 201 O Comprehensive Plan for Outdoor Recreation and Council decision Current Project Status: Planninq 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID/ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan 
lntertund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Nole&; 

2021 

Land Status: Citv Owned 

6-Year Total % Future Years -------

350,000 

350,000 

700,000 

25,000 
75,000 

600,000 

700,000 



--------------------Parks 

Background 
The City of Lacey 2010 Comprehensive Plan 
for Outdoor Recreation serves as the primary 
framework for providing high-quality parks and 
recreation facilities to residents and visitors of 
Lacey and its surrounding urban growth area, and 
will ensure that adequate facilities and resources 
are available in the future. 

In developing the Outdoor Recreation Plan, 
Lacey and its Urban Growth Area (UGA) was 
divided into ten "park planning sectors," each 
encompassing a different geographic area. The 
UGA was adopted by local jurisdictions in 1988. 
An inventory of all public and private park and 
recreational facilities, as well as special features, 
conditions, and limitations which could affect 
future park land acquisition and development, was 
conducted in each sector. 

To ensure that the parks and recreation planning 
process would address the interests and needs of 
the citizenry, a significant public participation 
program was implemented for development 
of the 2010 Comprehensive Plan for Outdoor 
Recreation. City staff held an open house in 
January and a public meeting in May; surveyed 
participants at the open house, several events 
and at winter and spring program registrations; 
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2016-2035 

provided surveys and drop boxes at facilities; and 
conducted an online survey to get public input 
in order to update this Comprehensive Plan for 
Outdoor Recreation. The questions were identical 
on the on-line and hard copy surveys. 

Results of the survey indicated strong support for 
improvement of existing parks and development 
of undeveloped parklands. Playground 
equipment, youth athletic fields, outdoor 
swimming areas, picnic facilities and shelters, 
restrooms, parking, and walking and bicycle 
trails all rated very highly. Respondents were 
very interested natural area preservation and 
enhancement. There was also high interest in 
boating, hiking, fishing, and attending special 
events, such as outdoor fairs and concerts. 

The information acquired through the facilities 
inventory, the survey, and public participation 
during development of the 2010 Comprehensive 
Plan for Outdoor Recreation, together with City 
and UGA population growth forecasts, provided 
the basis for the plan's development. 

Parks and Recreation 2010 Goals 
The goals identified in the City of Lacey 2010 
Comprehensive Plan for Outdoor Recreation are: 

1) Develop a high quality, diversified parks and 
recreation system that provides amenities 
and activities for all ages, interests and 
abilities. 

2) Provide stable, long term revenue sources. 

3) Provide parks and facilities to under-served 
areas as identified by the Comprehensive 
Plan. 

4) Coordinate with other agencies, cities, 
Thurston County, Thurston Regional 
Planning Council, districts, and individuals 



to plan and provide for open spaces, facilities, 
parks, and trails to meet recreational and 
regional transportation needs sufficient to 
serve long-tenn population growth. 

5) Incorporate critical areas, ecological features 
and natural resources into the park system 
to protect and preserve habitat and retain 
migration corridors important to local 
wildlife. 

6) Develop a high quality system of multi
purpose trails and corridors that access 
significant environmental features, public 
facilities, neighborhoods and business 
districts and promote physical activity and a 
health conscious community. Coordinate trail 
acquisition and development with the City of 
Lacey Capital Facilities Plan, Transportation 
Plan and the Cities of Olympia, Lacey 
and Tumwater Urban Trails Plan, and the 
Thurston Regional Trails Plan. 

7) Preserve significant historical resources that 
are of the highest quality that recognizes our 
diverse community. 

8) Continue to maintain parks and recreational 
facilities at a high standard of care. 

9) Encourage public involvement when planning 
for park development and management, and 
for recreational opportunities. 

10) Provide indoor and outdoor facilities that 
encourage family participation in both 
recreational and cultural activities. 

I I) Develop, staff, train and support a 
professional parks and recreation department 
that effectively serves the community in 
the realization of the identified goals and 
objectives. 

12) Ensure that diverse traditional and non
traditional programs and facilities are 
considered when balancing the diverse 
recreational needs of the community. 

Objectives vital to achieving goals include: 

• Acquire land for future park development in 
underserved planning areas as land becomes 
available, especially in light of the recent 
decline in land prices. 

• Initiate and strengthen public/private 
partnerships in order to offer optimum services 
to residents that would not be possible without 
the partnership. 

• Maximize scarce public dollars by continuing 
the partnership with North Thurston Public 
Schools. 

General Action Policies 
The Comprehensive Plan for Outdoor Recreation 
outlines the following areas of "General Actions" 
the City will undertake to improve its recreational 
facilities and programs: 

Athletic Fields - Acquire and provide additional 
athletic field sites to ensure that sufficient land is 
available should school facility access become 
more limited. 

Funding - Establish long tenn, stable funding 
sources-for-acquisition,-development,-and 
maintenance of park and recreation facilities. 

Fresh and Salt Water Access - Develop-a
comprehensive program to inventory, assess, 
and improve public access to lakes, streams and 
waterfront, in conjunction with Shoreline Master 
Program planning efforts. 

Indoor and Outdoor Facilities - Conduct space 
planning to ensure adequate public indoor and 
outdoor facilities are available to meet the diverse 
cultural and recreational needs of the community. 

Maintenance - Provide-for-continuing 
maintenance of all facilities at an appropriate 
level. 

Multiple Use Designs - Design public facilities 
to ensure multiple use of sites whenever feasible. 



Open Space - Maintain a comprehensive 
inventory of all open space within the planning 
areas. Maintain City standards of requiring 
consolidation of open space within and among 
residential development, and to provide for park 
land dedication or fee payment as an alternative. 

Public/Private Partnerships - Pursue 
opportunities for self-supporting or revenue
producing projects that provide a public service 
and complement any private inveshnent. 

Regional Planning - Continue coordination 
with other jurisdictions for acquisition and 
development of parks of regional scope and 
purpose. 

Schools - Maintain and expand agreements 
for joint facility use with North Thurston Public 
Schools. 

Signs -Maintain the comprehensive park 
signage program, including design and installation 
standards. 

Support Facilities - Standardize the design and 
specifications for construction of support facilities 
such as restrooms and picnic shelters. 

Urban Trails and Linear Parks- Identify-and 
preserve routes, such as railroad rights-of-way 
and along Woodland Creek, which will link 
all of the planning areas via a system of urban 
trails. Maintain the regional Urban Trails Plan 
in cooperation with Olympia, Tumwater, and 
Thurston County and the pedestrian and bikeways 
plans in the City of Lacey's Capital Facilities and 
Transportation Plans. 

Utilities - Extend municipal utilities to all 
neighborhood and community parks and special 
use facilities. 

Urban Growth Area Parks - Identify 
and acquire land for future neighborhood 
and community parks and trails. Develop 
neighborhood parks upon annexation of the 
service area into the City. Community parks may 
be developed prior to annexation if serving unmet 
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needs for city residents. 

Needs Assessment Guidelines 

In determining the need for additional public 
recreation facilities within the ten planning 
area of the City and UGA, the role that private 
recreation provides can play in meeting needs was 
considered: 

• Small, privately owned playgrounds and 
other recreational facilities within apartment 
complexes and other developments meet some 
of the need for park land. 

• Private park facilities serving residents of a 
small area, such as HOA Pocket Parks, do not 
reduce the long-term need for public parks 
within a Yi mile service area. 

• Private facilities accessed through 
membership, such as L.A. Fitness or Thrive 
Community Fitness do not substitute for 
public facilities. 

• Private facilities that are open to the public and 
charge fees comparable to those charged by 
public facilities, such as Tanglewilde Park's 
Outdoor Swimming Pool, meet some of the 
need for public facilities. 

• Private access to salt or fresh water and open 
space or habitat reserves serve a special 
purpose and may help to offset the need for 
additional public park property. 

Park Classifications 
Parks are classified by types and guidelines in the 
plan to serve the recreational interests and needs 
of Lacey's service area citizens: 

Plazas and Public Spaces: Plazas and public 
spaces are small specialized facilities, including 
tot lots, downtown parks, and seating areas along 
trails or sidewalks. They are generally used by 
nearby residents or special user groups, such as 
downtown employees and shoppers. The service 
radius for plazas and public spaces is two to three 
blocks with no minimum acreage guidelines, 



but are typically less than one acre. Generally, 
the plazas and public spaces have benches or 
picnic tables, flags or artwork, and limited play 
equipment, if any. Plazas and public spaces are 
usually located in proximity to higher density 
residential or commercial areas with pedestrian 
access. 

Neighborhood Parks: Neighborhood parks are 
easily accessible, serving the nearby population 
within walking distance of all residential areas. 
The service radius for neighborhood parks is 
one-half to one mile with a minimum goal of 
2 acres per 1,000 residents. The preferred size 
is 5 to 20 acres. Active outdoor recreation is 
usually designated as the primary purpose. The 
common features in a neighborhood park include 
open, multi-purpose playfields, limited athletic 
facilities, sport courts, children's playgrounds and 
picnic facilities. Restroom facilities, if provided, 
are portable and/or seasonal. Parking is usually 
limited to parallel parking in the roadway. Sites 
suitable for neighborhood parks are those lands 
that can support intense development. At least 
50% of a neighborhood park should be bordered 
by public roads, located in the center of the 
service area with convenient pedestrian access, 
adjacent to or in close proximity to other open 
space and school sites. A neighborhood park 
service area may include several subdivisions and 
may correlate to elementary school boundaries. 

Community Parks: Community parks serve 
multiple neighborhoods and may serve the entire 
city and UGA by offering a diverse environment 
suitable for a wide range of active and passive 
recreational activities, and include developed 
and natural areas. A portion of the site nonnally 
must be suitable for intense development. The 
service radius is two to three miles with a 
minimum goal of 3 acres per 1,000 residents. The 
preferred size is 40 to l 00 acres. These parks 
often include features unique in the community 
or the city. Common features in a community 
park are athletic fields and courts (lighted or day-
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use), swimming facilities, recreation buildings, 
group picnic facilities, natural areas, skate park 
and local access trail systems. Sites suitable for 
community parks include shorelines, waterfront, 
natural features and vegetation, and varied 
topography. Although it is preferred that 50% of 
the land be bordered by public streets accessed 
from an arterial street, it is not always achieved. 

Regional Parks: Regional parks are areas 
offering recreational opportunities that attract 
a diverse group of people county-wide or from 
a larger region. They provide residents of the 
region with an opportunity to enjoy outdoor 
recreation in a natural setting or in an intensely 
developed area. Common features one might find 
in a regional park are special purpose facilities, 
lighted athletic complex, waterfront, or natural 
areas. Regional parks typically require a user fee 
and should not be entirely supported by City of 
Lacey tax dollars. 

Special Purpose Facilities: Special purpose 
facilities offer major specialized or single-purpose 
facilities filling particular needs for specific 
recreational facilities. The service area can 
be variable and is generally community-wide. 
The acreage, preferred size, and site factors are 
variable as well. Common features of a special 
purpose facility are indoor swimming areas, 
golf courses, nature centers, athletic facilities, 
museums, and community centers. 

Linear Parks: Linear parks are areas developed 
for recreational travel or to accent linear 
resources, such as a stream or shoreline. They 
provide the community with an opportunity to 
enjoy shorelines and streams and provide places 
to walk, jog, bicycle, or ride horseback along 
paths set apart from public streets. The service 
area can be variable, generally community-wide 
or regional, and the acreage and size can also 
be variable. Common features of a linear park 
are paved paths, seating areas, landscaping, 
shoreline and viewpoints. Suitable sites for linear 



parks include linkages between public facilities, 
neighboring land uses and varied topography. 
They have easy public access and usually multiple 
access points. 

Open Space: Open spaces are areas that have 
been preserved or protected from development. 
They may provide a buffer between land uses, 
ensure a rural atmosphere, reduce building 
density, preserve natural settings, provide visual 
relief, or are used for other public purposes. The 
size is variable. Common features of open areas 
are natural vegetation or landscaping and steep 
topography. The open space may provide wildlife 
habitat. Sites suitable for open spaces depend on 
the density of surrounding development. 

Conservancy Sites: Conservancy sites are those 
special management areas encompassing rare, 
irreplaceable, natural or cultural features. They 
are created to preserve, protect and enhance 
appreciation of environmental and cultural 
features of significance or sensitivity. The size is 
variable. Common features of conservancy sites 
are wetlands, wildlife habitat and historical sites 
and structures. Suitable sites show a presence of 
significant and sensitive features. Conservancy 
sites may be commonly called natural areas 
refuges, or habitat reserves. 

Tot lots, often referred to as pocket parks, which 
are typically dedicated as active open space 
within subdivisions are owned and maintained 
by the development's Homeowners Association. 
They are not available for public use and are not 
included in this inventory. 

Level-of-Service Analysis 

The City's comprehensive parks plan established 
a level of service (LOS) standard of five 
developed acres of park land per one thousand 

land and park development. Due to the design 
and service area of different park types, it would 
be misleading to consider LOS by the presence 
or absence of a particular park type within each 
planning area. Community parks can and do fill 
the role of neighborhood parks, when they provide 
some or all of the same recreation opportunities 
of a neighborhood park, and when located within 
walking distance of one-half to one mile of the 
subject area. Wonderwood Park is an example 
of such a park. There is no need to provide a 
neighborhood park within a .5 mile distance 
from Wonderwood Park due to the recreation 
opportunities at this park. 

LOS is considered the most accurate way to assess 
need for additional land and park development. 
However, the service area for a park, whether a 
neighborhood or community park, is defined by 
the distance to a park, ease of accessibility, the 
location of busy streets or geographic features, 
such as lakes and other natural features that 
present barriers, is an assessment factor also. 
Community parks and neighborhood parks 
have different service areas. Community parks, 
based on amenities provided, may serve multiple 
neighborhoods, multiple planning areas, or the 
entire city and UGA. Long Lake Park serves the 
entire city with its freshwater beach and guarded 
swimming area. Community parks typically have 
a service area of two to three miles, which may 
overlap multiple planning areas. 

Level of Service Standard 
Combined Neighborhood and Community Parks 

Minimum Standard S acres/1000 population 

Planning Area Population Minimum Current Acerage 
2010 Required Acerage Needed 

Pleasant Glade 2,472 12.36 366.72 0.00 
Woodland 772 3.86 9.80 0.00 
Wonderwood 15,819 79.10 68.85 10.48 
Rainier Vista 13,423 67.11 84.80 0.00 

people. The level of service has been calculated · Interlake 5,278 26.39 9.95 16.44 

by considering total acres of park area, including Pattison 3,679 18.40 o.oo 18.40 

both neighborhood and community parks, in McAllister 5,150 25.75 58.97 0.00 
Thompson Place 8,836 44.18 98.76 0.00 

each planning area. LOS is considered the most 
Meadows 12,581 62.91 71.47 0.00 

accurate way of to assess need for additional Hawk's Prairie 8,354 41.77 198.09 0.00 
TOTAL 76,364 381.83 967.41 45.09 
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Population density can increase need and reduce 
the service area. Analysis of the service area 
map demonstrates that parks are provided to 
most areas of the City and many areas within the 
growth area. In addition, projects identified in 
the Action Program of the City of Lacey 2010 
Comprehensive Plan for Outdoor Recreation 
will provide adpitional service to areas both 
within the City and the growth area through 
2015. Table 4.1 illustrates how the capital 
facilities park projects planned through the year 
2030 will affect this service level. It should be 
noted that the general purpose of this Capital 
Facilities Plan is to demonstrate how the City 
will implement the 2010 Comprehensive Plan 
for Outdoor Recreation. Readers wishing more 
detailed explanations of parks and recreation 
facility planning methodologies are encouraged 
to review the City of Lacey 2010 Comprehensive 
Plan for Outdoor Recreation, which is available 
in the reference section of the Lacey Timberland 
Library, at Lacey City Hall, and on-line at www. 
ci.lacey.wa.us. 

Level of Service Standard 
Combined Neighborhood and Community Parks 

Minimum Standard 5 acres/1000 population 

Planning Area Population Minimum Current Acerage 
2030 Required Acerage Needed 

Pleasant Glade 6,129 30.65 366.72 0.00 
Woodland 1,100 5.50 9.80 0.00 
Wondetwood 16,579 82.89 68.85 14.28 
Rainier Vista 16,182 80.91 84.80 0.00 
Interlake 6,049 30.25 9.95 20.30 
Pattison 7,631 38.16 0.00 38.16 
McAllister 10,632 53.16 58.97 0.00 
Thompson Place 12,01 S 60.08 98.76 0.00 
Meadows 20,185 100.93 71.47 29.47 
Hawk's Prairie 16,066 80.33 198.09 50.07 
TOTAL 112,568 562.84 967.41 152.25 

T:ible4.2 
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Plan Implementation Costs 
At this stage of the general planning process it 
is difficult to accurately predict the total cost 
of acquisition, development and maintenance 
of an expanded park system. Many variables, 
such as land acquisition, volunteer assistance, 
facility components and design, and levels 
of maintenance, will affect these costs. The 
following estimates are presented simply as an aid 
in assessing the implementation costs. 

Land 
Acquisition of park land average cost: $35,000 to 
$65,000 per acre. 

Facilities 
Neighborhood Park Development Costs: $100,000 
to $150,000 per acre (excluding natural areas). 

Community Park Development Costs: $100,000 
to $200,000 per acre (excluding natural areas). 

Urban Trail Construction: A minimum of 
$250,000 to $500,000 per mile (paved). 

Urban trail construction: A minimum of $75,000 
to $100,000 per mile (non-paved). 

Maintenance 
Maintenance personnel: One technician per 12 
to 15 acres of developed park area. Total annual 
maintenance and operation costs including 
administration, support staff and miscellaneous 
items: $10,000 to $12,000 per developed acre. 

Capital Project Scheduling 
Some of the projects listed in this Capital 
Facilities Plan may appear in an order that differs 
from that shown in the 2010 Comprehensive Plan 
for Outdoor Recreation. This reflects the reality 
that, in the comprehensive planning process, 
it is not always possible to determine when 
certain properties will become available for park 
development. In some instances, the City may 
have first right-of-refusal on identified parcels that 
cannot be exercised until the propert}' is put on the 
market. In other instances, park areas are created 



during commercial or residential development, 
which may occur earlier or later than anticipated. 

6-Year Capital Project Financing 
The financing plan for the first six years of the 
Parks Element ofthe ·2016-2035 Capital Facilities 
Plan is outlined in Table 4.3. The Growth 
Management Act requires that capital facilities 
funding sources be identified within six years of 
determining a project's need. Funding sources 
include general revenue, voted G.O. bonds, SEPA, 
the Park and Open Space Fund, grants and local 
community contributions. 

The first public facility was donated to the City 
of Lacey in 1970, and the first park was acquired 
in 1971. In 1990, the City began collecting a 1 % 
utility tax for the acquisition and development 
of parks and open spaces. In 2002, Lacey voters 
supported a $9.9 million bond issue to fund park 
development and renovation. By 2009, all bonds 
had been spent. 

Acquisition of park land is financed primarily 
with utility taxes, grants, donations, and land 
dedicated as a results of development mitigation. 
Parks and facilities have been developed with 
voted G.O. bonds, grants, development mitigation, 
SEPA, utility taxes, the public facilities district 
sales tax revenues, general revenue, lodging tax 
revenues, and donations. 

The City will consider placing a park development 
bond issue before the voters during this six year 

2016 2017 2018 

General Revenue 150,000 54,200 455,000 
Voted G.O. Bonds 

Grants 19,000 
Developer Financing 10,000 

Other 10 000 s.ooo 

TOTAi $189,000 $54 200 $460 000 

Table43 
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period, if the economy improves. The City will 
continue to rely on a variety of these funding 
sources to finance the projects in 2014 - 2019 and 
through 2026. 

Accomplishments 
The 2007 - 2026 CFP was adopted in April 
of 2007. With the update and adoption of the 
Comprehensive Plan for Outdoor Recreation 
in July, 2010, it was necessary to include those 
projects identified in the 2010 - 20 I 5 Action 
Program in the CFP, so that the two documents are 
consistent. The City Council adopted the interim 
update in September of 2010. Projects that have 
been completed since adoption of the CFP in 
2007 and the 2014 updates are noted below and 
removed from this update. 

Project PARKS-I, Regional Sports Complex/ 
Dev was completed in 2009 with the additional 
netting and fencing constructed in 2012-2013. 
PARKS-2, the Woodland Creek Community 
Park/Dev Project was completed in 2008 and 
included construction of two picnic shelters and 
facilities, parking, restroom, and play equipment; 
construction of the trail head and trail was 
completed in two phases from 2010-2012. Phase 
one of Meridian Neighborhood Park, one of the 
two parks identified in PARKS-3, was constructed 
in 2008. Improvements to William A. Bush 
Neighborhood Park, PARKS-4, were completed in 
2008, and financed entirely with voter approved 

2019 2020 2021 Total 

50,000 709,200 
25,000 100,000 500,000 625,000 
50,000 1,000,000 1,069,000 

10,000 
500 000 515 000 

$125,000 $100 000 $2 000 000 $2,928,200 



bonds. Project PARK.S-8, development of Avonlea 
Neighborhood Park was completed in 2008, and 
financed entirely with voter approved bonds. The 
picnic shelter and facilities, half basketball court, 
and play equipment at Thornbury Neighborhood 
Park, project PAR.KS-I 0, were also financed 
entirely with voter approved bonds. In 2012, 
PARKS-16, was implemented. A 0.23 acre 
parcel was acquired and an asphalt trail from 
Ruddell Loop to the SE corner of the park was 
constructed. PARK.S-17, 407 acres of parkland 
were acquired in March of 2011; and 87 acres in 
October of2012. 
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A Long Lake Park · 10 Acres 

B Wonderwood Park • 40 Acres 

C Wanschers Park · IS Acres 

D Rainier Visl3 Park · 46 Acres 
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F McAllister Grove Park • 60 Acres 
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Existing Parkland • 

Brooks Park • l Acrc 

l lomrn:in Park - 8 Acres 

l-S Park • 3 Acres 
Lake Lois Park.'Habitnl Reserve -
19 Acre~ 
ll1ombury Park • 8 Acres 

William A. Bush Park - 10 Acres 

Corporate Center Park • 3 Acres 

Meridian Campus Park So - 23 Acres 

Mcri~ian Campus !'ark No - S Acres 

Huntamcr Park - I Acre 

Downtown Mini Parks - I Acn: 

Avonlca Park - S Acres 

Pleasant Glade Park • 32 Acn:s 

l.akcpoinl Park - lO Acres 

llorizon Pointe Park - lO Acn:s 

TRAILS 
William Ives Trail - S Acres 

Woodland Tr.iii • 33 Acres 
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CITY OF LACEY 2016-2035 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN 
PARKS PROJECTS SUMMARY SHEET 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING SOURCES 

Geo!iral'ReveouJ'I :2.Hi8;22s 150-QQI} 5"4,200 455,000· 50,"00Q 709;200 24% 3.1.04.489 
Voled G.O. Bonds 14,303,500 25,000 100 .. 000 500,000 625,000 21% 14,565,000 
Noo-Votoo G:o. Bonds :5,500,000 
Revenue Bonds 

UUlily ~tes: I F.ees t,456,000 10'.000 10.000 .0% 
GFC Revenue 

UO l-UUD 

Arterial Slreet Fund 

PWTFLoan 

lnlerfund Loan 

Granls 1.,428,000 19,000 ·50,000 ·1,000,000 ·1 ;06~;000 37% tt,850,000 
SEPA / LTA 3,500,000 
O~per F'mancirig: 1p,c;>op 10~000 W/o "6;350,000 
Other 1,991,986 5,000 500,000 505.000 17% 1,215.,000 

TOTAL 21,347,715 189,000 54,200 460,000 125.000 100.000 2.000,000 2,928,200 100% 46,084,489 

EXPENDITURES BY CATEGORY 
Planning 14,514 5;000· 
Preliminary Design 23,000 100.000 50,.000 150,000 5% 485.000 
Design·& Engineering 25,948 50.000 11.486 100,000 16'1 ,486 :6% 2,~64;000 

l and I ROW Acquisition 3,456,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 34% 17,290.000 
·ConslrUcUon 17,731,783· 189,000 4.~oo 46d,poo. n~-514 850,000 1~616,'t14 $$% 24,915,489 
Olher 96.470 1,025.000 

TOTAL 21,347,715 189,000 54,200 460,000 125,000 100,000 2.000.000 2,928,200 100% 46,084,489 

EXPENDITURES BY PROJECT 

PARKS•l e.ieasant·Glade P-eirk:I ~ 10.000. 10;000 -004 
PARKS-2 Homann Park I Redevelopment 65,000 65.000 2% 250.000 

·PARKS~3 R~ional:~lhletit -Com(>lexl oev: '.14.-178;229 :w.ooo. 20;000 1% "1,654.469· 
PARKS· 4 Regional Alhletlc Complex Parking 50,000 450,000 500,000 17% 
-PARKS:5 Ciiric: Pfa2a Reliovaliori: •1;200- 1.0;000 14·;200 U% 
PARKS·6 Woodland Creek Community Park I Dev 2,518,986 10,000 100,000 110,000 4% 

·f'ARKS· 1 · Lake: lols· Park Re5toraUon 10,000 2!>,000 25,000 1% 25,000· 
PARKS·8 Regional Alhletic Complex, Ph 3/Dev 100,000 100,000 3% 5,000,000 

PAR_~"S· Wondmwood ParkJ lrriP.rovements. 33.:soo 33,600 1% 
PARKS·10 Long Lake Park I Acq & Dev 2,000,000 2,000,000 68% 
.P.ARK$: 1:1 ·Mer1~n·~ampus Parks toe11 1·,184,500. ·2:500,000' 
PARKS·12 Rainier Visla Park (451h Ave) J Dev 50,400 50,400 2% 

P.ARK$·. 1:~ W~n~t;h~~ ¢.l!f11'11Unity P~rk-1 Dev 3,000,000: 

PARKS· 14 Bikes, Boards, and Rollerblades Facility 1,200,000 

-F'M.KS, 1s. POWl'lti>Wl.1 tv'lihl-Pat!tsl Dev 100.000: 
PARKS·16 Neighborhood Parks (2) I Acq & Dev 2,000,000 

P.ARKS~1·T LakepOinte. Paik /. OeV: 390,000· 
PARKS-18 Alhletic Field PaviUion 1,000,000 

-PARKS•19 NE Area·communitY.:Paocl. Ai:Q .J,45.e,ooo· :5;000.000· 

PARKS·20 Neighborhood Park I Acq & Dev 665,000 

-P.ARKS~21 McAllfster Community Parft f Dev 2 i000,000' 
PARKS- 22 Southeast Area Community Park 4,000,000 
PARKS~23 Neighborhood:Parks:7. Acq_& Dev :2j000,000 
PARKS·24 Neighborhood Park I Acq & Dev 2,000,000 
PARKS:..25 Nelghborhood..Parkl-Acq & Dev 2 f000,000 
PARKS-26 Neighborhood Parks (3) I Acq & Dev 2,000,000 
P.A~S:..27 filelghborhoot!: ·Parks. :ca) ·I Acq &·Dev 2 ,000,000 
PARKS-28 Neighborhood Parks (2) I Acq & Dev 1,000,000 

P.ARi(S:..2~ WJll!al'l! lv~s Ttal! E)!t~C}Sl!>r! 1t;IO;Q09 

PARKS· 30 Horizon Pointe Park Expansion 600,000 
Pl\Rl(s;,3; Watei'fronl Aqcess ~.OOO;Q()O 

PARKS 32 Woodland Creek 2,000,000 

PARKS: 33 off i:.e.asb .OoQ: Ar~a WO;OOO 
PARKS 34 Woodland Creek 500,000 

TOTAL 21,347,715 189.000 54,200 460.000 125,000 100,000 2.000.000 2.928,200 100% 46,084,489 

Notes: Project funding and expendilure amounts shown In the future ~ars column are preliminary estimates for planning purposes Identification of specific revenue sources and expenddures wiU be made as projects move Into the 6-~ar 
planning window. 



PlanninR Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Pleasant Glade Park I Dev 
5011 Pleasant Glade Rd NE 

File Number: 
UGA PlanninR Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr001.xls 
Pleasant Glc 
Pleasant Glade 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS- 1 
Parks 

Project Description: Phase 1 development or a neighborhood park site. The parkland, 32 acres, was acquired In 2002 with State Grant funds. Minimal development (trail, fencing, picnic table, kiosk) to 
accomodate public use of the site. 

I Project Justification: 

Policy Basis: 2004 and 201 O Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

General :Reveooe: 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Nan~Voted: G,0 .. Barlds: 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates J .Fees· 

~ GFC Revenue 

t3 -~~e~~~~~eet Fund 

·PWTF l;.oan . 
lnterfund Loan 
GraritS 
SEPA/LTA 

: Dl!Weh;ip~r f.i~ncinQ: 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
:Oi:µ;fgr:i $ _Engln~~ring 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

:COtJ!StrU¢llc~i:i 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planninq Land Status: City Owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

10,000 to;poo 100%. 

10,000 10,000 100% 

10,000 10,000 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Homann Park I Redevelopment 
Carpenter Road SE at Alana Drive 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr002.xls 
Central 
Wonderwood 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-2 
Parks 

Project Description: Project to Include repair and/or replacement of fencing, play equipment. and restroom facilities. basketball court re-surfacing, and the addition or a picnic shelter. Play equipment will 
be replaced In 2015. 

Project Justification: Fencing and other park amenities are in need of repair or replacement. The playground equipment Is outdated and does not meet ADA standards. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 
:General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.04 Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
·uiility Rates I Fees 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: PlanninQ 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

65,000 

Land Status: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

·65,000 100% 
250,000 

f" GFC Revenue 
- -LIO'lULlD w 

Arterial Street Fund 
·PWTFL<iafl · 
lnterfund Loan 
.Grants · 
SEPA / LTA 
Oeveloper Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &-.Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes; 

65,000 

.55;000. 

65,000 

65,000 100% 

:65,000 100% 

65,000 100% 

250,000 

5,000 
20,000· 

225,000 

250,000 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Regional Athletic Complex I Dev 
Marvin Road SE at Steilacoom Road 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr003.xls 
Meadows 
Meadows 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-3 
Parks 

Project Description: Replace clay soil pitchers motJnd on baseban field #5 with synthetic motJnd and replace natural turf bullpens on baseball field #5 with synthetic turf. 

Project Justification: In future years, synthetic turf on the ballfield infields and soccer field will need life cycle replacement. 

Polley Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City OWned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue· 122:;229 15;000: 1!5~000 704AB9· 
Voted G.0. Bonds 11,85S,0001• 2 

Noir.Voted G.0. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 

.UtililyRates:f Fees 
GFC Revenue 
llDIULID 
Arterial Street Fund 

PWTF·L:oan 
lnterfund Loan 

Grants· 240~0PO s·.ooo. $,000 100.000 
SEPAi LTA 

Developer ·Flnancln!l 
:J 

850,000 
Other 1,961,000 

TOTAL FUNDING 14,178,229 20,000 20,000 1,654,489 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning. 
Preliminary Design 

Design & Engineering 10;500. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction '14,167,729 20,UOO ·20,000 1,6~4.489· 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 14,178,229 20,000 20,000 1,654,489 

Notes: 1. Non-voted bond debt financed by Public Facility District (PFD) revenue ($7,993.000). 
2. Park Development Bonds approved by voters in 2002. 
3. Open Space Fund. 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Regional Athletic Complex Parking 
Marvin Road SE at Steilacoom Road 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr004.xls 
Meadows 
Meadows 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-4 
Parks 

Project DescripUon: Design and contruct an addiUonal parking lot with 100-200 parking stalls that will provide sufficient parking for the larger events scheduled at the Regional Athletic Complex. 

Project JusUlicaUon: AddiUonal parking is needed to accomodate the larger groups at the site 

Policy Basis: Best Management Practices Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City Owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

·Genetat Revenue .. 50;000 450,000 :SOC). 000 1.00%: 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non~Voted:G.O; Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rafes .f :Fees 
GFC Revenue 
llD J ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFloan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants .. 
SEPA l LTA 
Developer· FinBr!cirig 
Other 

TOT AL FUNDING 500,000 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

P.lanning . 
Preliminary Design 
Desi91t & Engmeei'lng 50.000 50;000 10%.· 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
construction 450;000 450,000 :90%. 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 50,000 450,000 500,000 100% 

Notes: 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Civic Plaza Renovation 
521 Sleater Kinney Rd SE 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr005.xls 
Central 
Woodland 

Project Description: Civic Plaza Renovation will include some new landscaping, signs, historical and war memorial amenities. 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS- 5 
Parks 

Project Justification: The 1-5 Bicycle Trail Retaining Wall blocks the 'Welcome to Lacey' sign as well as the organizational signs. Some landscaping and the retaining wall needs replacement. 

Policy Basis: 201 O Comprehensive Parks Plan Current Project Status: Planning land Status: City-owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue. 4,200: 5;000· 9;200: 65% 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G:O. :Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
UUlify :Rates J-Fees 
GFC Revenue 
l!D ! l,l!-JD: 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF .L<iao 
lnterfund Loan 
·srants: 
SEPA/LTA 
·Developer -Financing . 
Other 1 5,000 5,000 35% 

TOTAL FUNDING 4,200 10,000 14,200 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Plahlilng 
Preliminary Design 
DEisiQn & Engineering. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction · 4,200 . 10,000. 14,200: 100%· 
Other 

TOT AL EXPENDITURES 4,200 10,000 14,200 100% 

Notes: 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Woodland Creek Community Park I Dev 
6729 Pacific Avenue SE 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr006.xls 
Tanglewilde 
Thompson Place 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-6 
Parks 

Projecl Description: Construction of large and small group picnic facilities, playgrounds, restrooms, parking, walkways, and landscaping rn 2008. Construction of !railhead, parking, and connecting loop 
trail to lhe Woodland Trail in 2011-2012. Completion of loop trail In future years with available grant funds. Repair lo shoreline trail along Long's Pond In 2015. 

Project Justification: City community parks are not meeting existing demand. Several priorities oullined in the Comprehensive Parks Plan, including lrails and water access, will be addressed by 
development of this sile. 

Policy Basis: 2004 and 2010Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 
· Generai · Revenu·e 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G;O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
UtilitY Rates J Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LIDJUUD· 
Arterial Street Fund 
·PWTFl;.Ql;ln 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grarit$ 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

-Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &-:Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
construction . 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

450;000 
1,850,000 

· H~a~ooo 

30,986 

2,518,986 

4.:514 
23,000 
15;448 

2,379~554 
96,470 

2,518,986 

Notes: 1 Park Development Bonds approved by voters In 2002. 

Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City Owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

50,ooo; :50;000- 45% 

50,000· .5Q,000 45% 

10,000 ·9% 

10,000 100,000 110,000 100% 

8,986- 8,98ff :a% 

10,000. 91,014- 101,01.4: 9?% 

10,000 100,000 110,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 . 
Lake Lois Park Restoration 
Carpenter Road at Lake Lois Rd 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr007 .xis CFP Project: 
Central Department: 
Thompson Place I Woodland 

PARKS-7 
Parks 

Project Description: This project will develop in phases and include restoration of Lake Lois and the minimal development of Lake Lois Habitat Reserve as a low-intensity use preservation and 
interpretive area. Phase 1 occurred in 2013 with the paving of accessible parking at Lake Lois Park. Phase 2 includes replacement of the retaining wall and picnic table. 

Project JusUficaUon: DNR has recognized the value of Lake Lois as a regional storm water basin that contributes to the integrity of Pugel Sound water quality and flow must be enhanced, resulting in 
improved vegetation and wildlife habitat. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

General' Rev.enue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non.Voted G;O. ·Bands 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify Rates f Fees 
GFC Revenue 
l;.lDJt;itlO: 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF ~qan 
Jnterfund Loan 
Grants-
SEPA ILTA 
Oeveloper Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Plailliihg 
Preliminary Design 
DeSiQn &Engineering: 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
-Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

~o~ooa 

10,000 

10,000 

Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City Owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

25,000 25,000 100% 25,000 

25,000 25,000 100% 25,000 

2,500- 2;50()" 10% 

22,500· :22,500: 90%· 25iOOO· 

25,000 25,000 100% 25,000 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Regional Athletic Complex, Ph 3/Dev 
Marvin Rd SE & Steilacoom Rd SE 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr0087.xls 
Meadows 
Thompson Place 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Project Description: Regional Athletic Center (the RAC), Phase 31 Development is a 26 acre parcel to develop athletic fields for tournament and league play at the the RAC. 

PARKS - 8 
Parks 

Project Justification: Development of additlonal fields and facilities will expand the number of players and size of tournaments that can be offered at the RAC, lead!ng to increased tourism revenue. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Paras Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
NcinNoted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utjlify ~te~ I Fe~s 
GFC Revenue 
l!OJU!;:ID· 
Arterial Street Fund 
'PWTF J..Qan 
lnterfund Loan 
Gr:ar:its 
SEPA / LTA 
Developer. rlnancing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Piann.ing 
Preliminary Design 
DeSign & .Engineering· 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

NotK: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 . 2021 

100,000 

100,000 

100,000 

100,000 

Land Status: City Owned 

6-Year Total % 

100,000 

100,000 

100,000 

100,000 

Future Years 

4,000,000 

1;00t);OOP 

5,000,000 

50,000 
-450,000 

4,500,000 

5,000,000 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016~2035 
Wonderwood Park / Improvements 
32nd Avenue SE 

Project Description: Repair and resurfacing of four tennis courts. 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr009.xls 
Central 
Wonderwoo1 

Project Justification: Significant cracks on the court can lead to water damage to court and subsurface. Court surface shows wear and birdbaths. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

General Reve·nue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O~ Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify.Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LIDJUUD 
Arterial Street Fund 
'PWTF:!.,oan 
lnterfund Loan 

· Gr~mts: 
SEPA / LTA 
· Oev6lopet Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Plilnning 
Preliminary Design 

-Design &-.Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

Currenl Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

28,000 

33,600 

33;000 

33,600 

CFP Project: PARKS-9 
Parks Department: 

Land Stalus: City OWned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------
28,000 83% 

5.600 f7o/o 

33,600 100% 

.33,600· 100% 

33,600 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Long Lake Park I Acq & Dev 
2790 Carpenter Road SE 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr010.xls 
Lakes 
Interlake 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-10 
Parks 

Project Description: Upgrades to the park, and acquisition and development of an adjacent privately owned parcel (1.8 acres), to expand Long Lake Park to a total of 11.8 acres and complete 
development per master plan. 

Project Justification: The project will increase public access frontage on Long Lake. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Noli-Vciled"G.O. Bohds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify·Rates J Fees 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Land Status: Right of Refusal 

2021 6-Yeai: Total % Future Years -------

500,000 500,000 25% 

~ GFC Revenue 
I 

N ·f.:IDJUUD · . ...... 
Arterial Street Fund 
:pw:rF:LQan 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grant$' · 
SEPA t LTA 
Devel~per :rloa1:1ci1:1_g: 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 1. Park and Open Space Funds 

. 1 ;00();0()0 

500,000 

2,000,000 

50,000 
100;000 

1,000,000 
850;000 

2,000,000 

toOQ,ooo: ~oo/o 

500,000 25% 

2,000,000 100% 

50,000 3% 
1.00,000 50/o 

1,000,000 50% 
850;000" 43% 

2,000,000 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Meridian Campus Parks I Dev 
Meridian Campus 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr011 .xls 
Hawks 
Hawks Prairie 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-11 
Parks 

Project Description: Development of two neighborhood park sites, dedicated to the City by the developers of Meridian Campus in 1993. Meridian Park was constructed In 2008, and Phase 2 will be 
constructed when the adjacent school develops. The five acre Meridian Campus North Park will develop after surrounding residential , and may require voter approved bond. 

Project Justification: Development of these neighborhood park sites will be required to meet service level standards in this area. 

Policy Basis: 2004 and 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

Generai Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Nori-Voted G:O_ Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify.Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
l!DJUUD 
Arterial Street Fund 
:pwrf .l-.oan 
lnterfund loan 
G.ra.nts: 
SEPA / lTA 
·Oeveloper.Flnanclng 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Piannmg 
Preliminary Design 
Design &.:Engineering 
land I ROW Acquisition 
. construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

586·.:ooo 
598,500 

1,184,500 

1,184,500 

Current Project Status; Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Land Status: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

1.500;000 
500,000 

·soo.ooo 

2,500,000 

20,000 
100;000 

Z,380,000 

2 ,500,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Rainier Vista Park (45th Ave) I Dev 
45th Avenue SE at Ruddell Road 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

Project Description: Repair and resurface of four tennis courts and two half basketbal courts .. 

pr012.xls 
Horizons 
Rainier Vista 

Project Justilicalion: Courts have significant cracks which can lead lo water damage 10 court and subsurface. Court surface shows wear. 

Polley Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Non-Voted·G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
·Utifity.-Rates· l F.ees 
GFC Revenue 
LID:-/ ULIO· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF Loan: 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA / LTA 
·oeveloper Financing· 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:Plarinhig 
Preliminary Design 
Deslgo &. Engioeenng 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Consti:u<llion 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

· Prior Years 

Current Projecl Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

42,000' 

6;400 

50,400 

50,400 

50,400 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-12 
Parks 

Land Stalus: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total o/o Future Years 

42_,000. 83%. 

50,400 100% 

50,400 100% 

50,400 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Wanschers Community Park I Dev 
Hicks Lake Road at 25th Avenue SE 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr013.xls 
Lakes 
Wonderwood 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-13 
Parks 

Project Description: Further development of 15 acres of Hicks Lake waterfront property donated to the City by Lettie Wanschers in August. 1993. Phase I will include waterfront access for swimming and 
fishing, picnic facilllies. playground areas. restrooms, walkways. trails. and parking. This special-use community park will improve public access to Hick's Lake 

Project Justlficatlon: Waterfront access is one of the highest priorities identified in the Lacey Comprehensive Parks Plan and Shoreline Management Program. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted-G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility.Rates·/ Fees 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: PlanninQ 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Slatus: City Owned 

6-Year Total % Future Years 

1,500,000 

~ GFC Revenue 
I 

N :LID/ULIO 
~ 

Arterial Street Fund 
·PWTf.!.oan 
lnterfund Loan 
;Grants: 
SEPA/LTA 
Dell'eloper·r=1nanclng. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Plahrtii:ig: 
Preliminary Design 
-Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

·1·;500.000 

3,000,000 

25,000 
275;000 
425,000 

2,275,000 

3,000,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Bikes, Boards, and Rollerblades Facility 
To Be Determined 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr014.xls 
TBD 
TBD 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-14 
Parks 

Project Description: Construction of a BMX bikes, skateboards, and rollerblades complex to serve as a regional facility, with matching funds provided by community user groups. Features would include 
a BMX bike track, a competition area for skateboards and in-line skates, spectator areas and open space, restrooms, concessions, and parking facilities. 

Project Justification: The regional complex would be designed to facilitate both local and multi-state competition in BMX racing, skateboarding, and in-line skating. These three activities are among the 
fast-growing non-traditional sports in the U.S., attracting all ages as spectators and as participants. A large unmel need for these facilities exists in and around the Lacey community, 

Policy Basis: 201 O Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non:.voted G;O:·Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
U.tilify .Ra~sf Ft;ies 
GFC Revenue 
l;:!DJ·U!-~D · . 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF:!-~afl 
lnterfund Loan 
Gral'lt~ 
SEPA / LTA 
Oevetoper.Flnancing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &-:Engineering· 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
· COnstniction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Projecl Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Acquisition Required 

6-Year Total % Future Years 

500,000 

·70.0.000 .. 

1,200,000 

so;ooo 
300,000 
850,000 

1,200,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Downtown Mini-Parks I Dev 
Market Square 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr015.xls 
Cenrtral 
Woodland 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-15 
Parks 

Project Description: Phased construction of 2 downtown mini-parks. The combination of passive use facility and landscaped plaza will help to address the open space needs of the downtown area. 

Project Justification: As the downtown develops, it will become critical that landscaped areas be set aside for use by those employed in the downtown as well as customers or the business community. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 
· Generai Revenue. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Non-Voted G;O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates/Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LJDIULlD:· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF l,oan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants: 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing . 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

PlaM]n·g 
Preliminary Design 
DeSigri &. Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: City Owned 

6-Year Total % Future Years 

100;000 

100,000 

5,000 
'10,000 

85;000. 

100,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Neighborhood Parks (2) I Acq & Dev 
To be determined 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr016.xls 
Lakes 
Interlake 

Project Description: Acquisition/development or two neighborhood park sites (minimum of 5 acres each) to serve adjacent residential areas. 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS- 16 
Parks 

Project Justification: Two neighborhood parks wiH be required to meet service standards in this parks sector. The LOS shows a current need for one park, with a second park needed by 2030. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

General" Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·N<>n-voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates J Fees 
GFC Revenue 
llD/UllD. 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFloan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grant$ 
SEPA / LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
oe~n &-:Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Coristructioli 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 1. Palks and Open Space Fund 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Purchase Required 

6-Year Total o/o Future Years -------

1:,000.00Q 
500,000 

500,000 

2,000,000 

25,000 
125;000 
500,000 

1,;350,000 

2,000,000 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Lakepointe Park I Dev 
Compton Drive at Stockton 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr017.xls 
Lakes 
Rainier Vista 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-17 
Parks 

Project Description: Renovation of facilities at this 10-acre neighborhood park, indudfng expanded playground and picnic facilities, and new walkways. 

Project Justification: The Comprehensive Parks Plan identifies the need for additional neighborhood park facilities in this planning sector. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 
·Generai:Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Nein-Voted G;O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates J·Fees. 
GFC Revenue 
LIDl'ULlD: 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTf. .1-Q;;in 
lnterfund Loan 
:sranti> 
SEPA / LTA 
. oev~loper.Flnancing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Planning 
Preliminary Design 
DeSign &-~ngineering · 

Land I ROW Acquisition 
construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes· 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Land Status: City owned 

2021 6-Year Total '% Future Years -------

390,000 

390,000 

39;000 

351:,000 

390,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Athletic Field Pavillion 
Undetermined 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr018.xls 
Various 
Various 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-18 
Parks 

Project Description: Covered athletic field with lighting at undetermined location within the communlly, for various sports, both practice and competition. 

Project Justification: Provide for more hours of play during the spring, summer, and fall use periods. The lights would also allow tournament play to take place. 

Polley Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 
·General Revenue . . . . 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted .G;O. ·Bon_ds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify Rates'.J Fees 

f" GFC Revenue 
N l;.ID J t;l!-JP: 
\0 

Arterial Street Fund 
PWTf:t:,o~p 
lnterfund Loan 
-Grants 
SEPA / LTA 
·Developer-Financing 
other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Pmliminary Design 
Design-&· Engineering. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Nole ti;; 

Prior Years 

Current Project Stalus: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: City/NTSD Owned 

6-Year Total % Future Years -------

500,000 

5.00,000 

1.000.000 

25,000 
15;000 

900,000 

1,000,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
NE Area Community Park I Acq 
To be determined 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr019.xls CFP Project: 
Hawks Department: 
Hawks Prairie & Pleasant Glade 

PARKS-19 
Parks 

Project Description: Acquisition and development of a community park site (minimum 40 acres) in the city's Northeast area. 

Projecl Justificalion: There are no community parks north of 1·5. Land was acquired in 2011. Development contingent upon passage or a voter approved bond and award of state grantfunds, and utility availabfllty. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.o, Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
.utilify:Ratesl Fees · 
GFC Revenue 

UO"l U!:'D 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF:Loan 
lnterfund Loan 
·GrantS'. 
SEPA I LTA 
·Developer .F-lnancing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Plarinliig 
Preliminary Design 

· DeSigri ·&-.Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
· CQnstru~tfQn · 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Noles: 1. Park and Open Space Funds 

Prior Years 

·1,456~000 

1,0P0.000 

3,456,000 

3,456,000 

3,456,000 

Curren! Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Purchase Required 

6-Year Total % Future Years -------

.3_;500,000 

· ~ ;5Qo;ooo 

5,000,000 

50,000 
500,000 

·4:,450,000 

5,000,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Neighborhood Park I Acq & Dev 
Parks Plan Sector Ill 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr020.xls 
Central 
Wonderwood 

Project Description: Acquisition and development of a neighborhood park sile (minimum of 5 acres) south of downtown area. 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-20 
Parks 

Project JuslificaUon: A neighborhood park is required to meet the current service level standards for this area. A second neighborhood park may be required in 2030. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

. Generar Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G;O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify Rate!>/ Fees: 
GFC Revenue 
1;.IDJl,JJ:.ilP 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTf.J:;~n : 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants . 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Pianning_ · 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering· 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

Notes: 1, City of Lacey Park and Open Space Fund 

Current Project Slatus: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Purchase Required 

6-Year Total % Future Years 

soo •. oao 

165,000 

665,000 

265,000 
·400i000 

665,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
McAllister Community Park I Dev 
Marvin Road SE 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

Project Description: Development of the 60-acre McAl!isler community park site for active and passive uses. 

pr021.xls 
Seasons 
McAllister 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS- 21 
Parks 

Project Justification: It is antlcipaled that demand for high-use community activity areas will exceed present facilities. Development of this park should occur in conjunction with the adjacent NTPS Sd'loo1 
site. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUND IN~ 

:General ·Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non"-Voted G~O>Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 

-u~miy.H~tes:/:Fees 

GFC Revenue 
LID1 Ul.ID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TF :t.r;>13rr 
lnterfund Loan 
G!afllS 
SEPAILTA 
-Developer Fioanefll9. 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:Piarinilig 
Preliminary Design 
:Design &. Engineenrig. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Canstruotian 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 1. Park and Open Space Funds 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: City Property 

6-Year Total % Future Years 

500,000 

1 ;000.0.00· 

500,000 

2,000,000 

50,000 
· 150,000 

1,800,000 

2,000,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Southeast Area Community Park 
To be determined 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr022.xls 
Lakes 
Pattison 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Parks- 22 
Parks 

Project Description: Acquisition and development of a community park site (minimum 40 acres) in the city's southeast area. 

Project Justification: A community park is needed to meet the level of service in this area. 

Policy Basis: 2004 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

:General ·Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted G .. n. ·sends 
Revenue Bonds 
·Utilicy.Hates· / Fees 
GFC Revenue 
UOIUl.10· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF:Loan: 
lnterfund Loan 
-Gr<ints· 
SEPAILTA 
Developer Financing · 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

'Pianning 
Preliminary Design 
.Design &. Engineering· 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: XX 

6-Year Total o/o Future Years --------

.2,000.000: 

tOOP.,000 
1,000,000 

4,000,000 

4,000,000 

4,000,000 

Notes: 1 & 2 Project funding and expenditure amounts shown In the future years column are preliminary estimates for planning purposes. Identification of specific revenue sources and expenditures will be made as the pmjec 
moves into the 6-year planning window. 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Neighborhood Parks I AcQ & Dev 
Parks Plan Sector I 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr023.xls 
Pleas. Glade 
Pleasant Glade 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS- 23 
Parks 

Project Description: Acquisition and development or one-two neighborhood park siles (minimum of 5 acres each) to serve adjacent subdivisions in the Pleasant Glade Planning area. 

Project Justification: A neighborhood park will be required to meet service standards in this area. 

Polley Basis: 2010Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

:General ·Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted G~o~ :eonds 
Revenue Bonds 
-Ufllity.:Rates:/ -F.ees 
GFC Revenue 
!.J Of l,Jt,l.D · 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF l:~a.ri : 
lnterfund Loan 
GrcmJs · : 
SEPA ILTA 
:beveloper Fitiancrng. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:P.lanning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Eilgineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·canstrucitian 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Purchase Required 

6-Year Total % Future Years 

1,000,000 

1;000,000 

2,000,000 

50,000 
100,000 
850,000 

1-,000,000 

2,000,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Neighborhood Park I Acq & Dev 
To be determined 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr024.xls 
Seas/Lakes 
Pattison 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS- 24 
Parks 

Project Description: Acquisition and development of a neighborhood park site in the Pattison Park Planning area (minimum or 5 acres). Land will be obtained and consolidated as various developments 
occur in the area. 

Project Justification: One-Two neighborhood parks will be required in lhis area as it develops. The LOS shows a need for 1 park In 2010 and two in 2020 - 2030. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

:General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
N'on-Voted G.O. Bonds: 
Revenue Bonds 
-Utility Rates·/ Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID/ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
·PWTf;Loan· 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grants 
SEPA / LTA 
:D.eveloper·F.1oancing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
DeSigri .& Engineering 
Land I ROW AcquisiUon 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Curren! Project Status: Plannin1=1 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Purchase Required 

6-Year Total Future Years 

500,000 

$00,000 

1·,000,000 

2,000,000 

50,000 
100,000 
850,000 

l,000,000 

2,000,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Neighborhood Park I Acq & Dev 
To be determined 

File Number 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr025.xls 
Seas/Lakes 
McAllister 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-25 
Parks 

Project Descnption: Acquisition and development of 1-2 neighborhood park sites in the McAllister Park Planning Area (minimum of 5 acres). Land will be obtained and consolidated as various 
developments occur In the area. 

Project Justification: A neighborhood park facility will be required in this area as It develops, per the LOS. In 2010, one neighborhhod park is needed, with a second park needed in 2020·2030. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

-General-Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted·G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates/ Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LIDIUtlD" 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTf. L:.oa!l 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer. rloanclng. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planntog 
Preliminary Design 
Design &-.Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Cqnstruction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Purchase Required 

6-Year Total % Future Years -------

500,000 

.$(10,00Q 

1;000.000 

2,000,000 

50,000 
100,000 
850,000 

1;000,000 

2,000,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Neighborhood Parks (3) I Acq & Dev 
Parks Plan Sector VIII 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr026.xls 
Tanglewilde 
Thompson Place 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS- 26 
Parks 

Project Description: Acquisition and development of one-two neighborhood park sites in Thompson Place Planning Area (minimum of 5 acres each). Land wm be obtained and consolidated as various 
developments occur in the area. 

Project Justification: Neighborhood park facilities will be required in this area as it develops, per the LOS. Community Parks fulfill a portion of the neighborhood park need. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 
-General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non~Voted·G:O. Bonds
Revenue Bonds 
·Utility Rates I Fees 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Land Status: Purchase Required 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

1,000,000 

.i::.. GFC Revenue 
I 

u..> ·LID-/"ULJD· 
-....J 

Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFlQan. 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA / LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
:Planning: 
Preliminary Design 
:0-eSign &·Engineering. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

1.;000.000: 

2,000,000 

50,000 
100,000 
850,000 

1;000,000· 

2,000,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Neighborhood Parks (3) I Acq & Dev 
To be determined 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr027.xls 
Meadows 
Meadows 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-27 
Parks 

Project Description: Acquislllon and development of one-two neighborhood park sites in Meadows Park Planning Area (minimum of 5 acres each). Land will be oblained and consolidated as various 
developments occur in the area. 

Project Justification: Neighborhood park facilities will be required in this area as it develops, per the LOS. The RAC fulfills a portion of the neighborhood park need. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

-General-Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
:Utility-Rates·/ Fees 
GFC Revenue 
t;;'DIULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
P'NTF:~o~n 
lnterfund Loan 
Graota 
SEPA.ILTA 
:oe11eloper -Flnan<:ing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning-
Preliminary Design 
·oesign & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Cons!Ju~tion 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Purchase Required 

6-Year Total % Future Years 

500,000 

$00,000 

t.000.000 · 

2,000,000 

50,000 
100,000 
850,000 

1.000.000 

2,000,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Neighborhood Parks (2) I Acq & Dev 
Northeast Area 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr028.xls 
Hawks 
Hawks Prairie 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS- 28 
Parks 

Project Description: Acquisition and development of one neighborhood park in the northeast planning area. Land will be obtained and consolidated as various developments occur in the area. 

Project Justification: A neighborhood park facility will be required in this area as it develops, based on the service area and distance from other neighborhood parks. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

General "Revenue. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non~Voted G.O: Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates f Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID f UllD 
Arterial Street Fund 
'PWTFl9~n 

lnterfund Loan 
Grants. 
SEPA / LTA 
.Oe.vetoper Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning. 
Preliminary Design 
Design. & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Purchase Required 

6-Year Total % Future Years 

500,000 

500,000 

1,000,000 

50~000. 
300,000 
650,000 

1,000,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
William Ives Trail Extension 
South of 41st Ave NE 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

Project Description: Extend the William Ives Trail from Willamette Drive West to Marvin Road NE, with volunteer labor. 

pr029.xls 
Hawks 
Hawks Prairie 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS-29 
Parks 

Project Juslilicalion: Trails are a high priority Identified in lhe Comprehensive Plan ror Outdoor Recreation. This will allow additional residents easy access to the trail. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O, Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify .Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
J;.IDil)L~D 

Arterial Street Fund 
·PWTf.~oan 
lnterfund Loan 
·Gri:1nts 
SEPA/LTA 
Oeveloper:Flnancing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
-construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 1. Volllnteer Labor and Donations 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City Owned I Easement 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years --------

50,000 

50,000 

100,000 

5,000 

95,000 

100,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Horizon Pointe Park Expansion 
5700 Balustrade Blvd. SE 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

Project Description: Acquisition and development of a six acre parcel adjacent to Horizon Pointe Park. 

pr030.xls 
Horizon S. 
Rainier Vista 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS- 30 
Parks 

Project Justification: Acquire six acres adjacent to Horizon Pointe Park to expand the park and provide connectivity to existing residences. this is a densely developed community that couold benefit fron 
addiUonal recreational amenities. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 
General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.D. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates t Fees 

~ GFC Revenue 
I 

~ ·LIDfULID· - Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TF f;;oan 
lnterfund Loan 
G~~ti;· 
SEPA / LTA 
Peveh:iper. Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
DeSigh &: Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
. Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Nole$: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: PlanninQ 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Purchase ReQuired 

6-Year Total % Future Years -------
-300,0oci 

300;000 

600,000 

5,000 
20,000 

300,000 
250,000 

25,000 

600,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Waterfront Access 
City and UGA Wide 

Waterfront Land Acquisition 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr031 .xls 
All 
All 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS - 31 
Parks 

Project Justification: Additional public access to fresh water and saltwater Is needed in Lacey and ll's UGA. Puget Sound, Pattison Lake. Long Lake (east shoreline), Hicks Lake, and Chambers 
Lake. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

-General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Noo~Voted:'G.O: Bonds· 
Revenue Bonds 
:utility-Rates I Fees· 
GFC Revenue 
UO/ IJl!D 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFtpan 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grants-
SEPA /LTA 
Oeveloper financin~ . 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

·P.1anning· 
Preliminary Design 
Design.& Engineering_ 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construciiori: 
Other 2 . 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Purchase Required 

6-Year Total % Future Years 

1,000,000 

t ,000;0()0: 
1,000,000 

3,000,000 

3,000,000 

3,000,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Woodland Creek 
UGA 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr032.xls 
Pleas. Glade 
Pleasant Glade 

Project Description: Woodland Creek corridor acquisition of property wilh creek frontage to protect water quality and enhance the wildlife corridor. 

Projecl Justilicallon: lhe city has a goal lo protect and enhance lhe land adjacent to Woodland Creek eilher lhrough acquisition or easements. 

Polley Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 

General :Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non~Vofed:.G.Q, Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
.Utilify· Ra~es I Fees· 
GFC Revenue 
f,.101 QLIP 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TF J..~n 
lnterfund Loan 
.Qr:ai:its 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer F1na11cin9 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning. 
Preliminary Design 
Design :&: Engineering: 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction-
Other 1-

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes~ 

Prior Years 

Current Projecl Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS - 32 
Parks 

Land Status: PurchaseJEasments Required 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

1,000,000 

1,000,000 

2,000,000 

2,000,000 

2,000,000 



~ 
I 

t 

Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Off Leash Dog Area 
TBD 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

pr033.xls 
TBD 
TBD 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS- 33 
Parks 

Project Description: An off-leash dog area could be located in either an existing or proposed park with trail, fencing. drinking fountain, picnic tables, parking and other basic amenities. 

Project Justification: Citizens have requested a fenced area with trails to walk !heir dogs off leash. 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan 

FUNDING 
·General ·Revenue 
Voled G.O. Bonds 
:Nan-Voted G.o~:eands· 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates.I 'Fees: 
GFC Revenue 
UDIULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFlo!lri 
lnterfund loan 
·Gran ls 
SEPA / lTA 
·oeveloper Financing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

.Piannilig· 
Preliminary Design 
:oesiQn &: Engineeifng 
land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Curren! Project Status: Plannln11 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Land Status: City OWned I Acquisition 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

100,000 

100,000 

1.00,POO' 

100,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Spray Park 
TBD 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Parks Plan Sector: 

Project Description: A Spray Park will be constructed in elther a community or special use park. 

Project Justification: Cilizens have requested a seasonal spray park for family use in hot weather (spring I summer). 

Policy Basis: 2010 Comprehensive Parks Plan Current Pmiect Slatus: Planning 

pr034.xls 
TBD 
TBD 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

General Rev.enue. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non~Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rat~slFees 
GFC Revenue 
llf).fl;lLID 
Arterial Street Fund 

. PWTFL.~n 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
oeveloper..flnanclng 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Ptannmg 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisitfon 
.Construction 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

PARKS- 34 
Parks 

Land Status: City Owned or Purchased 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

250,000 

2$0.000 

500,000 

5(000 
20,000 
so;ooo. 

425,000 

500,000 



Background 

The transportation needs of the City of Lacey and its 

planning areas are met by a growing multimodal net

work of arterial, collector and local residential streets. 

Arterial streets are designed to move goods and people 

from one section of the urban area to another, and 

carry the greatest portion of through or long-distance 

travel. Collector streets generally connect commercial, 

industrial and residential projects to other collectors 

and arterials, and provide a balance of mobility and ac

cess. Residential streets are designed to move people 

within neighborhood, to a collector or arterial. While 

collector and local access streets are usually built as a 

condition of development, arterial streets are usually 

constructed using a combination of federal, state, local 

and private funds. The transportation projects listed in 
this transportation element are improvements neces

sary to improve safety and meet existing and future 

demand. It is important to note that the timing of these 

projects depends upon securing funding and the pace 

of development. 

Maintenance of existing public streets is the respon

sibility of the city. Routine maintenance includes 

regular street sweeping, stormwater conveyance and 

treatment, pavement restoration, sign cleaning, sig

nal and illumination maintenance and lane marking. 

Major maintenance includes asphalt overlay projects, 

which are prioritized by the city's pavement manage

ment system. Funding for street maintenance comes 

from the City's portion of the sales tax, utility taxes, a 

Transportation 
2016 - 2035 

portion of the city's stonnwater utility, and state road 

and fuel taxes. 

The City of Lacey's adopted Comprehensive Trans

portation Plan and the Six Year Transportation Im

provement Plan serve as the basis for the Transporta

tion Element of this Capital Facilities Plan. The plan 

identifies street, bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure 

improvements needed to accommodate the area's 

anticipat~d travel demand. The City of Lacey is a 

member of the Thurston Regional Planning Council 

(TRPC), which serves as the federally recognized 

Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the 

Lacey-Olympia-Tumwater urban area. TRPC also 

serves as the state recognized Regional Transportation 

Planning Organization (RTPO) for Thurston County. 

Lacey's Transportation Plan was created concurrently 

with TRPC's Regional Transportation Plan in order to 

assure that local and regional transportation needs are 

addressed in a cohesive and integrated manner. 

5-1 

Transportation Planning Goals 

Lacey's Transportation Plan adopts a number of trans

portation planning goals and policies designed to guide 

the development of a multimodal transportation system 

that will support the city's Comprehensive Land Use 

Plan and accommodate the transportation needs of the 

city into the future. 

Level of Service Analysis 

The City has established service levels for the street 

network to provide a means for identifying deficien

cies in the transportation system. Level of Service 

(LOS) is a qualitative term describing operating 

conditions a driver will experience while traveling on 

a particular street or highway during a specific time 

interval. It ranges from A (very little delay) to F (long 



delays and congestion). Any transportation facility 

that functions below the adopted standards is consid

ered to be failing. 

While levels of road\vay congestion are identified 

through the above national standards, which of the 

above standards represent "acceptable" congestion is 

detennined at the local level. 

To predict the effect of population and employment 

growth on Lacey's LOS, traffic volume forecasts 

were jointly developed by TRPC and a consulting 

engineering finn using a computer model of the entire 

Thurston County roadway network. The model was 

calibrated to match current transportation volumes, 

and then traffic volumes were estimated for a future 

year, based on forecasted future land use and the 

current transportation infrastructure. This tests the ca

pability of the current system to sustain future traffic, 

and reveals the road sections that are likely to become 

congested. Alternative solutions are proposed to ad

dress the congestion, and the model evaluates their 

perfonnance. This process assists in allocating scarce 

resources in a way that benefits the city's transporta

tion network. 

Alternative Modes of Transportation 

Lacey has emphasized and continues to emphasize a 

multimodal transportation system. Many of the city's 

streets include sidewalks and bike lanes, making non

motorized travel a viable alternative to cars. Current 

standards require non-motorized elements including 

Source of Funds 2016 2017 2018 

bike lanes and sidewalks on all new or redeveloped 

portions of roadway, in order to close any gaps in the 

existing system and expand its network. Additionally, 

Travel Demand Management strategies include provi

sions for bicycle and pedestrian facilities, as well as 

long-term efforts to promote multimodal transportation 

options and implement transit-oriented development. 

The Transportation Plan incorporates and integrates 

the Pedestrian Plan and Bicycle Facilities Plan. 

The Lacey Pedestrian Plan includes many facilities 

that will be completed as elements of scheduled road

way improvements projects, and a number of others 

that will be constructed through "stand-alone" side

walk projects. Improvements with the Bicycle Facili

ties Plan will also be completed through a combination 

of roadway improvement projects and stand-alone 

projects along existing roadways. 

6-Ycar Financing Plan 

The financing plan for the first 6 years of the Transpor

tation Elemept of this Capital Facilities Plan is out

lined in Table 5.1 below. Funding sources include the 

general fund, arterial street fund, grants, shared costs 

with other jurisdictions, and developer contributions. 

As a final note, it should be recognized that the 

principal purpose of this Capital Facilities Plan is to 

demonstrate how the city win implement its adopted 

Transportation Plan. Readers wishing more detailed 

explanations of transportation plarming methodolo

gies are encouraged to review the full Comprehensive 

Transportation Plan. 

2019 2020 2021 Total 
Arterial Street Fund 2,.665,605 3,710,826 5,336,558 1.209,450 4,404,028 1,000,000 18,326,467 

Federal Grants 2,467,874 1,695,774 508,447 300,000 950,000 5,922,095 

State Grants 6.123,921 6.839,200 2,789,190 500,000 3.559,860 19.812,171 

Traffic Mitigation 742,100 484,000 32,655 1,258,755 

Other 198,000 198,000 

TOTAL Sll,197,SOO Sl2,7l9,800 S8,IS8,403 Sl,117,897 S8,163,888 Sl,950,000 S45.S17,488 

Table 5.1 

5-2 
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CITY OF LACEY 2016-2035 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN 
TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS SUMMARY SHEET 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING SOURCES 

General· Revenue 

Voled G.O. Bonds 

Non~Vofed G;'Q, Bonds: 

Revenue Bonds 

Utility.~ates:ffees 
GFC Revenue 

L.IP f tJLlO 
Arterial Street Fund 3,197,695 2,665,605 3,710,826 5,336,558 1,209,450 4,404.028 1,000,000 18,326,467 40.3% 46,742,656 

f)wtF· to~p 
lnterfund Loan 

!=ed~rai ·Gra~~ 4;:tr~.8oi> Z467;&14. "1;695;774 :5~.447 300,ooo. 950,:000 S;92i.Ci95: :tJ;:0% ~1 .• ~~.12~ 
State Grants 212,700 6,123,921 6,839,200 2,789,190 500,000 3.559,860 19,812,171 43.5% 18,620,817 

·rraffle Millga\ion 1.,558,500 '142;100. 484,000 :32,6$5 1~253.:155: ~.'Bo/er 
Other 150,000 198,000 198,000 0-4% 

TOTAL 9,394,695 12.197,500 12,729.800 8,158,403 2,217,897 8,263,888 1.950.000 45,517,488 100.0% 77,267,199 

EXPENDITURES BY CATEGORY 
Plannin~ i ,648,800 

Preliminary Design 93,395 63,000 63,000 0.1% 

Design & Englneeriog :3,377.,400 283;300· 514,400 1.:213;210 692;897 1.000;000· 1;950,000 ~.11~.aor 1:1t6¥a. 13;961~215 

Land I ROW Acquisition 1,258,600 2,285,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 4,285,000 9.4% 2,500,000 

.Conslrucllon 3 ,006,800 9,568;200· 1-1.,715.400 6;385,193 ·t ;025;000· ·s.~1ea,sae .. · 35,465',681 . 7.B~. : ·60;805.;98!t 

Other 83,700 

TOTAL 9,468,695 12,197,500 12,729,800 8,158.403 2,217,897 8,263,888 1,950,000 45,517.488 100,0% 77,267,199 

EXPENDITURES BY PROJECT 
TRAN~:f College· Street Cooldi>r -P~se ·1 679,200 2:,480;500 1,217i500 ~691t000: ·ltf% 
TRANS-2 Hogum Bay Road Improvements 1,106,700 4,049,000 1,683,700 5,732,700 12.6% 

TRANS-3 Wilamelte Or/31st Ave Roundabout 1,639,500 350,000 350,000 0.8% 

"TRANS-4 Golf Club Eldenston ~:W.5Q9 
TRANS-5 Colege Street NE Extension 129,000 2,723,873 2,723,873 6.0% 

TRAN$·~ ~41ryln .~ !i.nd ~nuon·lmprovemei:ils ~;990 ~2Q,OQQ ~.2~.000 4,100.0QO. ·S.~. 
TRANS-7 Lebanon Sl Extension 467,300 467,300 1.0% 

TAANS-'8 Martin Way· and Mal\lln Rd' IJR 1,648;800 

TRANS-9 Annual Street Overlay 619,200 500,000 500,000 1.1% 

TRANS-m Cjty·Wide:l™'iwctioo: h'npr'ovemelits· 1';689;Q95 112;500 712,50() 1~6%-

TRANS-11 Hawks Prairie/Marvin Roundabout 42,000 120,000 80,000 200,000 0.4% 1,000,000 

TRANS- n: ._,ilijii'fW!iytHi>n :SH111P.i:Qvement$. ~.QQQ ·jo;o(I!> lff1 ;12Q ~;!1~125 1:.4%-
TRANS-13 Rainler Road Improvements 203,300 65,000 635,000 1,601,952 2,301 ,952 5.1% 

-:rRA!'J$· 14· ~oue,ge: su'.:orrtdOf 1mprovemen1s ·682,:l<iq ~;26MI:>!> 1)Z17;500 SQ0,000 51)0,qoo ~!Jp,l){lo 1:.090.()i>O 5;~78,900 13.1:~ 3o,$QC),<iQQ: 
TRANS-15 Carpenter Rd Capacity Improvements 368,800 3,263,000 3,631 ,800 8.0% 

TRAfljS.1i» .Carpenler:Rd and MolJen ·lm~vements S<io 10;000 :500,000 .51~.()00 1-.1.~ 
TRANS-17 Marvin Road Improvements 30,900 820.000 3,280,000 500,000 7,163,888 11,763,888 25.8% 

TRANS· 13 SrlltOn:P.arl<way/Carpen!ef'lmprovements 69,57~ 465;000 534;57& 1·.2%. 

TRANS-19 Sleater Kinney Improvements 141,n2 600,000 741,772 1.6% 
TRANS-:20 Martin Way & 1-5 Interchange- •650;000 550.000 1.2% -4.;89U46· 

TRANS-21 Yelm Hlghway Improvements 400.000 400,000 0.9% 3,685,809 

·TRANS:- 22 Carpenter. RoaaWfdeniiJ9 15;7'67~917• 

TRANS- 23 Britton Parkway Widening 2,054,000 

·TRANS.- 24'. :31&tAvenue Exterlsion. 4.1~2.'000. 

TRANS- 25 Martin Way East Improvements 4,740,910 

TRANS-.2& L~cey· H9wks Prairie Buslness DisL .. . .. . - . . _ 10;488,811' 

TOTAL 9,468,695 12,197,500 12,729,800 8,158,403 2,217,.897 8,263,888 1,950.000 45.517.488 100.0% 77.267.199 

Notes: Project funding and excendihlre amounts shown in lho future years column are preliminary estimates !Or pl,;jnning PUIJ>OSeS. ldent!Hcation of specific revenue sources and expenditures will be made as projects 
move Into the 6-year p annlng window 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
College Street Corridor - Phase 1 
College Street 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

14tr001.xls 
Central 
7 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

TRANS· 1 
Public Works 

Project DescnpUon: Construct a roundabout at the Intersection of College St SE and 22nd Avenue. Realign and Improve both College Street and 22nd Avenue from approximately 181h Avenue to 25th 
Avenue. Includes sidewalks Illumination, access control. landscaping, and other urban amenities. 

Project Justification: Capacity and safety Improvement are needed. 

Polley Basis: Six Year TIP Current Project Stalus: Desii:in Land Status: R.O.W. Required 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·"'onNoted:G.o. Bontis 
Revenue Bonds 
·utility. Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
:t,:10:/ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 242,900 667,800 369,600 1,037.400 28% 
:PWTF :Lo!in 
lnterfund Loan 
:fe<1er.a11Grants 94;7® ·8{7,~00 :847.900 1:,69$.800 "46% 
State Grants 212,700 964,800 964,800 26% 
Trafflc .. Mitigatlon 1.28;900 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 679,200 2,480,500 1,217,500 3,698,000 100% 

EXPENDITURES 
:Piari'nlng 
Preliminary Design 
·Dei;igil &. Engineering 558,300 ·63,000 "63,000· 2%. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 120,900 1,200,000 1,200,000 32% 
·eonstruelion 1.,217,500 t,2F;soo 2,435,000· ti6%. 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 679,200 2 ,480,500 1,217,500 3,698,000 100%" 

Notes; 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Hogum Bay Road Improvements 
Hogum Bay Road 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

14tr002.xls 
Hawks Prairie 
3 

Project Description: Design and build a roundabout and Improve Hogum Bay Road with emphasis on structural loading for the truck route. 

Project Justification: Improvements to freight mobility for a dedicated truck route. 

Policy Basis: 2014 TIP 

FUNDING 

;G:enera1:Reyenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted :c;;o. :Bonds: 
Revenue Bonds 
:utility .Rates-I.Fees 
GFC Revenue 

v. :uo:1 uuo· 
I 

-.! Arterial Street Fund 
·pwrF l:oan· 
lnterfund Loan 

F~"rar.Grant 
State Grant 
·rraffic: M1t19at1on: 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
;oeslgn .& Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:Constructiort 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Noles: 

Prior Years 

675,900 

2ao.aoo 
150,000 

1,106,700 

803;500: 
303,200 

1,106,700 

Current Project Status: Design & R.O.W. Acquisition 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

.· 

.453.8® 
3,595,200 1,683,700 

4,049,000 1,683,700 

20;300: 
100,000 

3;928,700· 1:,683,700' 

4,049,000 1,683,700 

CFP Project: TRANS· 2 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: R,0 .. W. Required 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

453,600· 8% 
5,278,900 92% 

5,732,700 100% 

20,300 0% 
100,000 2% 

5;612,400 ·gao/o· 

5,732,700 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Willamette Dr/31st Ave Roundabout 
Willamette Dr and 31st Avene 

Project DescripUon: Construct a roudabout at Willamette Drive and 31st Avenue. 

Project Justification: Safety and etrtclency Improvements to the Intersection 

Policy Basis: 2014 TIP 

File Number: 14tr003.xls 
UGA Planning Area: Hawks Prairie 
Trans. Plan Project: 26 

Current Project Status: Construction 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

:Gei:ieral :Revr;mue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:N~n-~Vcit~d: G~Q~ :f:l<;>n~s: 

Revenue Bonds 
.Utility R~1es /:fees 
GFC Revenue 

'i' !:.J0"/-1,JLIO· 
oe Arterial Street Fund 

PWTFloan 
lnterfund Loan 
F:ederarGrant · 
State Grant 
T.n=iffi~ f.,,1lliga!fon: 
Other3 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:p1prining: 
Preliminary Design 
:Design..& engloeerln~J" 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
tionswctioo· 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Noles: 1. Federal Grant: $1 ,591,660 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

506,300 31,700 

893.~00 318,300 

1,639,500 350,000 

.203,200: 
12,300 

1..424,000" 350,000 

1,639,500 350,000 

CFP Project: TRANS· 3 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

31,700 9% 

318,'.300 ~1%·· 

350,000 100% 

350;000 100% 

350,000 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Golf Club Extension 
Golf Club Road 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

14tr004.xls 
Central 
16 

Project Descrlpllon: Rechanneflze and rehabilitate both 3rd Avenue and Golf Club Road and extend Golf Club Road to 3rd Ave 

Project Jusllllcallon: Improve connectivity in the Woodland District and reduce congestion al nearby intersections. 

Polley Basis: 2014 TIP 

FUNDING 
i3en.e~f:Rev~m;1e 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Ntm-No1ed· G .. O; ·Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
UtUify :Rates./ :Fees. 
GFC Revenue 

'-:' uo:f :Ul:ID 
\0 ArterialSueetFund 

PwTF.loan 
lnterfund Loan 
:Federal Grant. 
State Grant 
T~ffio·Mitig~l!on· 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
:P!aunlog: 
Preliminary Design 
Oeslgo· -& Engfoeerlng. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:Constr:uet1o:n· 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

933,600 

~.900 

939,500 

· t7B";3:00 
2,400 

1sa;aoo· 

939,500 

Current Project Status: Complete 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

.. 

CFP Project: TRANS· 4 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: R.O.W. Required 

2021 6·Year Total % Future Years -------



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2015-2034 
College Street NE Extension 
College Street NE 

File Number. 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

14tr005.xls 
Pleasant Glade 
4 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

TRANS· 5 
Public Works 

Project Description: Extend College Street from 6th Avenue NE to 151h Avenue NE wilh 3·1ane roadway with bike lanes and sidewalks. Rechannelize and rehabilitate bolh 6th Avenue and College Street to 
correlate. 

Project Justification: Improve traffic flow and make roadway lmrpovements. 

Polley Basis: 2014 TIP Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 
General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
NOn~Voted·G·;o. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify.Ra~sIFees 
GFC Revenue 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

laQd Stalus: R.O.W. Secured 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

'f 1;.IOlUllO: -0 Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFtoan
lnterfund Loan 
. F:ederol: Grant. 
State Grant 
Trafflc-M1tigatloh" 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Pl~uming 
Preliminary Design 
DeSiQn &-:Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Ccinstruttfon 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

129,000 

0z;200 

41 ,800 

129,000 

2,691,218 2,691 ,218 

~.655 

2,723,873 2,723,873 

492;230 492,230 

2,231,643 2;231,643 

2,723,873 2,723,873 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Marvin Rd and Britton Improvements 
Marvin Rd and Britton Parkway 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Project DescripUon: Construct a slip lane and improve the geometrics of the roundabout 

I Pm]oct MUfi"31lon' Safety Improvements. 

Polley Basis: 2014 TIP Current Project Status: Design 

14tr006.x1s 
Hawks Prairie 
9 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

·General Revenue· 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non~Voteci :G;p. ·BondS: 
Revenue Bonds 
'l)tility :Rates i Fees 
GFC Revenue 

'f' :LID J ULlO 
Arterial Street Fund 

·PWTF:L.oan· 
lnterfund Loan 
Fecte~I Grant: · 
State Grant 
·rrafflc Mltlgatlolj 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

.f>lai'!Oli'.ig: 
Preliminary Design 
:t>esiQn & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes; 

Prior Years 

8,000 

-~:2;900·· 

30,900 

30;90<l 

30,900 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

761,000 

474,000 2,292,000 
-247.0Qd. ·227;dOO· 

99,000 

820,000 3,280,000 

820,000· 3,280,000' 

820,000 3,280,000 

CFP Project: TRANS· 6 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: R.O.W. Secured 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

761 ,000 19% 

2,766,000 67% 
·474,QOO· ·12%· 

99,000 2% 

4,100,000 100% 

4,rno,ooo. :roo% 

4,100,000 100% 



U\ 
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Planning Period: 2016-2035 File Number: 
Project Tille: Lebanon St Extension UGA Planning Area: 
Location: Lacey Blvd to Pacific Avenue Trans. Plan Project: 

Project Description: New roadway on Lebanon Streel between Lacey Blvd and Pacific Avenue. 

Projecl Justificallon: Connectivity improvemenl and access lo lhe propsed Train Depol Museum. 

Policy Basis: 2014 TIP Current Project Slatus: Planning 

14tr007.x1s 
Central 

17 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

FUNDING 

-Generai Revenue-
Voted G.O. Bonds 
;N"onNoted .0·.0 .. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
-i:iunty :Rates-/ F.ees . 
GFC Revenue 
:uoI ULJO 
Arterial Street Fund 467,300 

:PWTFLq~n 

lnterfund Loan 

F-ederal·Graht 
State Grant 
-Traffic· Mitigation 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 467,300 

EXPENDITURES 

-Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Deslgit:&-Engineering .65,600-
Land I ROW Acquisition 
t :onsb'uction-_. . 4o:1,100· 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 467,300 

Notes~ 

CFP Project: TRANS· 7 
Department: Public Works 

Land Stalus: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

467,300 100% 

467,300 100% 

.65;600' '14% 

·-401,700' 86o/o 

467,300 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Martin Way and Marvin Rd IJR 
Nisqually Interchange to Pacific Ave 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Project Description: Complele lnlerchange Justification Report for lnlerslate 5 from NlsquaHy exit lo Pacmc Ave exit. 

Project JustificaUon: Planning and design for upgrades to 1·5 interchanges. 

Policy Basis: 2014 TIP Current Project Status: Plannins:, 

14tr008.xls 
Tanglewilde 
5&6 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

·Generai :Revenue. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 

'.Non-Voted ~:O. :~ands: 
Revenue Bonds 
·Utilify·Rates·/ .Fees . 
GFC Revenue 
LIOt'tJUO 
Arterial Street Fund 

PWTFtqao
lnterfund Loan 
Pederol. Grant· · 
State Grant 
Traffic· Mliigattoll' 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

·p1aooing: 
Preliminary Design 
:oeSiQn &. Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

1 .1:9'2.~00 

45$,90(} 

1,648,800 

1 .• 648,800> 

1,648,800 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: TRANS· 8 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: NIA 

2021 6· Year Total % Future Years -------
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Annual Street Overlay 
Varies 

Project Description: Annual street overlay program 

File Number: 14tr009.xls 
UGA Planning Area: Varies 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Project Justification: As revenue allows. this program will maintain the streets at a high level. 

Polley Basis: Annual city budgets Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
.. 

Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted ;G~O. -Boncts 

Revenue Bonds 
·u1mw, ~ates rFees · 
GFC Revenue 
L-1p:-ruuo-
Arterial Street Fund 619,200 500,000 
PWTF:t;:oan · 
lnterfund Loan 
-Federal·Grant : 
State Grant 
·traffic Mitigation 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 619,200 500,000 

EXPENDITURES 

P.iannlng_ 
Preliminary Design 
·DeSign &. Engineeiing . · l03i800 - .. 

Land I ROW Acquisition 
·canstnrotion 515~400: 500;000: 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 619,200 500,000 

Notes: 

CFP Project: TRANS· 9 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: t;ityR.U.W 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

509,000 100% 

500,000 100% 

· soo ooo· ' . .100% 

500,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
City-wide Intersection Improvements 
City-wide 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

tr010.xls 
All 
N/A 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

TRANS· 10 
Public Works 

Project Description: Replace all signal cabinets In lhe city with a modem centralized system capable of advanced signal to signal coordination to Improve efficiency. 

Project Justification: Improve efficiency in the transporation network. 

Policy Basis: Best Management Practices Current Prolect Status: Design land Status: City OWned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

G.ertetal Revenue· 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
mn:-.voted G~o·. :eonds 

Revenue Bonds 
!Jlillty :Rates· l ·Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LICHULJO' 
Arterial Street Fund 270,295 599,800 599,800 84% 
PW.TFLoarj: 
lnterfund Loan 

:F~~-""'r~~nt. -1'.~ja,aoo 
State Grant 
'Traffic. MitlQaUi;m .. -1t2;!00 112,100. 16% 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 1,689,095 712,500 712,500 100% 

EXPENDITURES 
Plaon1ng· 
Preliminary Design 51,395 
·DeSign & engih'E!enog ·1.32.9~100 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·eonstruction 308;600 712;500 712i500· 100% 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 1,689,095 712,500 712,500 100% 

Notes: Other funding from Thurston County 
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Planning Period: 2016-2035 
Project Title: Hawks Prairie/Marvin Roundabout 
Location: Hawks Prairie Rd and Marvin Rd 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

tr011.xls 
Hawks Prairie 
N/A 

Project Description: Increase capacity by adding an additional lane lo the existing roundabout. 

Project Justification: Safety and capacity Improvements. 

Policy Basis: Best Management Practices Current Project Status: Preliminary Design 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

:t3enerat;Revenue · 
Voted G.O. Bonds 

'.NM-Voted 'G~O; :Bonds: . 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility-:Rate5: / :Fees· 
GFC Revenue 
uo./uuo: ... 
Arterial Street Fund 1,300 50,000 
"PWTf:t-o~o-
lnterfund Loan 
;Fe<feial. Grant. 
State Grant 
Traffic· Mitigation . 40,700 . .. 

120.000 .30~000 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 42,000 120,000 80,000 

EXPENDITURES 

:P.1aifrilng; 
Preliminary Design 42,000 
Design.&; Engineering 1201000 .ao,ooo 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·ConstruCtion 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 42,000 120,000 80,000 

Notes: 

CFP Project: TRANS· 11 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: Io be deterrmned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

50,000 25% 1,000,000 

150;000: 15%: 

200,000 100% 1,000,000 

200,000:. 100%- . 

l,000,000· 

200,000 100% 1,000,000 



VI 
I 

Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Martin Way/Hoh St Improvements 
Martin Way and Hoh Street 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Project Description: Construct a traffic signal at the lntersectlon and eliminate the offset 

Project Justlfication: Intersection safety improvements. 

Polley Basis: 2014 TIP Current Project Status: Planning 

14tr012.xls 
Tanglewilde 

25 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

"General 'Revenue: 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Jilon-V~ed.G~o. Bonds: 
Revenue Bonds 
l;ltill~ ~a{~!iil:Fees· 
GFC Revenue 
llO/.UllO 
Arterial Street Fund 

PWTF'C.pal'.I 
lnterfund Loan 
:F'ederat :Gr.ant 
State Grant 
traffic· Mitigation. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

_?Janning· 
Preliminary Design 
Design: & :Engfneedrtg 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
~onstrucfion. 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

244,450 

.366;675• 

1:0·;000. 

10,000 611,125 

10,000 '51,125 

560,000 

10,000 611 , 125 

CFP Project: TRANS· 12 
Department: Public Works 

Land Slatus: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total 0/o Future Year~ 

244,450 39% 

366';675 ·s~l°/11. 

10;000 2% 

621 ,125 100% 

500,-000 90% 

621,125 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Rainier Road Improvements 
Yelm Highway to south city limits 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Project Description: Improve tapers and storage at the Intersections and add bike lanes and sidewalks. 

I Projoct Ju•tifioallon' Reduce '°""°'''" . 

Policy Basls: 2014 TIP Current Project Status: Planning 

14tr013.xls 
Horizons 

22 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

·General' Revenue. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·N(!ri-Voted .G;O>Band~ 
Revenue Bonds 

: Utillty .R~tes. / .Fees . 
GFC Revenue 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Ul LID/'UllD: • ..... 
00 Arterial Street Fund 

i:>WTF: ·!:~an · .
lnterfund Loan 
Federal.trant. 
State Grant 
. Traffic Mlti.gallon 
Other 

TOT AL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
=besfgn :& Engineenng 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: State Grant of $1 ,360,690 

2()3;300 

203,300 

:23~100· 
179,600 

203,300 

61,500 63,500 812,762 

571,500 789,190 
. 3;500 

65,000 635,000 1,601,952 

:501000 - .348;402 
5,000 

: "635,0oci- . f,253,550 · 

65,000 635,000 1,601,952 

CFP Project: TRANS· 13 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: R.O.W. Needed 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

, . 
937,762 41% 

1,360,690 59% 
3,500 0% 

2,301,952 100% 

408.~02' '18% 
5,000 0% 

1:;888,550 . 82% 

2,301,952 100% 



Planning Period: 2016-2025 File Number: 14tr014.xls CFP Project: TRANS· 14 
Project Title: College St Corridor Improvements UGA Planning Area: Central Department: Public Works 
Location: College St- 37th Ave to Lacey Blvd Trans. Plan Project: 21 

Project Description: Conslruct remaining portions of the the College St Corridor Improvements. The College Street and 22nd Ave Roundabout ..WI be constructed in 2015·2016. 

Project Justification: Urban arterial Intersection and capacity improvements. 

Polley Basis: 2014 TIP Current Project Stalus: PlanninR Land Stalus: R.0 .W. Required 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue: 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted G:.o. :Bonds: 
Revenue Bonds 
:ulility:Rates.f Fees 
GFC Revenue 

Vl uo·1·ut10· 
I 

\0 Arterial Street Fund 608,100 796,705 369,626 500,000 500,000 500,000 1,000,000 3,666,331 61% 30,500,000 
PIJVTF.LQan· 
lnterfund Loan 
~e:clerer. Gr..int a47.e74 847:,1374 1:;6~5.1'48 ·28%· 
State Grant 615,921 615,921 10% 
·Traffic· Mltigailon· 
Other 74,000 

TOTAL FUNDING 682,100 2,260,500 1,217,500 500,000 500,000 500,000 1,000,000 5,978,000 100% 30,500,000 

EXPENDITURES 

Planrtl~g. 
Preliminary Design 63,000 63,000 1% 
t>esign .&. Engineering 1,000;000 1.000.000 17%· 5,6001000: 
Land I ROW Acquisition 640,200 980,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 2.480,000 41% 2,500,000 
:Constructlon '.f,217;500 1i217,500 21435,000 41%· 22,400;000 
Other 41,900 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 682,100 2,260,500 1,217,500 500,000 500,000 500,000 1,000,000 5,978,000 100% 30,500,000 

Notes: 



Vi 
I 

IV 
0 

Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Carpenter Rd Capacity Improvements 
Pacific Ave to Shady Lane 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

14tr015.xls 
Central/Lakes 

12 

Project Description: Widen roadway to taper from 5·1ane section to 3·1ane section with bike lanes and sidewalks. Also realign 14th Avenue. 

Project Justification: Multlmodal roadway Improvements. 

Polley Basis: 2014 TIP Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

General· Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non•Vofed G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utlllty· Rates l Fees 
GFC Revenue 
t!O: ru1::io. 
Arterial Street Fund 368,800 1,263,000 
PWJFt:oan 
lnterfund Loan 
Fede~I: Glllllt .. ., 

State Grant 2,000,000 
TraflJe: Mitig_ati.cm 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 368,800 3,263,000 

EXPENDITURES 

Piannlng 
Preliminary Design 
Design & .. Engineering. 368,800 363,000· 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Constiuctiriri 
Other 2 

2,900,000 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 366,600 3,263,000 

CFP Project: TRANS· 15 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

1,631,800 

.. . 
2,000,000 

3,631,800 

731:.800 

'2:;900,000 

3,631,800 



Planning Period: 
Project Tille: 
Location: 

2016·2035 
Carpenter Rd and Mullen Improvements 
Carpenter Rd and Mullen Rd 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Project Descripllon: Construct a roundabout at the intersection of Mullen Rd and Carpenter Rd. 

Project JustlHcatlon: Improve efficiency and reduce congestion. 

Policy Basis: 2014 TIP Current Project Status: Planning 

14tr016.xls 
Lakes 
19 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

-General Revehue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
-N"on-Voted-G~o. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
·Utitity·Rates 1 Fees 
GFC Revenue 

vi l:I01UUD 
I 

N - Arterial Street Fund 
;PWTF:J.oan 
lnterfund Loan 
:F.e<11;1rarGrant: 
State Grant 
Traffic Mltigatloh· 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:p1anning. 
Preliminary Design 
:oesign &-Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

=c~nstruction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

.500 

500 

500· 

500 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

8,100 500,000 

10,000 500.000 

500,000 

10.000 500,000 

CFP Project: TRANS· 16 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

508,100 100% 

·1.,SOO 0% 

510,000 100% 

10.000. 2%· 
500,000 98% 

510,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 2016-2035 
Project Title: Marvin Road Improvements 
Location: Britton Parkway to Columbia Dr NE 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

14tr017 .xis 
Hawks Prairie 
a 

Project Description: Widen Marvin Road from 2 lanes to 5 lanes to Hawks Prairie Rd then transition to 3 lane section with bike lanes and sidewalks. 

I Pmjed J"'Hll"'Uon' Im....., lrallic oapoolty. 

Policy Basis: 2014 TIP Current Project Slatus: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
NonNoted G.:o·: :!:fonds 
Revenue Bonds 
.OfllitY. :Rates: 1-i=ees 
GFC Revenue 
.liD-i ULJb : 
Arterial Street Fund 8,000 761,000 3,604,028 

·PWTF:t.oan· · . 
lnterfund Loan 
:Federer: Grant 
State Grant 474,000 2,292,000 500,000 3,559,860 
·:rraffiq: Mitjg~tir;m .. .22,900 247,000· :227,000: 
Other 99,000 

TOTAL FUNDING 30,900 820,000 3,280,000 500,000 7,163,888 

EXPENDITURES 

·Planrilng .. 

Preliminary Design 
OesiQn ·&:Engineering. .3.Cl,900· 50(),000 1,000,000 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:constructrori . . 020,000· 3,280;000 . :6;163;886 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 30,900 820,000 3,280,000 500,000 7,163,888 

Notes: State Funds of SG,829,860 

CFP Project: TRANS· 17 
Department: Public Works 

Land Stalus: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

4 ,,365,028 37% 

6,825,860 58% 
47-:J,QOO 4.% 

99,000 1% 

11,763,888 100% 

1:,500,000 13% 

10.?63,688 "87% 

11,763,888 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Britton Parkway/Carpenter Improvements 
Britton Parkway/Carpenter 

Project Description: Add Intersections traffic control devices . 

Project JustllicaUon: Improve Intersection efficiency. 

Policy Basis: 2014 TIP 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Current Project Status: Planning 

14tr018.xls 
Hawks Prairi 

9 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

General Revenue· 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
N"on~Voted·G:~o. :Bonds: 
Revenue Bonds 
Otility 'Rates./' Fees 
GFC Revenue 

VI l10-1'UUO 
I 

~ Arterial Street Fund 

PWTF:!-oan· 
lnterfund Loan 

Federal Grant. 
State Grant 
:rrafflc·Mltigatloo· 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:p1anning. · 
Preliminary Design 
:beslgn-& Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
.construttion 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

69,578 465,000 

69,578 465,000 

465,000 

69,578 465,000 

CFP Project: TRANS· 18 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: R.O.W. Required 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Yean -------

534,578 100% 

534,578 100% 

·69;5ta: 1a%. 

465,000" ll7% 

534,578 100% 

Notes: 1 & 2 Project funding and expenditure amounts shown In the future years column are prellm'nary estlmates for planning purposes. Identification of specific revenue sources and expendilures will be made as the project moves 
Into the 6-year planning window. 



VI 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Sleater Kinney Improvements 
Sleater Kinney Rd at 14th Avenue 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Project Description: Install a traffic control device at Sleater Kinney and 14th Avenue. Probable Roundabout 

Project Justification: Intersection safely and capacity improvements. 

Polley Basis: 2014 TIP Current Project Status: Plannin~ 

14tr019.xts 
Central 

18 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted·G·.o. Bonds: 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility:Rates J Fees 
GFC Revenue 
llDIULID 

Arterial Street Fund 300,000 

PWTF~oan· 
lnterfund Loan 
P~en:Jl-Gront ~-11-.772 30Q,OOO 
State Grant 
"Traffic· Mitigation· 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 141,772 600,000 

EXPENDITURES 

Plaooing-
Preliminary Design 
-Desig(r-& Engineering 141",772 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction aoo;ooo 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 141,772 600,000 

Notes: STP (U) Grant or $441, n2 

CFP Project: TRANS· 19 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

300,000 40% 

-441',772. 60% 

741,772 100% 

141,7'.72 19%· 

600,000· 819/o· 

741,772 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016·2035 
Martin Way & 1-5 Interchange 
Martin Way & 1-5 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

14tr020.xls 
Hawks Prairie 

13 

Project DescripUon: Construct an approved Interchange per the Interchange JustificaUon Report. Assumed to be a half clover. 

I Pmjeot J"'111kaUon' lm"""e lraffic capaclly. 

Policy Basis: 2014 TIP 

FUNDING 
Generaf:Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non~~oted G:mBi>nds· 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify"~ates.rt::~e~: :. 
GFC Revenue 

Y' UDf Ut;IP:· .· ·: · ·: · 

~ Arterial Street Fund 
.PWTFl:oan· .. 
lnterfund Loan 
Federal ·G~nt 
State Grant 
Trafflc :Mi~gation: 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:Planntng. 
Preliminary Design 
:Desigri: :& Engmeering: 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction· · . · -. -. · 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

Notes: 1. Federal Grant DlscreUonary • IMO grant of $5,000,000 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: TRANS· 20 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: City R.O.W. 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Yeari: 

.· 

447,746 

. .. 550,~0Q ·550,QOO· 100%· 4:.450;000. 

550,000 550,000 100% 4,897,746 

550:,000 550,000 100% 

4,358;196 

550,000 550,000 100% 4,897,746 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Yelm Highway Improvements 
Ruddell Rd to Amtrak Bridge 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Project Description: Widen east side for an additional northbound lane, bike lane, sidewalk and other urban amenities. 

I Project J"'"""'"'"' Im"""' kaffio now 

Polley Basis: 2014 TIP Current Project Status: Planning 

14tr021.xls 
Horizons 

23 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 
General ·Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
NOO-:Voted·G~o-. -Bonds
Revenue Bonds 

·l)fifiw·Rat~s I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
UD/CJUD· 
Arterial Street Fund 

PWTF 'l,.Da:rr 
lnterfund Loan 
·fedel'Jll·Grant 
State Grant 
·traffic. Mitigatln 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
·Ptanning_ 
Preliminary Design 
·Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·Construction 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: Federal Grant available $2,085,809 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: TRANS· 21 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: <.;lty H.U.W. 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

2,000,000 

400,00() 400,000. 100%. 

400,000 400,000 100% 3,685,809 

400,000 400;000 100% 415,800 

3,270,000· 

400,000 400,000 100% 3,685,809 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location; 

2016-2035 
Carpenter Road Widening 
Martin Way to Britton Parkway 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

14tr022.xls 
Central 

20 

Project DescripUon; Widen the roadway to 5 lanes with auxllary tum lanes, bike lanes. sidewalks and other urban ameniUes. 

Project JusUficaUon: Multimodal capacity improvements. 

Policy Basis: 2014 TIP 

FUNDING 
:Generi:ll .Reveitue. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Nair-Voted G:o~ :eonds : "· 
Revenue Bonds 
UlililY-:Rates:/ .Fees 

Prior Years 

v. GFC Revenue 
I 

!'-' tlD:Hll,fD· 
-...] 

Arterial Street Fund 
PWTH.Qari; · 
lnterfund Loan 

·fe(lera~G~nt· 

State Grant 
·Traffic. Mitigation:. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
:p1aim1n9_· · : . . 
Preliminary Design 
:OeSign-&: Ehgineenng _ 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Gonstruoticn. . . . . 
Other _ 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 1. Federal Grant: STPSS,767,917 
2 State Grant $5,000,000 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

.· 

·. 

CFP Project: TRANS· 22 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: City R.O.W. 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

5,000,000 

5.161:.~17 
5,000,000 

15,767,917 

3 j129;583· 

12;B3B,334· 

15,767,917 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
location: 

2016-2035 
Britton Parkway Widening 
Gateway Blvd to Carpenter 

Project Justification: Capacity Improvements. 

Polley Basis: 2014 TIP 

File Number. 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Current Project Status: Plannin11 

14tr023.xls 
Hawks Prairi 

15 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

'General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
N:ort~Vcited ·G'.O. ·Bonds: 
Revenue Bonds 
IJtilitY:Ri;!fBs.f F~s •. 
GFC Revenue 

Y' :t,;JOJ ULJD 
~ Arterial Street Fund 

-PwiF.toan 
lnterfund Loan 
F.ederal"Grant. · 
State Grant 
:Traffic Mitigation· 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Planning: 
Preliminary Design 
:bes1grt & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 1. State Grant: TIB $1,000.000 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

.. 

CFP Project: TRANS· 23 
Department: Public Works 

Land Slatus: R.0.W. Required 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

1,054,000 

1,000,000 

2,054,000 

r,sso,ooo 

2,054,000 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016*2035 
31st Avenue Extension 
Hogum Bay to Marvin Road 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Project DescripUon: New 3 lane collector street that will ultimately be extended lo Sleater Kinney Road. 

I Prnjed Jus'6callon' To lmprow lralfic now.. 

Polley Basis: 2014 TIP Current Projecl Status: Planning 

14tr024.xls 
Hawks Prairie 

10 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

Generaf Revenue: 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non~V.Oted GJ:'.U3omfs : : · . . . . 
Revenue Bonds 
l]tility R~t~sIFees· . 
GFC Revenue 
J.i.O.f:Ul,;!0: : : ' -· . 
Arterial Street Fund 

pWTFl;oan 
lnterfund Loan 
F1;1~ra1: :~~atil 
State Grant 
Trnffi~MWgation. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning: . 
Preliminary Design 
Design:& E~ineering. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Constrµimon. . 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes; State Grant of $2,132,000 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

·-

" 

. .. .. . . 

CFP Project: TRANS· 24 
Department: Public Works 

Land Stalus: R.O.W. Needed 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

2,000,000 

2,132,000 

4,132,000 

833',600 

4,132,000 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Martin Way East Improvements 
Galaxy Drive to River Ridge Drive 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Project Description: Access management. bike lanes. sidewalks. and other urban amenilies. 

Improve traffic Row 

Polley Basis: 2014 TIP Current Prolect Status: Planning 

14tr025.xls 
Meadows 

27 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

General'. Reveaue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
-Non-Voled G:O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify:Rates f Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LIO JULIO· .. 
Arterial Street Fund 
-PWTF·t:;o;;1n. 
lnterfund Loan 
Federol:Gran~ 
State Grant 
Trafflc:MftigaUon 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Pial'fnlng 
Preliminary Design 
. besign & :engineering· 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construcoon 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

CFP Project: TRANS· 25 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: City R.O.W 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

4,740,910 

4,740,910 

:940;9 10 

.3-;800,000 

4,740,910 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Lacey Hawks Prairie Business Dist. 
Construct new corridors in District 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Trans. Plan Project: 

Project Description: Construct new corridors \Nilh lhe Lacey Hawks Prairie Business District (LHPBD). 

Polley Basis: 2014 TIP Current Pro[ect Status: Planning 

14tr026.xls 
Central 

14 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

General·Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voled·G~o. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Ufility:Rates·J..Fees 
GFC Revenue 
UOJULfO· 
Arterial Street Fund 

PWTF·l9en: 
lnterfund Loan 
Federal'. Grants 
State Grants 
Traffic: Miti.gatkm 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
:Planning 
Preliminary Design 
·OeSigjj · &. Engii'leeifcig 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:Coristrtrotion 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: State Grant of $10.488,817 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: TRANS· 26 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: R.O.W. Needed 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

.. 

10,488,817 

10,488,817 

.a,39:1,054. 

10,488,817 



--------Wastewater 
Capital Facilities Plan by providing the following: 

Background 

The City of Lacey owns, operates, and maintains 
a wastewater (sewer) system with a service area of 
approximately 33 square miles. The system con
sists of approximately 211 miles interceptor, grav
ity, force, and septic tank effluent pumping (STEP) 
lines and 48 pump stations. 

The city's existing service area includes most of in
corporated Lacey. Although this means that sewer 
service is generally available to all homes and busi
nesses within the city limits, it is important to note 
that a large number of households, and some busi
nesses, are currently utilizing on-site septic systems 
to treat and dispose of their wastewater. It is antici
pated that many of these household and businesses 
will eventually connect to the city system. 

The city's long-term sewer service area essentially 
corresponds to Lacey's long-term Urban Growth 
Area (UGA). The city is required by the State 
Growth Management Act to provide sewer service 
to this area as development occurs. 

Treatment and disposal of the collected sewage is 
provided by the Lacey-Olympia-Tumwater-Thur
ston County (LOTT) Wastewater Treatment Facility 
located in the City of Olympia adjacent to Budd 
Inlet. Wastewater generated in the Lacey sewer 
service area is transported via the Martin Way in
terceptor line to the Martin Way Satellite Treatment 
Facility on Martin Way or to the Budd Inlet plant 
for treatment. 

The draft City of Lacey 2014 Comprehensive Waste
water Plan serves as the basis for this section of the 
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I) Evaluation of the existing wastewater collec
tion system's condition and capacity, and iden
tification of deficiencies and needed repairs; 

2) Investigation of various sewer system alter
natives which would aid in meeting future 
sewer service area requirements; 

3) Outlin of operation, maintenance, and emer
gency response issues relating to Lacey's 
wastewater system; and 

4) Establishes a schedule of system repairs, 
improvements, and expansion necessary to 
adequately serve the City's existing and long
term sewer service areas. 

It is important to note that the purpose of this 
Capital Facilities Plan is to demonstrate how the 
City will implement Lacey's Comprehensive 
Wastewater Plan. Readers wishing more detailed 
explanations of methodologies and findings are 
encouraged to review the full City of Lacey 2014 
Comprehensive Wastewater Plan, available on the 
City's website. 

Sewer System Planning Goals and Objectives 

Planning goals and objectives established by 
Lacey's Wastewater Plan are: 

I) To plan, build, and maintain the infrastructure 
necessary to provide sanitary sewer service to 
all parts of Lacey's existing and future service 
areas; 

2) To protect vital groundwater resources that 
serve as the area's primary source of drinking 
water by collection, treatment, and disposal 
of the wasteflow away from aquifer recharge 
areas; 



3) To successfully meet all current and future 
State and federal regulatory requirements. 

Level-of-Service Analysis 

The city's Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 
establishes level-of-service (LOS) criteria in regard 
to the collection system capacity. LOTT establishes 
the level of service with regard to treatment capacity 
and treatment levels. 

Collection System Capacity. Collection system 
capacity refers to the ability of the wastewater col
lection system- city-owned sewer lines and pump 
stations- to accept all residential and commercial 
wastewater generated in Lacey's existing and future 
sewer service areas. The sewer plan establishes a 
level-of-service capacity of 85 gallons (including 
I&I) of wastewater per-capita-per-day, with a 2.22 
peaking factor for peak hourly flows. 

A study of wet weather and dry weather waste
water flows within the Lacey wastewater system 
indicated that I&I is well controlled throughout 
the collection system, with the exception of the 
Sleater Kinney basin. This area consists of the 
City's oldest sewer infrastructure, which is show
ing signs of degradation and higher than nonnal 
I&I due to its age. 

To analyze the capacity of the existing waste
water collection system and determine its abil-
ity to handle future flows at the LOS standard, a 
hydraulic analysis of the system was performed. 
The analysis projected wastewater flows resulting 
from current and anticipated population densi
ties in the existing and future sewer service areas, 
and identified elements in the existing system that 
would require upgrading to avoid overloading 
the capacity of the system in the future. Sewer 

Bonds 1,696,213 
Utility Rates and Fees 177,274 53,560 

system "enhancement" projects listed in this CFP 
section are the result of the analysis. 

Also determined were sizing specifications for the 
sewer lines and pump stations that will be con
structed in the future service area as the system 
expands to serve development requirements. 
Sewer system "expansion" projects listed in this 
CFP section reflect these findings. 

Together, the system enhancement and expansion 
projects listed in this capital facilities plan will 
assure a continuous level of capacity in the city's 
wastewater collection system that is consistent 
with the established level-of-service standard 
throughout the 20-year planning period. 

Treatment Plant Capacity. 

The LOTT Alliance provides treatment for the 
combined 3-city Urban Growth Areas of Lacey, 
Tumwater and Olympia. LOTT operates the Budd 
Inlet Treatment Plant (BITP) located in Olym-
pia and the Martin Way Reclaimed Water Plant 
located in Lacey. 

Roughly 75% of Lacey's wastewater flow passes 
through the Martin Way pump station which is 
then directed to either the Budd Inlet Treatment 
Plant (BITP) or the Martin Way Reclaimed Water 
Plant. The Martin Way Reclaimed Water Plant has 
a current capacity of 2.0 million gallons per day. 
Water at this plant is treated to Class A Reclaimed 
Water Standards and is made available to partner 
jurisdictions for non-potable uses. 

Six Year Financing Plan. 

The 6-year financing plan is shown below in table 
6.1. 

Total 
1,696,213 

55,702 582,930 553,784 125,315 1,548,565 
GFCRevenue 5 672 910 6 214420 1,759 762 3,586,907 431 386 1 272 211 18,937 596 

T TAL $7546 397 $6,267 980 $1 815,464 $4,169,837 $985 170 $1 397,526 $22182,374 

Table 6.1 
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CITY OF LACEY 2016-2035 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN 
WASTEWATER PROJECTS SUMMARY SHEET 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total o/o Future Years 
FUNDING SOURCES 

.General Re.venue 

Voted G.O. Bonds 

:!'JQi:t·V!>~ ~.o. Bonds. 
Revenue Bonds 455,890 1,696,213 1,696,213 8% 
.!J~lilY R$.t~~ u=ees: ·f1t.~14: $$;$$() $5,:ro2· $ai:.il~o :5$3/7~4. ·1~$;~~5: t!!48;56S "io/~ 
GFC Revenue (see note) 2,968,333 5,672,910 6,214.420 1,759,762 3,586,907 431,386 1,272,211 18,937,596 85% 1,006,000 

:1.1on:.1uo .503,154. 
Arterial Street Fund 

'PWTf.t:.oan 

lnlerfund Loan 

Gr.lhlS 
SEPA/LTA 

:oevetoper Financing: 
Other 

TOTAL 3,927,377 7,546,397 6,267,980 1,815,464 4,169,837 985,170 1,397,526 22,182,374 100% 1,006,000 

EXPENDITURES BY CATEGORY 
Planning: 
Prellmlnaty Design 

·o~lg!1·$ enQineeril}g ·1:,s.14,81-!J 1,~71,(>45 :991:.6i1 7Q~;~8~: 11)1),~3i ·~OS;~ i~$;44~ {~4~.~~~ i$% S~;OO,(>· 
Land I ROW Acqulsitlon 8,895 128,544 128,544 1% 

·(:~tfVC~!>n ~.3Tf..$71 :s,:m>.~53 5,141:.7~ ·1:,1Qi;pt5: ~Aa~.f!Q$ 77$;4$7 1.i$~,(la~ ~ta~·1::a~. ~% 440;()()() 
Other 26,031 

TOTAL 3,927,376 7,546,397 6,267,980 1,815.464 4,169,837 985,170 1,397,526 22,182,374 100% 1,006,000 

EXPENDITURES BY PROJECT 
WW• ·1 .Upgr.idetlftSlatloo 18 697;425 295;467 295;457 1% 
ww. 2 Wastewater Comprehensive Plan 451,734 506,000 
:ww-· :3· iiftstation :25: and :31 Upgrades ·839;340 :96;786 96,786 ilo/a 

WW· 4 Martln & College Sewer ULID 503,154 

:Ww• :5· 'TiH!glewilde East UUO· ·455,890 1,696';2, 3' ·1;696,213 a~1. 

WW- 6 Carpenter Rd Air Releases/Manhole 26,393 

.WW~-::7: .:·:~~lif~:P~v~:$~~:1:.!P.~tzjr:ig, :-:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·: · :·:·:·:·:~~9,$79: .. ·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·:·:·:-:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·.·.·.·. 300;000 :300,000 ·t% 
WW- 8 Brentwood Wastewater Repair 168 12,500 12,500 0% 
ww~ ·g: A~fll~:~9r~1~1 78,1)02: 101.~m~· 101'.;9'79 ()% 
ww. 10 College & 22nd Ave Sewer 135,000 135,000 1% 

·WW• ·;1 $T-EP :Malt'!.Al~N~C$ i~.4$~· 
WW- 12 Lift StaUon 3 Outfall 47,828 114,267 1,187,905 1,302,172 6% 

WW• 13: :s~illl<*>iTi:Rfl9il~na1 u:fUitiWQn 390.8$9 :3,210.474 3;2~0.474. i4% 
WW· 14 LS·2 Forcemaln/WesUake Gravity 63,520 447,721 2,185,000 2,632,721 12% 

·WW• ~5: ~ aay-:STEP-EXteilsiOil- 400;000 400.000 2% 
WW- 16 Lift Statlon 12 Abandonment 50,000 50,000 0% 
·WW· 11· :GeooratQtifiow Meters :ess;960 856,96Q 4% 
WW- 18 LS-49 Land Purchase 128,544 128,544 1% 
:ww-.. 19 t~!ri i:iepot., W~l~~~r ·1oe;pi:>Q ·10~.()i>O ~% 
WW- 20 Mullen Road STEP Main 20,000 60,340 236.735 256,053 573,128 3% 
WW- :21 Rum~c:STEP· 575;001) :575;671 1; t50;67'1 S% 
WW· 22 Annual Sewer Line Replacement 53,560 55,702 57,930 120.495 125,315 413,002 2% 
WW~ :2:J lS 15:Standt>rPower/FloWITleler 365,000 .365;000 2% 
WW· 24 Lift Station Rehab Phase 1 426,000 712,000 712,000 1,850;000 8% 
ww- .2$ .Lift:Statioll:Retiat:i Ptlase.2: 579;3o5 2;"831;643 3-.410;948 1.5'Y• 
WW- 26 Lift Station/STEP Flow Meters 231,722 590,428 614,045 1,436,195 6% 500.000 
l./VW· .~r ·$ewer Main :Replacement ~5~;(>4!) ~$3;o4o ·1·is-~ 

WW· 28 Chemical Storage Tank Replacement 180,743 180,743 1% 
WW~ :29. LS·S-Generator/Flow. Meter _250;630 250;630 1'% 

WW- 30 Sewer Main Replacement 72,297 72,297 0% 
WW- :31 LS-3 Pump<CapaCity·and·lnfet Pipe 228.225· :228;225 1% 
WW- 32 26th Loop Gravity Upsize 651 ,639 651,639 3% 

:ww~ :~3· 1;$.3:1:Dlscharge:Manhoie· 20;050 .20,0M tl% 
WW• .34 lift:Station 11 Abandonment 490,000: 

TOTAL 3,927,376 7,546,397 6,267,980 1,815,464 4,169,837 985,170 1,397,526 22.182,374 100% 1,496,000 

Note: GFC Revenue tine Includes funds available In the capital account plus annual GFC revenue. 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Upgrade Lift Station 18 
Yelm Highway and lntelco 

Project Descripllon: Pump and elecUcal upgrades ror lift stations 18. 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew001 .xls 
Horizons 
7 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 1 
Public Works 

Project Juslification: Higher head pumps are needed to overcome higher pressure in the mains. Replace existing pumps with a more modem design to improve solid handling capability. reliability, and 
ease or maintenance. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Waslewater Plan Current Project Status: Construction Land Stalus: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2007 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Nan-Voted ·G:O~ 'Bones 
Revenue Bonds 
tJlilityHates:f.Fees 1!7.~74 177,274 .60%. 
GFC Revenue 697,425 118,183 118,183 40% 
UDJULID-
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TF ·1.,o~n: 

lnterfund Loan 
Grcmts· 
SEPA/LTA 
.oeve1i>per. Financing. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 697,425 295,457 295,457 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Pianttlng 
Preliminary Design 
=oesigo &. Engineering 21.8,042: 26,897" :26,897 9% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·Construction 475;899. 268,560" 268,560 .91% 
Other 3,484 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 697,425 295,457 295,457 100% 

Noles: 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Wastewater Comprehensive Plan 
NIA 

Project Description: Complete the Wastewater Comprehensive Plan in 2014. 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew002.xls 
All 
1 

Project Justification: Comprehensive Plans are required every eight years and allow for future planning lo meet demand. 

Policy Basis~ Best Management Practices 

FUNDING 
General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non,;Vcited: G·.o: Bonds· 
Revenue Bonds 
·utility .Rates /-Fees 

~ GFC Revenue 
-...J UD·I UUD 

Arterial Street Fund 
:PWTFloan
lnterfund Loan 
:eranta 
SEPA / LTA 
-Developer financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Planning: 
Preliminary Design 
Design.& Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction: 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Note~ : 

Prior Years 

451,734 

451,734 

451,734 

451,734 

Current Project Status: Completed 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 2 
Public Works 

Land Status: N/A 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

506,000 

506,000 

506;000 

506,000 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Liftstation 25 and 31 Upgrades 
Marvin Rd SE/15th Ave SE 

Project Description: Pump and electrical upgrades for liftstallon 25 and 31 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew003.xls 
Meadows 
2 

CFP Project: WW- 3 
Department: Public Works 

Project Justification: Current pump size and electrical are not best for the demand. Current pump rates are not compatible with the existing STEP main. Replace pumps with more appropriate 
performance characteristics. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Current Project Status: Construction Land Slatus: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

:General :Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted :G:o-. ·Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Ratesl Fees· 
GFC Revenue 839,340 96,786 96,786 100% 
.LID/ULID· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TFl;.o~n· 

lnterfund Loan 
Gfants·. · . 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing: 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 839,340 96,786 96,786 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Pianning 
Preliminary Design 
·Design &: Engineering ·116;895: 8,799" 8;799 •9% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·construction 660,583 .87,988" 87,988: .91%. 
Other 1,862 

TOT AL EXPENDITURES 839,340 96,786 96,786 100% 

Notes: 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Martin & College Sewer ULID 
Martin Way and College St 

Fite Number: sew004.xls 
UGA Planning Area: I Central 
Sewer Plan Project: 5 

Project Description: Convert existing force main to gravity system and decommission liflstalion 

Project Justification: Properties are currenUy on City of Olympia system and need to connect to the City of Lacey system . 

Polley Basis: Best Management Practices 

FUNDING 

General: Revenue-. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted·G.O. BOnds . . 
Revenue Bonds 
utility RatesIFees· 

a.. GFC Revenue 
I '° . up ru1;m 

Arterial Street Fund 
PvVTFLoan · 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants. 
SEPA I LTA 
Oeve1oper·Finane1n9 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Pfariiling 
Preliminary Design 
: oesigp &. :engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
. Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

NOie$: 

Prior Years 

. · S0;!,154 

503,154 

37,014. 
6 ,000 

444;366 
15,774 

503,154 

Current Project Status: Complete 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: WW- 4 
Public Works Department: 

Land Status; Easemen1 Needed 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

......... . . 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Tanglewilde East ULID 
Skokomish Way I Quinault Dr 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sewOOS.xls 
Meadows 
4 

Project Description: Connect Tanglewilde East Division 3 B to City of Lacey system and abandon their community on·sile system. 

CFP Project: WW- 5 
Department: Public Works 

Project Justification: Property owners have contacted the city to connect to the city system. Abandoning the drain field will improve ground water quality in the area. 

Policy Basis: Utility ManaQement Practices 

FUNDING 

_General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
_Nan-Voted :G:.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds/ULID 

.utmty."Rates:I. Fees 
GFC Revenue 

0 -1.-JP:J t;JL,ID 
Arterial Street Fund 

-PWTF ·l.,-o~rl 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants· 
SEPA/LTA 

-Oevero1osr..:~insnclng 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Engineenng 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

455,890 

455,890 

84,031 

31-1A70 
389 

455,890 

Current Project Status: Construction 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

1,696,213 

1,696,213 

154,201 

1,542,012 

1,696,213 

Notes: Expenditure listed as Other are the connection fees for the City and LOTT. 

Land Status: City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

1,696,213 100% 

1,696,213 100% 

154,201 9%. 

1-,542,012 :9l% 

1,696,213 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Carpenter Rd Air Releases/Manhole 
Carpenter Road I Sierra Drive 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew006.xls 
Lakes 
12 

Project Description: Install an air release valve and associated access structures on the Carpenter Road STEP main. 

Project Justification: Air release valves reduce entraped air, reducing system pressures and improve operating efficiency, 

Policy Basis: Utility Management Practices 

FUNDING 
:General .Revenue· 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
.Non-Voted G,o.:sonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Ulility:Rates: f.Fees 
GFC Revenue 
!..ID:fl)UD· 
Arterial Street Fund 
-PWTF l,.Qi:1rr 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
.Developer. Ffoane1n9 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

.Pianning 
Preliminary Design 
Design.&. EngineEinng 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Constru<itioil . · 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

26,393 

26,393 

. . 4,.456 

·21,936 

26,393 

Current Project Status: Complete 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 6 
Public Works 

Land Status: City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------



°' I -N 

Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Lakeview Drive Sewer Upsizing. 
Lakeview Drive 

Project Description: Phase 1 In 2014, Phase 2 in 2021 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew007.xls 
Central 
8 

Project Justification: The existing grravity main is currently operating at capacity and is under sized for future growth. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Current Project Status: Complete 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

·General-Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Nori-Voted ·G:o.:sonds 
Revenue Bonds 
:utility Rates·i Fees 
GFC Revenue 359,579 
:!:..IPIV.l.10 
Arterial Street Fund 
:PW.TF Lo~rr. · 
lnterfund Loan 
$~Ills· 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer. :Financing: 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 359,579 

EXPENDITURES 

-Planning · 
Preliminary Design 
·DeSign & Engineeiing ·1,926: 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:construction 357;653 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 359,579 

Notes: 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 7 
Public Works 

Land Status; City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

300,000 300,000 100% 

300,000 300,000 100% 

60,000 :eo;OOO 20% 

240,000 .240,000 80% 

300,000 300,000 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Brentwood Wastewater Repair 
Brentwood Drive 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

Project Description: Repair of the sewer Hne in Brentwood that has been damaged from expanding lree roots. 

Projecl Justificallon: This repair work will be done in conjuntion with other waler. slonn, and streel work that is planned. 

Polfcy Basis: Best Management Practices Current Project Status: Design 

sew008.xls 
Central 
NIA 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 
.General ·Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Vcted ·G~o~ :Bonas 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility.Hate~:fFees 

O'\ GFC Revenue 
I 

- .LIDI ULID· w 
Arterial Street Fund 
.p.WTF ;lO!'!O: 
lnterfund loan 
:G..ants 
SEPA / lTA 
·oeve1oper:Flnanc1ng 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Pianning: 
Preliminary Design 
·Design &.Eilgii"leenng 
land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

168 12,500 

168 12,500 

·168 2 ,095-

·10;405 

168 12,500 

CFP Project: WW- 8 
Public Works Department: 

Land Status: City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

12,500 100% 

2;095.. ·11%. 

10,!'\05 .83% .. 

12,500 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Avonlea Odor Control 
Avon lea 

Project Description: lnslallatlon of an odor control facillly. 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew009.xls 
Central 

10 

Projecl Justificalion: This odor control facilily will replace a previously failed facility at the location. 

Policy Basis: Emergency repair/replace 

FUNDING 
.General Revenue· 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non:-Voted -G~O~ 'Beine& 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility.:Rates:tF.ees 

GFC Revenue 
LiD:fVUD· 
Arterial Street Fund 
-PW.TF:Loarr . 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grants 
SEPA f LTA 
:Oeveloper-Flnanc1ng: 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
:Pianning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &: Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Constru<ition 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Noles; 

Prior Years 

78,002 

78,002 

;32,339 

45;664 

78,002 

Current Project Slatus: Construclion 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

101,979 

101,979 

·9,271 

:92,108 

101 ,979 

CFP Project: WW- 9 
Public Works Department: 

Land Stalus: City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

101,979 100% 

101,979 100% 

9,271 9%: 

92,708: 91%· 

101,979 100% 



Plannin!'.I Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
ColleQe & 22nd Ave Sewer 
Colle!'.le Street and 22nd Ave 

File Number: 
UGA PlanninQ Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew010.xls 
Central 

N/A 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 10 
Public Works 

Project Description: This project is to slipline 900 linear feet of deteerioraled concrete gravity swer line located within the project limits of the roundabout planned for this intersection. 

Project Justification: To be completed with the roundabout project In the area lo save expenses such as traffic control and reduce traffic Impacts. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Plan 

FUNDING 

G.ah$ral Rev$nue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
. Non~vatecf'. G;(); .BOnds. 
Revenue Bonds 
U(ili4d~~(es:{Fees · 

0\ GFC Revenue 
.!... :LIDT ULIO 
v.. ArterialStreetFund 

-PWTF·b.oao 
lnterfund Loan 

.G(ants. 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 

. p~!lign ·& .Engl!lE!~rlOQ 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Design 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

135,000 

135,000 

17:,610 

1:17,390 

135,000 

Land Status: City ROW 

6-Year Total o/o Future Years 

135,000 100% 

135,000 100% 

111;390_ 87% 

135,000 100% 



O'\ 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
STEP Main Air-Vacs 
Union Mills/Madrona Park 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew011.xls 
Seasons 
6 

Project Description: lnstalltion or air relase valves along the Union Mills STEP. Project was eliminated in late 2015. 

Project Justification: Air release valves will reduce enlraped air, reducing system pressure and improving operating efficiency. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

FUNDING 

General.Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voled G:O. Bonds . . 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify-Rates.l Fees. 
GFC Revenue 
LIDJIJLID: 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF l:;Qa!l · 
lnlerfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPAi LTA 
· oeveloper, Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Ptannlng 
Preliminary Design 
-Design & Engineering: 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

·Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes; 

Prior Years 

13,455 

13,455 

.. 13(229 

226 

13,455 

Current Project Slatus; Pro[ecl Eliminated 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: WW- 11 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 



°' I -.....J 

Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Lift Station 3 Outfall 
Sleater Kinney Rd 

File Number 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

seW012.xls 
Central 

N/A 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 12 
Public Works 

Project Description: ase 1 wi rep ace t e grav tv main rom 21st Avenue to 12t Avenue. 

Project Justification: The exislng gravity main in under sized and Is unable lo accomodate future peak nows. 

Polley Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Current Project Status: Design Land Status: Public ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-YearTotal % Future Years 
FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Nan-Voted G~O~ :aonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Ufility"Rates:l F~s 
GFC Revenue 47,828 114,267 1,187,905 1,302,172 100% 
ll01 UUD 
Arterial Street Fund 
.PWTF ·l,:O!ill). 
lnterfund loan 
Graots· 
SEPA / LTA 
Oev.eloper-Flnanclng 

.. 

Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 47,828 114,267 1,187,905 1,302,172 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

:Piannirig: 
Preliminary Design 
:Design &. Engineenng 47;828. 114,267 99,1.95 .213;462. 16%. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construetion 1,088,710 1,088;710 .84%. 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 47,828 114,267 1,187,905 1,302,172 100% 

Notes: 



°' I -00 

Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Steilacoom Regional Liftstation 
Steilacoom Rd/Hawks Glen Dr 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew013.xls 
Meadows 
3 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 13 
Public Works 

Project Description: Construct a new lift station along Steilacoom Rd to divert now from the Union Mills STEP main to the Martin Way gravity system. 

Project Justification: Diverting now from the Union Mills STEP main will reduce pressure in the system and make additional capacity available In the southeast area. This project will also reduce 
maintenance efforts by eliminating five community STEP systems. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

FUNDING 

Generaf Revenue: 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Votect G,O ;-Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Uliliiy: Rates .fFees· 
GFC Revenue 
LIO /:Ul lD 
Arterial Street Fund 
P.WTF loan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPAILTA 
Developer Financifig 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Planning. · · 
Preliminary Design 
Design: & Eligineenng. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction.· . 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Noles; 

Prior Years 

390,889 

390,889 

:385;995. 
1,169 

3,725 

390,889 

Current Project Slatus:Design Land Status: N/A 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 % Future Years -------

3,210,474 3,210,474 100% 

3,210,474 3,210.474 100% 

·306(149• :306,149 10% 

2,904;325. 2,904,325 90% 

3,210,474 3,210,474 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
LS-2 Forcemain/Westlake Gravity 
Westlake 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew014.xls 
Central 

13 

CFP Project: WW- 14 
Department: Public Works 

Project Description: Replace the existing gravity sewer main in Westlake drive and re-route the force main from lift stalion 2. This lift station will be re-located and rebuilt. 

Project Jusllfication: The existing gravity main in Westlake Drive currenlly suffers from excessive I & I and needs lo be replaced. The exisling forcemain is located under an existing house and need 

to be re-rouled to Improve malnlenance and access to the reduce lhe cities liability. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Waslewater Plan 

FUNDING 
:General Revenue· 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted G~o~ ·sonds 

Revenue Bonds 
Utility.Hates: ffees 
GFC Revenue 
up:rvuo 
Arterial Street Fund 
-PW.TF :Lo~rr 
lnterfund Loan 
.Grants 
SEPA / LTA 
:Oeveloper.·Fioanerng.· 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
-Plannhig 
Preliminary Design 
DeSigil .&. Etlgii1eenng 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construolion 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

63,520 

63,520 

·61,222. 
1,726 

572 

63,520 

Current Project Status: Design Land Stalus: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

447,721 2,185,000 2,632,721 100% 

447,721 2,185,000 2,632,721 100% 

74,621 385,000 459,621 •17%. 

373;l00. -1-,800,000 .2,173,100 83%. 

447,721 2,185,000 2,632,721 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Hogum Bay STEP Extension 
Hogum Bay Rd 

File Number: sew015.xls 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: N/A 

Project Description: This project will extend a portion of the existing STEP main at the intersection of Hogum Bay and 31st Avenue. 

Project Justification: 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

FUNDING 
:Gene~I :Rev~n\,le 

Voted G.O. Bonds 
: Ni;:in.-Vc;iti;?!i :Q~O .• B9_m;ts 
Revenue Bonds 
:!JUUty Rates {. Fe:es 

'?' GFC Revenue 
~ :Ub/ULIO 

Arterial Street Fund 
:fiwr.F Loan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants· 
SEPA / LTA 
Developer Financing. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
:P.lanning 
Preliminary Design 
.Desjgn: .& l;nginel;!!ifl9 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

.Qori~t~Uon: 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 

400,000 

400,000 

~9,5()()' 

:~~O.SOQ· 

400,000 

CFP Project: WW- 15 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: City ROW 

2020 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

400,000 100% 

400,000 100% 

6~,!;;00 17% 

400,000 100% 



Planning Period: 2016-2035 File Number: 
Project Title: Lift Station 12 Abandonment UGA Planning Area: 
Location: Sewer Plan Project: 

sew016.xls 
Central 

21 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 16 
Public Works 

Project Descriplion: This project will extend gravity sewer from the existing LS-12 to Carpenter Road, allowing wastewater from the LS-12 basin to be diverted and LS-12 to be abandoned. 

Project Justification: This project will allow wastewater from the LS-12 basin to be diverted without the need for this liftstalion. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Nc;i11-Vote1:f:G~O. 6on~s 
Revenue Bonds 
·ut!Uty Re1tea.1 Fees 

0\ GFC Revenue 
I 

N :LIO:/ uuo . - Arterial Street Fund 
·pWtFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grants: 
SEPA / LTA 
Developer :Financing: 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning: · 
Preliminary Design 
:Qesjgµ ~ Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

:C~matru~tic:>n. 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

50,000 

50,000 

~.900· 

43,100 

50,000 

Land Status: City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

50,000 100% 

50,000 100% 

6,900 14%. 

43.100· "86%. 

50,000 100% 



0\ 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Generator/Flow Meters 
Lift Stations 17 ,20,23,23 

Project Description: Install back up generators and now monitoring equipment. 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew017.xls 
Various 

23-24 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 17 
Public Works 

Project Justification: Back up generators will help to ensure that pump stalions continue to operate during power outages and will help protect public and private property. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------FUNDING 

.General .Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted G .. tJ. :eonds 
Revenue Bonds 
.Utility.=Rates.fFees 

.. 

GFC Revenue 856,960 856,960 100% 
LID:IULID· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TF Loan· 
lnterfund Loan 
Gr.;iots · 
SEPAILTA 
·oeveloper Financing. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 856,960 856,960 1 00% 

EXPENDITURES 

.Planning · 
Preliminary Design 
Design &.Engineering: 176;835 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Constnrotion 680,125. :680;:125. 79%. 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 856,960 856,960 100% 

Noles: 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
LS-49 Land Purchase 
Shady Glen Ct NE 

Project Description: Acquire additional property adjacent to fiftstation 49. 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew018.xls 
Hawks Prairie 

20 

CFP Project: WW- 18 
Department: Public Works 

Project Justification: The additional land will provide a buffer between a future residential development and the city's existing lift station in anticipation of noise and odor compallnts. It will also provide 

additional maintenance access. 

Polley Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

FUNDING 
General :Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non~Voted: G-.0. :Bonds· 
Revenue Bonds 
:iJblity Rates I Fees 

°' GFC Revenue 
I 

N UD/UllO 
\.>.) 

Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFL9an 
lnterfund Loan 
:Grants 
SEPA / LTA 
Developer financing· 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:Platlriing: 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering_ 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·Construction: 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Noles: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Slatus: Planning Land Status: Public ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

128,544 128,544 100% 

128,544 128,544 100% 

128,544 128,544 100% 

128,544 128,544 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Train Depot- Wastewater 
Lebanon St Extension 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer P!an Project: 

Project Description: Install sewer infrastructure to accomodate the future Train Depot and Museum. 

sew019.xls 
Central 
11 

Project Justification: Plans call for Lebanon Street to be extended to Pacific Avenue. Prior to the roadwork, the utility Infrastructure needs to be built. 

Policy Basis: Best Management Practices 

FUNDING 

:General Hevehue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:fl.ion-Voted ·cto>Bonds: 
Revenue Bonds 
:utilitY Rates /'Fees 
GFC Revenue 
:i.tb / uuo· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PwTFLoan · 
lnterfund Loan 
G.rants-
SEPA /LTA 
De1teloPer Financing: 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:j:i1anrilng: 
Preliminary Design 
:Design &-Engineering_ 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:construction. 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

No\ln : 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

108,000 

108,000 

·18,000-

90,000· 

108,000 

CFP Project: WW- 19 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: Publr.c ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

108,000 100% 

108,000 100% 

18,000 j]!l/o 

•90,000 83% 

108,000 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Mullen Road STEP Main 
Mullen Road I Rumac 

Project Description: Installation or new STEP main in Mullen Road. 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew020.xls 
Lakes 

15 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 20 
Public Works 

Project Justification: This project will install a missing section or STEP main along Mullen Rd and will allow How to be diverted rrom the Carpenter Rd system to the Ruddell Rd system. reducing 
pressures and improving operation. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted ·G"Q •. Bonl':ls 
Revenue Bonds 
.Utility Rates l Fees 

o... GFC Revenue 
N :LID/ ULiD . 
Vl 

Arterial Street Fund 
-PW.TF Lopn 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grcmts: 
SEPA/LTA 
beveloper :Financing. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

-Plannlng: 
Preliminary Design 
-OeSlgn &. Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:Construction .. . . . . 

Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes; 

Prior Years 

Current Pro[ect Status: Planning Land Status: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

20,000 60,340 236,735 256,053 573,128 100% 

20,000 60,340 236,735 256,053 573,128 100% 

:20,00<l 17,200 17,338 114;878 iO% 

·219,535 238,715 458;250 80% 

20,000 60,340 236,735 256,053 573,128 100% 
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Plannini:1 Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Rumac STEP 
Rumac Street 

File Number: 
UGA Plannini:1 Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

Project Description: Installation of STEP main in Rumac St to re-route flow rrom Lakepointe to Mullen Road. 

Project Justification: This project will eliminate I consolidate odor to control facilities •• 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Waslewater Plan Current Project Stalus: Design 

seW021.xls 
Lakes 

14 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

General· Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Vofed·G"O; Bonds · 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates./ Fees 
GFC Revenue 575,000 575,671 
LID'/ ULID· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PwTFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer. Financing· 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 575,671 

EXPENDITURES 

Piamiing 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering. 157.235 12:tan 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction ·41.7; 76~ 451;860 . 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 575,000 575,671 

Notes: Project funding and expenditure amounts shown In the future years column are preliminary estimates for planning putpases. 

CFP Project: WW- 21 
Department: Public Works 

Land Stalus: Cily ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

1,150,671 100% 

1,150,671 100% 

:2in,04e ·24% 

:869;~25 · 76% 

1,150,671 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Annual Sewer Line Replacement 
Varies 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew022.xls 
All 
NIA 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 22 
Public Works 

Project Description: This project will repair or replace small segments of sewer line as problem areas are found through the City's CCTV inspection program 

Project Justification: Specific sewer lines will be identified and prioritized annually. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Current Project Slatus: Planning Land Status: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

-General 'Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Nc;i~VQte~fG~O, ·Bondi;· 
Revenue Bonds 
UtillMRat~IF~s ~3,S():Q 55.702 57,930 120,495 ·125.315 413,002 100% 
GFC Revenue 
llO:/ULIO 
Arterial Street Fund 
·PWTF :Loan. 
Jnterfund Loan 
Grants: 
SEPA/LTA 
·Developer .Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 53,560 55,702 57,930 120,495 125,315 413,002 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Ph:~nning 

Preliminary Design 
-D~i;ign .~ .. i;ngtn~e~qg (l,9f)O '6,414 8,f?40 13:,863 14,417 50,322 12% 
land I ROW Acquisition 
.CO!l$lni<;lic:m 46,570 49.290 49,290 10$;632 11:0.89S: 362,680 88% 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 53,560 55,702 57,930 120,495 125,315 413,002 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
LS 15 Standby Power/Flowmeter 
Martin Way I Galaxy Drive 

Project Description: Install back up generator and flow monitoring equipment. 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew023.xls 
Tanglewilde 
9 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 23 
Public Works 

Project Justification: A back up generator will help to ensure continued pump operation during power outages and protect customers from potential sewer backups. 

Polley Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

FUNDING 

Generai Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non .. voted'G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilil.Y Rates l' Fees 
GFC Revenue 
llD./:l)UD: 
Arterial Street Fund 
·PWTFLQan 
lnterfund Loan 
Gr:ants 
SEPAi LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Plannkig 
Preliminary Design 
Design & :Engirieenng 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

-Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Noles: 

Prior Years 

Current Proiect Status: Predesign Land Status: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

365,000 365,000 100% 

365,000 365,000 100% 

47,000 47,ooo 13% 

31.8,000 ·318;000 87% 

365,000 365,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Lift Station Rehab Phase 1 
Various Lift Stations 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

Project Description: Replace electrical and mechanical equipment al Lift Stalions #02, 15, and 17. 

sew024.xls 
Various 

23 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 24 
Public Works 

Project Justification: The eleclrical and mechanical equipment in Lift Stations #02, 15 and 17 will reach the end of their useful life with in the next 20 years. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

:Genetal Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted ·G;o:. ·eon~s 
Revenue Bonds 
:Utility ~at~s rFees 
GFC Revenue 426,000 712,000 712,000 1,850,000 100% 
:!:IP.I l;Jt.,io: 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TFl.9~.n 
lnterfund Loan 
GfantS 
SEPA / LTA 
beveroper Fioanerng. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 426,000 712,000 712,000 1,850,000 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

.Planning 
Preliminary Design 
-Design & Engineering 426,000'. 52;000: 52,000 . 530,000· 29% . 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 660,000. 600,000· 1,320,000· 71''/ci. 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 426,000 712,000 712,000 1,850,000 100% 

Notes: 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Lift Station Rehab Phase 2 
Various 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

Project DescfipUon: Replace electrical and mechanical equipment at lift staUons 19, 20, and 21 . 

sew025.xls 
Various 

24 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 25 
Public Works 

Project JusUfication: Electrical and mechanical equipment at lift staUons 19. 20, and 21 are approaching lhe end of their useful life and should be replaced. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

FUNDING 

General Reiienue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Norr.Voted·G.o. Bonas 
Revenue Bonds 
. Utmty.:Rates'f.Fees 

0\ GFC Revenue 
I 

~ HD:flJU.D ·. 
Arterial Street Fund 

:PW.TFlo~n 

Jnterfund Loan 
Grants: 
SEPA JLTA 
.oeve1oper:Financlng 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Pianning:. 
Preliminary Design 
Design.&.Engineenng · 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
. Coristiirotioil 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 

579,305 

579,305 

579,305-

579,305 

2019 

.525,000 
2,306,643 

2,831,643 

2 ',375,615 

2,831,643 

2020 

Land Status: Public ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

525,000 •15% 
2,885,948 85% 

3,410,948 100% 

l ,035;333 :30% 

.2,375,615 .70% 

3,410,948 100% 



°' I 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Lift Station/STEP Flow Meters 
Various 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

Project Description: Install flow and pressure moniloring equipment at various lift stations and STEP main locations. 

sew026.xls 
Various 

25 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 26 
Public Works 

Project Justification: Flow and pressure monitoring allows Engineering and Operations staff to monitor a facility's performance and to troubleshoot problems. Data collected aids in facility planning 

and design. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: Public ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

G·eneral Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
.Non-Voted :G~b.:Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
.Utility-Rates·/ Fees 433;289 . 433;289 :30% . 
GFC Revenue 231,722 590,428 180,756 1,002,906 70% 500,000 
Up.IUL,ID· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TF l.011n· 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants-
SEPA/LTA 
-oeve1oper. Financing: 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 231,722 590,428 614,045 1,436,195 100% 500,000 

EXPENDITURES 

;Planning 
Preliminary Design 
-Design &. Engineering· 53,472 ·136;253 141,695 . 331:;420 23% . 60,000' 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construotion 178,250· •454,175 472,350 1-, 104;775. n%. -440,000 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 231,722 590,428 614,045 1,436,195 100% 500,000 

Notes: Project funding and expenditure amounts $hown In the future years .::olumn are prellmlnary estimate$ for planning purposes. 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Sewer Main Replacement 
50th Avenue I Cottage Ln SE 

Project Description: Replace approximately 350 feet of gravity sewer main. 

Project Justification: The exislfng sewer main was laid with a sllghUy reverse slope. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

Current Project Status: PlanninQ 

sew027.xls 
Horizons 

N/A 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

-General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Non-Voted G:.O". Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
:Utility Rates I Fees 

0\ GFC Revenue 
I :d -~ID/ ULID 

Arterial Street Fund 
:PW.TF Loan 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grar1ts· 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing· 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:Plarining 
Preliminary Design 
-Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Note5<: 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

253,040 

253,040 

50;610 

202,430 

253,040 

CFP Project: WW- 27 
Public Works Department: 

Land Status: Public ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

253,040 100% 

253,040 100% 

202;430. 80%. 

253,040 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Chemical Storage Tank Replacement 
Various odor control facilities 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

Project Description: Replace existing single wall chemical storage tanks with double wall storage tanks. 

sew028.xls 
Various 

N/A 

Project Justification: Single wall storage tanks are sub-standard for storing odor control chemicals unless secondary containment is provided. 

Polley Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

:General ·Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted G~O. ·Bonds . . . 
Revenue Bonds 
.Ulility.Hatesf Fees 
GFC Revenue 180,743 
t:IP1ULID· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TF-Loan: 
lnterfund Loan 
.Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
·oeveloper. Fh1anc1ng 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 180,743 

EXPENDITURES 

·Pianning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Engineering 31,363 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
. Construction 149,380 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 180,743 

Notes: 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 28 
Public Works 

Land Status: Public ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

180,743 100% 

180,743 100% 

31;363· ·17%. 

149,380 83% . 

180,743 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
LS-8 Generator/Flow Meter 
College St SE/ 6th Ave SE 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew029.xls 
Central 

103 

Project Description: Install back up generalor or connecl to the City Hall generator and install flow monitoring equipment. 

Project Juslification: A back up generator will allow the lift salion to continue opeating during power outages. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

FUNDING 

:General Revenue· 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O.'Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
UtilityHates:rFees 
GFC Revenue 
LID:fUUll· 
Arterial Street Fund 
-PW.TF:U3$rr 
lnterfund Loan 
.pr.;ints 
SEPA / LTA 
. Oeveloper.·Financlng 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

·Pianning . 
Preliminary Design 
DeSign.&. Engineencig 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
. Construotion 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Currenl Projecl Slatus: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

250,630 

250,630 

50,125 

200,505 

250,630 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 29 
Public Works 

Land Stalus: Public ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

250,630 100% 

250,630 100% 

50;125. 20% 

200,505 80% 

250,630 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Sewer Main Replacement 
34th Avenue 

Project DescripUon: Replace existing 6-inch diameter sewer main. 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

Project JusUlicaUon: The existing sewer main is to small and does not meet minimum standards. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Current Project Status: Planning 

sew030.xls 
Central 

28 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

.General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Nall-Voted.G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates l F.ees 
GFC Revenue 
UD.IULID· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF l<>Pll· 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grants 
SEPA I LTA 
.Oeveloper. Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
DeSigil.&. Engineerfng 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

'.Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes; 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: WW- 30 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: Public ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

72,297 72,297 100% 

72,297 72,297 100% 

12:,052 12,052 11% 

60;245 '60,245 83% 

72,297 72,297 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
LS-3 Pump Capacity and Inlet Pipe 
Golf Club/ 26th Ave SE 

Project Description: Increase pump and inlet pipe capacity. 

Project Justification: Future flows are forecasted to exceed current capacity. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

Current Project Stalus; Planning 

sew031.xls 
Central 

102 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 
·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Non-Voted ·G:.o·: Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
·Ulitity Rates:/ Fees 

°' GFC Revenue 
I 

\j.) :LID/ ULID . . . °' .... 
Arterial Street Fund 

:PWTF:l;.o~n 

lnterfund Loan 
· Gr;;in~~ : 
SEPA/LTA 
Deyelpper · Flr'!~n.Glng: 

Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
:ptanrilng· . 
Preliminary Design 
·OeSign & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: WW- 31 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

228,225 228,225 100% 

228,225 228,225 100% 

45;64$ 

1B2;5BO ·182,560 80% 

228,225 228,225 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
26th Loop Gravity Upsize 
26th Loop 

Project Description: Up·size approximately 1,200 feet of gravity main. 

Project Justification: Future flows are forecasted to exceed current capacity. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

Current Project Status: Plannin9 

sew032.xls 
Central 

101 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

'.General :Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Non-Voted cto .. Bonds. 
Revenue Bonds 
Ublity-Rates / .Fees
GFC Revenue 
UDf ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
.PWTF't~an· 
lnterfund Loan 
.Grants 
SEPA / LTA 
:oeveloper Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Plannlhg 
Preliminary Design 
Desigrt-& Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·c1:>nstruction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: WW- 32 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

651,639 651,639 100% 

651,639 651,639 100% 

130;329. 130,329 20.o/o 

521,3l0 52t,310 BOo/ci 

651,639 651,639 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
LS-37 Discharge Manhole 
College St and Yelm Hwy 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

sew033.xls 
Central 

104 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 33 
Public Works 

Project Description: The existing manhole near College Street and Yelm Highway that receives nows from LS-37 experiences minor surcharging during pump cycles and needs to be replaced. 

Project Justification: The project will replace the existing structure with a larger manhole that is better able lo accomodate anticipated flows. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

FUNDING 
:General· Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non.-Voted :G~O. -Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
:Utility R~tes f Fen 

°' GFC Revenue 
I 

w :L10· / Ol.10· 
00 

Arterial Street Fund 
·pWJ'.F .Loan 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants_ 
SEPA / LTA 
Developer Financing: 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

.Planning: · . 
Preliminary Design 
·Design lf,. ~ginel;)ring 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Coostn.i~tioo 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

Current Pro[ect Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Land Status: City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

20,050 20,050 100% 

20,050 20,050 100% 

3;000: "15% 

20,050 20,050 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Lift Station 11 Abandonment 
5th Way SE I Carpenter Rd 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Sewer Plan Project: 

Project Description: Decommission lift stalion 11 and replace it with indivldual grinder pump units. 

sew034.xls 
Tanglewilde 

105 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

WW- 34 
Public Works 

Project Jusllficalion: Lift stalion 11 seves very few customers and could be replaced with individual grinder pump units which would have lower operation and maintenance costs. 

Policy Basis: 2014 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 

FUNDING 
·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 

.Non-Voted ·G~O~ Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
·utility Rates I Fees 

0\ GFC Revenue 
I 

v.> :LIP! Ui.,10 

'° Arterial Street Fund 
-PWTF Lo13n· 
lnterfund Loan 
Grc:ints· 
SEPA/LTA 
-Developer. Financing. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

·Planning: 
Preliminary Design 
:Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: Public ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

490,000 

490,000 

100,000 

~.ooo 

490,000 



Storm Drainage 

Background 

An expanding population and increased land 
development have increased stormwater runoff 
problems. During this same time, federal, state 
and local governments have become increasingly 
aware of the need for improved management of 
storm water runoff to protect water resources. 
Emerging and evolving federal and state regula
tions are requiring cities and counties to develop 
and implement stormwater management programs 
to mitigate existing water quality impacts and to 
lessen impacts from future development. 

Storm water runoff is the leading contributor to 
water pollution of urban waterways in Wash
ington. It is a widespread, non-point source 
pollution. Non-point source pollutants include 
pathogens (such as bacteria and viruses), sedi
ments (soil particles), nutrients (such as nitro-
gen and phosphorous), metallic elements (such 
as copper, lead and zinc) and toxicants (such as 
pesticides and petroleum products). Most pollut
ants originate on the land where they are picked 
up by rainwater and carried into surface waters. 
Urban land uses, as opposed to rural land uses, 
have much more impervious area which produces 
higher runoff volumes. In developed areas certain 
pollutants are more prevalent than in undevel
oped areas. In addition to creating water quality 
problems, poorly managed stormwater can lead 
to flooding and erosion. Erosion from stormwa-

ter can cut away stream banks, degrade fish and 
wildlife habitat and cause considerable damage to 
property. 

Increasing awareness of these problems lead the 
state Legislature to create the Puget Sound Water 
Quality Action Team (PSWQAT) in 1985. The 
PWSQAT was charged with preparing a compre
hensive management plan for Puget sound and its 
related waterways. The Puget Sound Action Team 
published the "State of the Sound 2007" report 
and the 112007-2009 Puget Sound Conservation 
and Recovery Plan", both of which address stonn
water as a key contributor to Puget Sound water 
quality problems. In more recent years, the Puget 
Sound Partnership has promoted Low Impact 
Development (LID) and the 2020 Action Agenda, 
a strategy for restoring the health of Puget Sound. 

Consistent with the Growth Management Act, 
each local jurisdiction is required to cooperate 
with neighboring jurisdictions in stormwater basin 
or watershed planning. Jurisdictions sharing com
mon watersheds must cooperate in analyzing the 
effects and control of stormwater runoff and adopt 
coordinated programs for stormwater manage
ment. Lacey has completed two comprehensive 
basin planning efforts, one for the Woodland and 
Woodard Creeks basins and another for the Cham
bers Creek basin. These basin plans together with 
the Chambers Lake Stonnwater Management Plan 
and numerous stormwater outfall engineering 
reports formed the basis for the stormwater capital 
facilities projects listed in the 2007-2026 Capital 
Facilities Plan. In 2013, the first-ever Stonnwater 
Comprehensive Plan (SCP) was completed, to 
provide guidance for Lacey's Stonn and Surface 
Water Utility. The SCP includes an updated Capi
tal Improvement Program (CIP), listing a variety 
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of projects to address water quality and flooding 
issues. 

Lacey's Stonnwater Management Program 
(SWMP) was established to prevent stonnwater 
runoff problems through planning, regional coor
dination, public education and involvement, regu
lation of new development, improved operations 
and maintenance, and construction of stormwater 
treatment and control facilities. Since 2007, the 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) Phase II Municipal Stonnwater Per
mit has required Lacey to refine our SWMP and 
comply with specific program requirements on 
a specific schedule, for the purpose of control
ling stormwater discharges to protect surface and 
ground waters. The proposed capital facilities 
will allow Lacey to correct water quality/quantity 
problems associated with existing stormwater 
discharges to local surface water bodies and to 
comply with regulatory requirements at the local, 
state and federal levels. 

Overall Stormwater Management Program 
Goals 

The objective of the City's overall Stonnwater 
Management Program is to meet the following 
three goals: 

1) Protect and enhance the quality and quantity 
of surface and groundwater resources to support 
beneficial use by humans, aquatic life, and wild
life. 

2) Manage the stonn drainage system to protect 
public safety and minimize property damage 
caused by flooding and erosion. 

3) Provide adequate funding for the Stormwa
ter Management Program through an equitable 
stonnwater utility rate structure. 

General Stormwater Management Program 
Policies 

1) Continue to develop and implement a com
prehensive stormwater management program 
consistent with requirements of the federal Clean 
Water Act, the NPDES Phase II Permit issued 
by the Washington State Department of Ecology, 
the state Growth Management Act, and the Puget 
Sound Action Agenda. 

2) Improve public knowledge of stonnwater run
off issues, encourage public involvement in stew
ardship activities, and encourage public support 
for the City's stonnwater management program. 

7-2 

3) Ensure that new development, redevelopment, 
and City projects are in confonnance with the 
City's adopted storrnwater requirements. 

4) Analyze proposed new development and 
redevelopment for potential impacts on the down
stream storm drainage system and water quality as 
part of the stormwater plan review process. 

5) Coordinate with other departments through
out the stormwater plan review, pennitting, and 
project approval process to ensure that the process 
results in a functional stonnwater system. 

6) Construct new or improved storrnwater facili
ties in accordance with the current CIP plan. 

7) Review the CIP list annually to identify new 
projects, remove completed projects, refine 
planned projects, and reevaluate project prioritiza
tion. 

8) Participate in the development and imple
mentation of regional water quality management 



plans, groundwater management plans, stonnwa
ter management plans, lake management plans, 
drainage basin plans, watershed action plans, and 
wellhead protection plans to ensure that Lacey's 
water resources are protected. 

9) Continue to work cooperatively with other 
local governments through joint basin planning in 
shared drainage basins to provide regionally coor
dinated planning, construction, and maintenance 
for regional stonnwater facilities. 

l 0) Oversee construction and maintenance of 
privately owned stonnwater facilities to ensure 
that they function as designed to protect private 
property, public property, and the environment. 

11) Proactively maintain, repair, rehabilitate, and 
replace aging City stormwater facilities and mini
mize the need for costly and disruptive emergency 
repairs. 

12) Revise the Stonnwater Comprehensive Plan 
every 6 years, or sooner if needed, to ensure that 
it provides for effective long-tenn stormwater 
project planning, system maintenance, response to 
mandates, and program funding. 

Level-of-Service Analysis 

The level-of-service standards for Lacey's munici
pal storm drainage system are the same as those 
applied to private development projects for water 
quality treatment, flow control, and erosion and 
sediment control. Design criteria for storrnwater 
facilities in Lacey's drainage manual applies to 
both public and private development projects. 
Since the early 1990s, Lacey has followed state 
standards in striving to achieve "zero direct 
discharge of untreated storm water into surface 
waters for all storm events of less than or equal 
to a 6-month, 24-hour storm." This water qual
ity design storm was the minimum size needed to 

provide treatment of all runoff except that from 
relatively rare large storms. Under Lacey's 1994 
Drainage Design and Erosion Control Manual, 
stormwater treatment facilities have specific 
design criteria that, when met, are presumed to 
achieve the water quality performance goal. For 
flow control, treated stormwater is infiltrated 
within the project site to the maximum extent fea
sible. These basic goals continue under more re
cent standards, although the standards and design 
criteria for stormwater management have become 
more stringent. 
Lacey created and adopted the 2010 Storrnwater 
Design Manual to replace the 1994 Drainage De
sign and Erosion Control Manual and to be tech
nically equivalent to Ecology's 2005 Stormwater 
Management Manual for Western Washington, 
which provided the latest state guidance to coun
ter the adverse impacts from stormwater. Among 
the changes, the treatment standard was revised 
to the 9lst percentile runoff volume calculated by 
continuous-simulation modeling, which consid
ers the long-term pattern of local rainfall rather 
than single "24-hour storm" events. Development 
projects initiated since 2010 in Lacey, both private 
and public, must meet the newer standards and 
design criteria of the 20 I 0 Storm water Design 
Manual for water quality treatment, flow control, 
construction-site erosion and sediment control, 
on-site infiltration, source control of pollutants, 
facilities maintenance, and other considerations. 
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Under the requirements of the 2013-2018 NPDES 
Phase II Municipal Stormwater Permit, Lacey's 
20 l 0 Stormwater Design Manual must be updated 
to be technically equivalent to Ecology's 2012 
Stormwater Management Manual for Western 
Washington. Also, all of our other development
related codes, standards and regulations will 
need to be updated to fully integrate "low impact 
development" (LID) principles and practices as 
the "preferred and commonly-used approach" to 
all types ofland-development projects. The code 



revisions must be completed and made effective by 
December 31, 2016. 

Lacey is taking significant steps toward meeting its 
stormwater management program goals, through both 
physical and programmatic improvements. Capital 
projects are obvious solutions to specific water quality 
and quantity issues, but non-capital solutions such as 
updated regulations, operation and maintenance prac
tices, and public education efforts are also necessary 
components of an effective Stormwater Management 
Program. Lacey will continue to pursue both capital 
and non-capital measures simultaneously to correct 
drainage-related problems and effectively manage 
stormwater in its watersheds. 

6-Year Financing Plan 

The 6-year Financing Plan is shown in the table below. 
The pages following this summary will show informa
tion on each specific project that has been identified. 

2015 2016 2017 
General Revenue 

Revenue Bonds 33,232 
Grants 325,452 

Stonnwater Capital 885,315 267,732 726,998 

TOTAL $1,243,999 $267,732 $726,998 

Table 7.1 
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2018 2019 2019 Total 

192,231 637,070 470,699 1,333,232 
325,452 

457,412 346,658 2,684,115 

$649,643 $983,728 $470,699 $4,342,799 
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Facilities Inventory Regional Facilites 
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MU.LEN RD 

PUGET 
SOUND 

A 7th Avenue Facility 
B 45th Avenue Facility 
C Ruddell Road Treatment 
D Shady Lane Facility 
E Woodland Creek Facility 
F Yelm Hlghway Faclllty 
G Ruddell Road Facility 
H Fones Road Faclllty 

El Lacey UGA 
Boundary 
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Project Numbers 0 

PUGET 
SOUND 

LaceyUGA 
Boundary 



CITY OF LACEY 2016-2035 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN 
STORM DRAINAGE PROJECTS SUMMARY SHEET 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-YearTolal % Future Years 
FUNDING SOURCES 
General Re118fll,le. 106,276 
Voted G.O. Bonds 

Non-Vatecl G:o.:Bomis 
Revenue Bonds 1,249,016 33,232 192,231 637,070 470699 1,333,232 31% 4.900,000 

Utility Rates JFBBs 
GFCRevenue 

to;> I l,11.:10 
Arterial Street Fund 

PW'tFLoan 

lnlerfund Loan 

Gr.\li:its: U66'.821 3:!5A52 :J~s.~ 7%: 
SEPA/ LTA 

Developer finailclng 
Stormwaler Capilal 282,064 885.315 267,732 726,998 457,412 346,658 2.684,115 62% 2,226,468 

TOTAL 2,904.177 1,243,999 267,732 726,998 649,643 983,728 470,699 4,342.799 100% 7,126,468 

EXPENDITURES BY CATEGORY 
-..J PlaMing 
I 
-..J Prehmirwy Oesign 

~sig(I & ~119inffrillg l ,088,7S4 382,449 1GS.H8 167,270 326,013. -365.24~ 1i4.:00f 1.548.09.2 oooA> 888,002 
Land I ROW Acqu1s1t.ion 

CeirlslNCUon 1,797 •. 294 861,550 104,614 559.728 323,630: -598,48Z 346,698 2,794,707 6"4% .6,237,506 

Other 18.129 

TOTAL 2,904,178 1,243.999 267,732 726,998 649.643 983,728 470,699 4,342,799 100% 7,126.468 

EXPENDITURES BY PROJECT 

SW1 Vacior Decant l='aclli1y 1n.363 1171.616• 671.616. 13% 

SW 2 Police Impound Facility 115,902 

sw-:r :cnamt>eil1l 1-J~e·~a\e.T Facility ~.484'.5~1 33,232' 33.2:)2 ,,,. 
SW 4 Brentwood Slormwater lnstallahon 46,676 390.000 390.000 '9'% 

SW·5 Heks Lake to.Pattisi:>n:Conveyance tt7,000 559.728 676;728 16% 
SW 6 Stormwater Design Manual Update 38.164 160,734 160,734 4% 

SW7 Code.Re\>lslons lorLID· 36228:!14 :88,<111 88.411 2% 
S~e Lacey Boulevard Pipe Replacement 6,276 

SW~ Shady-1:.ahe'Tre!l~r'lt..~ty 150,132 1~;732 3% 
SW 10 22nd Avenue SE System RehabiWtation 39.755 120,448 160,203 4% 

sw. n :Pi~ $t<!f)'l'.\W!l!ei' All~!it~~ve 1'15,816 251,791! 367,61:.t 8% 
f..W 12 Stormwater Comprehensive Plan 11,699 85,166 88.572 185,437 4% 
SW. 13 :25th LOc>P'S~.llripfl?v~ 103,4:15 302,401 405;~ ~% 
SW- 14 Clearbrook Drainage Improvements 88.816 385,918 474.734 11% 
'f$'i/ 1l1-" ~riri Arin Sysliliri Rehaliilitalii>i't 189,798 316,330 506;121J 12% 
SW- 16 1010 Midway Storm Improvements 17,033 30,368 47,401 1".4 
sw 17 Belair ftmJliil<?.~f.9rmwi\lerlnst;ill~liOri ·1~.001 124,0CJ1' 3% 514,529 

SW 18 College Regional Stormwater Facility 5,721.344 
'!;W 1!J Ali;!er ~ ~- Drain11gll'System 631.552 
SW 20 White Fir Slonnwater Installation 223.517 

SW 21 .51h CH~E~.Slf1W~y linp~vemenls 35;526 

TOTAL 2,904,178 1,243,999 267.732 726.998 649 .• 643 983,728 470.699 4,342,799 100% 7,126.468 
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Planning Period: 2016-2035 
Project Title: Vactor Decant Facility 
Location: Martin Way & College Street 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw001.xls 
Tanglewilde 

Project Description: Construction of a sloped concrete pad with roof structure, drainage system, storage tanks and piping. 

Project Justification: This project will enhance the function of current operations by Improving pollutant and debris removal. 

Policy Basis: Stonnwater Comp Plan Current Project Status: Construction 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted ·G"o·. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility. Rates l F.ees 
GFC Revenue 
LIDIULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TF·l..o~n 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 1

· 31.210· 325.452· 
SEPA / LTA 
·oeveloper·Financrng 
Stonnwater Capital 145,093 246,164 

TOTAL FUNDING 176,363 571,616 

EXPENDITURES 

Pia rm mg. 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 158,558 W,616 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 15,123· ·475;000· 
Other 2,683 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 176,363 571,616 

Notes: 1. Ecology FY 2012 Statewide Stonnwater Grant Program • Proviso 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Land Status: 

2021 6-Year Total 

325.452 

246,164 

571,616 

96,616 

475,000 

571,616 

SW - 1 
Public Works 

<.;ity 1-'roperty 

% Future Years 

57% 

43% 

100% 

17% 

:83% 

100% 



Planni~ Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Police Impound Facility 
Martin Way & College Street 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw002.xls 
T anglewilde 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 2 
Public Works 

Project Description: Relocate the Police Impound Facility from it's CU1Tent location due to siting of the Vactor Waste FacUily The Impound facility will be larger in size and include a fufty enclosed 
building. 

Project Justification: The sile for the Vactor Waste FaclUty is located at the present sile of the small lnpound facility necessitating the need to relocate the facility 

Policy Basis: Best Management Practices 

FUNDING 

General:Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Non-Voted G;O. Bomls 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates 1 Fees 

-;-1 GFC Revenue 
\0 LID ! UllO 

Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFloan 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grants 1 

SEPAILTA 
Develaper· Financing 
Stormwater Capital 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
DeSign-& Engineering_ 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

100.000· 

15,902 

115.,902 

·4.t92 

11-1,709 

115,902 

Current Project Status: Completed Land Status: l;1ty 1-'roperty 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Chambers Lake Stormwater Facility 
Chambers Lake 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw003.xls 
Central 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 3 
Public Works 

Project DescripUon: Construe! a treatment wettand that is integraled into lhe Chambers Lake Natural Area to remove up to 61°/e of tolal suspended solids and 92% of tolal phosphorus from the 
stormwaler outfall and may be conducted In coordination wilh a future road projecls a future sewer upgrade. 

Project Justification: !Chambers Lake has been classified as a eutrophic and this is the largest unlreated slormwater outfall to Chambers Lake. 

Policy Basis: Slormwaler Comp Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted ·G~O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
·Utility.Rates l Fees 
GFC Revenue 
UD/UUD· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TF ·Lo~n: 

lnterfund Loan 
-Grants . 
SEPA/LTA 
.oevaioper. Financing 
Stormwater Capital 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Ptannhig 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Engineenrig 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
.Consli'uction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

1,249,016 

t.23$;551 

2,484,567 

804;934 

1,664;.186 
15,447 

2,484,567 

Current Project Stalus: Conslruclion 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

33,232 

33,232 

3,232 

30,000 

33,232 

Notes' Grant Funding by Washington State Department ol Ecology FY2012' Supplemental Statewide Stormwa1er Grant 

Land Status: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

33,232 100% 

33,232 100% 

3;232 10% 

:30,000 .90% 

33,232 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Brentwood Stormwater Installation 
Brentwood Drive 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw004.xls 
Horizons 

Project Description: Install storm drain along Brentwood Drive SE to convey stormwater to Ruddell Road Stormwater Facility 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 4 
Public Works 

Project Justification: Lack or drainage inrrastructure in this area is causing nuisance flooding. All stormwater runoff flow s overland towards Ruddell Rd SE causing chronic flooding on residential slreets 
and in some driveways. Flooding is most significant at the downstream end or the neighborhood. Drainage inrrastructure is needed in this neighborhood. 

Polley Basis: Stormwater Comp Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
.Non-Voted G .. O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
·Ufility Rates l Fees 
GFC Revenue 
:uo/ ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
:PWTFL:o~n 
lnterfund Loan 
G{ants· 
SEPA / LTA 
Developer Financing· 
Stormwater Capital 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

·Planning 
Preliminary Design 
·Design &.Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Con~truction 

Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes; 

Prior Years 

46,676 

46,676 

46,676 

Current Project Status: Design 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 

390,000 

390,000 

33,450: 

356,550 

390,000 

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: Cily ROW 

6-Year Total % Future Years -------

390,000 100% 

390,000 100% 

33;450 9%. 

.356;550. .91%. 

390,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Hicks Lake to Pattison Conveyance 
North of Mullen Rd between the lakes 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw005.xls 
Lakes 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 5 
Public Works 

Project Descriplloo: Work with Thufston County lo construct a new fish pasable channel and culvert on new allgrvnent lo the noflh, extend exlstlng stream channel lo meet new pipe channel, and fill 
existing pipe >Mth COF. 

Project Justification: The existing 400 foot culvert is collapsing. The existing pipe Is not repairable. 

Policy Basis: Stormwaler Comp Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: TBO 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

.General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-VQtec;i $;0. 8Qndi; 
Revenue Bonds 
:Utltity Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 

l.IDfUllD. 

Arterial Street Fund 
·PWTF :i;~o 
lnterfund Loan 
Grams 
SEPA i LTA 
Pev~®er Ffnan(:il'.lg 
Stormwater Capital 117,000 559,728 676,728 100% 

TOTAL FUNDING 117,000 559,728 676,728 100% 

EXPENDITURES 
Planning 
Preliminary Design 
:Oes.i9o ~ :~rig{neering· ·1.i tooo 1-17,000 17% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:Coosti:uclion 559,728 559,728 83% 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 117,000 559,728 676,728 100% 

Noles: Costs shared 50/50 wilh Thurslon Counly. Costs shown above are City cost share. 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Stormwater Design Manual Update 
N/A 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Comp Plan Project: 

sw006.xls 
All 
19 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 6 
Public Works 

Project OescripUon: The 2013 - 2018 NPDES phase II Permit requires the city to implement a stormwater manual that is technically equivalent to Ecolory's 2012 Stormwater Manual. 

Project Justification: The Stormwater Manual will need to be updated lo meet the requirement from the Department of Ecology. 

Polley Basis: NPDES Phase II Permit 

FUNDING 

·General Revenue. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non,.Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates l Fees 
GFC Revenue 
1.,10/UL.ID· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFL~o 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer F.inancing 
Stormwater Capital 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & :Engineedng 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Conslruction 
Other 

TOT AL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

38,164 

38,164 

38,164. 

38,164 

Current Project Status: In Work 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 

160,734 

160,734 

160;734 

160,734 

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: N/A 

6-Year Total % Future Years 

160,734 100% 

160,734 100% 

1.60,734- 1'00%· 

160,734 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Code Revisions for LID 
N/A 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw007.xls 
All 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 7 
Public Works 

Project Description: The City wiU need to review and update additional codes, rules, standards, and enforceable documents In incorporate low impact development principals and LID BMPs. 

Project Justification: the City is required to review, revise, and make effective local development-related codes, rules, standards, and other enforceable documents to 
Incorporate and require low impact development (LID) principles and LID best management practices (BMPs) by December 31, 2016. 

Policy Basis: Stormwater Comp Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G;O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates lF.ees 
GFC Revenue 
~ID:IUL,ID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TF Lo~n: 
lnterfund Loan 
Gra11ts 
SEPA/LTA 
:0$Velop$r !=lriaoclng 
Stormwater Capital 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning. 
Preliminary Design 
DeSign &. Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

36,229 

36,229 

36,229 

Current Project Status: Planning land Status: N/A 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

88.417 88.417 100% 

88,417 88,417 100% 

·88,417 88,417 100% 

88,417 88,417 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Lacey Boulevard Pipe Replacement 
Lacey Boulevard and Alder St SE 

Replace crushed pipe in Lacey Blvd. 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw008.xls 
Central 

Project Justification: An existing storm pipe is crushed and causes frequent flooding of a major roadway. 

Policy Basis:Stormwater Comp Plan 

FUNDING 
General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Non.Voted G~o-. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
UtilitY.:Rates: I. F.ees 

-...1 GFC Revenue 
I ::;; uoruuo 

Arterial Street Fund 
P.W.TF Lo~rr 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
·oeveioper. Financing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning. 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

Prior Years 

6;276. 

6,276 

Consti:ootian 6,276 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 6,276 

Notes: 

Current Project Status: Completed by Operations 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 8 
Public Works 

Land Status: City ROW or Easements 

2021 6-Year Total o/o Future Years -------
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Shady Lane Treatment Facility 
Shady Lane & Sierra Drive 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

SW009.xls 
Lakes 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 9 
Public Works 

Project Description: Remove sediment and vegetation. Revegelate in accordance with the Lacey Stoonwater Design Manual. Install maintenance access, install structure at inlet to reduce 
sediment buildup, and Install low maintenance ouUet structure. 

Project Justification: A large amount of sediment has accumulated in the wet pond and needs to be removed. High water levels have resulted in backwatering but no flooding. The outfan to the lake 
has become partially obstructed with sediment and needs to be dredged out and modified to make ii easy to maintain. 

Policy Basis: Stormwater Comp Plan Current Project Status; Planning Land Status: 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

·Generaf:Revenue: 
Voted G.0. Bonds 
Non-Voted G;O; :eonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify Rafes:J Fees 
GFC Revenue 
llOJuLIO 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
'Gtants 
SEPA/LTA 
Qevt;tloper Financing 
Stormwater Capital 150,732 150,732 100% 

TOTAL FUNDING 150,732 150,732 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

:Plaooing 
Preliminary Design 
"Design.& Engineering 46,118 46,118 31% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Constti.lction 104,614 104,'614 69% 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 150,732 150,732 100% 

Notes: 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
22nd Avenue SE System Rehabilitation 
Between College and Golf Club 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw010.xls 
Central 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 10 
Public Works 

Projecl Description: Convert 500 linear feet of existing grassy swale to bioretention facilities. Install new storm drain from lhe existing pump station location soulhward, across private property, to an 
existing depression. 

Project Justification: Drainage from the neighborhood to lhe north overflows to 25th Loop SE and the ouUet of this basin has been partially blocked by a private driveway. A slormwater pump station bas 
been installed but requires frequent maintenance so a l>etter long term solution Is needed. 

Policy Basis: Stormwater Comp Plan Current Project Status: Plannin!l Land Status: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted :G:.O'. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates./ Fees 
GFC Revenue 
uoruuo 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan· 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants· 
SEPA/LTA 
Oeveloper Financing 
Stormwater Capital 39,755 120,448 160,203 100% 

TOTAL FUNDING 39,755 120,448 160,203 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Engineering 39,755 15,816 :55,571 :35% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 104,632 1U4,632 .65% 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 39,755 120.448 160,203 100% 

Notes: 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Diamond Stormwater Alternative 
22nd Ave SE and Ruddell Road 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw011 .xls 
Central 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 11 
Public Works 

Project DescripUon: Manage stormwater onsite using permeable pavers for 360 LF on the east side of 22nd Avenue SE between Golf Club Rd SE and College St SE. lnstaH pavers between existing 
asphalt reoad edge and sidewalk. This solution manages stonnwater while preserving current parking uses. Also Install pipe on the northeast end of 22nd Ave SE lo connect 
exisli I wa to the existin catch basin In Coll 

Project JusUfication: Three exisUng drywells are no longer functioning and causing flooding on several properties. Ponded water extends up to the front steps of residences. However, residents don't 
want lo sacrifice parking for open conveyance or bioretenlion facilities. 

Policy Basis: Stormwater Comp Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Nan-Voted ·G~O. Bonas 
Revenue Bonds 
·Utility Rates l Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID:I[Jl.10 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan: 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grants 
SEPAi LTA 
.beveloper Flnanclog 
Stormwater Capital 115,816 251,798 367,614 100% 

TOTAL FUNDING 115,816 251,798 367,614 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning. 
Preliminary Design 
.DeSigh &. Engineering 115,816 32,800 148,616 40% 
Land J ROW Acquisition 
Construction 218,996 218,998 60% 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 115,816 251,798 367,614 100% 

Notes: 
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Plannin~ Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Stormwater Comprehensive Plan 
N/A 

File Number: 
UGA Plannin~ Area: 

sw012.xls 
All 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 12 
Public Works 

Project Description: The City will need lo update the SCP to reHect the 2018 updates to the Phase II Permit. The SCP will build on the City's existing stonnwater management program and known 
stonnwater problems to ensure that the stormwater infrastructure, policies, and funding mechanisms will meet the City's needs for the 2018-2023 cycle. 

Project Justification: The Growth Management Act requires cllies to periodically update lhelr comprehensive plan. Ecology plans lo update the 2013 -2018 Phase JI permil for lhe next pennit cycle 2018-
2023. 

Policy Basis: Growth ManaRement Act Current Project Slatus: PlanninQ Land Slalus: N/A 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General ·Revenue· 
Voted G.0. Bonds 
·Non.Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
.UlifitY Rates/ .FeeiS: 
GFC Revenue 
LIO/ULID· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFtoan 
lnlerfund Loan 
:~r.!n1s 
SEPA/LTA 

.O~lpµer Fitianting 
Stormwater Capital 11,699 85,166 88,572 185,437 100% 

TOTAL FUNDING 11,699 85,166 88,572 185.437 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

fil!lr'lf!IPQ 
Preliminary Design 
.Desi_gn .& :engrneering 1:1,699 85,166 88,572 185,437 100%. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 11,699 85,166 88,572 185.437 100% 

Notes: 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
25th Loop Storm Improvements 
25th Loop 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw013.xls 
Central 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 13 
Public Works 

Project Description: Install backftow preventers on 2 existing stonn drain outfalls to pond. Install a new storm pump station adjacent to the sanitary sewer pump station on Diamond Loop SE, a force 
main to convey now to the stonnwater outfalls, and a filtration system at the pump station inlet lo provide water quality treatment. 

Project Justification: Stormwater at this location is pumped away during extreme storm events (i.e .• every couple of years). An alternative solution is needed that would manage stormwater without 
pumping ii away. 

Policy Basis: Stormwater Comp Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Nan-Voted G~o-. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 103,415 44,321 147,736 36% 
Utility Rates:/ Fees 
GFC Revenue 
llD:fl)LID 
Arterial Street Fund 

.pwrF:Lo~n 
lnterfund Loan 
Gn::ints· 
SEPA/LTA 
Oeveloper·Ffnanclng 
Stonnwater Capital 258,086 258,086 64% 

TOTAL FUNDING 103,415 302,407 405,822 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
·Design & E.ngiileenog 103;415 39,225 142;64U .35% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 263,182 263;1.82 65% 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 103,415 302,407 405,822 100% 

Notes: 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Clearbrook Drainage Improvements 
Clearbrook Drive 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw014.xls 
Central 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 14 
Public Works 

Project Description: Lower invert of pond ouUet and increase pipe size (larger pipe at reduced slope). Excavate a linear swale around the permieter to provide adequate fall for the pipes and Install 
two pedestrian bridges. Add an upstream infiltralion facility In 191h Ct NE with stormwater treatment. 

Project Justification: The aging storm drain in this area has limited slope and there Is no fall between the storm drain outlets and Clearbrook Pond. The system frequenlly get backwatered, causes 
street flooding and threatens to floop one house during any significant rain event. 

Policy Basis: Stormwater Comp Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G:.O. Bonas 
Revenue Bonds 88,816 385,918 474,734 
Utility. Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LIP:fUl.ID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLQ~n· 
lnterfund Loan 
G~nts 
SEPA / LTA 
Developer: Financing: 
Stormwater Capital 

TOTAL FUNDING 88,816 385,918 474,734 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning: 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Engineering 88;816 50,613 139,429 29% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 335,305 335,305 7"1% 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 88,816 385,918 474,734 100% 

Notes: 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Homann Area System Rehabilitation 
Homann Drive 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw015.xls 
Central 

CFP Project: SW - 15 
Department: Public Works 

Project Description: Install 10 new biorelenUon facilities in the right of way to enhance local Infiltration and take advantage of high infiltrating soils In the area. 

Project Justification: Drywells and infiltration trenches in this area are no longer functioning and causing localized nuissance Hooding. 

Policy Basis: Stonnwater Comp Plan Current Project Status: Plannini:i Land Status: City Owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted·G".0. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 189,798 316,330 506,128 
Ulilify:Rates/ Fees 
GFC Revenue 
L.:IDJULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFloan 
lnterfund Loan 
G:rants . . 
SEPAILTA 
·Oeveloper:FJnancing 
Stormwater Capital 

TOTAL FUNDING 189,798 316.,330 506,128 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Plaoolng 
Preliminary Design 
oes;gn & Engineering 189 •. 798 1:89,798 :s0% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 316;330 316,330· 631'/o 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 189,798 316,330 506,128 100% 

Noles: 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
location: 

2016-2035 
1010 Midway Storm Improvements 
Midway 

File Number: sw016.xls 
UGA Planning Area: Pleasant Glade 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 16 
Public Works 

Project Description: Install to new bioretenlion facilities in the right of way to enhance local Infiltration and take advantage of high infillrating soils In the area. 

Project Justification: A clogged stonn drain pipe and blind connecllon into the County storm drain is causing Hooding. 

Polley Basis: Stonnwater Comp Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City Owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 17,033 30,368 47,401 100% 
Utilify.Rates'/ Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LIDJULlD 
Arterial Street Fund 
: PWTF .L.Qa!l 
lnterfund Loan 

·G~nt$'. 
SEPAi LTA 
Developer. rinancing 
Stonnwater Capital 

TOTAL FUNDING 17,033 30,368 47,401 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

-Planning 
Preliminary Design 
DeSign & Engineering 17,033 17,033 36% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 30;368 30,368 64% 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 17,033 30,368 47,401 100% 

Notes: 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Belair/ Impala Stormwater Installation 
Belair and Impala Drives 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw017.xls 
Central 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 17 
Public Works 

Project Description: Install Storm drain along Impala Drive SE and 32nd Avenue SE to convey stormwater to Ruddell Road Stormwater Treatment Facility. 

Project Justification: Lack of drainage infrastructure in this area is causing nuisance flooding. Al stonnwater runoff flows over1and towards WondefWOOd Park causing chronic flooding on residential 
streets and in some driveways. Flooding is most significant al the downstream end of the nelghbofhood. Drainage infrastructure is needed in this neighborhood. 

Polley Basis: Stormwater Comp Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City Owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non•Vote~ G~o:. ·Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 124,001 124,001 
tumty:Rates:/ Fees 
GFC Revenue 
.!-:IP:/ VL,10 
Arterial Street Fund 

:PWTF:Lo~n: 

lnterfund Loan 
-G~nts· 
SEPAi LTA 
Developer Finan<:ln~r 
Stonnwater Capital 514,529 

TOTAL FUNDING 124.001 124,001 514,529 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Engineering 124~001 124;001 100% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Consftu<ition 514,529 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 124,001 124,001 100% 514,529 

Noles: 



Planning Period: 2016-2035 File Number: 
Project Title: College Regional Stormwater Facility UGA Planning Area: 

sw018.xls 
Central 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 18 
Public Works 

Location: 

Project Description: Conslruct a new storm drain from College Regional Slormwaler Facility lo Woodland Creek. Option A would reroute the now path to the eastward down an 
alignment that slopes correctly, but does no currenly connect. Option B would rot.1le flow under Martin Way and northward. 

Project Justification: Under a 2008 agreement between the City and St. Martin's Abbey/University, the City is required to modify the facility lo accomodale additional flow from 
the University resulting from campus growth and improvements. This is because the facility outfall was discovered to be smaller than originally thought (30 
inch diameter. not 36 inch diameter). 

Policy Basis: Stormwater Comp Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: St Martin's Property 

FUNDING 

G~r:ieral Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
NQn.Y(lted ·G:.o·, ·aood$ 
Revenue Bonds 
Uillity ·~ates·1 !=ees 
GFC Revenue 

Prior Years 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

......i LiDi. .UL.JD 
I 

t;: Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF 'Loan: 
lnterfund Loan 
.Grants· 
SEPAILTA 
'Developer :Financing 
Stormwater Capital 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Plano Ing: 
Preliminary Design 
.~slQo & Engioeering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
ConstM:UOI) 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

5,721,344 

5,721,344 

744.817 

4;9.76,52:1' 

5,721,344 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Alder and Gemini Drainage System 
Alder and Gemini Streets 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw019.xls 
Central 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 19 
Public Works 

Project Description: Rehab existing dryweHs, inslall new storm drain to convey stormwater lo new Infiltration galleries in community open space and overflow from! lhe infiltration facility to lhe storm 
drain In Lacey Blvd. 

Project Justification: Lack of drainage lnfraslructure in lhis area Is causing niussance flooding. 

Policy Basis: Stormwater Comp Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O". Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
:Ulility:Rates./ Fees 

-..J GFC Revenue 
I 

~ .LIO. / t;JLID 
Arterial Street Fund 
:PWJF:LoJJn 
lnterfund Loan 
:Grants 
SEPA JLTA 
.Developer ·Financing 
Stormwater Capital 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Pianning_ 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Curren! Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Land Slatus: City OWned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

631,552 

631,552 

123,828 

507,72.4· 

631,552 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
White Fir Stormwater Installation 
White Fir Drive NE 

File Number: sw020.xls 
UGA Planning Area: Hawks Prairie 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 20 
Public Works 

Project Description: Install new permeable gravel shoulder with underdrain pipe on north and south shoulders of White Fir Drive NE. Connect underdrain to existing storm drain system. Existing 
system discharges to infiltration area that Is functioning well 

Project Justification: Lack of drainage infrastructure in this area is causing nuissance Hooding. 

Polley Basis: Stormwater Comp Plan 

FUNDING 

Generai· Rev.enue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utilify Rates I Fees 

-..J GFC Revenue 
I 

!j LIDJ QLlD. 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF LQa!l 
lnlerfund Loan 
Gran ta: 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Flnahcing 
Slormwaler Capital 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Ptaoolng 
Preliminary Design 
Design &.:Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
COnstruction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Land Status: City owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

223,517 

223,517 

20;317 

203,200 

223,517 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
5th Ct SE and 5th Way Improvements 
5th Ct SE and 5th Way 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 

sw021.xls 
Tanglewilde 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

SW - 21 
Public Works 

Project Description: Construct channelized inverts In the bottom of exisUng CB's to enable jelling of pipes as needed for maintenance. Will also require incteased maintenance of upstream and 
downstream structures. 

Project Justification: Pipes I Structures in backyard area creating a maintenance problem because access is limited. 

Polley Basis: Stormwater Comp Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Nona-Voted G.O. 'Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates I Fees 

-..J GFC Revenue 
I 

~ UDJUUD 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLo~n 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grants· 
SEPA / LTA 
O~w.eloper ·Financing: 
Stonnwater Capital 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

·Planning 
Preliminary Design 

·Design &. Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construotion 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Land Status: 

2021 6-Year Total '% Future Years -------

35,526 

35,526 

·35,526 

35,526 



-------------------Water 

Background 

The City of Lacey provides water service to ap
proximately 76,000 people within its corporate 
City limits and adjacent urban areas. Groundwa
ter is the primary supply source to the system and 
Olympia's McAllister Springs facility provides ad
ditional supply. Lacey's water service area abuts 
the City of Olympia's service area and a number 
of smaller privately owned water systems, many 
of which lie within Lacey's city limits. Lacey's 
system is challenged with replacing deteriorated 
facilities and mains, and installing growth-related 
source, storage, and transmission to meet demands 
as they occur. 

Lacey's water system improvements are guided by 
the 2013 Water Comprehensive Plan. The plan, 
which serves as the basis for water-related capital 
projects and this capital facilities plan element 
covers the following: 

1) Evaluated the current capabilities and limita
tions of Lacey's existing water systems; 

2) Projected future demands in Lacey's current 
and long-term service areas; and 

3) Established a schedule of system repairs, 
improvements, and expansion necessary to 
assure adequate supply and delivery of water to 
those service areas. 

8-1 

System repair and improvement projects listed 
in this capital facilities plan include replacement 
and upgrades of distribution piping, develop
ment of new water sources and storage capacity, 
water quality improvements, and other items that 
will lead to more effective use of existing water 
resources and facilities. 

The exact timing of water-related projects in this 
area are outlined in this Capital Facilites Plan. 
This plan will be reviewed annually to assure that 
needed expansions are in place to accommodate 
development as it occurs. 

It is important to note that this Capital Facilities 
Plan's purpose is to demonstrate how the City will 
implement the Water Comprehensive Plan. Read
ers wishing more detailed explanations of meth
odologies and findings are encouraged to review 
the full 2013 Water Comprehensive Plan. Copies 
are available in the Report and Plans Library on 
the City of Lacey website. 

Water System Planning Goals and Ob
jectives 

Planning goals and objectives as established by 
Lacey's Comprehensive Water Plan are: 

1) Provide sufficient supply to meet increasing 
water system demands and complete water right 
mitigation projects in order to utliize new water 
rights. The development of increased water 
supply includes maximizing capacity from 
existing sources and the development of new 
sources. 

2) Provide a safe, consistent, and efficient supply 
of high quality water to the customers. 



3) Increase source reliability to meet DOH recom 
mended design criteria. 

4) Construct water supply, distribution, transmis
sion and storage improvements to meet City wide 
water demands. 

5) Upgrade and replace aging water mains and 
facilities. 

6) Provide a financing plan for the Capital 
improvement Program to meet projected growth 

and water system needs. 

Meeting Demands of Population Growth 

In 2005, Resolution 917 was adopted to place re
strictions on new water system connections in the 
Urban Growth Area (UGA), pending additional 
water right authorizations from the Department of 
Ecology. After Ecology issued new water rights in 
2011-2012, Lacey adopted it's 2013 Comprehensive 

2016 2017 2018 
Revenue Bonds 1,298,834 500,000 1,673,800 

Utility Rates and Fees 1,407,208 955,000 408,500 
GFC Revenue 4,754,535 4,257,061 4,294,192 

Tntllll $7 460.577 $5 712 061 $6 376 492 

Table 8.1 

8-2 

Water Plan and rescinded Resolution 917 in May 
2013. The City is now authorized to withdraw up 
to 23,511 gpm and 16, 798.2 Acre-feet per year. 
Mitigation is required to fully use the water rights 
acquired in 2011-2012. 

While recent growth rates have slowed, the water 
utility continues to anticipate strong long-term 
residential and commercial growth. This could 
drive average daily water demands as high as 
11.60 million gallons by the year 2029, a 51 % 
increase from 2011 demands. Now that the City 
has acquired several new water rights, the focus 
of the utility shifts to developing the infrastruc
ture needed to meet those demands. Many of the 
projects listed in this plan are critical to achieving 
that goal, 

The financing plan for the first six years of the 
Water Element of this Capital Facilities Plan is 

illustrated in table 8.1 below. 

2019 2020 2021 Total 
7,940,000 4,639,555 674,000 16,726,189 
1,521,400 608,445 1,321,400 6,221,953 
2,358,800 1,161,600 5,802,700 22,628,888 

$11820200 $6 409 600 $7 798.100 $45 577 030 
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CITY OF LACEY 2016-2035 CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN 

WATER PROJECTS SUMMARY SHEET 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-YearTotal o/o Future Years 
FUNDING SOURCES 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voled G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 4,648,473 1,298,834 500,000 1.673,800 7,940,000 4,639.555 674,000 16.726,189 37% 
Utility Rates I Fees 1,033,222 1,407,208 955,000 408,500 1,521 ,400 608,445 1,321,400 6,221,953 14% 
GFC Revenue 5,054,627 4,754,535 4,257,061 4,294,192 2,358,800 1.161,600 5.802,700 22.628.888 50% 16,097,000 
LID/ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF Loan Total 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPAi LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 9,617 

TOTAL 10,745,939 7,460.577 5,712,061 6,376.492 11,820,200 6,409,600 7.798,100 45,577,030 100% 16,097,000 

EXPENDITURES BY CATEGORY 

Pia Ming 

Preliminary Design 206,604 180,000 386,604 1% 

Design & Engineering 3,541,294 1,635,483 1,342,251 2,846,492 2,192,280 967,840 1,551,276 10,535,622 23% 1,655,000 
Land I ROW Acquisition 57,877 
Construction 6,989,162 5,618,490 4,189,810 3,530,000 9,627,920 5,441,760 6,246,824 34,654,804 76% 14,442,000 
Other 157,605 

TOTAL 10,745,939 7,460,577 5,712,061 6,376,492 11,820,200 6,409,600 7,798,100 45,577,030 100% 16,097,000 

EXPENDITURES BY PROJECT 

Water- Woodland Creek Reclaimed Infiltration 2,333,669 
Water- 2 Brewery Wellfield Development 90,640 32,000 42,761 64,142 65,000 470,.000 674,000 1,347,903 3% 1,150,000 
Waler- 3 ATEC Waler TF Backwash 1,481,732 
Water- 4 Telemetry Conlrol Valves 64,028 623,797 623,797 1% 
Waler- 5 Union Mills Altitude Valve 241,324 
Water- 6 Monitoring Well 459,916 31,969 6,000 37,969 0% 
Waler- 7 Water Rights Administration 217,701 10,000 202,000 202,000 38,000 39,500 41,000 532,500 1% 
Water- 8 Skokomish Way Waler main 1,225,060 675,037 675,037 1°k 
Water- 9 Critical Valves Program 114,281 171,521 126,500 298,021 1"11 
Waler- 10 Groundwater Monitoring Wells 28,005 85, 117 30.000 260,000 375,117 1% 
Water- 11 SW 337 Zone Study 27,501 50,000 50,000 0% 
Water- 12 Smith Farm Construction 62,730 30,000 660,000 690,000 2% 
Water- 13 Transportation - Watennain Impacts 636,993 702,000 126,500 131.600 126,500 131,600 137,000 1,355,200 3'k 
Water- 14 Train Depot Watermain 210,000 210,000 0% 
Water- 15 Install VFDs & Gensel - Westside 155,781 658,528 658,528 1'k 
Water- 16 Wells 515 and 516 Replacement 27,932 864,454 1,000,000 817,000 2 .. 681 ,454 6% 
Water- 17 Willamelle /31st Roundabout Waterline 15,000 15,.000 0% 
Water- 18 Annual Pipeline Improvements 167,058 2, 133, 194 1,233,000 126,500 1.184.400 136.900 1,184,400 5,998,394 13% 7.000,000 
Water- 19 Annual Water Line Replacement 1,135,876 220.000 1,392,000 1,447,500 220,000 1.447,500 1,505,.400 6,232,400 14% 
Water- 20 Biennial Well Rehab/Replacement 22,922 72,000 85.200 92,100 249,300 1% 
Water- 21 Hawks Prairie Water Recycle Equipment 68,130 171,660 171,660 0% 
Water- 22 Hawks Prairie Facility Pump Hatch 80,315 19,300 19,300 
Water- 23 Overflow for Judd Hill Reservoir 336 350,000 350,000 1% 
Water- 24 Hawks Prairie Well S31 Construction 1.310,613 
Water- 25 Reclaimed Water Comp Plan 200.000 250.000 461,000 911,000 
Water- 26 New 3.2 MG Reservoir in 337 Zone 180.000 1,000,000 6,000,000 7,180,000 16% 

Waler- 27 Well 506 Replacement 206,222 18.250 380,000 1,814,000 2,212.250 5% 
Waler- 28 Well S01 Replacement 316,300 395,000 1.642,300 2,353,600 5% 
Waler- 29 Capital City Golf Course Fire now 160.000 83,300 1,265,300 1.782.000 3,290,600 7% 
Water- 30 Overflow for Nisqually Reservoir 100,000 100,000 0% 
Water- 31 Retrofit and Overflow Union Mills 185.000 178,000 363,000 1% 
Water- 32 Reclaimed Waler Facilities 195,000 473,000 668,000 1% 4,210,000 
Water- 33 New 3.2 MGD Pump Station 158,000 658,000 1,369,000 2,185,000 5% 
Waler· 34 Comprehensive Water System Update 587,172 200,000 200,000 200,000 600,000 1% 
Water- 35 481h/50th Ave Fire now Improvements 772,000 772,000 2% 
Water- 36 Wiiiamette Drive Velocity Improvement 198,000 
Waler- 37 College Street Pressure Improvement 539,000 
Water- 38 Well 504 Improvements 3,000,000 
Waler- 39 Marvin Road Well 250,000 1,090,000 1,030,000 2,370,000 5% 

TOTAL 10,745,939 7,460,577 5.712.061 6 ,376,492 11,820,200 6,409,600 7,798,100 45,577,030 98% 16.097,000 

Notes: Project funding and expenditure amounts shl:Mn In the Mure years column are prellminal)I estimates for planning purposes. Identification of specific revenue sources and expendhures will be made as the project moves Into the 6-year 

00 • 
VI 

plamlng Wllldow. 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Woodland Creek Reclaimed Infiltration 
Woodland Creek Community Park 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Project Description: This project is to construct the Woodland Creek Regional Reclaimed Water lnlillratlon Facility. 

100% Expansion Upgrade/Replacement 

wtr001.xls 
Tanglewilde 
WS-8 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 1 
Public Works 

Project Justification: The Woodland Creek Regional Reclaimed Water lnlillration Facility is intended lo recharge groundwaler in lhe Woodland Creek Basin lo mitigate impacts resulting 
from additional groundwater withdrawals by the cities of Lacey and Olympia. 

Policy Basis: Utility Management Practices 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G;O-. ·Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
tJlility·Rates;/ Fees 

oo GFC Revenue 
I °' IJD:f'ULID 

Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF·Loan·Total 
lnterfund Loan 
GrQ!llS 
SEPA/LTA 
:beveroper.Financlng 
Other (City of Olympia) 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

l?-ianning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction · 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes; 

Prior Years 

2,324,053 

9,616 

2,333,669 

558,734 

1,730;395. 
44,540 

2,333,669 

Current Prolecl Status: Complete Land Status: City Owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 



Planning Period: 2016-2035 File Number wtr002.xls CFP Project: Water- 2 
Project Title: Brewery Wellfield Development UGA Planning Area: N/A Department: Public Works 
Location: Brewery Wellfield Water Plan Project: WS-2 

Project Oescriplion; Project will identify an initial facility inventory at the brewery wellfield , identify improvements lo make the sile supply waler, and complele improvements necessary to bring lhe well 
field on-line. 

100% Expansion Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Justification: Improvements are needed lo take advantage of the water rights that were purchased by the three cities. Costs represent Lacey's proportional share. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Water Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: Lacey, Tumwater & Olympia Owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Nori-Voted ·G;o ·. 'Bonds 

Revenue Bonds 470,000 674,000 1,144,000 85% 
Utility Rates· l Fees 

00 GFC Revenue 90,640 32,000 42,761 64,142 65,000 203,903 15% 1,150,000 
I 

....:! 1:.10.J'U~ID 
Arterial Street Fund 

P.WJF ~oen: 
lnterfund Loan 

Grants 
SEPA / LTA 

Developer. Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 90,640 32,000 42,761 64,142 65,000 470,000 674,000 1,347,903 100% 1,150,000 

EXPENDITURES 

·Planning: 

Preliminary Design 
"Design &. Engineering 89,2,11 32,000· 42,761 64,142 65;000 80:,000 ·110,700 394;603 :29%. 
Land l ROW Acquisition 

Construetion 390,000 563~300 :953;300 71%. t,150,000 
Other 1,429 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 90,640 32,000 42,761 64,142 65,000 470,000 674,000 1,347,903 100% 1,150,000 

Notes: 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
ATEC Water TF Backwash 
Lacey Street 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Project Description: Construct a filter backwash and particulates removal and disposal system at the ATEC facility. 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

wtr003.xls 
Central Lacey 
WQ-1 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 3 
Public Works 

Project Justification: The ATEC facility experiences plugging of the infiltration ponds due to particulates produced during the filter backwash. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Water Comprehensive Plan 

FUNDING 
General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G-..0 . Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility. Rates l Fees 

oo GFC Revenue 
I 

oo 'LID:/ ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
·PWTFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
G.-af'llS 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Fioaf'l(:lf'l~f 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Planning. 
Preliminary Design 
.Design &. Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

1,007,400 

474,332 

1,481 ,732 

224,480 

1',250,575: 
6,677 

1,481,732 

Current Project Status: Complete Land Status: Easements Secured 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Telemetry Control Valves 
System Wide 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr004.xls 
All 
PRV-1 

Project Description: This project would install telemetry controls at PRV stations to allow for remote control of the PRV set poinls. 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 4 
Public Works 

Projecl Justification: Small changes in the PRV set points have significanl impacts on the distribution systems abilily to move supply from one pressure zone to another 
especially during demand periods. Improves efficiency in making adjustments. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Waler Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue· 
Voted G.D. Bonds 
Non-Voted G,O'. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility 'Rates·/ Fees 

oo GFC Revenue 
I 

\0 .t;."10./ l;Jll,0 
Arterial Street Fund 
.PWJFlQarJ 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPAJLTA 
.oeveloper..Fioan<:lng 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

!?binning 
Preliminary Design 
eesigh .&. Eilgineenng 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Nole$: 

Prior Years 

64,028 

64,028 

-46,847· 

17~181 

64,028 

Current Project Status: Construction Land Status: City and County ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

623,797 623, 797 100% 

623,797 623, 797 100% 

33,714 33,714 5% 
107,819 l07.,819 17% 

·482;264· ;i.a2,264 77% 

623,797 623,797 100% 

0 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Union Mills Altitude Valve 
Marvin Rd & Pacific Avenue 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Project Description: This project modifies the existing altitude valve and vault at the Union Mills reservoir. 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

wtr005.xls 
Tanglewide 
ST-1 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 5 
Public Works 

Project Justilicalion: The current valve cannot be accessed for maintenance or repair. Failure of this valve 'NOuld severely affect the water system. 

Polley Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Water Plan 

FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted ·G~O'. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
:UliliW, Rates I Fees 

oo GFC Revenue 
I 

- :1-.:10 J l:Jl.10 
0 

Arterial Street Fund 
:PWTF·l.o~n-

lnterfund Loan 
·Gr.;1nts 
SEPAi LTA 
Developer: Financing. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Pianning: 
Preliminary Design 
.Design &.Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
:Constrootian· 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Noles; 

Prior Years 

24:1,324 

241,324 

67,544 

'172,550 
1,229 

241,324 

Current Project Status: Complete Land Status: City owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Monitoring Well 
Area Wide 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr006.xls 
Area Wide 
WS-7 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 6 
Public Works 

Project Description: Install monitoring wells, expand water quality and well head protection for source wells. lndudes monitoring well located along Puget Sound shoreline. 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Justification: The Wellhead Protection Report recommends the additional wells and monitoring 

Policy Basis: Utility Management Practices 

FUNDING 

General Revenue. 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Noli~Vdted G.O. ·Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
U.tilify:Rati;is1 F.l\!eS 

oo GFC Revenue 
I 

- UDlULID - Arterial Street Fund 
·PWtFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
G.rants: 
SEPAILTA 
.DeV6loper:F.1nancing 
Other 

TOT AL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Plannlrig 
Preliminary Design 
-Design .&.Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

459;91.6'. 

459,916 

143,796: 
55,277 

250,805 
10,038 

459,916 

Current Project Status: Construction 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

31,969: 
6,000 

31,969 6,000 

2,369· 

"29,600: ·B;OOO' 

31,969 6,000 

0 

Land Status: Acquired 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

:3'1,969 84% 
6,000 16% 

37,969 100% 

2,369 6% 

35,600· 94%· 

37,969 100% 



Planning Period: 2016-2035 File Number: wtr007.xls CFP Project: Water- 7 
Project Title: Water Rights Administration UGA Planning Area: Area Wide Department: Public Works 
Location: Area Wide Water Plan Project: WS-6 

Project Description; These are general costs associated with acquiring water rights. These funds will cover costs such as processing fees, a reimbursement contract with Ecology and consultant and 
legal assistance. 

Project Justification: The city needs to continue to purchase the acquisllion of water rights. 

Policy Basis: Utility Management Practices Current Profet:t Status: Planning Land Status: None Required 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

Generai Revenue 
Voled G.D. Bonds 
Non.Voted G':O. ·Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
U.tilify .Ra~s 1 F~es 217,!'01 10,000· 202,000· 212,000 40% 

00 GFC Revenue 202,000 38,000 39,500 41,000 320,500 60% 
I - C.101 U!.IP 

N 
Arterial Street Fund 
·PWTF.Loan 
lnterfund Loan 
:Grants 
SEPAILTA 
:Ck11elopa~:F.1oancing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 217,701 10,000 202,000 202,000 38,000 39,500 41,000 532,500 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Ptannlng 
Preliminary Design 
:iJeSiQn ·&-Engineering 217,701 :10,000 202,000 .202iooo 38;000 39i500 41:;000 532,500 100"/o· 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
: caristruclion 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 217,701 10,000 202,000 202,000 38,000 39,500 41,000 532,500 100% 

Noles: 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Skokomish Way Water main 
Skokomish Way 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Project DesaipUon: This project replaces pipe In the Skokomish Way from Queets Drive NE to Quinaull Drive NE. 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Justification: This project is needed to make necessary syslem improvements In the area. 

wtr008.xls 
Meadows 
P-7 

Policy Basis: 2011 Water Comprehensive Plan Current Project Status: Construction 

FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Nan-Voted ·G.O. ·eonds 
Revenue Bonds 

: ~tility Rates l F.ees 
oo GFC Revenue 
I 

- .UP{Ul.,10· I.;.) 
Arterial Street Fund 

:PWTFL.o~n 
lnterfund Loan 
Gr.ants 
SEPA/LTA 
beyeroper. Financing· 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

.Planning 
Preliminary Design 
:Design &. Eligiheenng 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construetion 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Note,.; 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

1,225,060 675,037 

1,225,060 675,037 

223,846 5o,ooj. 

999,062. 625,034 
2,151 

1,225,060 675,037 

CFP Project: Water- 8 
Public Works Department: 

Land Status: County ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

675,037 100% 

675,037 100% 

501003· 1%. 

•625,034 .93%. 

675,037 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Critical Valves Program 
System Wide 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr009.xls 
All 
P-12 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 9 
Public Works 

Project Descliption: This program will install isolation valves along the major transmission corridors. Includes 2013 rollover funds for Union Mills/College St valves (WA12CV) and 2013 Critical 
Valves (WA13CV) 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Justification: There are not sufficient valves in the major corridors to facilitate shut-downs and reduce customer impacts. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Waler Plan 

FUNDING 
General Revenue: 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Vo~d G:n.:Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
tJli!ity.'R~tes:/ f~s 
GFC Revenue 
tlDf{JLID· 
Arterial Street Fund 
:P.WTF :Loarr 
lnterfund Loan 

.G~ots 
SEPA I LTA 
Oeve1oper .Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Pianning 
Preliminary Design 
DeSign ·&. Eilgineenng 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·const'1JOtioh 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

114,281 

114,281 

19,997 

114,281 

0 

Current Project Status: Design 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

17f,p21 126,500 

171,521 126,500 

15,594 16;500 

t55,92T 110,000 

171,521 126,500 

0 

Land Status: City and County ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

298,021 100% 

298,021 100% 

32,094 1'1% 

265,921 .89% 

298,021 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Groundwater Monitoring Wells 
Area Wide 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr010.xls 
Area Wide 
WQ-3 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 10 
Public Works 

Project Description: Install monitoring wells, expand water quality and well head protection for source wells at cost of $110,000 in 2015. Shoreline monitoring well in 2014-2018 with total 
cost of $400,000. 

Project Justification: The Wellhead Protection Report recommends the additional wells and monitoring 

Policy Basis: Utility Management Practices 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted-G;O. Bonds: 
Revenue Bonds 
·Utilify Rates/ fe~s 
GFC Revenue 
l,;11;>1ULJD 
Arterial Street Fund 
·PWTFLoao 
lnterfund Loan 
G.rarits. 
SEPA /LTA 
Developer Flnaricing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Planlilng 
Preliminary Design 
DeSign & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

:eonstruclfon 
0ther 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

28,005 

28,005 

:28,005 

28,005 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

85,117 30,000 260,000 

85,117 30,000 260,000 

7,097 30,000 34,000 

78,020 226,000 

85,117 30,000 260,000 

Land Status: None Required 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

375,117 100% 

375,117 100% 

71,097" 19% 

304,020 8.1.%· 

375,117 100% 

Notes; 1 & 2 Project funding and expenditure amounts shown In the future years column are prellm nary esllmates for planntng purposes. Identification of specific revenue sources and expendilures will be made as the project 
moves Into the 6-year ptann,ng window. 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
SW 337 Zone Study 
Southwest Lacey 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr011.xls 
Central 
ST-2 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Project Description: This project will include a feasibility sludy/predesign report which will establish the optimum m elhod to address the storage and needs of the system 

Project Justification: The City is anticipating a storage deficiency of 1.29 MG by the year 2015 and 3.2 MG by the year 2029 and well source 6 is declining. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Waler Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
No~Voted G,o. -Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Desi!ln 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: 

6-Year Total 

Water- 11 
Public Works 

% Future Years 

Ufility :Rates: i ·Fees 
GFC Revenue 27,501 50,000 50,000 100% 

- "llD:IULID· 

°' Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TF l.oan: · 
lnterfund Loan 
Gr.:trits· 
SEPA/LTA 
·oeve1oper:Financ1ng 
Other • 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Pianning 
Preliminary Design 
DeSigh ·&.Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·construction 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

27,501 50,000 50,000 100% 

.50,000 50,000· 1.00% 

27,501 50,000 50,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 2016-2035 File Number: 
Project Title: Smith Farm Construction UGA Planning Area: 
Location: Water Plan Project: 

Project Description: Construct wetlands, crib wall,. riparian vegatation and irrigation among other work. 

I Project Justification: 

Policy Basis: Best ManaQement Practices Current Project Status: PlanninQ 

wtr012.xls 
Hawks Prairie 
Trans/Development 

CFP Project: Water- 12 
Department: Public Works 

Land Status: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 
General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID/ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan 
Jnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Olher 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Noles: 

Prior Years 2016 

62,730 30,000 

62,730 30,000 

49,596 30,000 

13,135 

62,730 30,000 

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

660,000 690,000 100% 

660,000 690,000 100% 

50,000 80,000 12% 

610,000 610,000 88% 

660,000 690,000 100% 



Planning Period: 2016-2035 File Number: wtr013.xls CFP Project: Water- 13 
Project Title: Transportation - Watermain Impacts UGA Planning Area: All Department: Public Works 
Location: Area wide Water Plan Project: Trans/Development 

Projecl Description: Make improvemenls lo walertines when slreet upgrades and conslruction are planned. College St and 22nd Ave Roundabout and Steilacoom Road in 2016. 

Project Justification: When slreet upgrades are planned It is the best time to upgrades waterlines under the pavement 

Policy Basis: Best Management Practices Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City or County ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue· 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Norr.Voted ·G~O. :sands 
Revenue Bonds 
!;llility:Rates··1 Fees 126,500 117:,000 131,,600 137.,:000 512,100 38% 

00 GFC Revenue 636,993 702,000 131,600 9,500 843,100 62% 
I - .L.IDll)UO 

00 
Arterial Street Fund 

.PW.TFlo~rr 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA .ILTA 
:Oevetoper.floanc:log 
Other ' 

TOTAL FUNDING 636,993 702,000 126,500 131,600 126,500 131,600 137,000 1,355,200 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
DeSign·& Eilgineenng 102;961 117,ooo 21.,090 2l,940· 25;300 26,320 18~900 230;550· ·17% 
Land J ROW Acquisition 
ConstnJQtion s19;20s. 585,000 105,410 109,660 101,200 105,280 ·n0,100 1:, 124,650· 83% 
Other ' 14,828 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 636,993 702,000 126,500 131,600 126,500 131,600 137,000 1,355,200 100% 

Notes: 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Train Depot Watermain 
Lebanon St and Lacey Blvd 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr014.xls 
Central 
N/A 

Project Description: Installation of water utilities in Lebanon Street extension to serve the Train Depot. A 12-inch water main will be installed. 

Project Justification: Provides water service to the future Train DepoU City Museum. 

Polley Basis: Best Management Practices 

FUNDING 

. General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
No~Voted G~o·. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Ufilily Rates:l Fees 

oo GFC Revenue 
.!... ;LID:J ULID 

'° Arterial Street Fund 
;PWTFJ;.o~n'. 
lnterfund Loan 
·Grants· 
SEPA/LTA 
Oeve1oper Financing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Pianning 
Preliminary Design 
.Deslgil &.Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

·construction 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

210,000 

210,000 

.30,000 

180,000· 

210,000 

CFP Project: Water- 14 
Public Works Department: 

Land Status: Cily ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

210,000 100% 

210,000 100% 

30,000 14% 

~80,000 86% 

210,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Install VFDs & Genset - Westside 
College Street 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr015.xls 
Horizons 
PS-1 & 2 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 15 
Public Works 

Project Description: Replace the two constant speed motors at the westside booster station with variable frequency drive motors and provide back up generator power. Additionally, Install a Vortex Plate m 
the Westside Reservoir. 

Project Justification: Installing variable speed drives will Improve operations and pumping efficiency al the site. Generator power will ensure continued operation during power failures. Installing a Vortex 
plate In the westslde reservoir will increase available useable storage and decrease the likelyhood or air being introduced into the system. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Water Comprehensive Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voled G.O. Bonds 
·NOn-Voted G';O~ Bonds: 
Revenue Bonds 
·Utility Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 

UD1ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan· 

lnterfund Loan 
Gmots 
SEPA/LTA 

De\lelbper·F.inaoting 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

155,781 

155,781 

155,781 

155,781 

Current Project Status: Design 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 

329,264 
329,264 

658,528 

85,898 

·572,630 

658,528 

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

Land Status: City Owned 

6-Year Total % Future Years --------

329,264 
329,264 

·50% 
50% 

658,528 100% 

85,898- 13% 

572,630 87% 

658,528 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Wells 515 and 516 Replacement 
Beachcrest Subdivision 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Project Description: Replace the two Beachcresl wells \Yilh a single large-diameter well. 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

wtr016.xls 
Hawks Prairie 
WS-11 

Project Justification: The two wells are housed In deteriorating structures and are unable to produce their full instantaneous waler right. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Water Comprehensive Plan Current Project Status: Design 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Non-Voted G:;o •. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 27,932 500,000 408,500 
Utility Rates I.Fees 864.454 500,000 408,500 
GFC Revenue 
llD·/UllO 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan· 
lnterfund Loan 

G:raota 
SEPAi LTA 
oe11elt>J>er:F.inahcing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 27,932 864,454 1,000,000 817,000 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 172,890 
Design·& Engineering 27,932 200,000 164,000 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 691,564 800;000 .653;000 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 27,932 864,454 1,000,000 817,000 

Notes: 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 16 
Public Works 

Land Status: City owned 

2020 6-Year Total % Future Years 

908,500 34o/. 
1,772,954· 66%· 

2,681,454 100% 

172,890 6% 
364,000 14% 

2,144,564 ·80% 

2,681,454 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Willamette/ 31st Roundabout Waterline 
Willamette and 31st 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr017.xls 
Hawks Prairie 
WS-4, Prt 2 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 17 
Public Works 

Project Description: This project will reimburse a developer for installing the water line necessary to convey raw water from the future well to the treatment facility, Construction concurrent wilh the 
roundabout planned in lhe area. 

Project Justification: The water line is needed to convey water for treatment. 

Polley Basis: 2011 Water Comp Plan 

FUNDING 
.General .Re"Veriue· 
Voted G.D. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.O .. Bt>nds 
Revenue Bonds 
.Utility· Rates .1·Fees: 
GFC Revenue 
LID f l)llD 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFL;oa1l 
lnterfund Loan 
Gr:ants 
SEPA / LTA 
Developer: Financing 
Other 1 

TOT AL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

·Planning. 
Preliminary Design 
Design :& Engineeiing. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction· 
Other ~ 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

15,000 

15,000 

1 .• 400 

13,600 

15,000 

Land Status: City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

15,000 100% 

15,000 100% 

·1;400 go1o 

13;600 •91% 

15,000 100% 



Planning Period: 2016-2035 File Number: wtr018.xls CFP Project: Water- 18 
Project Title: Annual Pipeline Improvements UGA Planning Area: All Department: Public Works 
Location: System Wide Water Plan Project: P-8 

Project Description: Annual funding allocation to make improvements to pipelines In the water system. College St to Ruddell Rd via Brentwood in 2014 - 2015. Hoh Street between Steilacoom 
Road and Martin Way in 2016-2017 

Project Justification: Annual funding allows staff to prioritize improvements to fix problems with fire now and pressure deficiencies in 
the system 

Polley Basis: 2011 Water Comprehensive Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

·General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 

·Non-Vr;ited ·G~O.· 8'1nds 
Revenue Bonds 

t.!tility Rates l Fees 1,184,490 1~6.900 ·1,184~400 2,505;700 
00 GFC Revenue 167,058 2,133,194 1,233,000 126,500 3.492,694 100% 7,000,000 
I 

N tlD/ULID· 
VJ 

Arterial Street Fund 

'PWTFLo~n· 
lnterfund Loan 

Gn;io•s 
SEPA/LTA 

Developer Finaotlntr 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 167,058 2,133,194 1,233,000 126,500 1,184,400 136,900 1,184,400 5,998,394 100% 7,000,000 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Engineering l67}058 426,644· 2461600· 126;500· 135i680 136;000 t3s~6ao l,208;004 20%. 600;000· 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

Construction 1:,706,550 986,400• 1.,048;720 1,048~720 4,790,390· 80%: 6;400,000 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 167,058 2.133,194 1,233,000 126,500 1,184,400 136,900 1,184,400 5,998,394 100% 7,000,000 

Note,; 

0 0 



Planning Period: 2016-2035 File Number: wtr019.xls CFP Project: Water- 19 
Project Title: Annual Water Line Replacement UGA Planning Area: Central Department: Public Works 
Location: System wide Water Plan Project: P-8 

Project Description: Replace waterlines as needed to address aging water lines In the system. Timber Court area in 2014 • 2015 at a cost of $475,000. Shady Lane in 2016-2017 at cost of 
$1,550,623. 

Projecl Justification: Reduces leaks in the system lo minimize wale Joss and improve system effiiciency. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Comp Plan Current Project Status: Design Land Status: City ROW 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue· 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G~o:.:eonds 

Revenue Bonds 1,107,555 1,107,555 
utmty:Rates· ffees 220,000 339,945 559,945 

00 GFC Revenue 1,135,876 220,000 1,392,000 1,447,500 1,505,400 4,564,900 73% 
I 

N ·t::IP./'l)UO· 
.i;:.. 

Arterial Street Fund 
:PWTF :t,.01:u1 
lnterfund Loan 

.~raots 
SEPAILTA 
:06veloper Financing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 1,135,876 220,000 1,392,000 1,447,500 220,000 1,447,500 1,505,400 6,232,400 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering l87~727 220,000 220;000 301,080 741,080· ·12% 
Land f ROW Acquisition 2,600 
. Consliutjtion 912,628 l,392,000 1:;447,500 1,447;500 1,204;320 :5,491,320• :88%. 
Other ' 32,921 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 1,135,876 220,000 1,392,000 1,447,500 220,000 1,447,500 1,505,400 6,232,400 100% 

Notes: • 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Biennial Well Rehab/Replacement 
System Wide 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr020.xls 
All 
WS-9 

Project Description: Biennial funding to support the well rehabilitation program. lndudes funding for rehab of source 7 in 2014-2015. 

Project Jusllficalion: This program funds a program lo Identify wells that are underperfonning and finds solutions to bring wells back to 
production levels expected. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Water Comprehensive Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 

.Noil-Vated·G~o~ Bonas 
Revenue Bonds 
·l,!tilicy: Rates/ Fj:!es 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

oo GFC Revenue 22,922 72,000 85,200 92,100 
I 

N :L.;10 I u.uo 
V\ 

Arterial Street Fund 
:PWTFLo~ri 
lnterfund Loan 
-Gr<111ts· 
SEPA/LTA 
Oeveloper.:Fioanclng. 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:Pianning: 
Preliminary Design 
:Design: & Eilgineenng 
Land I ROW Acquisition 

·c~mstruotion 

Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

22,922 72,000 85,200 92,100 

7;656. 12,000. 

:14;886. 60,000· 85,200· ~2.10Q 
380 

22,922 72,000 85,200 92,100 

CFP Project: Water- 20 
Public Works Department: 

Land Status: None required 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

249,300 100% 

249,300 100% 

12,000 5% 

·237,300 .95% 

249,300 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Hawks Prairie Water Recycle Equipment 
Marvin Road 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr021.xls 
Hawks Prairi 
NIA 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 21 
Public Works 

Project DescripUon: Study and purchase the best polymer coagulant and equipment to complete a backwash of water to remove iron and manganese. 

Project Justification: The mineral constituents are not setUing out and a coagulant is needed to improve the recycle process. 

Policy Basis: Best Management Practices 

FUNDING 

·General ·Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted G~o~ :Bonds 

Revenue Bonds 
.Utility·Rates. l.·Fees 
GFC Revenue 
·uoruuo· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TFLoan: 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA I LTA 
:Developer Ffnaoc1ng· 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
:Planning 
Preliminary Design 
.Design &. Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Constnwtion 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

68,130 

68,130 

68;1Jo 

68,130 

Current Project Status: Design 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

171,660 

171,660 

13,660 

t~s.poo 

171,660 

Land Status: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

171,660 100% 

171,660 100% 

13,660 

158,000 :92% 

171,660 100% 
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PlanninQ Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Hawks Prairie Facility Pump Hatch 
Marvin Road 

File Number: 
UGA PlanninQ Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr021.xls 
Hawks Prairi 
NIA 

Project Description: Install a hatch ln the roof of lhe facility to allow for easier pump removal. 

Project Justification: The hatch will Improve efficiency In pump changes. 

Policy Basis: Besl Mana11ement Practices 

FUNDING 

·Genei:al Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-VOted G"O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Riittes f Fe~ 
GFCRevenue 
uoruuo 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFloan: 
lnterfund Loan 
:Gnints 
SEPA/ LTA 
Developer rmancing 
Other • 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

PlaMlrig: 
Preliminary Design 
.Design &·Engineering 
Land I ROW AcquislUon 
Construcilon 
Olher 2. 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

NotM· 

Prior Years 

80,315 

80,315 

37;674 

42;641 

80,315 

Current Project Status: Construction 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2016 2018 2019 2020 

19,300 

19,300 

19;300. 

19,300 

CFP Project: Water- 22 
Public Works Department: 

Land Status: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

19,300 100% 

19,300 100% 

1s;300 100% 

19,300 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Overflow for Judd Hill Reservoir 
Judd Street 

Project Description: Construct an overflow pond at the Judd Hill Reservoir. 

Expansion 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

100% Upgrade/Replacement 

wtr022.xls 
Central Lacey 
ST-4 

Project Justification: This site does not have a detention pond or other means of collecting and disposing of water during an overflow event. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Water Comprehensive Plan Current Project Status: Design 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 23 
Public Works 

Land Status: Additional Land May be Required 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

General Revenue· 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Vo~d G~O; :i;to~ds 

Revenue Bonds 
·Utility :Rates:J ·Fees 

oo GFC Revenue 
I 

~ ·!.:ID'·/ l,JUD· 
Arterial Street Fund 
'PW-TFloan 
lnterfund Loan 
.Gran.ts· 
SEPA / LTA 
.oeveloper:Fioanclng 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

P.ianning 
Preliminary Design 
Design.&. Eilgiheenng 
Land J ROW Acquisition 
:canstr:uotion 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

336 

336 

336 

336 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

350,000 350,000 100% 

350,000 350,000 100% 

:64,000 64,000 18% 

286,poo. .286,000 82% 

350,000 350,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Hawks Prairie Well S31 Construction 
Marvin Road 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr023.xls 
Hawks Prairie 
WS-1 

Project DescripUon: This project will install the necessary pump, electrical and mechanical equipmenl and a small structure to equip the well. 

100% Expansion Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Justification: This project will enable the city to utilize water rights in the project area. 

Polley Basis: 2011 Water Comprehensive Plan Current Project Status: Complete 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

.General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
:Non-Voted ·G,o. ·Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
.Utility. Rates l Fees 
GFC Revenue 
LID1UUD· 
Arterial Street Fund 
-PWTF l;Q~rr 
lnterfund Loan 
Gr.iots· 
SEPA/LTA 
O~wetoper Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:Pianning 
Preliminary Design 
:Design &.Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

1,310,613 

1,310,613 

440,521 

839,8'15 
30,277 

1,310,613 

0 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 24 
Public Works 

land Status: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
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PlanninQ Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Reclaimed Water Comp Plan 
N/A 

Project Descrlptlon: Develop a Reclaimed Water Comprehensive Plan. 

I Project Justificallon: 

Policy Basis: Best Mana11ement Practices 

File Number: 
UGA PlanninQ Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Current Prolect Status: Plannloq 

wtr021.xls 
All 
N/A 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

General· Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non.Voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
:1.,1~ty R~t~s i F~ 
GFC Revenue 
LIDfULlD 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLoan 
lnterfund Loan 
:(;i'iint:i 
SEPAi LTA 
OeveloperFmandng 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

f>1a1111i!ig: 
Preliminary Design 
Design·& Engineering 
Land J ROW Acquisition 
construcilon 
olhe~ 2 . 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Note~r 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

200,000 250,000 461,000 

200,000 250.000 461,000 

200,000 250,000 461,000 

200,000 250,000 461,000 

CFP Project: Water- 25 
Public Works Department: 

Laod Status: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

911,000 100% 

911.000 100% 

·911.000 100% 

911,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
New 3.2 MG Reservoir in 337 Zone 
South College Street 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Project Descriplion: Construct a new 3.2 MG reservoir lo meet a forecasted slorage deficiency. 

100% Expansion Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Juslificalion: 3.2 MG of additional storage is needed lo serve the projected growth over the next 20 years. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Waler Comprehensive Plan Current Project Status: Planning 

wtr024.xls 
Horizons 
ST-2 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

.General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 

.Non-Voted.G~o. :Bonds 

Revenue Bonds 6,000,000 
. Utility. :Rates. l' Fees 
GFC Revenue 180,000 1,000,000 
L1DJUUD· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TFl,.o~n 
lnterfund Loan 

Gr.;ints 
SEPA / LTA 
O~Yeloper Fin'clnc1n9 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 180,000 1,000,000 6,000,000 

EXPENDITURES 

:Planning 
Preliminary Design 180,000 
Design &. Engineering 1:,000;000· 167,000 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 5,833;000 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 180,000 1,000,000 6,000,000 

Notes~ 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 26 
Public Works 

Land Stalus: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

6,000,000 84% 

1,180,000 16% 

7,180,000 100% 

180,000 3% 
1,1671000· 16%. 

5,833;000. .81%. 

7,180,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Well 506 Replacement 
Judd Street 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr025.xls 
Central Lacey 
WS-10 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 27 
Public Works 

Project Description: Explore options and implement improvements lo utilize existing water rights and provide water to the 337 PZ College Street Corridor. 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Justification: Well 506 has instantaneous capacity has declined . Despite multiple rehabilitations, the well continues to have declining specific capacity. To perfect the water right and provide waler 
in a high water demand area of the water system, the well needs to be replaced or other improvements made. 

Polley Basis: 2011 Water Comprehensive Plan 

FUNDING 

General. Revenue· 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non~voted G.O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates.fFees 
GFC Revenue 
L:IDIUllD 
Arterial Street Fund 

· PWTF -Loan 
Jnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
Oe~loper Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

·Pranning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & ·engineering
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

206,222 

206,222 

61,088 

145,134 

206,222 

Current Project Status: Design land Stalus: City Owned 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

1,814,000 1,814,000 82% 

18,250 380,000 398,250 18% 

18,250 380,000 1,814,000 2,212,250 100% 

18;250 380,000 112,270: "510,520 23% 

f ,701,730 1_,7ot;73o 77% 

18,250 380,000 1,814,000 2,212,250 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Well 501 Replacement 
College Street 

Project Description: Replace the 501 Well with a new well. 

Expansion 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

100% Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Justification: The well is declining in it's ability to provide the needed capacity. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Water Comprehensive Plan Current Project Stalus: Planning 

wtr026.xls 
Horizons 
WS-12 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

·General ·Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Nqn~Voted ·G~o~ ·Bands 
Revenue Bonds 395,000 
Utility"R<,1te~ I F.ees 
GFC Revenue 316,300 
'LI(;) J l.11.IO· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFLQan 
Jnterfund Loan 
Grants. 
SEPA ILTA 
Devell)per Financing· 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 316,300 395,000 

EXPENDITURES 

:p1annlng: 
Preliminary Design 
:oeslgn &·Engineering 316,300 100;000 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·Construction 295i000 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 316,300 395,000 

Notes: 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 28 
Public Works 

Land Status: City-owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

395,000 17°/1 

1,642,300 1,958,600 83% 

1,642,300 2,353,600 100% 

176,916 593,216 :25%· 

1,465,384 1,760;384 75%· 

1,642,300 2,353,600 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Capital City Golf Course Fire flow 
Yelm Highway 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Project Description: Replace aging mains and improve fire flow in the Capital City Golf Course area by upsizing pipes. 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

wtr027.xls 
Horizons 
P-1 

Project Justification: Several small diameter pipes exist which are limiting fire flow. This project will upsize pipes and improve fire flow. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Water Comprehensive Plan 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non.Voted ·G.o·. ·Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility Rates:/ Fees 

oo GFC Revenue 
I 

\.>.) ·uo:/UUD 
.i:. 

Arterial Street Fund 
·pWTF·Loan: 
lnterfund Loan 
G!'ants: 
SEPA/LTA 
.Developer Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning. 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Englileei'ing 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Noles: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planninit 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

1,265,300 1,782,000 

160,000 83,300 

160,000 83,300 1,265,300 1,782,000 

1.60,000' 83,300 253,060 356,400 

t ,012,240 1;425,600 

160,000 83,300 1,265,300 1,782,000 

CFP Project: Water- 29 
Public Works Department: 

Land Status: Easements 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

3,047,300 93% 

243,300 7% 

3,290,600 100% 

2,437 ,840 74% 

3,290,600 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Overflow for Nisqually Reservoir 
Nisqually 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Project Description: This project will construct an overflow pond at the Nisqually reservoir. 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

Project JusUficaUon: Overflow ponds are recommended for collecling and disposing of water during an overflow event. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Water Plan Current Project Status: Planning 

wtr028.xls 
NIA 
St-5 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted G.b..i~onds 
Revenue Bonds 
·Utility Rates·/ Fees 
GFC Revenue 
f;.10/'l;JUO· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PW.TF l.O~f}: 

lnterfund Loan 
Grants· 
SEPA/LTA 
Oeveloper Financing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

·Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &: Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction · 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

100,000 

100,000 

20;000· 

80,000 

100,000 

CFP Project: Water- 30 
Public Works Department: 

Land Slalus: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

100,000 100% 

100,000 100% 

20;000:' 20%. 

80,000. .80%. 

100,000 100% 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Retrofit and Overflow Union Mills 
Marvin Road and Pacific Ave 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr029.xls 
Tanglewidef 
ST-3 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 31 
Public Works 

Project Description: This project will retrofit the reservoir to meet seismic standards in 2016. In 2018 an overflow pond will be constructed at the Union Mills reservoir. 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Justification: Seismic upgrades are needed In the event of an earthquake . Overflow ponds are recommended for collecting 
and disposing of water during an overflow event. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Water Plan 

FUNDING 
General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Noh-Voted·G .. O. Bonas 
Revenue Bonds 
·utility ·Rates:/ Fee~ 

oo GFC Revenue 
I 

tJJ :t.:ID / 1,JUO 
O'\ 

Arterial Street Fund 
.PWTFtoan 
lnterfund Loan 
.Grants· 
SEPA / LTA 
.oeve1oper·Fioane1ng 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

·Planning: 
Preliminary Design 
-OeSlgil &. Ehgiheeting 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
: Coristii.Kltion 
Other ~ 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Notes: 

Prior Years 

Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

185,000 178,000 

185,000 178,000 

.30,000' 35,600 

155,ooo: 1.42,400 

185,000 178,000 

Land Status: City Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

363,000 100% 

363,000 100% 

65,600 18% 

·297,400 :82% 

363,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Reclaimed Water Facilities 
System Wide 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr030.xls 
All 
WS-5 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 32 
Public Works 

Project Description: Constructs reclaimed waler facilities lo include three storage facilities, two pump stations and additional transmission piping. 

100% Expansion Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Justification: The city plans lo utilize reclaimed water and needs lhe infrastructure to store and distribute water. 

Polley Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Water Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status; To be determined 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

:General Revenue· 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
·Non-Voted G~O. ·Bond& 

Revenue Bonds 195,000 195,000 
.Utility."Rates:l F.ees 
GFC Revenue 473,000 473,000 71% 4,210,000 
UDJULID· 
Arterial Street Fund 
P.WTF l.:oan: 
lnterfund Loan 
!3raots 
SEPA/LTA 
:bavelopar. Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 195,000 473,000 668,000 100% 4,210,000 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &·Engineenng 195,000 473~000 668,000 100% ·301,600. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
. Construction 3,902,400· 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 195,000 473,000 668,000 100% 4,210,000 

Notes; 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
New 3.2 MGD Pump Station 
Pacific Avenue 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr031.xls 
Central 
PS-3 

Project Description: A new pump station Is required to access water from the Brewel)' Wellfield through Olympia's waler system. 

100% Expansion Upgrade/Replacement 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Project Justification: The existing lntertle at Mt Aire Is not large enough lo accommodate the additional water flow. Placing the new pump station on the west 
side of the city 'Nill improve water distribution and provide adequate capacity • 

Water- 33 
Public Works 

Polley Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Water Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: To be determined 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 
FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted·G~O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 158.000 658,000 816,000 37% 
·Ulifily. Rates l Fees 
GFC Revenue 1,369,000 1,369,000 63% 
.LID/ UUD 
Arterial Street Fund 
:PWTF:loan 
lnterfund Loan 
·Gronts 
SEPA / LTA 
Developer :Finsnc1ng· 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 158,000 658,000 1,369,000 2,185,000 100% 

EXPENDITURES 

P.ianning 
Preliminary Design 
Design &. Engineering 158;000 1Bl,250 100~000 439i250 20% 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
·Constiuotion 476,750 1,269,000 l,745,750 80% 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 158,000 658,000 1,369,000 2,185,000 100% 

Noles: 1 & 2 Project funding and expenditure amounts $hown in the future years column are preliminary esUmates for planning purposes. ldenUlicatlon of specific revenue sources and expenditures will be made as the projecl 
moves Into the 6·year planning window. 



Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Comprehensive Water System Update 
All 

Project Descriplion: Update of lhe Water Comprehensive Plan 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Justification: Updates are required every six years by the Department of Health. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Water Plan Current Project Status: Planning 

wtr032.xls 
All 
G-5 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 
General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Voted ·G.o. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Utility'Rates:l Fees 

oo GFC Revenue 
I 

~ ·!,.:10 . ./ULID 
Arterial Street Fund 

:PWJF:Lo~n: 
lnterfund loan 
-Grao.ts. 
SEPA/LTA 
.OeYeloper'J=inanclng 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
P.ianning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Noles: 

Prior Years 

587,172 

587,172 

587,172 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

200,000 200,000 200,000 

200,000 200,000 200,000 

200,000· 200.000. 200;000 

200,000 200,000 200,000 

CFP Project: Water- 34 
Public Works Department: 

Land Slatus: N/A 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years -------

600,000 100% 

600,000 100% 

·soo,ooo too% 

600,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
48th/50th Ave Fire flow Improvements 
48th and 50th Avenues NE 

Project DescripUon: Replace existing 6-inch pipe with 10-inch pipe to improve fire flow. 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

Project JustilicaUon: Fire flow deficiencies require the pipe size increase. 

Policy Basis; 2011 Water Comprehensive Plan Current Project Status: Planning 

wtr033.xls 
Hawks Prairie 
P-2 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

Generai::Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non-Votetr G.o •. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
.Utilify" Rates./"Fees 
GFC Revenue 
ll07.UllD 
Arterial Street Fund 

PWTF L.o~n 
lnterfund Loan 
:Gr:ants 
SEPA/LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Pianning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering. 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction· 
Other 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Nolet: 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

CFP Project: Water- 35 
Public Works Department: 

Land Status: County ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

772,000 772,000 100% 

772,000 772,000 100% 

'194,000 194,000 25.% 

578,000 '57S;OOO. 75% 

772,000 772,000 100% 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Willamette Drive Velocity Improvement 
Willamette Drive 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr034.xls 
Hawks Prairie 
P-3 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 36 
Public Works 

Project Descriplion: This pipe project address waler velocities over eight fps in the 41st Ave./Marvin Road area and instaUs a parallel 16-inch diameter pipe lo solve the problem. 

Expansion 100% Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Justification: This project solves the velocity Issue In the area. Since fire now is not an issue, the project is slated for future years. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Water Plan 

FUNDING 

Genera( Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
.Non-Voted G.O .. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
.Utility· Rates J 'Fees. 
GFC Revenue 
llD7l,JllD. 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF L.o~n 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPA/LTA 
DevelOper Financing 
Other ' 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

Planning 
Preliminary Design 
.Design. & Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Construction 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

Current Protect Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Land Status: City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years --------

198,000 

198,000 

158,400 

198,000 

Notes; 1 & 2 Project rundlng and expenditure amounts shown In the ruture years coll1mn are pre!lmlnary estimates ror planning purposes. Identification of specific revenue sources and expenditures will be made as the project moves 
Into the 6-year planning window. 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
College Street Pressure Improvement 
College Street 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

wtr035.xls 
Horizons 
P-5 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 37 
Public Works 

Project Description: This project address high velocities and pressure deficiencies in the College Street area. An additional 12-inch pipe would be installed from 32nd Lane to 37th Avenue SE. 

100% Expansion Upgrade/Replacement 

Project Justification: This project will improve the pressure in lhe area and reduce velocities in the pipelines. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Water Plan Current Project Status: Planning 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

FUNDING 

·General ·Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Non~Voted G·~o~ Bonds: 
Revenue Bonds 
. Utility R~tes I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
-LIO /'UUD· 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTFl.oao 
lnterfund Loan 
Granta-
SEPA I LTA 
Oe\leloper Finan<:itig: 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 

:P.1annlng 
Preliminary Design 
'Design·&· Engineering 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
C'onstruction 
Other z 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Land Status: City ROW 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

539,000 

539,000 

107;800 

431,200' 

539,000 

Notes: 1 & 2 Project funding and expenditure amounts shown in the future years column are preflmlnary estimates for planning purposes. Identification ol specific revenue sources and expenditures will be made as the project moves 
into the 6·year planning window. 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Well 504 Improvements 
Yelm Highway 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Project Description: This project v.;n install a new pump and resolve well capacity lo it's full water right. 

100% Expansion Upgrade/Replacement 

wtr036.xls 
Horizons 
WS-3 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Project Juslilicalion: This well is unable to supply ll's full waler right capacity due to transmission, pump and well capacity issues . It produces unacceptable amounts 
of sand when operating near capacity. Improvements are needed to solve this issues. 

Water- 38 
Public Works 

Polley Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Water Plan Current Project Status: Planning Land Status: City Owned 

FUNDING 

General Revenue 
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Nan-Voted G~u. ·Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Ulilily·Rates I Fees 
GFC Revenue 
llD.Il,Jl,ID 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWTF·l<>.,.n: 
lnterfund loan 
·Grc;iotl>· 
SEPA/lTA 
·oeveloper:Financlng 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 

EXPENDITURES 
Pianning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 
land I ROW Acquisition 
.Construction 
Other 2 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

3,000,000 

3,000,000 

-600,000 

2,400,000 

3,000,000 

Noles~ 1 & 2 Project funding and expendilure amounts !llhown In the ruture years column are pre~rninary estimates ror planning purposes. Identification of specific revenue sources and expenditures Wl':t be made as lhe proJecl 
moves into lhe 6-year planning window. 
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Planning Period: 
Project Title: 
Location: 

2016-2035 
Marvin Road Well 
Marvin Road 

Project Description: Design and construct a new well in the northeast area 

100% Expansion 

Project Justification: This well is needed to meet the projected demands in the zone. 

Policy Basis: 2011 Comprehensive Water Plan 

File Number: 
UGA Planning Area: 
Water Plan Project: 

Upgrade/Replacement 

Current Project Status: Planning 

wtr037.xls 
Hawks Prairi 

PROJECT FUNDING SOURCES AND EXPENDITURES 

Prior Years 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
FUNDING 

General Revenue-
Voted G.O. Bonds 
Noo-Vofed G~O. Bonds 
Revenue Bonds 
Uti~ty Rates-/'Fees. 
GFC Revenue 250.000 1,090,000 1.030,000 
LIDJ UUD 
Arterial Street Fund 
PWffUiari: 
lnterfund Loan 
Grants 
SEPAi LTA 
Developer Financing 
Other 1 

TOTAL FUNDING 250,000 1,090,000 1,030,000 

EXPENDITURES 
Planning 
Preliminary Design 
Design & Engineering 2so,ooo: 96;600 96,600 
Land I ROW Acquisition 
Cons I ruction: 993,400 .933,400 
Other 1 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 250,000 1,090,000 1,030,000 

CFP Project: 
Department: 

Water- 39 
Public Works 

Land Status: Cilv Owned 

2021 6-Year Total % Future Years 

2,370,000 100% 

0 2,370,000 100% 

443,200 19% 

1,926,800 "81% 

2,370,000 100% 

Noles: 1 & 2 Project funding and expenditure amounts shown In Ille future years 4;0kimn are pm!imlMry estimates for planning purposes. Identification of specific revenue sources and expenditures will be made as the project 
moves into the 6-year planning window. 
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c 
Allocation 

Appropriation 

Assessed Valuation 

Assets 

Bonds 

c 
Budget (Operating) 

Capital Budget 

Capital Facilities 

Appendix A Glossary 
To set aside or designate fund for specific purposes. ~allocation 
does not authorize the expenditure of funds. 

An authorization made by the City Council which permits officials 
to incur obligations against and to make expenditures of 
governmental resources. Appropriates are usually made for fixed 
amounts and are typically granted for a one-year period. 

The fair market value of both real (land and building) and personal 
property as determined by the Thurston County Assessor's Office 
for the purpose of setting property taxes. · 

Property owned by a government which has monetary value. 

A written promise to pay (debt) a specified sum of money (called 
principal or face value) at a specified future date (called the 
maturity date(s)) along with periodic interest paid at a specified 
percentage of the principal (interest rate). Bonds utilized by the 
city are: general obligation (both voted and non-voted 
Councilmanic) and revenue (see Revenue Sources). 

A plan of financial operation embodying an estimate of proposed 
expenditures for a given period (typically a fiscal or calendar year) 
and the proposed means of financing them (revenue estimates). 
The term is also sometimes used to denote the officially approved 
expenditure ceilings under which a government and its 
departments operate. 

A plan of proposed capital expenditures and the means of 
financing them. The capital budget may be enacted as part of the 
complete annual budget, including both operating and capital 
outlays. The capital budget is based on a Capital Facilities Plan 
(CFP). 

Land, structure, improvement, piece of equipment or other major 
asset, that has a useful life of at least 5 years and value of $25,000 
or more. capital facilities are provided by or for public purposes 
and service including, but not limited to the following: 

Government Facilities 
Parks and Open Space 
Water Facilities 
Stormwater Facilities 
Equipment 

Street Facilities 
Recreation Facilities 
Sewer Facilities 
Trails 
Fire Equipment/Facilities 



Capital Facilities Plan A plan for capital expenditures to be incurred each year over a 
fixed period, indentifying the expected beginning and ending date 
for each project, the aJI).Ount to be expended in each year, and the 
method of financing these expenditures. 

Capital Improvement A project to create, expand or modify a capital facilities. The 
project may include design, permitting, environmental analysis, 
land acquisition, construction, landscaping, site improvements, 
initial furnishings and equipment. the project cost must exceed $ 

Concurrency In growth management terms, capital facilities have to be finished 
and in place at the time or within a reasonable·time period 
following the impact of development. The Growth Management 
Act defines "reasonable time" as six years for transportation 
purposes. 

Councilmanic Bond Debt That amount of debt which may be or has been obligated by the 
City Council without voter approval. The limits on this type of 
debt are based on a percentage of the city's assessed value as 
prescribed by state law. 

Debt Capacity Also know as Debt Limit, is the maximum amount of debt which is 
legally permitted. The limits on this type of debt re based on a 
percentage of the city's assessed value as prescribed by state law. 

Debt Service Payment of interest and principal to holders of a government debt 
(bonds). 

Development Activity Any construction or expansion of a building, structure, or use, any 
change in use of a building or structure, or any change in the use of 
land, that creates additional demand and need for public facilities. 

Enterprise Fund 

General Facility Charge 

Governmental services supported mainly by rates and user fees. 
Funds established to account for operations (a) that are financed 
and operated in a manner similar to private business enterprises 
where the intent of the governing body is that the costs (expenses, 
including depreciation) of providing goods or services to the 
general public on a continuing bases be financed or recovered 
primarily through user charges; or (b) where the governing body 
has decided that periodic determination of revenues earned, 
expenses incurred, and /or net income is appropriate for capital, 
mainteilance, public policy, management control, accountability, or 
other purposes (i.e. water, sewer, storm water). Enterprise funds 
may also be considered as proprietary funds. 

Payment of monies imposed for development activity as a 
condition of granting development approval in order to pay for 

c 

(_ 



c 

l 

Impact Fee 

Infrastructure 

Inventory 

Latecomer Fees 

Level of Service 

Local Improvement 
District (LID) 

Operation and 
Maintenance (O&M) 

Special Assessment 

Utility Local 
Improvement Districts 
(ULID) 

utilities needed, to serve new development. This fee allows the 
property owner or developer to "buy into" the utility. 

A fee imposed for development activity as a condition of granting 
development approval in order to pay for the public facilities 
needed to serve new growth and development. Impact fees are 
limited by law to streets, parks, schools and fire. 

The underlying facilities required by an urban environment, i.e., 
streets, and water, sewer and storm water facilities. 

A listing of City public facilities including location and condition. 

Fees paid for a share of past improvements financed by others (see 
Revenue Sources). 

A quantifiable measure of the amount of public facility that is 
provided. Typically, measures are expressed as ratios of the acres 
per 1,000 population, average number of students per household, 
traffic during peak hours at intersections, etc. 

A method of carrying out a specific improvement by allocating the 
costs among the benefiting properties. The project is usually 
financed through a long-term bond issue, the repayment of which 
is mainly from the collection of special assessments from the 
benefiting properties. This is commonly used for improves to 
streets, sidewalks, and streetlights. (See Revenue Sources) 

The expenses incurred in normal operating and maintenance of 
capital facilities. 

A compulsory levy made against certain properties to defray part 
of all o f the cost of a specific improvement or service deemed to 
primarily benefit those properties. 

An improvement district created only for improvement of water, 
sewer, and other utilities and differs from a LID in that all 
assessment revenues must be pledged for payment of debt service 
of bonds issued to finance the improvements. 
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Revenue Sources 
 
 
 
General Utility User Fees 
 
Sewer Within the billing structure for sewer are elements for debt 

payment and reserves and replacement reserves. 
 
Stormwater Within the billing structure for stormwater are elements for 

debt payment and reserves and replacement reserves. 
 
Water Within the billing structure for water are elements for debt 

payment and reserves and replacement reserves. 
 
Taxes 
 
Motor Vehicle Excise Tax This fund is collected and distributed by the State.  Cities 

are required to spend these funds for police and fire 
protection and the preservation of public health (including 
capital facilities).  Funds are distributed on a per capita 
basis. 

 
Property Tax State law authorizes this tax on the assessed valuation or 

real property.  Tax rates are expressed in mills (1/10 cent 
per dollar of taxable value).  The present maximum is $3.60 
per $1,000 of assessed value, minus $0.50 for the library 
and $1.50 for the fire district. A second provision limits 
annual increases to 1.0% or the implicit price deflator, 
whichever is less. 

 
Real Estate Excise Tax A tax of ½ of 1.0% is collected by the county and 

distributed to the city based on sale of property within the 
city.  The revenue must be used solely for capital 
improvement projects identified in the Capital Facilities 
Plan. 

 
State Fuel Tax These funds are distributed to cities based on population.  

This funding was referred to in the past as the ½-cent gas 
tax.  The funds are placed the Street and Arterial Street 
funds for new construction and repairs of existing 
transportation facilities and maintenance of existing 
streets. 

 
Utility Tax The city collects a 6.0% tax on the cost of electrical, natural 

gas, telephone, garbage, water, and sewer.  A portion of 
these funds have been set aside for capital improvements, 
including transportation and parks. 



 
Grants 
 
Centennial Clean Water This state grant and loan program, administered through 

the Department of Ecology, may be used for design, 
acquisition, construction, and improvement of water 
pollution control facilities for stormwater management and 
ground water protection.  Funds are awarded on a 
competitive basis. 

 
Recreation and  This state grant program provides funds for park or other  
Conservation Office outdoor recreation projects.  Grant agreements require 25% 

of eligible project expenses be paid from local matching 
funds. 

 
Transportation Efficiency This program is administered for the federal government by 
For the 21st Century Washington State Department of Transportation.  The  
(TEA 21) funds are distributed to the local Metropolitan Planning 
 Office (Thurston Regional Planning Council).  Grants are 

distributed to the local agencies on a competitive project 
 basis.  Funds can be used for all transportation modes, not 
 just roadways. 
 
Transportation This state grant program is funded from gas taxes.  The  
Partnership Program program is administered by the Transportation  
(TPP) Improvement Board (TIB).  Grants are made on a 

competitive basis to cities and counties.  The funds are 
intended to relieve urban congestion problems caused by 
economic development and growth.  The funds can be used 
for new roadways or improvement of existing roadways.  
Preference is given to projects with multiple agency 
involvement (i.e. city, county, transit), which provide for 
economic development, and which have private property 
owner contributions (i.e. LID, developer contribution). 

 
Arterial Improvement This state grant program is funded from gas taxes.  The  
Program (AIP) program is administered by the Transportation 

Improvement Board (TIB).  Grants are mode on a 
competitive basis to cities and counties.  Grants are 
awarded based on a ranking system based on existing 
deficiencies of the roadway and intersections within the 
project limits.  Funding is based on a 20% local match. 

 
Loans 
 
Community Economic This state low interest loan (and occasionally grant)  
Revitalization Board program is awarded on a competitive basis.  The amount of 
(CERB) funding depends on the number of jobs to be created and is 

based on “if not for these funds, the economic revitalization 



will not occur.”  The average requirement is to create one 
job per $1,000 of CERB financing.  The emphasis is on 
manufacturing and businesses that support trading of 
goods and services outside of the State’s borders.  Funding 
is not available to support retail shopping developments or 
projects that would displace existing jobs in a community of 
the state.  Funds can be used to finance sewer, water, 
access roads, and bridges for a specific private sector 
development. 

 
Public Works Trust This is a revolving loan fund administered by the Public  
Fund Works board of the Department of Community 

Development.  This program provides low interest loans (1-
3%) for the repair and upgrade of existing public works 
infrastructure. 

 
Bonds 
 
Councilmanic Bonds These bonds may be authorized by the City Council for 

specific capital improvement projects without a vote of the 
people.  The bond debt is paid from the general funds of the 
city. The city is limited by State law as to the amount of 
Councilmanic bonds which can be issued based on the 
assessed value of the city. 

 
Revenue Bonds These bonds require a specific source of revenue such as 

enterprise funds, i.e. water, sewer, or stormwater.  The 
funds are used for construction purposes. 

 
Voter Approved General These bonds are authorized by the voters within the  
Obligation Bonds jurisdiction for specific capital improvement projects.  The 

bond debt is levied against all property within the 
jurisdiction and is in addition to the general property tax.  
These bonds require validation by having votes cast equal 
to 40% of the last general election and 60% affirmative vote. 

 
Private Sources 
 
Development/SEPA As part of the development process, developers may be  
Mitigation required to pay a proportionate share of off-site impacts on 

parks, streets (particularly intersections), and schools. 
 
Latecomer’s Agreements These agreements are between the city and a developer or 

property owner who has paid to construct an improvement 
that will benefit other properties.  The agreement requires 
the city to collect form other developments a proportionate 
share of the cost of the improvement and to reimburse the 
funds to the original developer or property owner.  This 



allows the developer to recover other properties if the 
subsequent development occurs within 15 years. 

 
Local Improvement These are special assessment districts created to  
Districts (LID) and capital improvements with the costs assessed to the  
Utility Local  benefited properties.  Generally, a majority of the property 
Improvement District owners must support the formation of the LID or ULID. A 
(ULID) formula determines the assessment to be levied on each 

property.  LID’s can be used for improvements or 
construction of streets while ULID’s are for water and 
sewer. 

 
Local Transportation State law (RCW 39.92) authorizes local governments to  
Act (LTA) transportation mitigation fees to fund transportation 

improvements necessitated in whole or in part by economic 
development and growth with their respective jurisdictions.  
Lacey Municipal Code Chapter 14.21 establishes local 
transportation mitigation methods, including “direct 
mitigation” where transportation improvements are 
required to be financed and constructed as a condition of 
development, and “mitigation fees” collected as a result of a 
particular new development to pay for transportation 
improvements mitigating the impacts of the development. 

 
Transportation Benefit This is a special district established to fund transportation 
Districts improvements.   A TBD can impose development fees, issue 

bonds, and form LID’s.  A TBD may cross jurisdictional 
lines with the approval of all affected agencies.  The funds 
must be used for transportation improvements identified in 
the adopted transportation plans. 

 
Taxes and Fee Revenue Sources Not Adopted Locally 
 
Local Option Fuel Tax State law allows a county-wide fuel tax as a local option 
 tax subject to voter approval.  The tax is equivalent to 10% 

of the statewide Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax and a special fuel 
tax of 2.3 cents per gallon.  The funds would be used for 
general highway purposes that include capacity and non-
capacity related improvements. 

 
Metropolitan Park Formation requires approval of 60% of the voters. Funds 
District can be used to finance the acquisition, construction, 

improvement, maintenance, or operation of any park, 
senior citizen activity center, zoo, aquarium or recreational 
facility. Counties are the governing body; however, they can 
opt to relinquish these powers to cities through interlocal 
agreements.  As a junior taxing district, revenue can be 
generated from either the regular of excess property tax 
levies and, with additional voter approval, through general 
obligation bonds. 



 
Property Tax “Lid Lift” State law authorizes lifting 1.0% increase lid referenced 

above so that a city can increase the amount of tax 
collected up to the full $3.60 per $1,000 of assessed value. 
This requires a majority approval by voters. 
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Directors on July 28, 2015. If you have questions or would like additional infonnation, 
please contact the Planning Department at 412-4424 or visit NTPS website at 
www.nthurston.kl2.wa.us. 



In 2014, our community gave us a huge hug of support when they passed a $175 million Bond 
measure in support of "Neighborhood School Improvements, Technology and Safety Upgrades." 
The 68 percent approval rating was historical and reemphasized that community counts in North 
Thurston Public Schools. This significant investment (along with an estimated $50 million from 
the state) will help provide district-wide facility upgrades, more classroom space for our growing 
student population, and more jobs in our community. 

Specifically this investment will: 

• Complete our transition to a 6-8 middle school model with a new middle school at 8605 
Campus Glenn Dr. NE schedule to open in Fall 2016; 

• Make major upgrades to River Ridge, Evergreen Forest, Komachin, Pleasant Glade 
and North Thurston; 

• Create safety, security and health upgrades, including cameras and alarms and 
automatic door locks; 

• Upgrade technology district-wide, including new computers, increased bandwidth and 
updated science labs 

• Improvements to all schools, including deteriorating roofs, floors and heating systems. 

This Capital Facilities Plan is a detailed road map to ensure our future success. As the largest and 
most diverse district in Thurston County, we remain committed to transparency, financial 
accountability and high expectations for our students and staff. We are committed to providing 
quality, safe and secure neighborhood schools for all our students with the best possible 
environment in which to learn and grow. As Superintendent, I will help ensure that the public is 
kept current on the progress of our facility projects as we aim to stay "on time and on budget" as 
we did with the 2006 bond measure. For ongoing updates on the projects, visit 
http://www.nthurston.k 12. wa. us/bondconstruction. 

Remember, even if you do not have students in our district, these are your community 
schools. Each year, thousands of citizens use our schools, swimming pools and athletic fields for 
recreation, sports and community meetings. We are proud to be a community asset for everyone 
in Lacey and the surrounding area. 

We hope you will come visit our schools and see how public dollars are being invested in our 
future. Welcoming, well-maintained and safe schools are vital to providing the positive student 
learning environment that our entire community deserves. Accountable and collaborative 
planning for the future of our public school system is a responsibility we owe to our taxpayers 
and citizens. Thank you for your support! 

Sincerely, 

Raj Manhas, 
Superintendent 
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Fast Facts about North Thurston Public Schools 

NORTH THURSTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS: About Our District 

Being the largest district in the county, North Thurston Public Schools educates over 14,000 
students each year, with 13 elementary schools, 4 middle schools (including a performing arts 
magnet school), 3 comprehensive high schools and one high school of choice. 

Our District 

• NTPS is Washington's 23rd largest school district, out of 295 total school districts. 
• We currently serve over 14,000 students per year. Enrollment at NTPS is expected to 

increase to over 18,000 by the year 2035. 
• One hour south of Seattle, NTPS serves Lacey and northeastern Thurston County, 

encompassing 7 4 square miles. 
• Founded in 1953, NTPS is 13 years older than the City of Lacey. NTPS is the most 

ethnically-diverse school district in the South Sound region, serving African American, 
Pacific Islander, Asian, Native American, Hispanic and other populations. 

STRATEGIC FRAMEWORK: A simple, practical approach to annual planning 
Our approach is both wholesome and grounded in reality. The following elements guided the 
creation of our :framework which includes several key focus areas: 

• Make student learning the center of everything we do. 
• Support the needs of the whole child. 
• Strengthen community engagement to support student learning. 
• Develop a trusting work culture through effective leadership. 
• Use public resources efficiently and be accountable. 

Our Students, Teachers, and Volunteers: The Heart of the District 

Employment 

We are proud to employ more than 1,700 staff. 

NTPS also has one of the highest percentage of National Board Certified teachers in the state 
among larger districts. The majority of our teachers also have advanced degrees. 
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Scholarships 

Over $11 million in college scholarships were offered last year to our graduating seniors. 

Alumni 

More than 100 North Thurston Public Schools staff members are also NTPS alumni. 

Our English as a Second Language (ESL) program serves students who speak more than 20 
different languages at home. 

Volunteers 

Last year, more than 2,800 parent and community volunteers gave nearly 60,000 hours of their 

time for student support and achievement in our classrooms. 

Our Programs and Classes 

• Gifted Education: NTPS offers a self-contained elementary Talented & Gifted program at 
Lakes Elementary (grades 3-5) and the Challenge Academy at Aspire Middle School for 
the Performing Arts (grades 6-8). 

• Special Education: NTPS offers a continuum of services designed to help our special needs 
students (birth to age 21), including speech and language therapy, occupational and 
physical therapy, vision/hard-of-hearing and deaf education, augmentative communication 
services, and academic and behavioral interventions. 

• Advanced Placement: Emollment in our high school Advanced Placement classes was 
more than 1,600 in 2014-15, with 68 sections ranging from Physics to World History. 

• Career & Technical Education students have work-based learning opportunities and have 
won numerous state and national awards. They may also take classes at New Market Skills 
Center in Tumwater or earn college credits through South Puget Sound Community 
College. 

• Visual and Performing Arts: NTPS offers art and music instruction in grades K-12. A large 
percentage of secondary students also participate in our award-winning performing arts 
and music programs, including band, orchestra, theatre and choir. 

• Activities: NTPS offers a variety of extra-cun-icular activities and clubs starting in 
elementary school, including chess, drama, chorus and Kiwanis K-Kids. Secondary clubs 
are diverse as well, including International, Academic Decathlon, Anime, Social Justice 
and even Break Dancing clubs. 

• Athletics: Each year more than 3,000 secondary students participated in NTPS 
interscholastic athletic programs. 

Our Facilities and Services 

• In February 2014, citizens of North Thurston Public Schools overwhelmingly approved a 
$175 million dollar Neighborhood School Improvements, Technology & Safety Upgrades 
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Bond Measure. This includes modernizations of North Thurston, Evergreen Forest, 
Pleasant Glade. and a new Middle School #5 (8605 Campus Glenn Dr. NE), plus major 
upgrades to River Ridge and Komachin. 

• NTPS buses safely transport approximately 12,660 students each day to and from school. 
Our mechanics have an exceptional safety record with OSPI and the Washington State 
Patrol keeping our Bus in perfect running order. We have several Bus Drivers that 
qualify for local and state honors participate in the annual Bus Drivers competition 
qualifying them for local and state honors. 

• NTPS is Thurston County's largest food-service operation, serving approximately 2, I 00 
breakfasts and 7,400 lunches each school day. 

• All NTPS facilities - school buildings, playing fields, swimming pools - are used by a wide 
range of community groups almost every day of the year. 
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District Mission Statement 

School Board Priorities 

• Make student learning the center of everything we do 

• Support the needs of the whole child 

• Strengthen community engagement to support student learning 

•Develop a trusting work culture through effective leadership and communication 

• Be efficient and accountable in the use of public resources 

Portrait of a North Thurston Graduate 

• Creative • Resilient 

• Critical Thinker • Strong Communicator 

• Reflective • Self Disciplined 

• Compassionate • Globally Aware 
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Facilities Mission Statement 

North Thurston Public Schools Facilities Department will work to develop collaborative and 
accountable relationships among our staff, students and the community to ensure a positive and 
safe learning environment. In suppo1i of the district's mission and priorities, we believe all 
district facilities shall be: 

• Inviting, accessible and welcoming to all 
• Safe, warm and dry 
• Supportive of student learning and the whole child 
• Sustainable, energy efficient and economical 
• Available as community resources 
• Technologically progressive 
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HISTORY OF NORTH THURSTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

North Thurston Public Schools, encompassing the northeastern portion of Thurston County, has 
four high schools, four middle schools, and thirteen elementary schools housing over 14,000 
students. 

The district, formed in 1953 with South Bay and Lacey elementary schools, immediately made 
plans for construction of a high school. North Thurston High School opened in September 1955 
with grades 7 through 12, and in December of that year plans were underway for construction of 
Mt. View Elementary school and a five room addition to South Bay Elementary School, both 
completed in 1957. 

Lydia Hawk Elementary School opened its doors in 1959 and Chinook Middle School started 
classes in 1961. Construction of Lakes Elementary School relieved the space crunch when it 
opened in 1964. Nisqually Middle School opened in 1967, with grades six through nine included 
at both middle schools in an attempt to keep up with the continued growth of the district. The old 
Lacey school was closed to students in 1967 and converted into the district office. The new 
Lacey Elementary School opened in 1968 and both Olympic View Elementary School and 
Timberline High School opened in the fall of 1970. That year the ninth grade was included in the 
high schools relieving the squeeze at the middle schools. 

Construction of Evergreen Forest Elementary School began in the summer of 1977 and the 
school opened in September 1978, and construction of Woodland Elementary School began in 
the summer of 1980 and the school opened in September 1981. South Bay Elementary School 
was remodeled and completed in the fall of 1981. Construction also began in the fall of 1981 on 
the new North Thurston High School, with the school opening in the spring of 1983. 
Construction on Meadows Elementary School began in 1985 with school opening in the fall of 
1986, and construction on Pleasant Glade Elementary School began in 1986 with school opening 
in the fall of 1987. 

A new district office facility opened in 1986. Puget Sound High School was established in the 
fall of 1987; a new school building for this alternative school opened in 1990. In the fall of 1990, 
New Century High School, a night high school located on Timberline High School's campus, and 
Seven Oaks Elementary School opened their doors for students. Komachin Middle School and 
Horizons Elementary School opened in the fall of 1992. A new concept in high schools was 
adopted for River Ridge High School which opened in the fall of 1993. New Century High 
School was relocated to this campus. In 1998, New Century High School was relocated to Puget 
Sound High School and in 2000 New Century and Puget Sound were combined as South Sound 
High School. 

A new auditorium opened at North Thurston High School in 1995. Olympic View Elementary 
(1998), Mountain View Elementary (1999), Lakes Elementary (1998), Lydia Hawk Elementary 
(2000), and Lacey Elementary (2002) have undergone substantial modernization projects using 
proceeds of the 1991 Bond. The North Thurston High School Pool underwent modernization in 
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2003. The district continues with major district-wide technology improvements. The district also 
sold the old district office site to QFC in 1999. In 2002, the Administration Offices were 
upgraded, the Bower Center was renovated into a District Technology Center and the Service 
Center was remodeled to accommodate support service departments. 

In 2006, the citizens of North Thurston Public Schools approved a 112 million dollar capital 
facilities bond. The replacement and modernization of Timberline High School began in the 
summer of 2006 and was completed in 2009. A new South Sound High School opened in 2007. 
The old South Sound High School facility was temporarily renamed Horizons Intermediate 
School and for two years housed the 5th and 6th grades of an over crowded Horizons Elementary. 
When the new Chambers Prairie Elementary was complete and occupied in the fall of 2009, this 
facility was remodeled and commissioned as Aspire Middle School for the Performing Arts. The 
modernization and additions to Nisqually Middle School, Woodland and South Bay Elementary 
Schools were completed in 2009. The modernization and addition of Chinook Middle School 
was completed in 2010. The district is in the process of acquiring sites for new facilities 
anticipated to be required within the next twenty years. 

In February 2014, the citizens of North Thurston Public Schools overwhelmingly approved a 
$175 million dollar capital facilities bond measure. Major projects planned include the 
construction of a new middle school in the Hawks Prairie area, the modernization of Evergreen 
Forest and Pleasant Glade Elementary Schools, and additions to and modernization of North 
Thurston High School. District-wide facility upgrade projects include upgrades of building 
systems at River Ridge High School and Komachin Middle School; as well as district-wide 
safety, security and technology infrastructure improvements. Finally, selected improvements will 
be made at each and every school· in the district to address deferred maintenance and/or 
programmatic needs. 

At this juncture, the district is implementing its 2014 Bond program. The new Middle School# 
5 project started in late 2014 and construction is well underway. Anticipated completion and 
occupancy is Fall of2016. The modernization of Evergreen Forest Elementary started in April of 
2015. Phase I of the North Thurston High School project has just broken ground. In mid-2014, 
the district acquired a vacant fitness center building across the street from North Thurston High 
School. In the fall of 2015, this acquisition will be used for temporary NTHS program space, 
allowing the compression of the phasing of the NTHS project, shaving a year from the original 4 
year schedule. Phase I of the upgrades to the River Ridge High School project started also in 
June 2015. A significant programmatic change, the creation of a STEM program, has become 
added scope and a high priority to this project. Phase I of the upgrades to Komachin Middle 
School have started as well - a full upgrade to the exterior envelop of Komachin Middle School. 
Another district program addition is the creation of a centralized Early Childhood program, 
housed in 2 new 8 classroom buildings, one located at Mountain View Elementary and the other 
at Meadows Elementary. The Mountain View building is scheduled for September 2015 
occupancy and the Meadows building is scheduled to open in January 2016. Finally, an 
assortment of other district wide improvement projects are also scheduled to take place over the 
summer of2015. 

11 



North Thurston Public Schools 2015 Capital Facilities Plan 

In anticipation of a district wide K-5 and 6-8 grade configuration model in 2016, Chinook 
Middle School transitioned to the 6-8 grade configuration in the fall of 2013. Nisqually will 
followed in September of 2014. Komachin continues to offer state required and elective courses 
for students in grades seven and eight. Aspire, our magnet middle school for Performing arts 
offers courses for students 6th through 3th grades. Ten out of thirteen elementary schools: 
Chambers Prairie, Evergreen Forest, Horizons, Lakes, Lydia Hawk, Meadows, Mt. View, 
Olympic View Seven Oaks and Woodland offer basic programs in language arts, reading, 
mathematics and other programs for students in grades Kindergarten through 6th. Lacey, Pleasant 
Glade and South Bay transitioned to the K-5 grade configuration model in the fall of 2013. 
Evergreen Forest, Lydia Hawk, Meadows, Olympic View and Seven Oaks followed in 
September of 2014. Specialist in art, music and PE are provided in each elementary school. 
North Thurston, River Ridge, Timberline and South Sound High schools serve students in grades 
nine through twelve. Twenty-two credits are required for graduation with emphasis on 
academics, fine arts, career exploration and preparation, and physical education. Various 
vocational learning opportunities are offered. Special education programs and services are 
available to special needs students, and the district operates an educational program for hearing 
impaired students. 

A fleet of over 100 buses transport students to and from school and traveled over 1,000,000 miles 
last school year. 

The district serves over 1.4 million meals every year. In addition, a la carte lunches are offered at 
the high schools and middle schools, and breakfast is offered at all the schools. 

The district employs over 1,700 employees of which 850 are teachers and has an annual budget 
greater than $120 million. It is the largest employer in the City of Lacey and fourth largest in 
Thurston County. 
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SIX YEAR CAPITAL FACILITIES PLAN 
2015-2021 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The NTPS Capital Facilities Plan is a six year plan intended to be revised each year for the 
succeeding six years. 

The Capital Facilities Plan is developed with the knowledge of the development and population 
implications of the City of Lacey and Thurston County Comprehensive Plans and Generalized 
Land Use Plans. The district is committed to planning in a manner consistent with the 
community's vision of its future as represented in these and other development policy 
documents. The district uses these . long-range growth planning and demographic tools to 
determine and respond to the future facility needs for students within its boundaries. Long-range 
plans and acquisitions of sites to meet those long-range plans are required to allow appropriate 
time for prudent facility construction and financial planning. 

The plan assesses the ability of district facilities to assist in the delivery of the educational 
program adopted by the district. Capacity is reviewed and modified periodically as the district 
revises programs, policies, staffing formulas, schedules and as facilities are modified. The plan 
projects future enrollments in order to evaluate the demand for future facilities. 

State funding formulas have a significant impact on capacity. Cunently the state is considering 
funding all day kindergarten. If funded, this will also change the capacity calculation 
significantly. 

The Six Year Finance Plan addresses the type of facilities required, and the timing of providing 
those facilities. The plan is constructed in order to minimize long term costs to the district and 
tax rates for its citizens, as well as to maximize state funding assistance and meet enrollment and 
program demands. 

In addition to state and local funding, consistent with Board Policy 9220 and other board 
plaiming policies, the district negotiates Voluntary Mitigation Agreements with residential 
developers. The funds paid under these agreements are used to pay for (1) projects reasonably 
related to and benefiting the new housing development, (2) projects necessary to provide 
adequate schools or school grounds to serve such new residential housing, or (3) projects 
reasonably necessary to mitigate potentially significant impacts of such new housing 
development on the district's educational facilities and programs. The district is committed to 
acquiring appropriate residential mitigation from developers, including dedication of future 
school sites, at the time of plat/subdivision or SEP A approval consistent with its evaluation of 
the ultimate build-out of the district. 
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A 2006 capital facilities bond approved by the citizens of North Thurston Public Schools funded 
modernization and additions to Timberline High School completed in 2009, new Chambers 
Prairie Elementary School opened in 2009, and new South Sound High School opened in 2007. 
The old South Sound High School was recommissioned as Aspire Middle School and opened in 
the fall of 2009. Modernizations and additions to South Bay and Woodland Elementary Schools 
were completed in 2009. Modernization and additions to Ni squally Middle School were 
completed in 2009 and modernization and additions to Chinook Middle School were completed 
in 2010. Many smaller district projects were also completed using these funds. 

The district continues to improve its facilities utilizing available resources. Asset Preservation 
thru Infrastructure Maintenance is an ongoing program to protect the public investment of tax 
dollars in North Thurston Public School facilities. To fund the planned and predicted 
maintenance or upgrade of critical building systems, as well as the ability to respond to 
"emergent needs", requires the regular public support of bonds and levies. 

In February 2014, the citizens of North Thurston Public Schools overwhelmingly approved a 
$175 million dollar capital facilities bond measure. NTPS will be able to continue its plan to 
build, modernize, upgrade and maintain district facilities. The modernization of Evergreen Forest 
and Pleasant Glade Elementary Schools and North Thurston High School is being planned as 
well as upgrades to River Ridge High School and Komachin Middle School. 

During the six years covered by this plan, the district anticipates that enrollment growth will 
require new facilities to meet increased capacity demands. Based on current growth projections, a 
new middle school will be added in the Hawks Prairie area. The district is also planning to 
reconfigure to K-5 elementary schools, 6-8 middle schools and 9-12 high schools within the next 
six years, which will provide additional capacity at the elementary level. Finally, in response to 
age and condition, and in keeping with state Construction Assistance Program criteria, up to 
three existing NTPS facilities are plaimed for modernization within the same time frame. Further, 
because these plans are based upon estimates and projections, the district anticipates the need to 
and will continue to evaluate, update, and revise its plans aimually. To meet capacity gaps at 
locations with particular demand, the district will utilize p01iable facilities until such time as it is 
able to replace those temporai-y facilities with permanent facilities that enable the district to fully 
utilize the space for its educational programming purposes. As necessary, the district will also 
reconsider other prograinming or plaiming alternatives to meet student needs. 
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I. SUMMA:RY 

Purpose of the Capital Facilities Plan 

This Capital Facilities Plan (CFP) is a six year rolling plan. It is intended to be revised each year 
for the succeeding six years, using the best available information. It provides the District, the 
City of Lacey, Thurston County, the State of Washington, other jurisdictions, and the community 
with a description of facilities which will be needed to accommodate projected student 
emollment at acceptable levels of service over the next 20 years, and a more detailed schedule 
and financing program for capital improvements over the next six years (2015-2021). This CFP 
has been prepared by North Thurston Public Schools with the input of citizens and staff 
members. This plan was prepared based upon emollment information available in October 2014. 
This plan is consistent with current North Thurston Public Schools policies and procedures. The 
plan addresses the anticipated capital facility needs through the 2020 school year. 

In accordance with the Growth Management Act, this CFP contains the following required 
elements: 

• An inventory of existing capital facilities owned by NTPS, showing the locations and 
capacities of the facilities; 

• A forecast of the future needs/demand (i.e., student emollment) for capital facilities 
owned by NTPS; 

• The proposed capacities of expanded or new capital facilities; and 
• A six-year plan for financing capital facilities within projected funding capacities, which 

clearly identifies sources of public money for such purposes. 

This CFP also identifies (a) deficiencies in school facilities serving existing development, and 
the means by which existing deficiencies will be eliminated within a reasonable period of time 
and (b) additional school facilities required to serve new development. 

North Thurston Public Schools bases its emollment projections on data from the OSPI as well as 
growth projections from Thurston Regional Planning Council, state and national census and 
demographic data. Because school facilities are capital facilities included within coordinated 
growth planning under the Growth Management Act, the district will provide this CFP to local. 
jurisdictions within the district's boundaries. The district periodically reviews its capacity to 
house projected student emollment. Where appropriate, it adjusts its school attendance 
boundaries in order to match student capacity with projected emollment. 

This plan consists of a summary of existing school buildings (building and site sizes, and 
addresses), capacity of existing facilities, a list of potential capital projects and a six year finance 
plan for capital projects. The list of potential capital projects includes site acquisition, new 
construction, modernization, preservation of existing facilities through the major repair and 
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upgrade of critical building systems, temporary facilities, and other site modifications as well as 
a rough estimate of the potential cost for each item. 

Overview o(North Thurston Public Schools 

North Thurston Public Schools is located in Thurston County, Washington. It is bordered by the 
Nisqually River and Pierce County line on the east and Puget Sound on the north. It encompasses 
nearly all of the City of Lacey Urban Growth Area, portions of the City of Olympia and portions 
of unincorporated Thurston County on the north, east and south borders, serving both urban and 
rural areas. 

Based upon October 2014 enrollment data, North Thurston Public Schools serves a student 
population of over 14,500, with 13 elementary schools, three middle schools, one small special 
focus middle school, three comprehensive high schools and one smaller high school of choice. 
The elementary schools primarily provide educational programs for students in kindergarten 
through grade six. Komachin Middle School serve grades seven and eight while Chinook and 
Nisqually Middle Schools has transitioned to a sixth through eighth grade model. High schools 
offer educational programming for students in grades nine through twelve. 

The district intends to reconfigure grades during the six years covered by this plan. Elementary 
schools will serve grades K-5 and middle schools will serve grades 6-8 and high schools 9-12. 

If the state provides funding for all day kindergarten, this grade reconfiguration will help provide 
capacity at the elementary grade level to house the additional program. 

Significant Issues Related to Facility Planning for North Thurston Public Schools 

The enrollment projections prepared by North Thurston Public Schools indicate significant 
increases in the enrollment of NTPS in the next twenty (20) years. Increases in enrollment are 
projected at all grade levels within the next six (6) years. 

There is currently plans at the state level to increase the requirements for all day kindergarten 
and more extensive pre-school. These initiatives, if implemented, will significantly increase the 
need for additional elementary school facilities. 

North Thurston Public Schools currently projects that enrollment increases will require 
construction of at least one new elementary school, and two new middle schools and additional 
high school capacity within the next twenty years. This new construction will maintain the 
current educational program and the planned reconfiguration to a K-5, 6-8, 9-12 structure. 

The district is committed to constructing neighborhood schools for elementary schools. This 
policy supports City of Lacey land use policies. 
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The district is committed to maximizing the opportunity for students to walk to school. This 
policy supports Thurston County development requirements. 

In cooperation with the City of Lacey, land use policies have been established that plan 
additional elementary school sites as part of residential developments and/or village centers. 

Acquisition of new school sites in advance of enrollment needs is critical to preparing the school 
district to meet the challenge of increasing enrollment. Since it is uncertain how or when land 
will ultimately be developed or how the district may deliver services in the future, the district 
anticipates that it may acquire more sites than the minimum supported by emollment projections. 
The district currently owns six potential elementary school sites, four potential middle school 
sites and one potential high school site. However, as growth occurs and both development 
regulations and educational programming are modified over time, these sites may not ultimately 
be suitable for development at the time when construction is needed. Sites that become 
unsuitable for development may later be surplused or exchanged for sites more suitable or in 
different geographic locations. 

To address existing facility deficiencies, the district plans to continue its program of preventive 
maintenance and building system upgrade, a.k.a. the Asset Preservation Program (APP). The 
district has also pursued a program of building modernization (funded by the 1991 and 2006 
bond issues and matching funds provided by the State Construction Assistance Program). The 
district has regularly improved facilities, responding to new programs, technology changes and 
safety concerns using the capital funds generated by bond measures and state assistance, and will 
continue to do so, with the proceeds of the successful 2014 Bond measure. 

Enrollment changes due to residential development have led the district to make use of 
temporary facilities and to review school attendance boundaries periodically. The district 
believes that the potential to adjust enrollment through future changes in contiguous boundaries 
is limited. Future reliance on more extensive bussing is a more likely scenario, creating increased 
needs for additions to the district's bus fleet. Voluntary mitigation agreements may be used to 
address such impacts of new development. 

Assumptions 

This plan will help guide the modernization and maintenance of existing facilities as well as the 
development of new facilities. The following assumptions were used in developing this CFP: 

1. The district will continue to seek state and federal money to the maximum extent available 
to supplement its own financial resources (See Policies 9100 and 9220). 
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2. The state will fund new facilities using the following space allowance: 

Grades K-6 
Grades 7-8 
Grades 9-12 
Classrooms for students 

with disabilities 

(See WAC 392-343-035) 

90 square feet per pupil 
11 7 square feet per pupil 
13 0 square feet per pupil 
144 square feet per pupil 

3. School design and planning capacity shall be: 

Elementary School 
Middle School 
High School 

(See Policy 9100) 

- 550 +special education space 
- 750 +special education space 
- 1250 +special education space 

4. The Board will continue to provide educational services through temporary facilities or 
rental of facilities as a transitional space to accommodate shifting enrollment (See Policy 
9112). 

5. The district will attempt to acquire building sites in advance of construction needs (See 
Policy 9210). 

6. The district will continue to maintain the district's facilities (See Policy 9300). 

7. Budget recommendations shall be made each year to repair, maintain and recondition 
facilities as warranted to operate facilities in a safe and healthful condition (See Policy 
9300). 

8. To receive approval from OSPI for new facilities the district will attempt to comply with all 
applicable statues and regulations. 

9. The minimum acreage per school site will be 5 usable acres plus one usable acre for each 
100 students, plus an added 5 usable acres if the school includes any grade above grade 6. 
(See WAC 392-342-020). The district ultimately determines the size of site necessary to 
facilitate the educational program that the district chooses to site at a certain location, 
applying the site evaluation criteria set forth in the OSPI School Facilities Manual. Given 
the district's educational programming standards, the average site acreages by school type 
are: 12 acres for elementary schools; 20 acres for middle schools; and 40 acres for high 
schools. 

10. New sites will not be accepted ifthe attendance policies for the new site will create a racial 
imbalance within the district (See WAC 392-342-025). 
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11. Sites will be accepted only if all local health, zoning, building and other regulations may be 
met. 

12. The district determines educational program standards in accordance with adopted 
policies, other relevant factors, and is not constrained by the state-rated capacity. Primary 
determinants of capacity are building configuration and classroom enrollment policies 
(policy or teacher contracts), and educational programs. 

13. The district believes that reasonable residential mitigation fees voluntarily made by 
developers of new residential housing in accordance with legal requirements are an 
appropriate source of funds for (1) projects reasonably related to and benefiting the new 
housing development, (2) projects necessary to provide adequate schools or school 
grounds to serve such new residential housing, or (3) projects reasonably necessary to 
mitigate potentially significant impacts of such new housing development on the district's 
educational facilities and programs. The district seeks such residential mitigation fees 
from all residential developers whose projects are anticipated to add students within the 
district's boundaries (See Policy 9220). 

14. This plan assumes that all district school buildings will be maintained in good repair. 

14. As portions of the district's Strategic Plan are implemented, the district's policies and 
procedures may be amended. As a result, changes may be made to this list of assumptions 
and to this plan. 

16. The draft revised plan will be reviewed by the Board during a public meeting and will be 
adopted or approved by the Board. 
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II. STUDENT ENROLLMENT TRENDS AND PROJECTIONS 

Historic Enrollment Trends 

The school district has reviewed historical enrollment trends. Since 1973, district enrollment has 
fluctuated between periods of no enrollment growth and periods of rapid enrollment growth. The 
overall trend has been up as total district enrollment has doubled in forty years. District 
enrollment declined between 1973-1975 before growing about 20% between 1976 and 1981. 
Enrollment declined again between 1981 and 1983 before growing about 50% between 1983 and 
1993. Enrollment declined slightly between 1993 and 2001. Since 2001 enrollment has been 
growing. The district projects that enrollment will continue to increase until the late 2020's (see 
Chart 1). 

Recent Enrollment Trends 

Elementary enrollment began increasing in 2002, and the increase became apparent in 2004. 
Strong residential development in 2005 through 2007 reinforced the gains in elementary 
enrollment. The economic collapse of late 2008 severely reduced the amount of residential 
development, but district enrollment continued to increase. Residential development is projected 
to increase and to stay elevated over the next fifteen years. The district believes that the 
increased rate of residential development will result in an accelerated rate of increase in district 
enrollment. Enrollment increases in the elementary grades will be followed by increased 
enrollment in the middle and high school grades through the late 2020's. The growth is 
consistent with the projected growth of the student aged population state-wide due to the echo of 
the baby-boom population (OFM Research Paper No. 30). 

The regions of the district projected to have the greatest increases in residential development are 
those areas where the district anticipates the greatest increases in student enrollment (see chart of 
Residential Units per 5 YR by Elementary School Boundary and map of Lacey and Urban 
growth Area Residential Developments since 2005). 

Projected Student Enrollment 

All forecasting is based on the assumption that past trends predict future trends. The sh01ier the 
forecast, the more likely that underlying assumption is accurate. Since 2002, the enrollment 
modeling utilized by North Thurston Public Schools has consistently projected increases in 
district. 

OSPI 2015-2021 Student Enrollment Projection 

OSPI generates enrollment projections for each school district in the state using a six-year 
forecast period. The state office uses the cohort survival methodology to project student 
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enrollment for grades 1-12. Kindergarten enrollment is projected using a linear regression 
analysis of actual kindergarten enrollment over the previous six years. This methodology 
assumes that enrollment trends which have occurred over the previous six years will continue 
through the next six years. OSPI updates these projections annually. Due to the incorporation of 
Wa He Lut Indian School enrollment in North Thurston Public Schools reports in 2011, the OSPI 
projection is distorted. We have removed the new data and run a "modified" OSPI projection. 
Based on the modified OSPI enrollment projection, a total of 2,643 (headcount) students would 
be expected to be added to the district by the year 2020, an increase of approximately 18.2% 
over October 2014 enrollment levels. The OSPI student enrollment projections by grade level for 
the six-year forecast period (2014-2020) are provided in Table 1. OSPI's projections are 
significant because they are one of the factors in determining eligibility for state matching funds. 

NTPS Student Enrollment Projection 

The enrollment projection model adopted by North Thurston Public Schools is different from 
that utilized by OSPI. The district has adopted a model to forecast enrollment. 

The NTPS model uses the same October headcount data utilized by OSPI, but the NTPS model 
also utilizes residential construction data, information about probability of students in residences 
from study of recent NTPS records and a statistical study of national demographic (census) data, 
average family size data from TRPC, birth rates assumptions from analysis of Washington State 
population data, and population projections provided by Office of Financial Management 
(OFM) and TRPC to create a student enrollment projection that is consistent with the planning 
projections with which the district is required to plan. NTPS tests and calibrates its model with 
census data (1990, and 2000), updates from TRPC and OFM, and other demographic information 
as it becomes available. It is adjusted to correspond to the OSPI projections for the next six 
years. 

Charts 2 and 2A and the associated Tables 2 and 2A present the district's projection. 

The NTPS model projects additional 2,991 (headcount) students, a 20.6% growth in school 
enrollment between October 2014 and October 2021. (See Table for Chart 2). 

A moderate rate of residential construction over the next few years is projected to increase 
enrollment at all grade levels. Beyond the year 2021, enrollment growth is projected to increase 
moderately for the next 20 years, even if new construction rates decline. (See Chart 2A and 
Table 2A). · 

A comparison of the total enrollment projections derived using the forecast methodologies 
discussed above is provided in Table 3. 
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Projection 

2014 
OSPI 14,511 
NTPS 14,511 

Table 3 
Comparison of Student Enrollment Projections 

North Thurston Public Schools 2014-2021 

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
14,621 15,103 15,576 16,079 16,569 17,154 
14,621 15,103 15,576 16,079 16,569 17,154 

Actual Percent 
Change Change 

2021 '14-'21 '14-'21 
2,643 18.2% 

17,502 2,991 20.6% 

The district's enrollment projection will be used in evaluating near term (six-year) facility needs 
as part of this CFP. Based on the district's model, student headcount enrollment is projected to 
increase by 1,657 students at the elementary grade level (K-5), 736 students at middle school (6-
8) and 598 students at high school (9-12). Projected student FTE enrollment by grade span based 
on the district's model is provided in Table 4. Grade spans have been reconfigured to K-5, 6-8, 
9-12 for this table. 

Grade Snan 2014 
Elementary 6869 
(K-5) 
Middle 3304 
School (6-8) 
High School 4338 
(9-12) 

14,511 

Table 4 
Projected Student Headcount Enrollment by Grade Span 

North Thurston Public Schools 2014-2021 

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 
6993 7304 7655 7857 8142 

3303 3462 3461 3681 3807 

4325 4338 4459 4541 4620 

14,621 15,103 15,576 16,079 16,569 

Projected Student Enrollment 2015-2035 

2020 2021 
8402 8526 

3991 4040 

4762 4936 

17,154 17,502 

Twenty-year student enrollment projections are used by the district in determining its long-range 
(twenty-year) facility plan. 

Student enrollment projections for the year 2035 are based on the NTPS enrollment model. This 
infonnation is provided in Chart 2A. The total enrollment estimate, using twenty-year population 
projections provided by TRPC, is broken down by grade span to evaluate long-term site 
acquisition needs for elementary, middle, and high school facilities. Projected enrollment by 
grade span for the year 2022, 2028 and 2035 is provided in Table 5. Grade spans have been 
reconfigured to K-5, 6-8, 9-12 for this table. 
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Table 5 
North Thurston Public Schools 

Year 2022, 2028 and 2035 Projected Headcount Enrollment by Grade Span 
(Grade Spans are reconfigured) 

Grade Span Projected Student Enrollment 
2014 2022 2028 2035 

Elementary (K-5) 6869 8629 8627 8390 
Middle School (6-8) 3304 4182 4548 4368 
High School (9-12) 4338 5090 5927 6017 
District Total (K-12) 14,511 17,902 19,102 18,775 

Based on the population projections prepared by TRPC, with grade reconfiguration, NTPS 
estimates that it will construct at least one new elementary school in the next 20 years, two new 
middle schools and a new high school or additional high school capacity. 

If the district adopts a full day kindergarten, approximately two additional kindergarten rooms 
will be required at each elementary school or the capacity equivalent of two additional 
elementary schools will have to be provided. Grade re-configuration provides sufficient capacity 
to house the additional FTE student count initially, deferring the need for an additional 
elementary school until the early 2020's. Housing the additional kindergarten load may require 
modernization of existing facilities to provide for the program requirements of kindergarten 
students. 

NTPS studies the number of students residing in new residential developments. That information 
is provided in Table 6. TRPC projections of average people per residence are used to convert the 
projected population to residential construction, and that residential construction as input to the 
enrollment model. A map of Lacey and UGA Residential Developments are used to guide 
property acquisitions. (Map 1) 

This CFP is consistent with the County's allocation of planned urban and rural growth based on 
OFM's 20-year projections. Based on the OFM-projected population growth to be allocated to 
the area served by the district under Thurston County's comprehensive plan for the succeeding 
twenty-year period, the district will serve the educational needs of children in such developments 
by a combination of both existing and additional new facilities (including use of portables to 
meet temporary needs and construction of new or expanded facilities to meet permanent 
educational programming needs). 

Use o(Student Enrollment Projections for Capital Facilities Planning 

The district's enrollment projections summarized in this section are used to evaluate future 
school capacity needs. Analysis of future facility and capacity needs is provided in Sections IV
VIII of this Capital Facilities Plan. 
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Ethnicity and Race Enrollment Trends 

Recently, the number of ethnicity and race classifications has been expanded. There are currently 
9 classifications for Hispanic subpopulations, 16 classifications for Asian, and 9 for Pacific 
Islander and 31 for American Indian. Within a few years our discussion of subpopulations may 
be revised considerably. 

During the period covered by this plan, we anticipate continued increase in the number of 
categories by which we identify ourselves. 
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TABLE 1 

NORTH THURSTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
DETERMINATION OF PROJECTED ENROLLMENT BY COHORT SURVIVAL 
WITHOUT WA HE LUT 
ACTUAL FTE ENROLLMENT ON OCTOBER 1 
PREPARED MAY 14, 2015 
GreeneGasaway 

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 SURVIVAL 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
KINDERGARTEN 995 1083 1096 1186 1146 1141 1.028895 1183 1232 1268 1308 1345 1371 
GRADE 1 1085 1065 1057 1142 1251 1159 1.030893 1170 1253 1302 1338 1378 1414 
GRADE 2 969 1136 1066 1098 1119 1255 1.013958 1167 1217 1299 1347 1382 1421 
GRADE3 1117 1010 1133 1079 1117 1094 1.009366 1258 1206 1255 1336 1383 1417 
GRADE4 1053 1139 999 1131 1095 1128 1.006343 1097 1288 1236 1284 1364 1410 
GRADE 5 1085 1076 1129 1016 1141 1092 1.007236 1118 1107 1295 1244 1291 1369 

TOTAL K-5 6304 6509 6480 6652 6869 6869 6993 7304 7655 7857 8142 8402 
TOTAL K-5 FTE 5807 5968 5932 6059 6296 6299 6401 6687 7021 7203 7470 7717 
TOTAL 1-5 5309 5426 5384 5466 5723 5728 5810 6071 6387 6549 6797 7031 

GRADE 6 1023 1104 1088 1115 1021 1134 1.003010 1083 1128 1117 1301 1251 1297 

N 
TOTAL K-6 7327 7613 7568 7767 7890 8003 8076 8432 8773 9158 9393 9699 0\ 

TOTAL K-6 FTE 6830 7072 7020 7174 7317 7433 7484 7816 8139 8504 8721 9014 
TOTAL 1-6 6332 6530 6472 6581 6744 6862 6893 7200 7505 7850 8049 8328 

GRADE 7 1057 1048 1097 1087 1104 1033 1.003813 1170 1135 1181 1170 1357 1306 
GRADE 8 1071 1064 1062 1103 1105 1137 1.014380 1051 1198 1163 1210 1198 1387 

TOTAL 6-8 3151 3216 3247 3305 3230 3304 3303 3462 3461 3681 3807 3991 
TOTAL 7-8 2128 2112 2159 2190 2209 2170 2221 2333 2344 2380 2555 2693 

GRADE 9 1068 1121 1099 1089 1120 1102 1.023540 1143 1067 1215 1179 1226 1214 

TOTAL 7-9 3196 3233 3258 3279 3329 3272 3364 3400 3559 3559 3781 3908 

GRADE 10 1062 1076 1113 1085 1084 1096 0.992319 1094 1140 1064 1211 1175 1222 
GRADE 11 1040 1044 1040 1076 1071 1025 0.969804 1058 1063 1107 1035 1175 1141 
GRADE 12 1070 1117 1072 1086 1103 1115 1.042253 1029 1067 1073 1117 1044 1185 

TOTAL 9-12 4240 4358 4324 4336 4378 4338 4325 4338 4459 4541 4620 4762 
TOTAL 10-12 3172 3237 3225 3247 3258 3236 3181 3271 3245 3362 3394 3547 

TOTAL K-12 13695 14083 14051 14293 14477 14511 14621 15103 15576 16079 16569 17154 
TOTAL K-12 FTE 13198 13542 13503 13700 13904 13941 14029 14487 14942 15425 15896 16469 
TOTAL 1-12 12700 13000 12955 13107 13331 13370 13438 13871 14308 14771 15224 15783 
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YEAR 2022 
KINDERGARTEN 1413 
GRADE 1 1446 
GRADE 2 1443 
GRADE 3 1454 
GRADE4 1450 
GRADE 5 1423 

GRADE 6 1399 
GRADE7 1413 
GRADE 8 1371 
GRADE 9 1342 
GRADE10 1390 
GRADE 11 1169 
GRADE12 1189 

2022 
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6-8 MIDDLE 4182 
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North Thurston Public Schools 2015 Capital Facilities Plan 

III. DISTRICT EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM STANDARDS 

School facility and student capacity needs are determined by the types and amounts of space 
required to accommodate the district's adopted educational programs. The educational program 
standards established by North Thurston Public Schools include grade configuration, optimum 
facility size, class size, educational program offerings, as well as classroom utilization and 
scheduling requirements and use of temporary facilities (portables). These standards are 
established through the instructional plan adopted by the district, the school calendar/schedule, 
teachers' contracts, and organizational structure. These programs or structures are subject to 
change by the district to adjust for changes in the program year, special programs, class sizes, use 
of teclmology, and other physical aspects of school facilities. The district will periodically 
review its school capacity inventory and adjust for changes to the educational program standards. 

Although North Thurston Public Schools continues to study alternate organizations, calendars 
and schedules, the North Thurston Public Schools believes the adopted organization is 
educationally sound and reflects community values. If alternate organizations, calendars or 
schedules are adopted, the district would revise the capacity calculations. 

Grade Configuration 

North Thurston Public Schools has adopted an organization that houses kindergarten through 
sixth grade in elementary schools, seventh and eighth grades in middle schools, and ninth 
through twelfth grades in high schools. 

The district is planning to change the grade configuration to K-5 elementary schools and 6-8 
middle schools within the period covered by this plan. 

School Schedule/Calendar 

North Thurston Public Schools has adopted a traditional calendar beginning in early September 
and completing in mid June. North Thurston Public Schools has adopted a traditional daily 
schedule with academic classes beginning between 7:30 a.m. and 9:30 a.m. and completing mid
afternoon. 
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North Thurston Public Schools 2015 Capital Facilities Plan 

Class Size 

North Thurston Public Schools has class size maximums of 25 for preschool classes, 25 students 
for grades K-3, 30 students for grades 4-6 and 34 students in grades 7-12. District-wide average 
class sizes at all grade levels are lower than the maximum class sizes noted. 

North Thurston Public Schools has temporarily suspended lower class size goals due to reduced 
state funding. In addition, this plan anticipates that full day kindergarten will not be funded by 
the state within the next 6 years. 

Temporary Facilities (Portable Classrooms) 

Temporary facilities do not allow the full range of educational activities envisioned by NTPS. 
However, temporary facilities play an important role in any given planning period. Temporary 
facilities are needed to prevent the over-building of school facilities, to meet the needs of service 
areas in the district and to cover the gap between the time that families move into new residential 
developments and the date that construction is completed on new permanent school facilities. 
Over time, NTPS seeks to provide permanent capacity to meet enrollment demand in spaces that 
provide for full educational programming. 

Core Facilities and Elective Offerings 

Core facilities, such as the size of a cafeteria or gym, the number of restrooms, or the size and 
number of specialty areas such as shops, often limit enrollment to levels below that expected by 
room occupancy levels. In addition, for secondary schools, occupancy in the classrooms is 
further limited by scheduling constraints and student course selection. For example, secondary 
schools offer a number of elective courses and many elective courses will not attract a full 
classroom of students. 

Additional Non-Program Constraints on Space Requirements 

Government mandates and community expectations may also affect how classroom space is 
used. Traditional educational programs offered by school districts are often supplemented by 
non-traditional, or special programs such as special education, bilingual education, remediation, 
alcohol and drug education, AIDS education, preschool programs, computer lab, music 
programs, and the like. These special or non-traditional programs are factors that have been 
considered in determining the student capacity of school facilities. 

Calculation ofStudent Capacity 

For funding purposes, the State (OSPI) calculates school capacity by dividing the gross square 
footage of a building by a standard square footage per students established in WAC 392-343-035. 
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This statewide standard is a simple and uniform approach to determining school capacity for 
purposes of allocating available State Match Funds to school districts for new construction. 

However, this method is not considered to be an accurate reflection of the actual capacity 
required to accommodate the adopted educational program of North Thurston Public Schools or 
other area school districts. This method does not take into consideration the additional capacity 
considerations described in this section. 

To calculate student capacity, NTPS uses a practical capacity model that factors in the adopted 
local educational program, limitations of existing facilities, and non-program constraints. Under 
this model, the use of each room in each facility is reviewed along with applicable educational 
programming standards. The capacity for each facility is established by multiplying the 
permanent classrooms available by the scheduling limitations on average students per class. It is 
not possible to achieve 100% utilization of regular classrooms as a result of scheduling conflicts 
for student programs, fluctuations in enrollment by school throughout the year, the need for 
specialized rooms for certain programs, and the need for teachers to have a work space during 
planning periods. For every room housing students, a calculation is made assigning a maximum 
number of students per room. The calculation determines the number of students each school can 
accommodate. Core facilities and special use facilities limitations are also considered in this 
assessment of classroom capacity. 

For secondary school classrooms, the calculation also accounts for utilization rates. Based on 
analysis of utilization of its existing secondary schools, NTPS determines a utilization rate for 
secondary school classrooms. 

Calculation of Space Allocation Applying Educational Program Standards 

The district's program results in a different capacity than the state-rated capacity. The district 
builds more space per student than the state-rated fonnula for funding (WAC 392-343-035) 
provides. According to its educational program standards and non-program constraints, NTPS 
has set the capacity of its facilities. Dividing gross square foot by grade grouping by capacity of 
facilities by grade groupings results in the following average space per student of district 
facilities. 

Table 9 
North Thurston Public Schools 

Year 2014 Average Building Area Per Student 

Grade Span 

Elementary (K-6) 
Middle School (7-8) 
High School (9-12) 
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North Thurston Public Schools 2015 Capital Facilities Plan 

IV. CAPITAL FACILITIES INVENTORY 

To determine what facilities will be required to accommodate future demand (student 
enrollment) at acceptable or established local programming standards, NTPS must first establish 
a baseline of facilities available to serve the needs of the district. This section provides an 
inventory of capital facilities owned and operated by NTPS, including permanent schools, 
developed school sites, undeveloped land, and support facilities. School facility capacity was 
determined based on the permanent space required to accommodate the district's adopted 
educational program standards (see Section III). A map showing locations of the district 
developed educational facilities is provided as Map 3. 

Existing Schools 

NTPS currently operates: 

• ten (10) elementary schools serving grades K-6; 
• three (3) elementary schools serving grades K-5 
• two (2) standard middle schools serving grades 7-8; 
• one (1) standard middle school serving grades 6-8; 
• one (1) magnet middle school serving grades 6-8 
• three (3) comprehensive high schools serving grades 9-12 
• one (1) special focus high school serving grades 9-12. 

Measures of Capacity 

As discussed in Section IV, NTPS has adopted a space allocation standard that reflects the space 
NTPS has determined as necessary to meet the requirements of its locally adopted educational 
program standards as well as state-established minimums. For this CFP, school capacity was 
determined by applying the district's educational program standards to individual schools in order 
to determine the space requirements of the programs housed in them. It is this capacity 
calculation which is used to establish the district's baseline capacity and determine future 
capacity needs based on projected student enrollment. 

Existing enrollment may be above or below the capacity at which the district rates the permanent 
facility. 

Inventory 

Table 10 identifies the permanent district educational facilities, their district-rated capacities and 
their location. Capacity of educational facilities has been calculated by the Planning Consultant 
based on the educational program standards and space allocation standards described in Section 
III. Extensive interviews with principals and counselors were also conducted. Capacity as noted 
represents a calculation of the ability of existing permanent facilities to deliver the district's 
educational program. 
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Table 11 identifies all district owned assets, their year of construction and major renovations. 

TABLE: 10 2014 NTPS INVENTORY OF PERMANENT EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES 

NAME *CAPACITY LOCATION 

Elementary 
Aspire (6th grade, 1/3 oftotal) 121 
Chinook (6"1 grade, 1/3 of total) 234 
Nisqually (6tl1 grade, 1/3 of total) 238 
Chambers Prairie 598 6501 Virginia St SE, Lacey 98513 
Evergreen Forest 570 3025 Marvin Road SE, Lacey 98503 
Horizons 624 4601 67th Avenue SE, Lacey 98513 
Lacey (K-5) 542 1800 Homann Drive, Lacey 98503 
Lakes 598 6211 Mullen Road SE, Lacey 98503 
Lydia Hawk 404 7600 5th Street SE, Lacey 98503 
Meadows 557 836 Deerbrush Drive SE, Lacey 98513 
Mt. View 568 1900 College Street SE, Lacey 98503 
Olympic View 482 1330 Horne Avenue NE, Lacey 98516 
Pleasant Glade (K-5) 549 1920 Abernethy Road NE, Lacey 98516 
Seven Oaks 543 1800 Seven Oaks Drive SE, Lacey 98503 
South Bay (K-5) 539 3845 Sleater Kinney NE, Lacey 98506 
Woodland 569 4630 Carpenter Road SE, Lacey 98503 

SUBTOTAL 7736 

Middle 
Aspire (7th & gth, 2/3 of total) 213 5900 54th Avenue SE, Lacey 98513 
Chinook (7th & gt1i, 2/3 of total) 469 4301 Sixth Avenue NE, Lacey 98516 
Komachin 836 3650 College Street SE, Lacey 98503 
Nisqually (71h & 81h, 2/3 of total) 475 8100 Steilacoom Road, Lacey 98503 

SUBTOTAL 1993 

High School 
North Thurston 1573 600 Sleater Kinney NE, Lacey 98506 
South Sound 277 411 College Street NE, Lacey 9 8 516 
River Ridge 1707 350 River Ridge Dr SE, Lacey 98513 
Timberline 1697 6120 Mullen Road SE, Lacey 98503 

SUBTOTAL 5254 

*Permanent capacity is based upon District capacity standards as described herein. 
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NORTH THURSTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
NEW HIGH SCHOOL & MIDDLE SCHOOL BOUNDAR1ES 
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Summary of Existing Facilities 

2014-15 
2013-2014 Maxim nm 

Table 11 Building OSPI2014 Description Number of Number of 

Site/ Area State-Rated Year of Portable Portable 

School or Building Acres (Square Feet) Capacity Year Built Remodeled Remodel Classrooms* Classrooms** 

Chambers Prairie Elementary 13.1 57,373 637 2009 New School - Original 2 6 

Evergreen Forest Elementary I0.3 44,008 475 1978 8 13 
Horizons Elementary w/ land lab 16.4 51,016 545 1992 2006 HV AC Upgrade 15 14 

Lacey Elementary I0.4 47,505 521 1968 1980 Addition (gym) 10 12 
2002 Modernization 

2002 Gym Modernization 

Lakes Elementary 15.7 48,235 522 1964 1976 Addition 12 12 

1980 Addition (playshed) 

1989 Addition (gym) 

1998 Modernization 

Lydia Hawk Elementary 14.7 43,164 458 1959 1976 Addition/Modernize 13 12 

1989 Added Gym 

& Classrooms 

1998/1999 Replacement 

Meadows Elementary 11 48,202 521 1986 9 6 
Mt View Elementary 13.8 51,439 564 1956 1976 Addition 15 14 

1979 Playshed 

1998/1999 Modernization 
\.>} 

Olympic View Elementary IO 43,111 465 1969 1980 Playshed 15 13 00 

1985 Asbestos Encapsulation 

1998 Modernization 

Pleasant Glade Elementary 13.3 48,482 503 1987 12 IO 
Seven Oaks Elementary 13 56,589 600 1989 8 10 
South Bay Elementary 17 48,575 525 1949 1976 Addition 16 16 

1981 New** (demo old) 

1999 Modernize 1976 Wing 

2007/08 Modernize 1981 Bldg 

2008/09 Modernization & Addition 

Woodland Elementary 16.7 49,494 528 1981 2007/09 Modernization & Addition 8 12 
Subtotal Elementary Schools 175.40 637,193 6,864 143 

Aspire Middle School 9.8 29,842 255 1989 2007 FormerSSHS 7 8 

2009 Former Horizons Intermediate 
Chinook Middle School 26.6 86,764 733 1960 1961 Addition 18 17 

1983 Addition/Modernize 

2009/10 Modernization & Addition 
Komachin Middle School 24.01 89,360 750 1992 8 IO 
Nisqually Middle School 45 87,924 740 1966 1983 Addition/Modernize 17 18 

2008/09 Modernization & Addition 

Subtotal Middle School 105.41 293,890 2,478 50 
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Summary of Existing Facilities (cont.) 

OSPl 2013 Description 

Site/ Building State-Rated Year of 

School or Building Acres Area Capacity Year Built Remodeled Remodel 

North Thurston High School 38.4 175,459 1,343 1954 1967 Autoshop & Pool Added 

1983 New School - Original 

Main Building Demolished 

1989 HV AC Renovation 

1995 Addition (Auditorium) 
2002 Pool Modernization 

New South Sound High School 4.4 20,035 153 2007 New School - Original 

River Ridge High School *** 41.5 176,772 1,349 1993 2004 HV AC Renovation 

2005 Pool HV AC Renovation 

Timberline High School 55 197,728 1,515 1970 1982 Addition/Renovation 

1987 Pool/HVAC 

1989 Renovation 

2006/07 Phase I/Phase 2 Add 

2007/09 Phase 2/Phase 3 Mod 

Subtotal High School 139.30 569,994 4,360 

TOTAL ALL SCHOOLS 420.11 1,501,077 13,702 

District Office 4.6 29,860 1986 2001 Modernization 

Bower Leaming Center**** 38 5,662 1972 2002 Modernization 

Service Center 11 92,483 1990 2001-04 Modernization 

Tracy Street Warehouse I 9,000 

Land 

Drohman Site (Marvin Road) 72.09 

Meridian Road Site***** 11 

McAllister Park 44.78 

Madrona Park 10 

Meridian Campus 19. 13 

Meridian Campus 10.87 

DNR - Mullen Road Site 37.39 

Vicwood Site (Marvin Road) 10.74 

15th Avenue Site 19.54 

*Includes 8-plex modular classrooms at South Bay Elementary, Woodland Elementary, Nisqually Middle School and Chinook Middle School 

**Maximum number of portables has been estimated by the Construction & Design office based on space availability and school's infrastructure. 

***Ofthe 6 portables at RRHS, 3 are classrooms, and 3 are for storage only (Dry, No HVAC) and not included on chart above .. 

****Located on NTHS site, former NTHS library 

2012-2013 

Number of 

Portable 
Classrooms* 

16 

0 

3 

10 

29 

222 

0 

0 

0 

*****This site is not currently suitable for an elementary. It is located in the McAllister Springs Geologically Sensitive Area Additional land or sewer are needed in order to build. 

Please refer to the North Thurston Public School 2004 Study & Survey for building area (square footage) and more detailed school building information. 

-------------------------

Maximum 
Number of 

Portable 
Classrooms** 

18 

0 

9 

12 
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V. PROJECTED FACILITY NEEDS (Years 2015-2021) 

Six-Year Facility Needs (through 2021) 

Projected available student capacity was derived by subtracting projected student enrollment for 
each of the six years in the forecast period from the existing school capacity. Since this 
procedure is intended to establish facility needs, proposed construction projects are not included 
as available capacity at this point. Available student capacity by grade span, based on permanent 
capacity existing in 2014, is shown in Table 12. 

The district is planning on reconfiguring grade levels. Table 12 below makes the adjustment in 
housing needs between 2015 and 2016 years even though timing of the reconfiguration has not 
yet been determined. 

With grade reconfiguration in the fall of 2016, additional classroom capacity will be required at 
the middle school level. Unhoused students are defined as students expected to be housed in 
temporary facilities or classrooms where class size exceeds the District's standard for class size. 
Projected housing needs by grade span for each year in the six-year forecast period are provided 
in Table 12. 

Grade Span 2014 
Elementary -293 
Middle School 292 
High School 909 
Total 908 

Table 12 
Projected Housing Needs 

(Based on 2014 Data) 
North Thurston Public Schools 2015-2021 

Capacity Surplus or (Deficiency) 

2015 

I 
2016 2017 2018 2019 

sos 194 -1S7 -3S9 -644 
-1072 -1231 -1230 -14SO -1S76 
929 916 79S 713 634 
362 -120 -S93 -1096 -1S86 

Grade reconfiguration K-5, 6-8 

2020 2021 
-904 -1028 

-1760 -1809 
492 318 

-1271 -2S19 

In order to house the projected number of unhoused students in permanent facilities by the end of 
the forecast period (the year 2021), the district would have to construct two new elementary 
schools or grade reconfigure and construct at least one new middle school. Additionally, by the 
end of the forecast period, portable classrooms will be older than 20 years and most of them will 
have outlived their anticipated useful life. The district expects that some of these units will need 
major renovation or replacement with new temporary facilities or, as possible, with permanent 
facilities. 
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In addition to capacity-related facility needs, building and system deficiencies are identified and 
tracked through the district's annual facility assessment process. Data from this process is used to 
develop and update the district's annual Capital Facilities Plan. Building and system deficiencies 
are regularly prioritized, and reprioritized, to determine on a district-wide level the highest needs 
to be addressed in each year's capital plan of work. Through this process the district's highest 
priority deficiencies are addressed regularly, subject to the availability of resources. However, 
when a facility becomes eligible to receive funding for a major modernization, and a project is 
initiated, all critical building systems are then replaced or upgraded. 
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VI. PLANNED FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 

North Thurston Public Schools has identified projects that would be required to meet 
projected enrollment growth while maintaining its educational program. The district's 
plan for facility improvements has four elements: (1) construction for enrollment growth, 
including costs associated with permanently and temporarily housing enrollment shifts 
caused by new residential development; (2) acquisition of school sites for future 
enrollment growth consistent with residential densities projected by land use plans; (3) 
construction to preserve and maintain existing facilities; and, ( 4) construction for 
program changes. 

The district has developed its construction plan, including phasing of construction and 
renovation projects, in a manner that allows it to minimize project impacts, keep taxes 
low, and meet educational programming standards. Major facility modernizations are 
scheduled when projects can be qualified to obtain state matching funds. Capital projects 
that preserve and maintain existing facilities are given high priority. Strategies to 
minimize the need for additional permanent facilities are implemented. These strategies 
also allow the district to maximize the use of state matching funds to construct permanent 
facilities. Funding of needed facilities identified in this plan is discussed in Section VII. 

1. CONSTRUCTION FOR ENROLLMENT GROWTH 

The district anticipates enrollment to increase at all grade levels through 2020. The 
district anticipates significant changes in enrollment pattern with large increases in 
enrollment at certain schools, with some decreases in enrollment at other schools. The 
district periodically reviews school boundaries and makes adjustments to account for 
such changes. However, the district has not identified a feasible plan to adjust boundaries 
to maintain contiguous service areas while balancing enrollment and capacity. The 
district believes that busing students from noncontiguous service areas will be an interim 
solution which will require additions to the district's bus fleet. Table 12 in the previous 
chapter calculates projected surplus capacity or deficit capacity of district facilities by 
grade grouping assuming enrollments are adjusted to optimize facility use. 

The upward trend in enrollment projections continue to be a concern for district 
administration. To address these concerns several measures have been initiated to 
provide additional capacity, district wide. 

1. Additions for centralized Early Childhood programs at Mountain View and 
Meadows Elementary schools have been approved and are underway. This move 
will free up classrooms for growth at existing elementary schools. 

2. The recently acquired Bally's facility, after being used to temporarily support the 
North Thurston HS project, will be renovated into a new home for Aspire MS for 
the Performing Arts. This move will allow for the existing AMS to become a 
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complete new school, adding capacity for whatever grade level it is determined to 
serve. 

3. Capacity is being added, where feasible, at the current modernization projects; 
Evergreen Forest Elementary, North Thurston High School, Pleasant Glade 
Elementary. 

4. Long range plans and budgets will be adjusted to create the financial capacity to 
construct a new elementary school, if necessary, prior to 2022. 

Planned growth-related construction projects are summarized in Table 13 below. 

Table 13 
Growth Related Construction Projects 

Planned 

Estimated 
Completion 

Project Date 

New Middle School #5 2016 
Evergreen Forest Addition 2016 
North Thurston HS Addition 2016 
Pleasant Glade Addition 2018 
New Aspire MS 2017 
Old Aspire MS - New School 2018 

*Based on District's Educational Program and Capacity Standards 

The district plans to open a new middle school in 2016. 

Student Estimated 
Capacity Project 
Added(*) Cost 

750 $48,000,000 
200 $3,000,000 
330 $10,000,000 
200 $3,000,000 
300 $5,000,000 
400 $4,000,000 

Table 14 shows the projected available permanent student capacity, including the 
additional capacity added by school construction projects, through the six-year forecast 
period. 

Table 14 
Projected Available Permanent Student Capacity 

(With Added Capacity from Construction) 
North Thurston Public Schools 2015-2021 

Grade reconfigured/new MS in 
2016 

Grade Span 2014* 2015* 2016* 2017* 2018* 2019* 2020* 2021* 
Elementary -293 505 394 43 41 -244 -504 -628 

Middle School 292 -1072 -481 -460 0 -126 -310 -359 

High School 909 929 1246 1125 1043 964 822 648 

908 362 1160 687 1084 594 9 -339 
*Available student capacity based on projected student enrollment. 
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Construction of new permanent facilities to house students is a lengthy process and 
increased enrollment does not always occur in the areas projected by state and local 
population forecasts. Therefore, to meet the enrollment demands of new development, it 
is also necessary for the district to make use of temporary classrooms while enrollment 
options and boundary adjustments are evaluated, new sites acquired, and new permanent 
facilities constructed. Temporary provision of facilities to house students at elementary, 
middle and high school grade levels will require relocation of existing portables, 
renovation of existing portable, acquisition and installation of new portables throughout 
the district. 

The district has budgeted $1,697,500 for facility planning related to enrollment increases. 

Between 2015 and 2021, the district expects $7,500,00 will be used to purchase and 
install new temporary facilities and to relocate and modernize existing temporary 
facilities to allow for their continued use to temporarily meet student enrollment 
demands. Of the $7,500,000, it is estimated that $6,000,000 will be needed to purchase 
and install new temporary facilities and $1,500,000 will be needed to relocate and 
refurbish existing temporary facilities to extend their use. 

In addition to these capital facilities costs, enrollment growth will require additional 
buses. The estimated cost of providing additional bus capacity is $1,370 per additional 
elementary school student. 

2. SITE ACQUISITIONS 

In order to accommodate future growth, the district anticipates acquiring sites consistent 
with estimated maximum enrollment of proposed development. Recent development 
patterns have shown a greater degree of residential development occurring within the 
southwest and northeast quadrants of the district. Thurston Regional Planning Council 
projections indicate future growth in the north and northwest areas of the district. 

The district is committed to constructing neighborhood schools for elementary schools. 
This policy supports City of Lacey land use policies. 

The district is committed to maximizing the opportunity for students to walk to school. 
This policy supports Thurston County development requirements. 
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In cooperation with the City of Lacey, land use policies have been established that plan 
additional elementary school sites as part of large residential developments and/or village 
centers. 

Acquisition of new school sites in advance of enrollment needs is critical to preparing the 
school district to meet the challenge of increasing enrollment. Since it is uncertain how or 
when land will ultimately be developed or how the district may deliver services in the 
future, the district anticipates that it may acquire more sites than the minimum supported 
by enrollment projections. The district currently owns five potential elementary school 
sites, four potential middle school sites and one potential high school site. However, as 
growth occurs and both development regulations and educational programming are 
modified over time, these sites may not ultimately be suitable for development at the time 
when construction is needed. 

Further, in addition to the walkability and neighborhood school policies discussed above, 
in siting schools the district evaluates construction and operation costs, effectiveness of 
site to meet educational programming needs, and access to infrastructure. The availability 
of c01mections to public infrastructure such as water, electricity, sewer, stormwater 
treatment, and roads are imp01iant factors for the district in plam1ing and siting schools. 
While the district has a fundamental obligation to serve urban and rural students, the 
availability of urban services to a site may be beneficial in the district's ability to serve 
students effectively and efficiently. The district will continue to work with local 
jurisdictions to coordinate development and plam1ing for public infrastructure that is 
utilized by schools. Sites that become unsuitable for development may later be surplused 
or exchanged for sites more suitable or in different geographic locations. 

Given the enrollment projections presented in this Capital Facilities Plan, the district 
intends to acquire additional sites to serve projected enrollments if and as appropriate. 
The district intends to negotiate conveyance of school sites from residential developers or 
payments of funds resulting from collection of residential mitigation fees. The district 
anticipates expenditures of $2,000,000 to acquire school sites. 

3. PRESERVATION AND MAINTENANCE OF EXISTING FACILITIES 
(INCLUDING SOME CONSTRUCTION FOR PROGRAM CHANGES) 

The district has identified the projects listed in Table 15 and Table 16 for asset 
preservation and maintenance. 
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Table 15 
Facility Maintenance Projects 

North Thurston Public Schools 2015-2021 
(2014 Bond) 

Project 
New Middle School #5 

Cost 
$36,000,000 

Modernizations (EF, PG, and NTHS) $100,500,000 
Facility Upgrades: RRHS, KMS, MEA (Security & $23,000,000 
Technology) 
Building Upgrades: Roofing & Exterior $4,905,000 
Building Upgrades: Interior $3,405,000 
Operating Systems $6,810,000 
Safety & Health $1,362,000 
Site Improvements $2,043,000 
Capital Equipment $6,810,000 
Capital Projects Administration $6,568,000 
Total $191,403,000 

4. CONSTRUCTION FOR PROGRAM CHANGES 

The district has included projects for program changes in Table 15. 

5. SUMMARY OF PLANNED IMPROVEMENTS (2015-2021) 

The district's 2015-2021 Capital Facilities Plan anticipates capital expenditures of 
$204,200,500 during this six year period. 

Projects are summarized in Table 16. 
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Projects 
New Construction 
Middle School #5 
Elementary #14 
Modernizations 
Everareen Forest Elementarv 

North Thurston Hiqh School 

Pleasant Glade Elementarv 
: 

Asoire Middle School 

Facility Upgrades/APP 
River:Ridqe Hicih School 

i 

Koma:chin Middle School 

Meadows Elementary 

Safetv and Security 

Technoloqy Infrastructure 
Emergent Needs/APP 
Buildina Uoarades: Roofina & Exterior 

Buildinq Uoarades: Interior 

Ooeratinq Systems 

Safety & Health lmorovements 

Site lmorovements 

Caoital Eauioment 

Capital Projects Administration 
Mitigation 
Site/L:and Acquisition * 

Facility Planninq * 

Portables/Modulars * 
TOTALS 
Less Anticipated Mitigation Funds 
*To be funded with Miticiation Fees 

CAPITAL PROJECTS SIX-YEAR FINANCE PLAN - 2015 THROUGH 2021 
2014 Bond 

Proposed 
15-16 

$30,000,000 

$13,500,000 

$25,000,000 

$3,000,000 

$3,000,000 

$2,000,000 

$1,250,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$780,000 

$530,000 

$1,060,000 

$212,000 

$318,000 

$1,060,000 

$1,030,000 

$2,000,000 

$265,000 

$2,000,000 
$89,005,000 

Proposed 
16-17 

$6,000,000 

$2,000,000 

$23,000,000 

14,000,000 

$5 000 000 

$6,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,250,000 

$2,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$795,000 

$545,000 

$1,090,000 

$218,000 

$327,000 

$1,090,000 

$1,060,000 

$272,500 

$500,000 
$67,147,500 

Proposed 
17-18 

$10,000,000 

$5,000,000 

$500,000 

$2,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$810,000 

$560,000 

$1,120,000 

$224,000 

$336,000 

$1, 120,000 

$1,090,000 

$280,000 

$2,000,000 
$26,040,000 

Proposed 
18-19 

$100,000 

$825,000 

$575,000 

$1,150,000 

$230,000 

$345,000 

$1,150,000 

$1,120,000 

$287,500 

$500,000 
$6,282,500 

Proposed 
19-20 

$500,000 

$840,000 

$590,000 

$1,180,000 

$236,000 

$354,000 

$1,180,000 

$1,150,000 

$290,000 

$2,000,000 
$8,320,000 

Proposed 
20-21 

$1,000,000 

$855,000 

$605,000 

$1,210,000 

$242,000 

$363,000 

$1,210,000 

$1,118,000 

$302,500 

$500,000 
$7,405,500 

Proposed 
6-Year CFP 

Total 

$36,000,000 
$1,600,000 

$15,500,000 

$58,000,000 

$22,000,000 

$5 000 000 

$9,000,000 

$3,000,000 

$3,000,000 

$5,000,000 

$3,000,000 

$4,905,000 

$3,405,000 

$6,810,000 

$1,362,000 

$2,043,000 

$6,810,000 

$6,568,000 

$2,000,000 

$1,697,500 

$7,500,000 
$204,200,500 
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VII. DISTRICT'S FINANCE PLAN 

Six-Year Finance Plan 

The district has prepared a multiyear financing plan in which the planned improvements 
discussed in Section VI are priced and funding identified within projected funding capacities and 
using identified funding sources. The Capital Projects Six-Year Finance Plan 2015 through 2021 
is found on Table 16. This plan is based upon the capital facility needs and investment policies 
identified in this Capital Facilities Plan. In addition, the cost projections involve assumptions 
regarding costs of labor and materials, project mitigation, development regulations, funding 
sources at federal, state, regional and local levels, and infrastructure improvements serving 
schools. 

Funding of school facilities is secured from a number of sources, with the major source being 
voter approved bonds consistent with school district financing authority provided by the state. 
Other sources may include state matching funds and residential impact (mitigation) fees. If 
probable funding sources (e.g., voter approved bonds) fall short of meeting the identified capital 
facility needs, the assumptions of this plan will be reassessed through the district's annual review 
process to ensure that facilities are available to meet the district's educational programming 
standards. The district will provide its updated Capital Facilities Plan to local planning 
jurisdictions on an annual basis for consideration in their coordinated intergovernmental plans. 
Each of the identified funding sources is discussed in greater detail below. 

Funding Sources 

J. General Obligation Bonds 

Bonds are typically used to fund construction of new schools and other capital improvement 
projects. A 60% voter approval is required to pass a bond. Bonds are then retired through 
collection of property taxes. 

The North Thurston Public Schools cunently has an assessed valuation of $9,521,164,228. The 
bond limit for all outstanding bonds is 5% of assessed value, or $476,058,211. As of September 
1, 2014, the District had $198,495,026 of debt and a bond capacity of $279,047,090. 

2. Capital Levies 

Levies may be used to fund capital improvements. Levies may have duration of up to 6 years. A 
50% voter approval is required to pass a levy. 
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3. State Match Funds 

OSPI provides some funding for capital improvements. Eligibility is determined through a set of 
administrative rules. State match funds come from the Common School Construction Fund. 
Revenues accrue predominantly from the sale of renewable resources (i.e., timber) from state 
school lands set aside by the Enabling Act of 1889. If these sources are insufficient to meet 
needs, the Legislature can appropriate funds. State match funds have provided a significant 
portion of funding for past capital improvements. 

4. New Development Mitigation 

Authority for local jurisdictions to condition new development on the mitigation of the school 
impacts is provided under various state laws (e.g., the State Subdivision Act, Chapter 58.17 
RCW, the State Environmental Policy Act, Chapter 43.21C RCW, and the Growth Management 
Act, Chapter 36.70A RCW) and some local land use standards (e.g., conditional use permits). 
These policies seek to ensure that adequate public facilities are available to serve the demands of 
new growth and that impacts of new development are proportionately mitigated by authorizing 
permitting jurisdictions to condition development approval on implementation of mitigation 
measures that enable local service providers (including school districts) to meet the infrastructure 
demands of new development. 

• Subdivision Act Mitigation. RCW 5 8 .17 .110 requires that the permitting jurisdiction find 
that proposed plats make appropriate provisions for schools and school grounds. 

• SEP A Mitigation. SEP A provides that local jurisdictions may condition approval of a 
new development to mitigate specific adverse environmental impacts which are identified 
in SEPA environmental documents. See RCW 43.21C.060. Under SEPA, the "built 
environment" includes public schools. WAC 197-11-444(2)( d)(iii). 

• GMA Mitigation. Development impact fees have been adopted by a number of 
jurisdictions in the region as a means of supplementing traditional funding sources for 
construction of public facilities needed to accommodate new development. However, to 
date, no jurisdiction within the district's boundaries has adopted an impact fee ordinance. 
School impact fees are generally collected by the permitting agency at issuance of the 
building permit or certificates of occupancy. 

The district participates in the permit review processes of jurisdictions within its boundaries to 
provide information regarding a proposal's impacts to public school facilities. Per Board Policy 
9220, the district believes that reasonable residential mitigation fees voluntarily made by 
developers of new residential housing in accordance with legal requirements are an appropriate 
source of funds for (1) projects reasonably related to and benefiting the new housing 
development, (2) projects necessary to provide adequate schools or school grounds to serve such 
new residential housing, or (3) projects reasonably necessary to mitigate potentially significant 
impacts of such new housing development on the district's educational facilities and programs. 
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Such residential mitigation fees address facility construction for enrollment growth, site 
acquisitions, and related temporary student housing impacts (e.g., portables) but are not used for 
preserving or maintaining existing facilities. The district will take appropriate steps within its 
power to allow, encourage and support any county or city which has jurisdiction and authority to 
require such residential mitigation fees. 

The Six Year Capital Finance Plan (below) portrays how North Thurston Public Schools intends 
to fund improvements to school facilities for the years 2015 through 2021. 

Capital Finance Plan 

Sources: 

Uses: 

CFP balance: (5/30/15) 
Mitigation Fee Collections (2015-21 est.) 
Transfer from General Funds 
State Matching Funds (est. for new MS) 
State Matching Funds (est. for mods) 
Sale of G. 0. Bonds (2014 bond) 5/30/15 
Sale of Capital Assets 
Total 

New Construction 
Modernizations 
Emergent Needs 
Facility Upgrade/Asset Preservation 
Land Acquisition 
Facility Planning 
Portable/Modular facilities 
Total 

50 

$87,298,582.52 
$16,000,000 

-0-
$14,250, 000 
$35,750,000 
$75,000,000 
-0-
$228 ,298,582.52 

$37,600,000 
$100,500,000 
$31,903,000 
$23,000,000 
$2,000,000 
$1,697,500 
$7,500,000 

$239,992,500.00 

__ ,, ___ -- -------~--- -~--------------------------------------' 
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VIII. PROJECTED FACILITY NEEDS (YEARS 2021-2035) 

By the year 2035, the district is expected to have unhoused students at middle and high 
school grade levels. A long-range projection of unhoused students is shown in Table 17 
below. 

Table 17 
Long-Range FTE Projection of Unhoused Students 

for Year 2035 

Grade Projected Enrollment Existing Capacity in Projected Unhoused 
Level Year 2035 Year2021 Students in 2035 

Elementary (K-5) 8,390 7898 -492 
Middle School (6-8) 4368 3681 -687 
High School (9-12) 6071 5584 -433 
Total 18,775 17,163 -1612 

As noted above, the district's long-range forecast of facility needs is based upon the 
county's twenty-year OFM population projection. The district's six-year facilities plan 
will be periodically reassessed, and revised as necessary, to maintain consistency with 
long-range projections of facility needs. 
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APPENDIX A 

Mitigation Fee Calculation 

The district calculates a residential mitigation fee that is based upon the cost of providing 
capacity to serve students generated by growth-related projects. The residential 
mitigation fee is calculated on a per unit basis determined by residence type (i.e., single
family or multi-family residences). The residential mitigation fee is calculated as set 
forth in the attached Tables 18 and 19. 

The mitigation fee calculation only includes costs for construction of growth-related 
improvements. As discussed in Section VI, to meet these needs the district plans to 
acquire additional elementary school sites as they become available and to construct one 
new middle school. The district also anticipates acquisition of temporary buildings to 
house new students generated by residential development. 

For purposes of calculating the residential mitigation fee, the cost of providing capacity 
to serve students generated by growth-related projects is a net amount, meaning that it is 
an amount reduced by the amount of revenues that the district reasonably anticipates it 
will receive from OSPI and from future tax receipts paid by new residents. For the 
purposes of this fee calculation, a "credit" is provided for these state match and tax funds 
which the district expects to receive and apply toward its construction costs. 

Additionally, a developer may earn a credit to offset its mitigation fees equal to the value 
of dedicated land, facilities or monetary compensation the district has agreed to accept 
from the developer under the mutually acceptable terms of a voluntary mitigation 
agreement and/or the conditions of a development approval. 

For purposes of this calculation, the following have been updated to reflect 2014 data: 
the student factor, site acquisition cost per acre, building acquisition cost per acre, 
temporary building acquisition cost, Cost Index (or, area cost allowance for school 
construction per WAC 392-343-060), match ratio, bond rate and duration, average 
assessed value, interest rate for bonds, term and tax rate. 
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TABLE18 

NORTH THURSTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

- -· ----,,-,..-·--o··--
'SINGLE-FAMil.'(RE:sitiENCE .. --~_:_:.:....c~:.:::..:c_L:,"'
MAY23, 2011 

:_:.._ ______ :._.__ - -- .. .:.... _. __ -~~~:,:_·-~-~.:...-.. 

PROJECTS: North Thurston Public Schools is planning to acquire additional elementary sites as they become available. 

North Thurston Public Schools is planning to construct one new middle school. 

Student factor, land cost, building cost, temporary building cost, Cost Index, match ratio, bond rate and duration, 
average assessed value, interest rate for bonds, term and tax rate have been updated to 2011 data. 

CALCULATION A: SITE ACQUISITION COST 
SITE AREA 111 COST PER ACRE 121 STUDENTS p1 STUDENT FACTOR 141 COST 

A1 ELEMENTARY 12 130,000 550 0.491 1,393 
A2 MIDDLE SCH. 20 130,000 750 0.140 0 
A3 HIGH SCH. - . ~o l:JQ,OIJO _gs.a_ 0.215_2._ 0 ------------
~/;.~--··-_--_-_·-_-_-_-_· ------------~----------------~--~1~3-9~3---~· ...•. :· __ -·-'~~-.:- '~-----

CALCULATION B: BUILDING ACQUISITION COST 

B1 ELEMENTARY 
B2 MIDDLE SCH. 
13_3_1:11GfiSCl:I. 
B 

COST!51 
0 

38,250,000 
0 

STUDENTS1J1 
0 

750 
0 

CALCULATION C: TEMPORARY BUILDING ACQUISITION COST 

C1 ELEMENTARY 
C2 MIDDLE SCH. 
C3 HIGH SCH. c:·· -··· 

CALCULATION D: STATE MATCH CREDIT16l 

COST15l STUDENTSl31 
186,815 44 
186,815 50 
186,815 - - _ 64 

COST INDEX SPI SQ FT MATCH% 
0.571 
0.571 
0.571 

D1 ELEMENTARY 
D2 MIDDLE SCH. 
D3 HIGH SCH. ri- -- ·-····-

180.17 90 
180.17 117 

- . __ 18_0.17__ - .1.30. 

CALCULATION TC: TAX PAYMENT CREDIT m 
AVERAGE ASSESSED VALUE 
INTEREST RATE FOR BONDS 
TERM (MAXIMUM 10) 
TAX RATE -re:· - . -

FACILITY CREDIT 

IFEE . 

FACTOR: 50% FEE 

NOTES C1l-!7l 

STUDENT FACTOR 141 
0.491 
0.140 

___ Oc2.f;2_ . _ 

STUDENT FACTOR !41 
0.491 
0.140 
0.262 

STUDENT FACTOR 141 
0.491 
0.140 
0.262. 

COST 
0 

7,140 
q 

7140 

COST 
2,085 

523 
0 

2so8 

CREDIT 
0 

1,685 
0 

1 685 

(1) Site area equals the number of acres required by school type after applying the district's educational programming standards. 
(2) Cost per acre means the estimated cost of a site in the district for the grade span of school to be provided after applying district design standards. 
(3) Students means the number of students a facility can accommodate by grade span and building type. 
(4) Student factor means the number of students of each grade span expected to be generated by development activity by unit type. 
(5) Costs per building means the costs of constructing permanent or acquiring temporary buildings based on estimates from comparable projects as adjusted for inflation. 
(6) State match credit means the calculation of the district's Boeckh Index times SP! square footage per student per grade span times state match percentage times applicable student factor. 
(7} Tax payment credit means the calculation of the districfs average assessed value by residence type times the tax rate as adusted by current bond interest rates and levy terms (up to 1 O years). 



TABLE19 

NORTH THURSTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

MLilf1:FA-MfLY,RESfoE-NCE- ---~----·-~ 
.MAY23,2011 

PROJECTS: North Thurston Public Schools is planning to acquire additional elementary sites as they become available. 

North Thurston Public Schools is planning to construct one new middle school. 

Student factor, land cost, building cost, temporary building cost, Cost Index, match ratio, bond rate and duration, 
average assessed value, interest rate for bonds, term and tax rate have been updated to 2011 data. 

CALCULATION A: SITE ACQUISITION COST 

A1 ELEMENTARY 
A2 MIDDLE SCH. 
A3HIGH SCH. A- - - -- -·---· 

SITE AREA 111 COST PER ACRE 121 

12 130,000 
20 130,000 
40 1_3fl,OCJO 

CALCULATION B: BUILDING ACQUISITION COST 

B1 ELEMENTARY 
B2 MIDDLE SCH. 
B3 HIGH SCH. El -·- - -· -

COST!5! 
0 

38,250,000 
0 

STUDENTS ell 
550 
750 

1?50 

STUDENT FACTOR (41 

0.255 
0.060 
0.082 

STUDENTS m STUDENT FACTOR 1•1 
0 0.255 

750 0.060 
0 0.082 

CALCULATION C: TEMPORARY BUILDING ACQUISITION COST 

C1 ELEMENTARY 
C2 MIDDLE SCH. 
C3 HIGH SCH. c·· . -

COST rs1 STUDENTS C>I 
186,815 44 
186,815 50. 
186,815 64 

STUDENT FACTORl41 
0.255 
0.060 

_o._o8? _ 

CALCULATION D: STATE MATCH CREDIT!&! 

D1 ELEMENTARY 
D2 MIDDLE SCH. 
D3 HIGH SCH. 

COST INDEX SPI SQ FT 
180.17 90 
180.17 117 
180,17_ 13.0. 

CALCULATION TC: TAX PAYMENT CREDITm 
AVERAGE ASSESSED VALUE 

MATCH % STUDENT FACTOR 1<1 
0.571 0.255 
0.571 0.060 
0.571 0.082 

204,541 

COST 
723 

0 
0 

.· ·::·i23 ·· 

COST 
0 

3,060 
0 

--·3060 

COST 
1,083 

224 
0 

"f30-.i 

CREDIT 
0 

722 
0 

--·122 

----~-- -------------------------------------------

INTEREST RATE FOR BONDS 
TERM (MAXIMUM 10) 

4·531~~---~s~1.~e~ee~_=53~=====~~~=='"~~==~-~ 
TAX RATE 0.00123 're--. -- 2 000 

IFEE 

FACTOR: 50% FEE : 1184 

NOTES 11!-!7) 
(1) Site area equals the number of acres required by school type after applying the district's educational programming standards. 
(2) Cost per acre means the estimated cost of a site in the dislrict for the grade span of school to be provided after applying dislrict design standards. 
(3) Students means the number of students a facility can accommodate by grade span and building type. 
(4) Student factor means the number of students of each grade span expected to be generated by development activity by unit type. 
(5} Costs per building means the costs of constructing permanent or acquiring temporary buildings based on estimates from comparable projects as adjusted for inflation. 
(6) State match credit means the calculation of the district's Boeckh Index times SPI square footage per student per grade span times state match percentage times applicable student factor. 
(7) Tax payment credit means the calculation of the dislrict's average assessed value by residence type times the lax rate as adusted by current bond interest rates and levy terms (up to 10 years). 



Resolution #15222 

A RESOLUTION amending Chapter Six, Capital Facilities, of the Thurston 
County Comprehensive Plan. 

The Board of County Commissioners of Thurston County enters the 
following findings of fact: 

I. GENERAL FINDINGS 

1. The state Growth Management Act (GMA), Chapter 36.70A RCW, 
requires the counties within its scope to adopt comprehensive plans which 
are guided by the Act's goals and which meet the Act's requirements. 

2. The GMA requires counties to adopt county-wide planning policies 
to guide the adoption of comprehensive plans. The principle purpose of 
these policies is to insure that the comprehensive plans of counties and 
the cities within them are coordinated and consistent with each other. The 
amendments to the comprehensive plan adopted by this resolution were 
prepared, considered and adopted in compliance with the county-wide 
planning policies. 

3. The amendments to the Comprehensive Plan adopted by this 
resolution were the subject of a public hearing before the Thurston County 
Planning Commission and a public hearing before the Thurston County 
Board of County Commissioners. This resolution amends the existing 
Chapter 6, Capital Facilities, of the Comprehensive Plan for Thurston 
County. 

4. The measures adopted by this resolution comply with the GMA and 
other governing law and are reasonably related to the public health, safety 
and welfare. 

5. A SEPA Determination of Nonsignificance for the amendments 
adopted by this resolution was issued September 30, 2015 (SEPA No. 
2015105507) and amends the 1994 Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Thurston County Comprehensive Plan. 

II. GROWTH MANAGEMENT ACT GOALS 

6. Chapter 36.70A RCW provides 14 goals "to guide the development 
and adoption of comprehensive plans and development regulations" under 
the GMA. The goals are not listed in order of priority. 

7. In formulating the comprehensive plan amendments adopted by this 
resolution, this Board has considered the goals contained in Chapter 
36.70A RCW. The Board has weighed the goals as they apply to the 
subject matter of this resolution and has attempted to reach a reasoned 
balance among these goals. 
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8. The findings below and the record generated in the hearing and 
adoption of this resolution show that this measure is consistent with the 
GMAgoals. 

Ill. CAPITAL FACILITIES (1-C) 

9. The state Growth Management Act requires Thurston County to 
adopt a capital facilities element as part of its Comprehensive Plan, 
consistent with RCW 36.70A.070. 

10. After public hearings by the Thurston County Planning 
Commission and Board of Commissioners, Resolution No. 10617 was 
enacted on April 18, 1994, adopting the Thurston County Capital Facilities 
Plan in compliance with the GMA. This plan applied in unincorporated 
Thurston County, including urban growth areas. It included capital 
facilities planned to be carried out by Thurston County in these areas. 
Since the original adoption in 1994, the Capital Facilities Plan has been 
updated on an annual basis. 

11. The capital facilities element adopted by this resolution updates 
the capital facilities element to cover the years 2016 - 2021. 

12. The capital facilities element adopted by this resolution is a 
reasonable plan for those capital facilities, which will be needed to 
accommodate the future levels of population projected for Thurston 
County. It is consistent with the growth phasing, densities, and distribution 
of growth anticipated in the land-use element of the Comprehensive Plan. 

13. This capital facilities element contains levels of service planning 
assumptions of the facilities, which reflect community goals and which will 
provide a reasonable level of service to the expected population. 

14. This capital facilities element estimates the amount of money 
needed for the planned facilities and identifies sources of funding for 
which there is reasonable assurance of availability. As set out in more 
detail in the capital facilities element, actual financial and budgetary 
decisions by the County may deviate to some degree from the estimates 
and plans contained in the element. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF THURSTON COUNTY that: 

Section 1. Chapter Six, Capital Facilities, of the Thurston County 
Comprehensive Plan is hereby amended to cover the years 2016 - 2021 as 
shown in Attachment A to this Resolution. 
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Section 2. Severability. If any clause, sentence, paragraph, section or 
part of this Resolution and the provisions adopted hereunder or the application 
thereof to any person or circumstance shall be found to be invalid, the court order 
or judgment shall be confined in its operation to the controversy in which it was 
rendered and shall not affect or invalidate the remainder of any part thereof to 
any other person or circumstance. 

ADOPTED: December 11, 2015. 

ATTEST: 
I 

rftftfft#aid 4tqDiQJ 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

JON TUNHEIM 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 

BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS 
Thurston County, Washington 

4~f Chair -

&:!Mk 
c'OfTlfT1iSSiOf1 er 

Commissioner 
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CHAPTER SIX-- CAPITAL FACILITIES 

I. Introduction 

The Capital Facilities Plan is a plan in which capital projects necessary to support 
the County's forecast population growth, and the financing methods by which 
they will be accomplished, are described. Capital projects are the durable, 
typically very expensive, facilities and equipment necessary to support County 
operations and services to the public. These generally include but are not limited 
to such facilities as roads, bridges, sewers, parks, open space, water supply and 
conveyance systems, stormwater management systems, waste and wastewater 
disposal and treatment systems, and government buildings. The Capital 
Facilities Plan (CFP) is Chapter 6 of the Comprehensive Plan that is required by 
the State Growth Management Act. The Growth Management Act requires the 
CFP to identify specific facilities, include a realistic financing plan, and adjust the 
plan if funding is inadequate. Capital facilities are important because they 
support the growth envisioned in the County's Comprehensive Plan. 

The State Department of Commerce, which is the agency responsible for 
oversight of local government comprehensive planning, recommends that capital 
facilities plans cover a 20-year planning horizon. Because capital projects are 
often very expensive, financing often requires multi-year commitments of 
financial resources. Therefore, financial planning and implementation of capital 
facilities cannot be effectively carried out on an annual basis and a long-range 
plan is necessary to assure that funding is available to implement the plan. 
Thus, development of the Plan is also a tool for effective governmental 
management. 

However, this plan covers a six-year period, the years 2016-2021. Transportation 
grants typically require a six-year plan, and this period is one in which the County 
can address its immediate capital needs. Thurston County's growth rates, and 
therefore the analysis of corresponding capital needs - and ability to fund those 
needs, may be unpredictable beyond the six-year period. 

The Thurston County Comprehensive Plan projects that by the year 2035, the 
population of Thurston County is projected to grow. to 378,000, an increase ... of 
120,000 or 46.5% from the 2013 population of 258,000. Which means that within 
the next six years, the population is expected to grow by almost 14%. 

The Revised Code of Washington 82.02.050 (2) authorizes Counties required to 
plan under the Growth Management Act (GMA) to "impose impact fees on 
development activity as part of the financing for public facilities ... " In 2010, The 
Board of County Commissioners requested a study be performed to consider 
impact fees for transportation, recreation facilities (parks), and schools that: 1) 
equitably recovers the cost of transportation, recreation, and school infrastructure 
improvements as a result of new development; 2) is less of an administrative 
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burden to the county and school districts, and development community than the 
current SEPA mitigation process; and 3) provides the timely and equitable 
financing of public services and improvements to mitigate impacts from new 
development. 

The study reviewed county and school capital facilities plans, developed service 
areas for transportation, school and park projects and produced a fee schedule 
applicable to the type of project based on its location in its related service area. 
The Board adopted impact fees in December 2012, effective April 2, 2013 for 
transportation, parks and some school districts. 

The 2016-2021 CFP indicates what transportation and parks projects will be 
funded by impact fees. Additionally, the County will also adopt the Capital Facility 
Plans for those school districts that opt into the impact fee system. The Thurston 
County Code (TCC) enables the use of impact fees. The actual fees charged are 
subject to change based on the cost of projects contained with the annual CFP 
and will be adopted as part of the annual CFP and County budgeting process. 

Planning for capital facilities is a complex task carried out by each department of 
the County. It requires an understanding of current conditions relative to future 
needs, an assessment of various types of capital facilities that could be provided, 
analysis to identify the most effective and efficient facilities to support the needed 
service, and addressing how these facilities will be financed. Therefore, this Plan 
is actually the product of separate but coordinated planning efforts, each focusing 
on a specific category of facilities. 

The CFP is a planning document; not a budget for expenditures, nor a guarantee 
that the projects will be implemented. It assumes receipt of outside grant 
resources, and if grants are not received, projects may be delayed or removed. 
Each capital project listed in the CFP will need to go through a separate 
environmental review and approval process. 

The capital facilities covered by this plan are primarily those owned or managed 
by Thurston County. Facilities provided by school districts and other local 
governmental entities are referred to in Section VIII of this CFP. 

Capital facilities provided by cities, including the extension of water and sewer 
systems to unincorporated urban growth areas adjacent to the cities, and are 
found in joint city plans. The portions of joint plans that apply to unincorporated 
urban growth areas are adopted by both the applicable city and Thurston County. 

READERS NOTE: This document is a summary of very detailed information 
contained in a Supplement, which includes funding sources for capital facilities, 
priorities and project descriptions. For more specific information, please consult 
the Capital Facilities Supplement. 
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II. Goals, Objectives and Policies 

Capital facility planning is guided by goals, objectives, and policies. The first 
level of guidance is provided by the State Growth Management Act (RCW 
36.70A). In addition, there are countywide goals, objectives and policies that 
apply to capital facility planning. These are listed below. Additional 
programmatic or department-specific goals, objectives, and policies are listed 
within the subsequent relevant sections of this plan. Goals and policies 
specifically related to transportation can be found in Chapter 5, Transportation 
and specific goals and policies related to utilities in Chapter Seven of the 
Comprehensive Plan. 

GENERAL GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES 

GOAL 1: AS THE COUNTY GROWS, PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES 
SHOULD BE PROVIDED AT REASONABLE COSTS, IN PLACES AND AT 
LEVELS COMMENSURATE WITH PLANNED DEVELOPMENT INTENSITY 
AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION, AND BUil T TO BE ADEQUATE TO 
SERVE DEVELOPMENT WITHOUT DECREASING CURRENT SERVICE 
LEVELS BELOW LOCALLY ESTABLISHED MINIMUM STANDARDS. 

OBJECTIVE 1-A: Public Involvement in Planning - Public involvement will be 
provided in all phases of public facilities planning. 

POLICIES: 

1. The public will be notified of and given opportunities to participate in the 
drafting and final adoption of: 

a. Standards for public facilities (such as road standards). 

b. Capital improvement plans and funding methods (e.g., Boston 
Harbor or Grand Mound Sewerage Planning, and six year Capital 
Facilities Plans). 

c. The identification of levels of service standards or other 
determinants of need for public capital facilities, and establishment 
of new public facility management programs (e.g., stormwater). 

2. All county departments should notify the public of the development of new 
plans, programs and regulations. 

OBJECTIVE 1-B: Environmental Impacts -When designing and locating 
public facilities, procedures will be followed to avoid all possible adverse impacts 
and follow mitigation sequencing to mitigate any unavoidable adverse impacts on 
the environment and other public facilities. 
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POLICIES: 

1. Impacts on critical areas, natural resource lands, and transportation 
systems should be considered and adverse impacts avoided to the 
greatest extent possible and mitigate unavoidable adverse impacts. 

2. Public facilities should be sited with the least disruption to critical areas 
and natural resource lands. 

OBJECTIVE 1-C: Paying for Capital Facilities - Ensure that costs of county
owned capital facilities are within the county's funding capacity, and equitably 
distributed between users and the county in general. 

POLICIES: 

1. Use the Capital Facilities Plan to integrate all of the county's capital project 
resources (grants, bonds, general county funds, donations, real estate 
excise tax, conservation futures levy, fees and rates for public utility 
services, and any other available funding). 

2. Assess the additional operations and maintenance costs associated with 
the acquisition or development of new capital facilities. If accommodating 
these costs places an unacceptable burden on the operating budget, 
capital plans may need to be adjusted. 

3. Promote efficient and joint use of facilities with neighboring governments 
and private citizens through such measures as interlocal agreements and 
negotiated use of privately and publicly owned lands or facilities (such as 
open space, stormwater facilities or government buildings}. 

4. Explore regional funding strategies for capital facilities to support 
comprehensive plans developed under the Growth Management Act. 

5. Agreements should be developed between the County and cities for 
transferring the financing of capital facilities in the Urban Growth Areas to 
the cities when they annex the contributing lands. 

6. Users pay for public utility services, except when it is clearly in the public 
interest not to do so. 

7. Provide public utility services at the lowest possible cost, but take into 
account both construction and operation/maintenance costs. 

8. Correctly time and size public utility services to provide adequate growth 
capacity and to avoid expensive remedial action. 

9. If the County is faced with capital facility funding shortfalls, use any 
combination of the following strategies to balance revenues and needs for 
public facilities required to serve existing and future development: 

a. Increase Revenues 
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• Bonds 

• New or increased user fees or rates 

• New or increased taxes 

• Regional cost sharing 

• Developer voluntarily funds needed capital project 
b. Decrease Level of Service Standards 

• Change Level of Service Standards, if consistent with Growth 
Management Act Goals 

c. Reprioritize Projects to Focus on Those Related to Concurrency 

d. Decrease the Cost of the Facility 

• Change project scope 

• Find less expensive alternatives 

e. Decrease the Demand for the Public Service or Facility 

• Institute measures to conserve or cut use of the facility, such 
as ride-sharing programs to cut down on traffic demands on 
roadways 

• Institute measures to slow or direct population growth or 
development, such as, moratoria on development, developing 
only in areas served by facilities with available capacity until 
funding is available for other areas, changing project timing 
and/or phasing 

f. Revise the Comprehensive Plan's Land Use Chapter 

• Change types or intensities of land use as needed to balance 
with the amount of capital facilities that can be provided to 
support development 

OBJECTIVE 1-D: Coordination with Growth -Public utility service plans 
should be prepared and facilities constructed to support planned growth. 

POLICIES: 

1. Land use decisions as identified in the Comprehensive Plan and Joint 
Plans should be the determinants of development intensity rather than 
public utility decisions and public utility planning. 

2. Where land use plans and zoning designate urban levels of land uses and 
subsequently adopted long-range plans for public utilities show that urban 
levels of utilities are not feasible, the plan and zoning designations should 
be reviewed. 
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3. Extension of services and construction of public capital facilities should be 
provided at levels consistent with development intensity identified in this 
Comprehensive Plan, sub-area plans still in effect, and joint plans. 

4. Public utility services within growth areas should be phased outward from 
the urbanizing core as that core becomes substantially developed, in order 
to concentrate urban growth and infilling. 

5. New users of capital facilities should not reduce service levels for current 
users. 

6. The County should coordinate capital facilities planning with cities and 
towns and identify shared needs for public purpose lands. 

OBJECTIVE 1-E: Coordination with Budget and Related Documents - The 
County's capital budget and six year transportation program will be consistent 
with the Capital Facilities Plan. 

POLICIES: 

1. Thurston County's annual capital budget and six year transportation 
program required under RCW 36.81.121 will be fully consistent with the 
intent and substance of this Capital Facilities Plan and the Transportation 
Chapter of this Comprehensive Plan. 

2. The year in which a project is carried out, or the exact amounts of 
expenditures by year for individual facilities may vary from that stated in 
the Comprehensive Plan due to: 

a. Unanticipated revenues or revenues that become available to the 
county with conditions about when they may be used, or 

b. Change in the timing of a facility to serve new development that 
occurs in an earlier or later year than had been anticipated in the 
Capital Facilities Plan. 

3. Specific debt financing proposals may vary from that shown in the 
Comprehensive Plan due to changes in interest rates, other terms of 
financing, or other conditions which make the proposals in the plan not 
advantageous financially. 

4. The addition of an entirely new facility, not anticipated in the Capital 
Facilities Plan, will require formal amendment to the Comprehensive Plan. 

5. The transportation projects in the Capital Facilities Plan and Transportation 
Chapter of this Comprehensive Plan will be consistent with the Regional 
Transportation Plan. 
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Ill. Level of Service Standards: 

Level of service standards are quantifiable measures by which the availability or 
adequacy of the service or facility is evaluated. Typically, levels of service 
standards are established to provide a goal for the amount of service or facility 
that is expected to be available. Level of service standards may be "de facto", 
which is what exists, regardless of the service goal; "adopted", which is what the 
jurisdiction officially has established as a benchmark or goal; or "desired", which 
is an unofficial goal for the service or facility. Level of service standards are 
commonly established in units appropriate to the service or facility, such as acres 
per capita or tons per capita. Adopted level of service standards are those 
approved by the governing body in Thurston County, by the Board of County 
Commissioners. 

Factors that influence level of service standards are national, federal, and state 
mandates and standards, recommendations from citizens and recommendations 
from advisory groups. 

Table 6-1 below shows (see column labeled "CFP LOS") the level of service that 
would be needed to support the growth projection of the six-year period covered 
by this CFP. 

In its last two columns, Table 6-1 also shows how this standard compares to 
existing level of service, established in 2001 or 2002, and/or other previously 
adopted standards. 

Table 6-1 

Level of Service Standards and Comparison to Previous CFP 

Existing 
Previously Adopted 

Level of Service This CFP LOS Standard Service Level 
Facility (2001 unless LOS Standard 

(LOS) Units (2016-2021) 
noted (2004-2009) 

otherwise) 

Gross Sq. Ft. (GSF) 
1994 Space Planning 6,950 (gross Same as 2004 -Coroner "x" GSF for up to 200 

autopsies per year (& Report: 6,656 SF) (2003) 2009 CFP. 
medical exam. system) 

1994 Space Ping. Report: 
Net SF: 

3320/jury ctrm. unit; 2284/jury 
GSF per courtroom unit 2346/non-jury unit ctrm. unit Same as 2004 -Courts--District (Ctrm., Judie. chamber, 2000: 3 Ctrms.; 3 judicial 1178/non-jury 2009 CFP. 
Conf. & Jury Rms.) positions unit 

2014: 4 Ctrms. ; 3.5 judicial 4 ctrms. 
positions. 



Existing 
Previously Adopted 

Level of Service This CFP LOS Standard Service Level 
Facility (LOS) Units (2016-2021) (2001 unless LOS Standard 

noted (2004-2009) 
otherwise) 

1994 Space Ping. Report: 

4502/stand. jury unit Net SF: 

GSF per courtroom unit 
5606/large jury unit 

3346/jury 
Courts--Superior (Ctrm., Judie. chamber, 

2622/non-jury unit 
ctrm. unit Same as 2004 -

Cont. & Jury Rms.) 2000: 9 Ctrms.; 2009 CFP. 
8.88 judicial positions 1390/non jury 

2014: 12 Ctrms. 
unit ctrms. 

13 judicial positions. 

1994 Space Ping. Report: 
1940 net SF 

Courts--Juvenile GSF per courtroom unit 2,840/non jury courtroom 
at new Juve Same as 2004 -

& Family 
(Ctrm., Judie. chamber, unit (GSF) 

bldg. 2009 CFP. 
Cont. Rms.) (1938 NSF [net sq. ft.] for 

non-jury courtroom unit) 
4 ctrms. 

1994 Space Ping. Report: 
2005: 44 
beds av. daily; 

Beds for target years 99 beds for 2005 71 high; 25 
Detention- (based on arrest- 112 beds for 2014 Low; 80 bed Same as 2004 -
Juvenile sentencing trend for (not counting beds for capacity. 2009 CFP. 

juvenile population) outside contracts) 2005 Day 
20-40 in day detention Detention: 10 

av. daily 

Beds/inmates for target 2005: 2004: 404 av. 
years (based on peak 408 beds/487inmates daily 

Jail-Adult population forecasts by 2015: Same as 2004 -
(incl. Satellite) Regional Jail Advisory. 777 beds/653 inmates 408 beds 2009 CFP. 

Committee [RJAC] TCCF Population Project operational 
8128196) No. 2 - reviewed 7/3/2003 capacity. 

219 GSF-for new 
construction. For existing Same as 2004 -

All Co. Gov't. "x" GSF per FTE facilities & rental space: 
202 (1994) 

2009 CFP without 
Administration employee meet the new construction the proposed new 

standards to the extent addition. 
possible. 

GSF = Gross Square Feet (includes internal office and external building circulation [hallways, stairwells and 
elevator shafts], mechanical, public restrooms, etc.) 
NSF = Net Square Feet (does not include the above items) 

Parks & Trails LOS 1: Develop all or LOS 1: Development (by 
part of previously 2014): An additional 590 6 of 34 park 
acquired property, or acres will be developed to sites and 35 
complete development provide additional water miles of 48 
projects that are access, and athletic miles of trails 
underway, focusing on facilities. have been Same as 2012-2017 
those that fill The County continues to 

developed. CFP. 
deficiencies in priorities look for additional revenue Acquired: 
defined by the public, sources to develop existing 2,712 acres 
i.e., trails, water park sites. have been 
access, athletic acquired. 
facilities. 



Existing 
Previously Adopted 

Level of Service This CFP LOS Standard Service Level 
Facility 

(LOS) Units (2001 unless LOS Standard 
(2016-2021) 

noted (2004-2009) 
otherwise) 

Parks & Trails 
Main emphasis is on 

LOS 2: Acquisition: development of 
(Continued) existing undeveloped Acquire opportunity 

park properties. properties to insure an 
adequate land base in the 

LOS 2: Acquire future for maintaining the 
additional park lands to 3.5 acres/1,000 population 
insure that a 3.5 LOS. Currently, the 
acre/1,000 population inventory of undeveloped 
of developed park and land is adequate to meet 
recreation facilities this LOS. 
LOS can be maintained 
through 2021. 

Roads Letter designations Urban: Urban: Standard only relates 
based on motorist Olympia, Lacey, Tumwater 

Varies: A- E 
to LOS for roadway 

delays & traffic flow UGAs--D (E for high density capacity - for overall 
(A=no delays to residential corridors) roadway needs I 
F=delays of over one Yelm UGA--C resid. zones; D priorities see 
minute) commercial & Lt. Indus. zones; supplement. 

F urban core 
Table 5-1 (p. 5-8) in Tenino & Rainier UGAs- Rural: 
Chapter 5 of the Comp. D Grand Mnd. UGA--D 

Varies: A- D Plan describes the Rural: C 

letter system. For exceptions: see p. 6-39 

Sewer Systems Equivalent Residential Rural: Capacity to provide For both Rural Same as 2015-2020 

Rural: Units (ERU): Cubic sewer collection and and Urban CFP. 

Boston Harbor, feet per month of wastewater treatment systems, the 

Tamoshan, sewerage discharge as services for residential number of 

Beverly Beach, measured at the uses. ERUs varies 

and Olympic View; source, based on the 
Urban: Capacity to provide 

by facility. 

Urban: 
following minimums; 

sewer collection and 
Grand Mound Rural: ERU=900 cf/mo wastewater treatment 
Woodland Creek 

Urban: ERU=700 cf/mo 
services for residential, 

Estates commercial, and industrial 
uses. 

In addition, Rural and 
Urban systems shall meet 
federal, state and local 
permit requirements for 
receiving water standards, 
whenever possible. 



Existing 
Previously Adopted 

Level of Service This CFP LOS Standard Service Level 
Facility LOS Standard 

(LOS) Units (2016-2021) (2001 unless 
noted (2004-2009) 

otherwise) 

Water Systems Equivalent Rural: Capacity to provide For both Rural Same as 2015 -

Rural: Boston 
Residential Units domestic water and fire flow and Urban 2020 CFP 
(ERU): Cubic feet per services for residential and systems, the 

Harbor and month of water limited commercial uses. number of 
Tamoshan; consumed as ERUs varies 
Urban: Grand measured at the Urban: Capacity to provide by facility 
Mound source, based on the domestic water and fire flow 

following minimums: services for residential, 
commercial, and industrial 

Rural: ERU=900 cf/mo uses. 

Urban: ERU-700 cf/mo In addition, Rural and 
Urban water systems shall 
meet current federal, state 
and local drinking water 
standards, whenever 
possible. 

Solid Waste LOS A - Includes all 3 
service level units; 

LOS B - Includes a 
combination of any 2 
service level units. 

LOS C - Includes 1 or 
no service level units. 

1. Regulatory New or Existing Facility: Capacity to 

Meets or exceeds federal, meet waste 

state, and/or local generated by 
Last standards 

regulatory requirements. users: 

Disposed of 
adopted 2001. 

172,000 tons 
per yr. 

2. Health/Safety: New or Existing Facility: Capacity to 

Meets or exceeds federal, meet waste 

state, and/or local health I generated by 

safety issues for public or users: 
Last standards employees. Diverted adopted 2009. 

(reduced or 
recycled 38% 
of waste 
generated. 

3. Policy: New or Existing Facility: 
Addresses a solid waste Last Standards 
comprehensive plan goal or adopted 2009 
policy. 



Existing 
Previously Adopted 

Level of Service This CFP LOS Standard Service Level 
Facility (2001 unless LOS Standard 

(LOS) Units (2016-2021) 
noted (2004-2009) 

otherwise) 

Storm water LOS A - Includes all 3 
service level units 

LOS B - Includes a 
combination of any two 
service level units. 

LOS C - Includes 1 or 
no service level unit. 

Local Flood Control: Facilities for new growth: New Same as 2013-2018 
Provide capacity to Conveyance meets 25-year facilities: CFP 
store stormwater runoff 24-hour event for public and At the Standard adopted volume and I or reduce private street piped systems standards. 2009 with New peak flow from an "x" and 100-year, 24-hour 

Drainage Manual year storm event. event for open channels Pre-existing effective Nov. 16, and property protection. facilities: 2009 
Detention: Provide capacity Varies 
to store stormwater runoff 
volume and reduce peak 
durations such that post-
development stormwater 
discharge durations match 
pre-development durations 
for a range of pre-
developed discharge rates 
from 50% of the 2-year 
peak flow up to the full 50-
year peak flow. 

Infiltration: Match pre-
development to post 
development average 
annual infiltration for sites 
where they pre-developed 
short-term infiltration rate 
exceeds 0.5 inches/hour. 

Facilities to improve 
existing deficiencies: 
Meet the new growth 
standard wherever 
possible. 



Existing 
Previously Adopted 

Level of Service This CFP LOS Standard Service Level 
Facility 

(LOS) Units (2016-2021) (2001 unless LOS Standard 

noted (2004-2009) 
otherwise) 

Water Quality: Meet Facilities for new growth: Varies: See 

Stormwater 
federal, state, or local Water Quality Design Storm 303D list, Same as 2013-2018 

(continued) 
water quality standards Volume: The 91st County Water CFP 
in streams, rivers, percentile, 24-hour runoff Resources 
lakes, and Puget 

volume estimated by an 
Profile, and 

Sound Monitoring Standard adopted 
approved continuous runoff Reports 2009 with New 
model. Drainage Manual 

Water Quality Design Flow 
effective Nov. 16, 
2009 

Rate: Preceding detention 
facilities: Flow rate at or 
below which 91 percent of 
runoff volume is routed 
through the facility as 
determined by a continuous 
runoff model. 

Downstream of detention 
facilities: Flow rate of 2-
year recurrence interval 
release from detention 
facility designed to meet 
flow duration standard 
using an approved 
continuous runoff model. 

Provide basic treatment 
(80% TSS removal), 
enhanced treatment (50% 
metals removal), 
phosphorous, and/or oil 
treatment based on project 
type & size. 

Facilities to improve 
existing deficiencies: 
Meet the new growth 
standards wherever 
possible. 

Habitat: Maintain or In-stream Flow Goals at In- stream 
Same as 2013-2018 restore in-stream flows, Basin Build out flows: Site 

reduce peaks, Conditions development CFP standard 

minimize bank full flow proposals adopted in 2009 with 

durations, improve Peak Flows: Maintain, or may not adoption of new 

water quality to where possible, reduce exceed 2 year Drainage Manual 

address habitat related durations. pre-developed effective Nov. 16, 

issues (e.g. salmonid, Bank full Flows: Maintain release rate 2009. 

shellfish, etc) or where possible, reduce per Regional 
durations. Drainage 

Manual. 
Base Flows: Maintain, or 
where possible, increase. 



Table 6-2 

Level of Service Change from Existing Standards 

Comparison of this Plan's standards for Level of Service 
To the existing actual service level 

The existing actual service levels for these facilities are THE SAME as the 
Plan's adopted standards: 

• Water and Sewer 
• Solid Waste 
• Stormwater - facilities for new growth 
• Rural Roads 
• New Coroner Facility, New Juvenile Detention & Family Court 

Building, Emergency Management Center, Public Health 
Building, and Evaluation and Treatment Center. 

• Parks Acquisition 
The existing actual service levels for these facilities are BELOW the plan's 
adopted standards: 

• Some Urban Roads 
• County buildings (except for the new ones noted above) 
• Stormwater - Some existing facilities constructed prior to 2009 

and some retrofitted facilities to improve existing deficiencies 

• Parks Development 

The existing actual service levels for these facilities are HIGHER than the 
plans' adopted standards: 

• Some Urban Roads 



IV. Existing Conditions 

Existing conditions refers to the capacity or condition of the current facilities. In 
order to develop the list of needed capital projects, the existing conditions are 
compared to the "adopted" or "desired" levels of service. Deficiencies in existing 
conditions relative to the future need become the basis of capital facilities plan. 

Table 6-3, which follows, describes the status of existing facilities relative to 
future needs and identifies some of the future projects for which financing plans 
are needed. 

Table 6-3 
Thurston County Inventory of Public Facilities 

Resource Stewardship Department- Water Resources 

DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Facility 
Estimated 

Capacity Year Estimated 
Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 

Name 
Value 

or size Needed Cost 

STORMWATER DRAINAGE FACILITIES 

(legend: cf= cubic feet, lf= lineal feel, ea= each) 

Detention Steilacoom 
1992 $7,500 12,000 cf Replace I rehab. pond 2020 $22,000 

Pond SSWU Road 

Fish Passage 
Green Cove 

1996 $70,000 200 If Replace Facility 2046 $647,000 Creek 

5,333 cf 
Mountain Mountain 

1998 $118,300 
Retention 

Facility Replacement 2018 $337,000 
Aire Aire Drive 2,400 gal. 

treatment 

12,182 cf 
Tanglewilde Queets and 

1998 $237,325 
Retention 

Replace Infiltration Gallery 2018 $460,000 East Skykomish 6,000 gal 
treatment 

Forest Glen 
Forest Glen 

1998 $163,820 
3,600 gal 

Replace Gallery 2028 $587,000 Drive treatment 

503,200 cf 
Boulevard Boulevard 

1998 $318,250 
Retention 

Restore infiltration system. 2038 $567,000 
Road Road 294,700 cf 

treatment 

9,146 cf 
Evergreen 

Sitka Street 1998 $153,000 
Retention 

Replace Gallery 2023 $ $515,000 Terrace 2,100 gal 
treatment 



DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Facility 
Estimated Capacity Year Estimated Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 

Name Value 
or size Needed Cost 

Hidden 
6,740 cf 

Hidden Forest Forest 1999 $728,800 
Retention Replace pump station, 

2019 $1,046,000 
Drive 

and conveyance, outfall. 
treatment 

Carpenter Carpenter 6,283 cf Replace gallery & 
Loop Phase I Loop 

1999 $150,000 
Retention treatment facility. 

2029 $472,000 

sswu 

Carpenter 
12,436 cf 

Carpenter 
2000 $175,500 

Retention Replace gallery & 
$479,000 Loop Phase 2 Loop 2,400 gal treatment facility. 

2030 

treatment 

Walthew 
9731 cf 

Dr., 
Retention Replace treatment facility Lake Forest Harvard Dr. 2000 $201,800 2030 $585,000 

Lake Forest 
4,800 gal and gallery. 

Dr. 
treatment 

12,436 cf 
Tanglewilde 5th Way 

2000 $174,000 
Retention Replace treatment facility 

2030 $529,000 South SE 2,400 gal and gallery. 
treatment 

6th Avenue 20,561 cf 
Tanglewilde 

and Bulldog 2001 $237,500 
Retention Replace treatment facility 

2031 $798,000 South 7,200 gal and gallery. 
Street 

treatment 

Wendy Dr 
SE; Planer 
St. SE; 

McAllister Northwood 1272 cf 
Treatment Dr. SE; 2001 $222,600 

Treatment 
Replace facilities. 2051 $336,000 

Upgrades Gem Dr. 
SE; 
Summerfield 
Ave. SE; 

Sierra Drive 
9,500 gal. 

SE, Mill Ct 
Timberlakes 

SE, 2002/2003 $715,500 
treatment 

Replace facilities. 2032 $2,060,000 
Location I -6 

Timberlake 
25,000 cf 

Dr. SE 
retention 

Along 14th 
Ave. NE 11 cfs 

Thompson from 
2004 $895,000 

treatment, Thompson Place Phase I -
2034 $2,726,000 

Place 1-3. Merkel to 52,000 cf 3 Regional Pond 
Horne St. retention 
NE 



DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Facility 
Estimated 

Capacity Year Estimated 
Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 

Name 
Value 

or size Needed Cost 

Hawaiian 
Cul de sac 2005 $172,000 

Replace Treatment facility 
2035 $687,000 

Court and gallery 

Jim Court Cul de sac 2005 $69,300 
12 cfs 

Replace treatment facility 2045 $492,000 
treatment 

Mallard Dr. 
25,000 cf Replace facilities and 

Mallard Pond at 2006 $543,000 2026 $305,000 
Rockcress 

retention profile pond 

Athens Beach 2006 $21,600 Conveyance Replace conveyance 2056 $179,000 

Lakemont and 
Lakemont 

8 cfs 
49th Ave. and 2007 $235,000 

treatment 
Treatment & conveyance. 2057 $1,777,000 

49th 

Evergreen 
Treatment 

Terrace Phase 9th Ave 2008 $365,000 
retention 

Replace facilities 2054 $1,095,000 
I 

Evergreen Lf Replace conveyance and 
Terrace Phase 8th Ave 2009 $126,000 conveyance 2049 $155,000 
II retention 

profile pond 

Evergreen 9th Ave. at 
Terrace Phase 

Torrey 
2011 $350,000 Treatment and Conveyance 2051 $430,000 

III 

Vactor Waste 
Decant WARC 2011 $400,000 Replace Facilities 2051 $1,229,000 
Facility 



DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Facility 
Estimated 

Capacity Year Estimated 
Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements Name 

Value 
or size Needed Cost 

8 

Husky Way 
Drywells 

Husky Way 
and 

& 350 If 
Infiltration 

Carpenter 
2012 $$200,000 12 in. Replace Facilities 2032 $561,000 

Gallery 
Road 

perforated 
infiltration 
pipe 

East 
Meridian Meridian 

Pipe and 
Heights Bluff Drive NE 
Repair and 

2013 $150,000 outfall on Replace Facilities 2043 $311,000 
on 

the beach 
Outfall Nisqually 

View Loop 

Public Works Department- Parks 

DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Facility 
Estimated 

Capacity Year Estimated 
Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 

Name 
Value 

or size Needed Cost 

PARKS 
Active Regional Parks 

Deschutes 
Develop trails, interpretive 

Falls 
SE 1992 155 Acres center, overlooks, picnic 

2016 
$150,000 

areas, caretaker facilities 

1988 I 1997 18 Acres Misc repairs as needed 
Kenneydell SW 23 Acres Parking trails, picnic areas, 2016 $200,000 1999 Addition ball fields, restroom 

Develop trails, viewpoint, 
picnic shelters, picnic 

Guerin NW 1976 40 Acres areas, playground, 2017 -
$200,000 

viewpoints /dock, parking 
areas 

Rainier View 
SE 1996 54 Acres Picnic areas, trails, 

Park camping areas, restrooms. 

Ruth Prairie 
Picnic areas, trails, 

Park 
SE 1996 35 Acres camping areas, restrooms, 

picnic shelters 

Cooper Point NW 2005 32 Acres 
Develop trails, restroom 

2021 $500,000 
facilities, and parking 



DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Facility 
Estimated 

Capacity Year Estimated Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 
Name 

Value 
or size Needed Cost 

PRESERVES 

Lake 
Lawrence SE 1988 15 Acres 
Park 
Glacial 

1,020 
Heritage SW 1989-90 

Acres 
Preserve 

Woodland 
Creek NE 1987 75 Acres 
Wetlands 

Johnson Point 
NE 1990 26 Acres 

Wetlands 

Black River 
SW 1991 13 Acres 

Natural Area 

Indian Road NE 1940 5 Acres 

TRAILS 

Chehalis Pave, develop trailheads for 2016 -
Western 

NE-SE 1991 182 Acres parking & restrooms, 2020 $690,000 
benches, scenic overlooks. 

Yelm-
Deschutes Bridge 

SE 1991 20 Acres Upgrades, develop parking 2018-
Tenino Trail area, restrooms, ball fields, 2020 $335,000 

picnic areas & shelters. 

Chehalis 
Western (Vail 

SE 1996 3 Acres Loop 
Trailhead) 

67th Ave. Included 

Trail head 
NE 1991 in trail 

acreage 

Chambers 
Lake NE 1991 3 Acres 
Trailhead 

Fir Tree Road 
SE 1991 2 Acres Trailhead 

Yelm Center 
Included 

Trailhead 
SE 1993 in trail 

acreage 

Tenino Park 
Included 

Trailhead 
SW 1993 in trail 

acreage 



DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Facility 
Estimated 

Capacity Year Estimated 
Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 

Name 
Value 

or size Needed Cost 

Rainier 
Included 

Trailhead 
SE 1993 in trail 

acreage 

Yelm-Tenino SE-SW 1993 400 Acres 

Pave, develop trailheads 
2017-

Gate-Belmore NW-SW 1996 243 Acres with parking & restrooms, $4,000,000 
viewpoints, and benches 2019 

Smith Lake NE 2007 3 Acres 

HISTORIC SITES 

Mirna 
SW 1869 2 Acres 

Cemetery 

Ft. Eaton 
Monument SE 1982 1 Acres 

George 
Washington 

SE 1995 1 Acres 
Bush 
Monument 

Public Works - Utilities 

DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Facility 
Estimated 

Capacity Year Estimated 
Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 

Name 
Value 

or size Needed Cost 

SEWER SYSTEMS 

New Secondary Oxidation 
Plant, 2019 - 1,910,000 

1,880- 2020-
Grand Mound Southwest 1998 $10, 700,000 5,560 Treatment Plant 

ERU Expansion for Class A 
2019 -

water treatment 
2020 

$2,300,000 

Waste water treatment 
Boston Harbor North 1990 $3,000,000 254ERU plant, emergency backup 2020 $80,000 

generator 



DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Facility 
Estimated 

Capacity Year Estimated 
Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 

Name 
Value 

or size Needed Cost 

Tamoshan I Cooper 
1976 $500,000 116 ERU 

Watermain upgrades and 2015-
$1,025,000 Beverly Beach Point emergency generator 2019 

Sewer collection and 

1977 Upgraded treatment improvements. 2016-
Olympic View NW 

1998 
$210,000 27ERU 

20167 
$39,000 

WATER SYSTEMS 

1) Well and pumps #3 and 1) $1.000.000 

2,400- #4. 
20115-

Grand Mound Southwest 1998 $3,500,000 4,800 2) Grand Mound Way 2019 
ERU Loop Water Main 2) $1,000,000 

Boston 
Water main replacements 

2015-
Harbor 

North 1989 $1,500,000 300ERU and water treatment 
2019 $180,000 expansion 

Primary and secondary 
2015- $925,000 water main replacement 

Tamoshan 
Cooper 

1994 $300,000 94ERU 
2019 

Point 

Water Treatment expansion 
2017 70,000 

Public Works-Solid Waste 

DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Facility 
Estimated 

Capacity Year Estimated Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 
Name 

Value 
or size Needed Cost 

SOLID WASTE 

Thurston 
County Waste 
and Recovery 

175,000 
Center Ho gum 

1948 $20 million tons per 
None - see below for 

(WARC) Bay Road specific improvements 
formerly 

year 

Hawks Prairie 
Landfill 



DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Facility 
Estimated 

Capacity Year Estimated 
Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 

Name 
Value 

or size Needed Cost 

Rainier Drop 
Rainier 19600 $300,000 

5,000 tons Rainier Drop Box 
2016 $100,000 Box per year Improvements 

Rochester 
Rochester 19600 $900,000 

5,000 tons Rochester Drop Box 
2016 $100,000 Drop Box per year Improvements 

WARC 
Included above 
in Thurston 

Process 
WARC County Waste $563,000 

Controls and 
Alarms 

and Recovery 
Center (W ARC). 

WARC 
3.8 million 

Industrial 
WARC 1990 $1,000,000 gallons per 

Wastewater 
Facilities 

year 

WARC Self 
3,000 tons 

Haul Recycle WARC 1988 $250,000 
area 

per year 

WARC 
150 

HazoHouse 
WARC 2010 $2,000,000 customers 

per day 

WARC 
Included above in Thurston County Waste and 

Closed Loop WARC 
Park 

Recovery Center (W ARC). 

WARCMetal 
Material WARC 2007 $300,000 20,000 sf 
Recovery 

WARC Gas 
Construct and/or modify 2016-

collection WARC 2001 $1,250,000 2,500 cfm 
existing collection system 2018 

$2,500,000 
system 

WARC Construct new Automotive 
Equipment WARC 1988 $50,000 500 SF and Equipment Storage 2017 $1300,000 
Storage Bldg. Building 

WARC 205,000 
Expansion to existing 2018-

Transfer WARC 2000 $6,775,000 tons per 
building 2020 

$3,100,000 
Station year 

Public Works Department - Roads 



DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Estimated 
Capacity Year Estimated 

Facility Name Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 
Value 

or size Needed Cost 

TRANSPORTATION 

Rural Minor County-
Note 1 Note 2 14.467 Note 3 

2015 -
$7,578,000 

Arterial Wide 2035 

Rural Major County-
Note 1 Note 2 225.549 Note 3 

2015 -
$120,117,000 

Collector Wide 2035 

Rural Minor County-
Note I Note 2 53.630 Note 3 

2015 -
$31,573,000 

Collector Wide 2035 

Rural Local County-
Note 1 Note 2 483.313 Note 3 

2015 -
$30,834,000 

Access Wide 2035 

Urban County- 2015 -
Principal Note I Note 2 7.308 Note 3 $4,369,000 
Arterial 

Wide 2035 

Urban Minor County-
Note I Note 2 34.667 Note 3 

2015 -
$26,795,000 

Arterial Wide 2035 

Urban County-
Note I Note 2 17.901 Note 3 

2015 -
$8,535,000 

Collector Wide 2035 

Urban Local County-
Note 1 Note 2 184.717 Note 3 2015 -

$5,582,000 
Access Wide 2035 

Bridges 
County-

Note I Note 2 107 Note 3 
2015 -

unknown 
Wide 2035 

Bike Lanes--As upgrades are made to any road above local access, paved shoulders are added which provide space for pedestrian and bicycle use. 

Note I: Date acquired varies for each road and many times even sections of roads have different acquisition dates, some dates go back to 
territorial times. 

Note 2: No valuation for roadway classification exists. The total value of our transportation system is $361,700,000, based on Government 
Accounting Standards (GASB) procedures used to establish bond rating. 

Note 3: See Capital Facilities Plan Supplement "Basis for Selecting Projects For the CFP". 

Central Services Department 



DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Estimated 
Capacity or Year Estimated 

Facility Name Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 
Value 

size Needed Cost 

COUNTY BUILDINGS 

McLane Mud Bay April 2, 2007 $1,112,300 
16,225 Condition Assessment still 

Facilities sq. ft. needs to be updated 

Tilley Block Condition Assessment still 

Building 
Tilley Rd 1986 $237,471 needs to be updated 

Condition Assessment still 
Tilley Sand 

Tilley Rd 1995 $36,489 3,363 sq ft needs to be updated 
Shed 

Condition Assessment still 
Tilley Bldg A-

Tilley Rd 2012 $7,207,243 21,767 sq ft needs to be updated 
Adminstration 

Condition Assessment still 
Tilley Bldg B-

Tilley Rd 2012 $2,086,177 12,619 sq ft needs to be updated 
Traffic 

Condition Assessment still 
Tilley Bldg C-

Tilley Rd 2012 $7,578,933 24,070 sq ft needs to be updated 
Public Works 

Condition Assessment still 
Tilley Bldg D-

Tilley Rd 2012 
Storage 

$1,423,442 11,400 sq ft needs to be updated 

Tilley Bldg E-
Tilley Rd 2012 $4,541,977 11,619sqft 

Condition Assessment still 
EOC needs to be updated 

Roads Condition Assessment still 

Littlerock Littlerock 1971 $45,623 936 sq. ft. needs to be updated 

Equip. Bldg. 

Condition Assessment still 
Roads Rainier 

Rainier 1975 $102,360 
2,100 needs to be updated 

Equip. Bldg. sq. ft. 

Roads Condition Assessment still 

Rochester Rochester 1978 $102,360 
2,100 needs to be updated 

Equip. Bldg. 
sq. ft. 

Condition Assessment still 

Heritage Hall Fairground 1941 $1,579,700 
9,120 
sq. ft 

needs to be updated 

Condition Assessment still 
Benoschek 

Fairground 1993 $329,400 
4,392 needs to be updated 

Building sq. ft 

Condition Assessment still 

Deck Building Fairground 1993 $137,728 
2,560 
sq. ft 

needs to be updated 

Fir Building Fairground 1993 $136,006 
2,528 Condition Assessment still 
sq. ft needs to be updated 



DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Estimated 
Capacity or Year Estimated 

Facility Name Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 
Value 

size Needed Cost 

Sharp Building Fairground 1993 $139,450 
2,528 Condition Assessment still 
sq. ft needs to be updated 

Craft and 
Fairground $334,421 

6,216 Condition Assessment still 
Hobby sq. ft needs to be updated 

Lake Building Fairground 1992 $172,160 
3,200 Condition Assessment still 
sq. ft needs to be updated 

Food Court Fairground $150,640 
2,800 

Fair physical condition 
sq. ft 

Deschutes 
Fairground $42,454 

912 
Fair physical condition 

Grange sq. ft 

Restroom 
Fairground 1993 $228,229 

1,702 Condition Assessment still 
Buildings sq. ft needs to be updated 

Caretakers Condition Assessment still 
Residence 

Fairground April 10, 1998 $42,000 840 sq. ft. 
needs to be updated 

Exposition 
Fairground 2001 $777,100 

7,000 Condition Assessment still 
Hall sq. ft. needs to be updated 

All sheds and 
Fairground Various $49,065 

3,271 
Fair physical condition 

booths sq. ft. 

All Barns Fairground Various $696,000 
48,600 

Fair physical condition 
sq. ft. 

Courthouse 
Olympia 1978 $6,920,156 

45,421 Condition Assessment still 
Bldg. 1 sq. ft. needs to be updated 

35,914 

Courthouse 
Olympia 1978 $8,885,329 

sq. ft. Condition Assessment still 
Bldg.2 Superior Ct.: needs to be updated 

6 Ctrms. 

74,471 Condition Assessment still 
sq. ft. needs to be updated 

Comthouse 
Olympia 1978 $24,192,649 

Jail: 266 
Bldg. 3 beds 

Dist. Ct.: 3 
Ctrms 

Courthouse 
Condition Assessment still 

Olympia 1987 $2,645,973 17,622 needs to be updated 
Bldg. 4 sq. ft. 



DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Estimated 
Capacity or Year Estimated 

Facility Name Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 
Value 

size Needed Cost 

Condition Assessment still 
Bldg. 5 Olympia 2005 $4,120,769 22,000 sq. ft. needs to be updated 

Evaluation and 
Condition Assessment still 

Treatment Olympia 2008 $5,612,875 20,050 sq. ft. 
needs to be updated 

Center 

Condition Assessment still 
3400 Building Olympia 1998 $6,491,507 65,612 sq. ft. needs to be updated 

Condition Assessment still 
Ferguson Tumwater 2006 $693,821 10,800 sq ft. needs to be updated 

Ferguson- Condition Assessment still 

Work Release 
Tumwater 2006 $4,126,006 10,945 sq ft. needs to be updated 

Elections 
10,770 

2905-29th Ave Tumwater 1994 Leased 
sq. NIA 

SW 
ft. 

Records Center Tumwater 1991 Leased 10,000 sq. ft. NIA 

82,000 sq. ft. 
in 4 Ctrms.; 

Juvenile 
Tumwater 1998 opened $18,309,900 

Detention: NIA 
Justice Center 80 beds; Day 

Detention: 
40-80. 

Emergency 
17,997 Condition Assessment 

Services Olympia 1997 $4,003,344 
sq. ft still needs to be updated 

Center 

Courthouse 
Jail Annex and 

Olympia 1997 $766,303 
3,810 sq. ft. 

None NIA NIA 
Bathroom (92 beds) 
Facilities 
Family 

Olympia 1997 Leased 
1,000 NIA 

Support Center sq. ft. 

Health and 
25,836 

Social Service Olympia 2000 $5,963,700 None 
Building 

sq. ft. 

Coroner 
Tumwater 2002 $1,045,000 

6,950 
None NIA NIA Facility sq. ft. 

Drug Court/ 
Olympia 2005 Lease 

5,008 sq. NIA NIA NIA 
Bristol Court ft 



DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT FACILITIES FUTURE IMPROVEMENTS 

Estimated 
Capacity or Year Estimated Facility Name Location Date Acquired Current Needed Improvements 

Value 
size Needed Cost 

Office of 
Assigned 

Olympia 2014 Lease 9,050 sq. ft NIA NIA NIA Counsel-Bldg 
#6 

Accountability 
$43,648,71 100,000 sq. and Restitution Tumwater 2010 NIA NIA NIA 

Center 2 ft. 

Weeds Lease 
at Millersylvania Olympia 2010 Lease 1,400 sq ft NIA NIA NIA 
State Park 

Sheriff 
Storage-New Tumwater 2012 Leased 28,860 NIA NIA NIA 
Market 



V. COUNTY CAPITAL FACILITIES 

A summary of the Level of Service Standards for all of the facilities 
appears at the beginning of this chapter in Section II. 

A. Regional Parks, Trails, Open Spaces and Preserves: 

Recreation, the pursuit of leisure activities, enjoyment of the outdoors and 
preservation of open space, habitat and the natural environment are 
essential elements in maintaining a balance in the quality of life throughout 
Thurston County. 

The Capital Facilities planning process provides a way to establish a 
comprehensive plan that identifies existing resources, involves an 
understanding of community needs, and organizes critical information into 
goals, policies and procedures to acquire, develop, implement, and 
manage parks and recreation assets. 

Thurston County Parks provides for the regional parks and natural 
resource preserve needs of County residents. The Parks Division will 
focus its efforts outside the adopted growth management areas. While this 
focus does not limit the County's ability to work with local communities on 
less than regional issues and in the urban growth management areas, it 
sets a higher priority on regional issues. This defines Thurston County 
Parks' mission as providing regional parks, public/private enterprise parks, 
natural resource/preserves and trails and greenways. 

Thurston County Parks recognizes the importance of coordinating its 
efforts with other municipal park and recreation based agencies, school 
districts, parks and recreation districts, private industry and other entities 
with similar missions. Thurston County participates as a partner to 
maximize available resources in meeting the recreation, trail and natural 
resource preserve needs of the entire county. 

Thurston County currently has 33 park sites, accounting for a total of 2,645 
acres. These sites include twelve active parks (631 acres), only five of 
which are fully or partially developed, six preserves and three historic sites 
(1, 158 acres) and 12 trails/trail properties, accounting for 47.8 miles of 
planned 58-mile recreational trail system. Approximately 34.3 miles of the 
trail system have been developed. The rest of the trail system is currently 
undeveloped. The county focuses on providing parks, trails and preserves 
that contain special features intended to be used by all residents of the 
county. 

In 2012, the Parks and Recreation Department and Board of County 
Commissioners adopted an updated Parks Plan and Level of Service 



Standards (LOS). This new plan insures that ongoing work plans and 
priorities are in line with current needs and demands of the public and is 
coordinated with efforts and projects of other public agencies. 

Thurston County Park's LOS is 3.5 acres per 1,000 resident population. 
This 3.5acre/1,000 residents LOS, based on projected 2017 population 
data, creates a need for 878 acres of operational park land. 

Since Thurston County has 288 acres of parkland and trails developed and 
operational, the net increase of land dedicated for park and trail purposes 
that meets the LOS standard is 590 acres. This LOS standard amounts to 
a total of 406 acres of Urban/Regional Park land, 61 acres of Public/Private 
Enterprise Park land, and 123 acres of Greenways/Trail lands. Park 
Classifications and details of park development are found in the 
Comprehensive Parks, Recreation, Trails and Natural Resource Preserve 
Plan. 

When the proposed land acquisitions in this six year Capital Facilities Plan 
are added to the current acreage, an adequate LOS is maintained to 
address the needs and demands of an increasing population through 
2017. To insure proper planning for specific needs through the 2021, the 
Parks Plan is reviewed annually and is fully updated every five years. As 
part of this long-range planning process, the county will explore acquisition 
of valuable active park, preserve or other properties that may become 
available on an "opportunity to acquire" basis. Parklands to be acquired 
will be focused on meeting specific needs for types of park facilities, not 
met by other jurisdictions and/or the private sector. The size and amount 
of specific recreational facilities will vary from area to area, and for a 
specific Park sub-classification. 

Based on public input, the County has identified the highest priority needs 
as development and acquisition of multiple use trails, water access sites, 
picnic sites and natural resource preserves. 

User fees are currently being utilized for county parks. The fees help to 
support parks operations and maintenance. [Resolution No. 14450 
( 12/17 /1 O)] 

PARKS AND RECREATION OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES: 

OBJECTIVE 1-K: Parks, Trails, and Preserves - The County should 
provide parks, trails and preserves to serve all residents of the county, with 
needs and funding coordinated with other local governments within the 
county. 



POLICIES: 

1. The County should work with cities and other local governments to 
coordinate park needs throughout the county and to identify regional 
funding strategies. 

2. Acquisition of parks, trails and preserves and development rights to 
farmlands should occur in a coordinated manner, within an overall 
plan that identifies priorities, funding sources and a timetable for 
acquisition. 

3. County-wide funding methods where the cities and schools districts 
may participate with the county should be explored as a means of 
coordinating acquisition, operation, and maintenance of public parks, 
open spaces, and year-round recreational programs. 

4. Regional parks should be provided by the county to serve all 
residents of the county District parks should serve residents of 
higher intensity growth portions of the unincorporated county. Area 
residents, adjacent cities and others should participate in the funding 
for acquisition and support of the district parks. 

5. The county should cooperate with other public agencies to share 
public facilities for park and year-round recreation use by county 
residents. 

6. An intergovernmental funding system should be established to 
acquire, maintain and operate parks and to involve participation by 
school districts, city and county governments, and others. Such 
approaches should be explored as county-wide bond measures and 
a county-wide parks and recreation district. 

7. A cooperative program with the cities and school districts should be 
established to acquire lands for new community and neighborhood 
parks in the unincorporated urban growth area, as new schools sites 
are established. 

8. Existing schools should be considered as a resource to meet the 
needs for parks, and the county should help fund the use of school 
facilities for park and year-round recreational use by county 
residents. 

9. In acquiring and developing parks, trails and other recreation 
facilities, the County should explore every opportunity to create 
revenue centers within the park system to generate funding for 
ongoing park maintenance and operation needs. 

NOTE: See Natural Environment Chapter for other park policies. 



1 able o-4 
PARKS and OPEN SPACE CAPITAL PROJECTS 

2016 - 2021 

REVENUES FOR PROJECTS 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Yr. Total 
Fund Source 

Bonds 

Grants $1,000 000 $350,000 $500,000 $1,850 000 

Impact Fees $250,000 $200,000 $100,000 $100,000 $650,000 

REET (Real Estate Excise Tax) $1,150 000 $500 000 $100,000 $1,750,000 

Trail Permit Fees $15 000 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000 $20 000 $2,000 $82,000 

TOTALS $1,415,000 $1,515,000 $315,000 $465,000 $120,000 $502,000 $4,332,000 

EXPENDITURES FOR PROJECTS 2016 2017 
Project Name Type Fund Source 

2018 2019 2020 2021 6 Yr. Total 

Lacey I Olympia UGA 

Chehalis Western Trail Dev R/GN $275,000 $200,000 $215,000 $690,000 

Rainier I Yelm I Tenino UGA 

Yelm - Tenino Trail Dev GN/l/TP $215,000 $120,000 $335,000 

Tumwater UGA 

Guerin Park Dev GN $240,000 $240,000 

Gate - Belmore trail (1 )(2) Dev/AcQ GN/R/I $850 000 $1,000,000 $1,850,000 

Kennevdell Park Dev l/R $100,000 $100,000 

Rural Thurston County 

Facilitv lmorovements Dev R/TP $140,000 $115,000 $100,000 $355,000 

Burfoot Bulkhead Dev R $100 000 $100 000 

Parks and Trails Master Plan MP R/I $10 000 $10 000 

Deschutes Falls Park Dev R $150 000 $150 000 

Coooer Point Park Dev GN $500 000 $500 000 

Monarch Park (planninq) MP R/I $1 000 $1 000 

Parks Trails and Ooen Soace Acouisition AcQ R/l/D/GN $1,000 $1 000 

TOTALS $1,415,000 $1,515,000 $315,000 $465,000 $120,000 $502,000 $4,332,000 

DEBT SERVICE AMOUNT 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 Total 

Future Bonds $277 824 $277 824 $277 824 $277 824 $277 824 $277 824 $1 666 944 

Total Debt Service $277,824 $277,824 $277,824 $277,824 $277,824 $277,824 $1,666,944 

LEGEND: 
GC Grant Committed I Impact Fees DEV Development 
GN Grant Noncommitted R Real Estate Excise Tax AcQ Acquisition 
D Donations TP Trail Permit Fees MP Master plan 

NOTE: 
(1) Gate Belmore Trail Funding is also located in the Roads CFP 
(2) 2016 $750,000 is for purchase of northern 1.5 r 1.3 miles of Railroad rirgth-of-way from BNSF 

Completed Projects New Projects: Dropped Projects 
None None None 
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B. Solid Waste: 

The RCW 70.95.080 states that: "Each county within the state, in cooperation 
with the various cities located within such county, prepare a coordinated, 
comprehensive solid waste management plan." Thurston County coordinated 
with local jurisdictions to develop the Thurston County Solid Waste Management 
Plan of 1993 and subsequent plans of 2001 and 2009. 

This Solid Waste Capital Facilities Plan identifies those capital projects required 
to: 1) meet the policy goals and objectives in the Thurston County Solid Waste 
Management Plan of 2009 and Thurston County Comprehensive Plan; 2) comply 
with federal and state law; and 3) address facility safety, operational, capacity 
and obsolescence issues. 

Prioritization and Scheduling 
A project assessment process objectively ranks projects based on a project's 
ability to meet Level of Service (LOS) units including regulatory compliance, 
health/safety goals and policies, sustainability, technical feasibility and 
associated project costs. Projects are scheduled over a six-year period relative 
to their ranking. Higher ranking scores indicate a higher priority; whereas lower 
scores indicate lower priority. 

Any project that addresses multiple LOS units will score relatively high and is 
considered a priority project. For example, a project required by a solid waste 
regulation for handling municipal solid waste may also address public/employee 
safety and meet a specific local agency planning policy or goal. Projects that 
address fewer LOS units receive a lower ranking score and will be scheduled 
accordingly. 

In cases where a priority project requires other ranked projects to be constructed 
first in order to proceed, the lesser projects receive the same ranking as the 
higher priority project. Projects currently under engineering design, 
environmental permitting, and/or construction efforts have a priority over other 
projects. Shifting priorities is therefore avoided to maintain a programmatic 
approach to both successfully and efficiently complete the Annual and 6YR 
capital plan. Changes in priorities occur only when an unforeseen circumstance 
causes a capital failure requiring immediate attention. 

Funding 
Solid waste capital projects are typically funded through two-revenue sources, 
including solid waste tipping fees and post-closure reserve funds. Tipping fees 
are those rates, charges and fees paid by the self-haul (public) and commercial 
customers that use Thurston County Solid Waste Facilities. In 2009, the Board 
of County Commissioners adopted an ordinance establishing solid waste tipping 



fees for the Waste and Recovery Center and Drop Box Facilities effective January 
1, 2010. The ordinance also automatically increases 
the tipping rates from $80/ton to $11 Olton on Jan 1, 2010. The current tipping 
fees plus an increase scheduled for January 1, 2012 of $9/ton appear sufficient 
to fund planned solid waste programs and capital facility projects for the next 1 O 
years. Programs and projects are reviewed annually. Future tipping fees and 
annual adjustments may be modified at the Board's discretion, if the tipping fees 
plus the automatic annual adjustments are insufficient to fund planned solid 
waste activities. 

WAC 173-350-600 requires municipal corporations establish a financial surety 
known as a Post Closure Reserve to fund monitoring, maintenance and other 
activities on a closed landfill for a period of thirty-years. Thurston County 
established this reserve by dedicating a portion of tipping fees to the Post 
Closure Reserve from the early 1990s through December 31st 2002. The post 
closure care period was subsequently initiated January 1, 2003. As of December 
31st2014 the county had approximately$ 15,969,000 in post closure reserve. 

Capital projects required to maintain the closed landfill cells are funded from the 
post closure reserve. The following table shows what projects are being funded 
through post closure funds and what projects are being funded through tipping 
fees. 

Solid Waste Goals and Policies 
GOAL: PROVIDE FOR THE MANAGEMENT OF SOLID WASTE AND 
HAZARDOUS WASTES ON A COUNTY-WIDE BASIS, INCLUDING 
PLANNING FOR FACILITIES AND SERVICES. 

POLICIES: 
1. The county should require that handling and disposal of solid and 
hazardous waste be done in ways that minimize land, air and water 
pollution and protect public health. 

2. The county should undertake strategies for dealing with solid wastes in the 
following order: waste reduction, recycling, energy recovery, and proper, safe 
disposal. 

3. The county should continually explore new approaches for waste 
reduction, recycling, energy recovery, and methods of disposing of solid 
wastes. 

4. The county should continue to implement programs recommended in the 
county's Moderate Risk Waste Plan to provide for safe disposal of 
household and small business hazardous wastes outside of landfills. 



5. The county should seek practical solutions to problems of illegal dumping. 

6. The county should require that dredging and disposal of sediments be 
done in a manner that does not pose serious health risk to humans or 
result in adverse effects to water and land resources, including biological 
organisms. 

7. The county should require that all facilities which store, process or use 
hazardous materials or generate or treat hazardous wastes in their 
operations be sited in compliance with state and local laws, best 
management practices for the protection of groundwater, surface waters, 
and air quality and be periodically monitored for compliance with such laws 
and practices. 

8. The county should implement and update the county Moderate Risk Waste 
Plan. 

9. The county should maintain and update the county Solid Waste Management 
Plan. 

10. The county should support and enhance waste reduction and recycling 
efforts. 

11. The county should act as the coordinating entity in the upland disposal of 
clean and contaminated dredge sediments, under the authority of Article 5 
of the Sanitary Code. 

12. The county should revise the Zoning Code to ensure consistency with the 
adopted Moderate Risk Waste Plan, the Northern Thurston County Ground 
Water Management Plan, the Critical Areas Ordinance and the 
Comprehensive Plan's policies. 

13. The county should encourage through education and technical assistance 
the use of safer, less hazardous products and the reduction of hazardous 
materials. 

14. The county should consult with the appropriate regional transportation 
planning agencies and neighboring jurisdictions prior to establishing 
prohibitions for commercial hazardous materials. 



Table 6-5 
Public Works Solid Waste Projects 

2016 - 2021 

REVENUES FOR PROJECTS 
Fund Source 

Solid Waste Tipping Fees, Rates and Charges' 

Post Closure Reserve (PCR) 2 

Other3 

TOTALS 

EXPENDITURES FOR PROJECTS 
Project Name 

City of Lacey Urban Growth Area 

WARC Transfer Station Exoansion 

WARC Automotive, Eauioment Storaae Area and Field Office 

Solid Waste Facilities Assessment 

Post Landfill Closure lmorovements 

Beneficial Re-use of Closed Landfill 

WARC Landfill Settlement and Repairs 

WARC Water Resevoir Tank 

WARC Public Tiooina Storm Water Convevance Line 

Rural Thurston County 

Rainier Droo Box lmorovements 
Rochester Drop Box Improvements 

TOTALS 

Notes: 

I Fund Source I 

Fees 

Fees 

fees 

PCR 

PCR 

PCR 

Fees 

Fees 

Fees 
Fees 

1Funding sources include: Fees= Solid Waste Tipping fees, rates and charges. 
2PCR= Post-Closure reserve funds. 

2016 2017 

$550,000 $1,400,000 

$1,631,000 $1,000,000 

$2,181,000 $2,400,000 

2016 I 2017 

$1,200,000 

$200,000 

$1,481,000 $1,000,000 

$50 000 

$100,000 

$200,000 

$150 000 

$100 000 
$100 000 

$2,181,000 $2,400,000 

30ther revenue could include other local agencies, grants, providing funding for mutually benefical projects 

Dropped Projects: 

WARC Development (Yard Debris Area) 

New Projects: 
Water Reservoir 
Public Tipping Area Area Stormwater Conveyance 

Completed Projects: 

None 

6-? 

2018 

$200,000 

$650,000 

$850,000 

I 2018 

$100,000 

$100,000 

$500,000 

$50 000 

$100 000 

$850,000 

2019 2020 2021 6-Yr. Total 

$1,500,000 $1,500,000 $100,000 $5,250,000 

$150,000 $3,431,000 

$1,500,000 $1,650,000 $100,000 $8,681,000 

I 2019 I 2020 I 2021 I 6 Yr. Total 

$1,500,000 $1 500,000 $3,100,000 

$1,300,000 

$2,981,000 

$50,000 $150,000 

$100,000 $300,000 

$200,000 

$150 000 

$50 000 $150 000 
$50 000 $150 000 

$1,500,000 $1,650,000 $100,000 $8,481,000 

Revised 10/28/15 I 



C. Stormwater Facilities: 

Thurston County's rich diversity of terrain, including mountain foothills, high 
bluffs, floodplains, wetlands, and multiple drainage basins leading to Puget 
Sound and the Pacific Ocean via the Chehalis River, provide extensive wildlife 
habitat, potable water and interesting challenges in managing impacts of 
development. Chapter 9 of the Comprehensive Plan provides policy guidance 
related to how stormwater should be managed in Thurston County to the 
maximum extent practicable avoiding adverse impacts to the natural 
environment. The County recently completed a number of important tools for 
managing stormwater in accordance with these policies, including basin 
characterizations and a GIS inventory of existing facilities. These tools will 
support the County in assuring that natural wetlands, streams, lakes and rivers 
are preserved in their most natural states or that impacts to them are mitigated. 

These tools as well as existing basin plans will be used by the Thurston County 
Stormwater Management Utility to augment current capital plans. The original 
Stormwater Utility was formed in 1986 in the northern part of the county pursuant 
to Chapter 36.89 RCW. The stormwater utility has completed seven (7) basin 
plans to date, and has partnered with the cities on two others. The County will 
share the cost of constructing facilities within the Woodland, Chambers and 
Moxlie Basins with the Cities of Lacey, Olympia and Tumwater. Planning for the 
peninsulas and more rural basins will be undertaken to complete basin planning 
efforts for all the county drainage basins as funding and priorities allow. 

In 20081, the Stormwater Management Utility was expanded countywide to 
address NPDES permitting and countywide basin planning. Projects for the 
expanded area will be generated by the basin characterization and GIS inventory 
mentioned above. The stormwater facilities in this Capital Facilities Plan (CFP) 
are placed on the 6-year and 20-year stormwater CFP, as well as for capital 
projects intended to address emerging environmental or regulatory issues 
relating to flooding, water quality and/or habitat degradation. Annually, projects 
are comprehensively reviewed and prioritized according to a ranking system. 
This ranking system was first established in 2002. The ranking system was 
revised in 2008, 2010, and most recently, in 2013 and considers: 

1. Location 
a. UGA and NPDES Permit boundaries 
b. Fish bearing waters, BIBI monitoring points 
c. Proximity to water body, stream size 
d. Well head protection areas 
e. High ADT roadway or high use sites 

1 Board of County Commissioners action on August 6, 2007 
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f. Number of projects previously completed in the area 

2. Project Feasibility 
a. Ease of permitting 

b. Potential utility or site constraints 

c. Parcel ownership and number of parcels involved 

d. Community acceptance of the project 

e. Access for construction and maintenance 

f. Project impact on site use and operations (mainly commercial and 
industrial considerations) 

g. Sufficiency of space 

h. Existing grading and drainage and infrastructure configuration 

i. Level of existing treatment and flow control 

3. Compliance with federal and state water quality regulations 
a. Identified in long range plan document 

b. Facility maintenance identified in resource plan 

c. Project required under regulatory action 

4. Protection of People and Property 

a. Project reduces threat to human safety, health or welfare. 

b. Frequency of reoccurrences 

c. Existing drainage problem 

d. Detrimental impact to public facilities 

e. Problem Frequency 

f. Provides maximum benefit to ratepayers 

g. Protects water Quality 

h. Enhances environmental protection to sensitive resources 

5. Water Quality and Quantity 
a. Total area treated or project size for restoration projects 
b. % impervious in the tributary area 
c. Closed conveyance vs. open conveyance 
d. Land use 
e. Amount and degree of treatment provided 
f. Pollutant removal effectiveness 
g. Degree and amount of flow control provided 
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h. Overall efficiency of project 

6. Environment, Habitat & Ecology 
a. Environmental enhancement and benefits 

b. Habitat enhancement for fish 
c. Habitat enhancement for other species 

d. Priority habitats in the vicinity 

e. Forest, native vegetation, or soils restoration 

f. Recreational, open space, and connectivity considerations 

7. Public Stewardship 
a. Cost per treated area and cost to stormwater utility 
b. Special opportunity for high priority project may be lost 
c. Significant reduction in maintenance and operations costs 
d. Support economic development by solving regional stormwater 

problem 
e. Urgent problem 
f. Supports interjurisdictional solutions 
g. Increases public education and citizen involvement 

8. Discretionary Rating 
a. Best professional judgement of evaluator to take in consideration 

other project factors not captured above 

Once ranked, each project is given additional consideration as it relates to 
drainage basin planning and utility needs, as appropriate. 

The following projects were ranked using the system described: 

Capital Project Priority/Why Needed Status 

Woodland Creek Estates Priority #1 Feasibility analysis 
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Capital Project Priority/Why Needed Status 

- Retrofit Water quality treatment and concept design 
retrofit to address bacterial completed in 2013. 
pollutants to Woodland Preliminary design 
Creek. and 90% design in 

2014 under Ecology 
Capacity Grant. 
Construction in 201 6. 

Woodard Retrofit Study - Priority #2 Pre-Design 
Site 5 Runoff treatment for roadway completed. Design in 

and adjacent property runoff. 2016 and 

Enhanced roadside ditches construction in 2017. 

and filter vault. Treats 12.3 
acres. 91% of runoff treated . 

Woodard Retrofit Study- Priority #3 Pre-Design 
Site 1 Runoff treatment for roadway completed. Design in 

and adjacent property runoff. 2016 and 

Roadside bioretention and construction in 2017. 

filter vault. Treats 9.1 acres. 
91 % of runoff treated. 

Woodard Retrofit Study - Priority #4 Pre-Design 
Site 2 Runoff treatment for roadway completed. Design in 

and adjacent property runoff. 2017 and 

Enhanced roadside ditch and construction in 2018. 

filter vault. Treats 12.4 acres. 
91 % of runoff treated. 

Woodard Retrofit Study - Priority #5 Pre-Design 
Site 3 Runoff treatment for roadway completed. Design in 

and adjacent property runoff. 2016 and 

Roadside bioretention and construction in 2017. 

enhanced roadside ditch. 
Treats 6.0 acres. 96% of 
runoff treated. 
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Capital Project Priority/Why Needed Status 

Woodard Retrofit Study - Priority #6 Pre-Design 
Site 4 Runoff treatment for roadway completed. Design in 

and adjacent property runoff. 2018 and 

Roadside bioretention construction in 2019. 

swales. Treats 159 acres. 
40-4 7% of runoff treated. 

Manzanita Rd. Priority# 7 Feasibility analysis 

Reduce marine shoreline and concept design 

erosion at outfall in 2014. Final design 
begins 2018 with 
construction 2019. 

Cedar Shores Priority# 8 Feasibility analysis 
Subdivision Pond Retrofit Upgrade existing stormwater and concept design 

pond to provide water quality in 2014. Final design 

treatment and reduce gull:ey in 2018 and 

erosion. construction in 2019. 

Donnelly Drive Priority# 9 Feasibility analysis 

Reduce urban street and concept design 

flooding, reduce peak flows in 2014. Final design 

to Chambers Ditch and treat begins 2019. 

stormwater before discharge Construction begins 

to ground water and in 2020. 

Chambers Ditch 

Swayne Rd. Priority #1 O Preliminary and 90% 

Reduce marine shoreline design completed in 

erosion at outfall 2014 under a 
Capacity Grant from 
Ecology. Final 
design in 2015. 
Construction in 2016. 

Sherwood Firs Priority # 11 Feasibility analysis 
and concept design 

6-40 



Capital Project Priority/Why Needed Status 

Reduce local flooding and in 2015. Final design 
provide WQ treatment begins 2020 with 

construction in 2021. 

Stuart Place Priority # 12 Feasibility analysis 

Reduce local flooding and and concept design 

provide WQ treatment in 2014. Final design 
begins 2020 with 
construction in 2021. 

Tilley Rd.@ the curves Culvert Replacement to Planning and design 
reduce local flooding in 2013/2014. 

Construction in 2015. 
Joint project with 
Public Works. 

Waddell Creek Rd. @ Culvert replacement to Continued monitoring 
Pants Creek reduce local flooding and required prior to start 

improve fish passage of design. Design in 
2017 with 
construction in 2018. 
Joint project with 
Public Works. 

Cedar Flats Road at Culvert replacement to Planning and design 
Swift Creek reduce local flooding and begins 2020. 

provide fish passage Construction in 2021. 
Joint project with 
Public Works. 

Munson Road at Swift Culvert replacement to Planning and design 
Creek reduce local flooding and begins in 2020. 

provide fish passage Construction in 2021. 
Joint project with 
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Capital Project Priority/Why Needed Status 

Public Works. 

Stormwater Retrofit Using similar methodology to Complete one study 
Studies study completed for approximately every 

Woodard Creek Basin 2 years. Need to 
additional basins within prioritize basins for 
Thurston County will be studies. Eld/Mclane 
studied to identify at least 5 and Lower 
retrofit projects for further Deschutes are 
programming and potential candidates 
construction. during this 6-year 

plan. 

Retrofit Study Projects Projects identified in Specific project 
additional basin retrofit identification will 
studies will be programmed result from the 
for design and construction stormwater retrofit 
with one project studies proposed for 
approximately every two basins throughout the 
years. county. 

Thurston County In-lieu Project underway Purchase of initially 
Fee Program Property Pilot project In-lieu-fee identified property not 
Acquisition/Wetland habitat enhancement and completed. New 
Mitigation wetland restoration property being 

considered and 
purchase anticipated 
in 2015/2016. 

Land Acquisition Opportunity Land acquisition is 

Land acquisition is executed executed as 

as opportunities supported opportunities 

by the Board of County supported by the 

Commissioners are Board of County 

authorized. Commissioners are 
authorized. 
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Capital Project Priority/Why Needed Status 

Future Capital Facility Unknown Drainage Facility 
Projects Projects to be identified Mapping was 

during county-wide drainage completed it 2014. 

infrastructure mapping Results to be used to 

assessment efforts. identify projects. 

Capital Facilities Capital Replacements Six existing facilities 
Replacement Detailed assessments of were assessed in 
Assessment existing capital facilities 2015 and an 

approaching end of life to additional six facilities 

evaluate remaining life. will be assessed in 
2016-2020. 

Reserve For Future Built facilities depreciate Annual contributions 
Capital replacement annually, a future began in 2011. 

replacement fund preserves 
the Utility's infrastructure. 

Emergency Reserve Reserve to repair existing Lump sum 
infrastructure damage due to contribution in 2016 
natural disaster or pay for 
emergency response. 

The stormwater utility is completed a seven-year project to acquire data that will 
provide a detailed map of the County's drainage systems. This work assessed 
the integrity of each drainage component and will aid in identifying future capital 
facility projects. The stormwater utility is assessing the data collected by 
contractors and evaluating it to ensure it is a consistent and repeatable method. 
This effort will be complete in 2016 and will be used to identify stormwater retrofit 
project opportunities in selected high priority basins on an ongoing basis. 

Types of Stormwater Facilities: 

There are three types of stormwater facilities. 

Flood Control Facilities: Retrofit of stormwater storage facilities to add storage 
capacity or increase infiltration such as additional dry well disposal systems; and 
enlarged conveyances with new collection and detention systems within existing 
developed areas. 
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Water Quality Facilities: Install or retrofit treatment devices to existing dry well, 
detention, infiltration and conveyance systems discharging to surface or ground 
water. Treatment devices might include wet ponds, constructed wetlands, 
bioretention (rain gardens), grit separators, filters in vaults, bio-swales or other 
best management practices or new technologies. 

Habitat Facilities/Surveys: Install in-stream structures to improve fish passage 
and improve down-gradient shellfish habitat. (Placement of large woody debris, 
riparian cover, bank stabilization projects are not included in the CFP, but in the 
stormwater base budget.) Conduct habitat surveys to identify and quantify 
stream health and down-gradient shellfish areas in association with capital facility 
planning efforts. 

In many instances, flood control facilities (which are intended to provide 
additional storage) often provide water quality and/or habitat improvements. The 
additional storage can allow settling of pollutant-carrying sediments. The storage 
also provides additional detention time, before peak flows enter the stream 
system. This aids by reducing peak flow rates and erosion of the existing stream 
channel, which can inhibit fish passage and degrade spawning and shellfish 
areas. 

Some of the current CFP projects are located within the county's shellfish 
districts. However, it is recognized that applying current stormwater best 
management practices to these projects may not be effective in reducing fecal 
coliform loading. Therefore, the county encourages infiltration of stormwater 
within the shellfish districts as a primary means of managing and treating 
stormwater whenever technically feasible. 

None of the proposed facilities include combining stormwater with domestic 
sewage (e.g. CSO) and transporting the combined fluids to a waste water 
treatment plant. 

The majority of the proposed stormwater capital facility projects in this plan are 
intended to correct or alleviate existing flooding, water quality or habitat 
problems, as well as address public health and safety issues. 

Dedicated Storm and Surface Water Utility Rates and Charges for Capital 
Facilities: 

Table 6-6 highlights specific capital facility projects, which will be designed and 
constructed with a dedicated stormwater capital facility rate or a combination of 
rates and other funding sources. The projects on this 6-year list are taken from 
the 20-year CFP that in turn is based upon projects identified in adopted 
stormwater basin plans and projects intended to address emerging issues. 

For any projects planned and constructed within the Urban Growth Area (UGA) 
for Olympia, Lacey, or Tumwater, reimbursement for county-funded expenditures 
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related to constructed capital facilities within a city's UGA is subject to further 
review and future policy decisions. The future policy decisions should also 
consider how reimbursement might occur for planned capital facilities within 
future annexations. 

From preliminary assessment, revenues generated by the rates and charges for 
each city's stormwater utility may not be sufficient to reimburse the county for the 
total capital expenditures associated with constructing stormwater facilities within 
annexed areas in any one year, however over time reimbursement is possible. 

This plan includes stormwater facilities across most of the unincorporated area of 
Thurston County 

In 1998 a capital facility rate was incorporated into the stormwater rates. By 
1999, there was enough public interest to expand the Storm and Surface Water 
Utility rate boundary south to include the Salmon Creek Drainage Basin, located 
south of Tumwater, WA. 

Utility rates and charges collected from within the boundary expansion, combined 
with a grant and a portion of the real estate excise tax, funded a study to identify 
the basin's stormwater and shallow groundwater problems, as well as evaluate 
possible solutions. The Storm and Surface Water Utility rates and charges took 
effect for the Salmon Creek Drainage Basin in August 1999. 

[Resolution No.13265 12/20/04] 

In August 2007, the County expanded the stormwater utility making stormwater 
services county-wide beginning January 2008. These services include planning 
for and implementing capital facilities projects in the south County. 

[Resolution No.13876 8/06/07] 

STORMWATER OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES: 

OBJECTIVE 1-G: Stormwater Facilities - Thurston County will coordinate with 
jurisdictions that share stormwater drainage basins to provide stormwater 
facilities and related management programs that protect surface and ground 
water quality and habitat, prevent chronic flooding from stormwater, maintain 
natural stream hydrology and protect aquatic resources. 

POLICIES: 

1. Thurston County will work with local governments within the same 
drainage basins to develop common standards and design requirements 
for stormwater facilities. The County will also plan together with the other 
jurisdictions for major regional stormwater facilities. Maintenance of 
stormwater facilities, such as retention ponds and street drainage systems, 
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could be handled by each jurisdiction separately or together with other 
jurisdictions. 

2. Stormwater utility rates should recognize and implement other 
Comprehensive Plan recommendations such as providing incentives to 
preserve agriculture and forestry lands through reduced rates. 

3. Comprehensive Drainage Basin Plans, retrofit studies and restoration 
studies will be used to identify and prioritize necessary stormwater 
services and capital facilities. As new Basin Plans are adopted and retrofit 
and restoration studies completed, the County should periodically review 
and update the Stormwater element of the Capital Facilities Plan. Basin 
Plans should also be periodically reviewed and updated to address 
changing environmental conditions. 

4. Thurston County should address emerging flooding, water quality, and 
habitat issues as they arise, and in a timely manner, to avoid adverse 
impacts to residents, critical areas, resource lands, or infrastructure. 

NOTE: See Natural Environment and Utilities Chapters for other policies related 
to stormwater management. 
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Table 6-6 
Resource Stewardship/Storm & Surface Water Utility - Capital Facilities Plan 

2016 - 2021 

REVENUES FOR PROJECTS 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
Fund Source 

Rates - Resolution 11860 + Ending Fund Bal $2,974,167 $1,479,678 $1,647,327 $1,816,616 $1,816,616 

Grants/Loans 1 $1,680,640 $250,250 $344,750 $210,500 $255,000 

Non Profit and Private Funds Sources $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 $20,000 

Capital Replacement Reserve 

TOTALS $4,654,807 $1,749,928 $2,012,077 $2,047,116 $2,091,616 

EXPENDITURES FOR PROJECTS Fund Source 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 
Proiect Name 
Citv of Olympia Urban Growth Area 

Donellv Drive - Infiltration Gallerv SW Rates $67,000 $150,000 

Stuart Place - Convevance & Treatment SW Rates $55,000 

Woodard Creek Retrofit - Site 11 SW Rates/Grant $145,000 $330,000 

Citv of Lacey Urban Growth Area 

Woodland Creek Estates Retrofit1 SW Rates/Grant $455,000 

Sherwood Fires - Phase II SW Rates $58,000 

Citv of Tumwater Urban Growth Area 

None 

Citv of Yelm Urban Growth Area 

None 

Grand Mound Urban Growth Area 

None 

Rural Thurston Countv and/or Not Limited to one UGA 

In-lieu Fee Proqram Prop. Acquisition/Wetland Mitiga Grant $1,427,140 

Tilley Road @ the Curves - Culvert3 SW Rates $67,000 $30,000 

Woodard Creek Retrofit- Site 5 (NEW) 1 SW Rates/Grant $82,000 $327,000 

Swavne Road - Convevance & Treatment SW Rates $223,000 

Woodard Creek Retrofit- Site 3 (NEW) 1 SW Rates/Grant $32,000 $122,000 

Woodard Creek Retrofit- Site 2 (NEW) 1 SW Rates/Grant $62,000 $250,000 

Woodard Creek Retrofit - Site 4(NEW)1 SW Rates/Grant $144,000 $575,000 

Cedar Shores Retrofitt1
·
2 SW Rates/Grants $45,000 $107,000 

Manzanita Road Conveyance SW Rates $55,000 $280,000 

Waddell Creek @ Pants Creek - Culvert3 SW Rates $128,000 

Munson Road @l Swift Creek - Culvert3 SW Rates 

Cedar Flats Rd. @ Swift Creek - Culvert3 SW Rates 

Stormwater Retrofit Studies 1 SW Rates/Grants $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 

Retrofit Study Projects 1 SW Rates/Grants $160,000 $640,000 $160,000 $720,000 

Capital Facility Replacement Assessments SWRepl Fund $22,000 $4,000 $5,000 $2,000 

Land Acauisition/Conservation SSWU/Non Profit $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 

Emeroencv Capital Proiects (NEW)4 SW Rates $250,000 

Future CaPital Proiects5 SW Rates $303,000 $400 000 $400 000 $400 000 

Reserve for Future Capital Replacement SW Rates $275,625 $283 894 $298,088 $312,993 $330 000 
TOTALS $3,328,765 $1,671,894 $2,315,088 $1,953,993 $2,063,000 

NOTES: 
1 Includes grants currently awarded and an assumed grant funding rate of 25% applied to future projects with a water quality element. 
2This project may be contingent on negotiated cost sharing between the county and local Homeowners Association. 
3 Joint Stormwater Utility & Public Works Project - Only SSWU costs shown. 

2021 6-Yr. Total 

$1,816,616 $11,551,020 

$140,000 $2,881,140 

$20,000 $100,000 

$1,976,616 $14,532,160 

2021 6 Yr. Total 

$250,000 $467,000 

$280,000 $335,000 

$475,000 

$455,000 

$370,000 $428,000 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$1,427,140 

$97,000 

$409,000 

$223,000 

$154,000 

$312,000 

$719,000 

$152,000 

$335,000 

$128,000 

$297,000 $297,000 

$284,000 $284,000 

$900,000 

$560,000 $2,240,000 

$11,000 $44,000 

$50,000 $300,000 

$250,000 

$497 420 $2,000 420 

$350 000 $1,850 600 
$2,949,420 $14,282,160 

4 This reserve established for emergent projects associated with flooding or other stormwater emergency. Identified in rating setting process for 2015-2019 Stormwater 
5 Projects not associated with a retrofit study that are identified and programmed into the CFP in future years. 
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D. Water and Sewer Systems: 

Rural Areas: 

As a matter of policy, Thurston County does not provide municipal water and/or 
municipal sewer service to rural areas, with the exception of those areas where a 
public health-related issue or water quality concern necessitates county 
involvement. Therefore, this plan does not provide for programmatic construction 
of capital facilities in association with rural sewer and water systems, which are 
not currently owned, operated, and maintained by the county. 

The county owns 2 rural water systems (Boston Harbor and Tamoshan), and 3 
rural sewer systems (Boston Harbor, Tamoshan/Beverly Beach, and Olympic 
View), and one sewer line system in the Lacey Urban Growth Area (Woodland 
Creek Sanitary Sewer). 

There are occasions when other rural privately-owned water and sewer systems 
experience operating troubles or failures which have a high potential for affecting 
a high risk of public health. In those cases the county will often assist the local 
residents in the planning, engineering and construction of improvements to the 
existing water and sewer systems to solve these local problems. 

This plan also recognizes some existing privately-owned rural water systems 
may fail financially and become either another municipality's responsibility or a 
county responsibility by default. 

Urban Growth Areas: 

City UGAs: Sewer and water systems are expected to be provided to 
unincorporated parts of areas identified and zoned for urban growth, with these 
systems constructed as the areas urbanize. The cities are typically responsible 
for extending these services within the unincorporated parts of urban growth 
areas. The Woodland Creek sewer line is operated and maintained by the City 
of Lacey by agreement between the city and the county. The county will own 
the system until the construction loan is paid off at which time the system will 
come under the ownership of the City of Lacey. 

Grand Mound UGA: An urban growth area was established in the 
Rochester/Grand Mound area in the late 1970s. The UGA boundaries and 
zoning were updated in 1995. A Utility Local Improvement District (ULID) was 
formed through approval by the community in late 1996 to provide water and 
sewer system improvements in the Grand Mound UGA. Both water and sewer 
systems are in operation providing service to customers located within the UGA. 
In 2002, the county established policies to provide water service to properties 
located outside of the UGA. 

Lacey UGA: An urban growth area was established in the Lacey area in the 
early 1990s. The UGA boundaries and zoning were updated in compliance with 
City and County Joint Planning for the Lacey UGA. Thurston County has 
received loan and grant from the Washington State Department of Ecology to 



converted 131 septic systems in the Woodland Creek and Covington Place 
developments to a STEP sewer system that the County will own until the loan is 
payed-off. The sewer system will be owned but under agreement with the City 
of Lacey, the city utilities department will operate and maintain the system. The 
system is expected to begin operating by August 2012 with the first connection. 
The City of Lacey will take over ownership at which time as the loan with the 
state has been paid off. 

Criteria or Basis for Setting Priorities: 

Water and sewer capital facility projects are generally based on the criterion (in 
order of priority) as listed below: 

1. Address existing or emerging public health and/or safety issues; 

2. Address compliance with local, state and federal regulatory 
requirements; 

3. Meet goals and objectives of adopted Comprehensive Waste 
System Plans or Master Sewerage Plans of each respective utility; 

4. Improve system reliability and/or reduce dependency on critical 
facilities; 

5. Maintain the current level of service by removing and 
replacing degraded or aged facilities; 

6. Availability of funding (e.g. ULID, rates and charges, grants, 
loans, etc); 

7. Improve or enhance the utility's current level of service; and 

8. Acquire existing private utilities or develop new utilities. 



PROJECT LIST IN ORDER OF PRIORITY 

The following projects were ranked using the criteria above: 

Project Priority I Why Needed Status 

Other Utilities 

Tanglewilde Sanitary Unranked Pending Board 
Sewer Sanitary sewer will replace authorization and 

current onsite septic systems funding. 

that contribute to degrading 
water quality in Henderson Inlet. 

Grand Mound Sewer and Water Utilities 

Grand Mound Waste Priority# 1 Design and 
Water Treatment Project will Expand the construction is 
Plant, Second wastewater treatment plan by scheduled to begin in 
Oxidation Ditch constructing a second oxidation 2017 with construction 

ditch at the Grand Mound completion expected 

Sewage Treatment Facility early 2018. 

Regulatory/ Modernization 

Grand Mound Priority# 2 Improvements 
Wastewater required as a condition 
Treatment Plant Regulatory/ Modernization of using water rights 
Expansion & Class A obtained. Construction 
Standards will be based on 

system demand over 
the next four to ten 
years but is tentatively 
anticipated for 2019 



Project Priority I Why Needed Status 

Land Acquisition for Priority# 3 Purchase of property for 
Well#3 Well #3 is required as a condition Well #3 expected in 

of Ecology Well Permit. This will 2018. 

allow for well build out to occur 
for the Grand Mound Water 
System 

Grand Mound Well and Priority# 4 Planning Phase-
Pump# 3 Would like to increase the Construction will be 

priority on well #3 & #4 based on system 
demand over the 

System demand - This is the next six to twenty-
third of four pumps to complete years. 
the Grand Mound Water System 
total build out 

Land Acquisition for Priority# 5 Site assessment & 
Well for Well # 4 Well #4 is required as a condition purchase of land for 

of the Ecology Well permit. This Well # 4 expected in 

will allow for well build out to 2018 

occur for the Grand Mound 
Water System 

Grand Mound Well and Priority# 6 Planning Phase-
Pump #4 System demand -This is the Construction will be 

forth of four pumps to complete based on system 

the Grand Mound Water demand over the 

System build out next six to twenty-
years. 



Project Priority I Why Needed Status 

Grand Mound Way Priority# 7 Pending acquisition of 
Loop Water Main Project will add to system funding. 

redundancy and water security to 
maintain water service in event 
of damage or repairs to existing 
main. 

Second Grand Priority# 8 Pending acquisition of 
Mound Reservoir System demand - to maintain funding. 
and Booster Station. required water flows to meet 

customer and fire flow rates 

Vacuum Station Priority# 9 Pending acquisition of 
Cooling Systems System demand - to prevent over funding 

heating of vacuum system during 
normal operations. 

Tamoshan Sewer and Water Utilities 

Tamoshan Secondary Priority# 1 On Hold 
Water Main Remove and replace a failed 
Replacement water main to provide 

distribution system redundancy. 



Project Priority I Why Needed Status 

Tamoshan 53rd Priority# 2 Acquisition of 
Avenue Water Main Replace obsolete water main funding is necessary 
Replacement in order to design, 

bid and construct 
improvements. 

Please refer to 
Table 6-9 for 
planned year of 
construction 

Tamoshan Water Priority# 3 Ongoing 
Emergency Backup Replace obsolete generator upgrade and 
Generator improvement. 

Tamoshan Water Priority# 4 Pending 
Treatment System Water Quality Improvements acquisition of 

funding 

Boston Harbor Water and Sewer System 

Water System Water Priority# 1 Acquisition of 
Main Replacement Replace obsolete water main funding is necessary 

in order to design, 
bid and construct 
improvements. 

Pending Board 
authorization 

Wastewater Treatment Priority# 2 Ongoing upgrade and 
Plant Generator Replace obsolete generator improvement. 
Replacement 

Water System Priority# 3 Pending acquisition of 
Treatment Expansion Water Quality Improvements funding 



Project Priority I Why Needed Status 

Olympic VIEW Sewer Utility 

Sewer Collection and Priority# 1 Pending Board 
Sewage treatment Equipment obsolescence I authorization 
Improvements Modernization 

WATER AND SEWER OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES 

OBJECTIVE 1-H: Sewer Systems - Sewer systems should be provided in 
designated urban growth areas and in rural areas only under limited 
circumstances. 

POLICIES: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Thurston County should allow sewer systems in designated urban 
growth areas. In rural areas, sewer systems should be allowed 
only to correct identified health hazards or water quality deficiencies 
of areas of existing development. Expansion or extension into rural 
areas must be consistent with the Growth Management Act. 

Decisions on the design capacity and service area designation 
for such sewer systems in rural areas should be made with 
consideration of adopted zoning designations of adjacent areas. 

Where sewer systems are being provided to unincorporated rural 
areas or the Rochester-Grand Mound area, Thurston County 
should be the primary sewer system provider through the County 
Services Act. 

In unincorporated areas inside the Urban Growth Areas around 
cities, the cities should be the primary sewer provider. As an 
exception, the county could provide sewers in a UGA on an 
interim basis {if the cities are unable to provide the service} or to 
protect water quality. 



5. Utility services within growth areas should be phased outward from 
the urbanizing core as that core becomes substantially developed, 
in order to concentrate urban growth and infilling. 

6. The County should develop, and periodically review and update, a 
comprehensive sewerage general plan for all unincorporated rural 
areas where there are health and water quality problems related 
to sewage in areas of existing development, and in all urban 
growth areas where no sewerage planning has been done. 

NOTE: Other related policies dealing with sewer systems and water quality are 
found in the Natural Environment. 

OBJECTIVE 1-1: Wastewater Treatment and Disposal -All factors and 
impacts should be considered in determining appropriate sewage treatment 
and disposal methods. 

POLICIES: 

1. Wastewater disposal methods should be determined by considering 
all factors, such as environmental impacts, long-term effects, 
technical feasibility, and cost effectiveness, especially the 
maintenance and improvement of water quality. 

2. Wastewater collection, treatment, and disposal alternatives should 
be encouraged where feasible, where water quality can be protected 
and/or where appropriate operation and maintenance are provided. 

3. Alternative methods of wastewater collection, treatment, and 
disposal should be discouraged in areas where sewer service is 
provided or planned. In other areas, they should be considered only 
when an acceptable plan for operation and maintenance is provided, 
and they will not adversely affectground and surface water quality 
and/or public health. 

4. The county should monitor the functioning of on-site wastewater 
disposal systems and require that they be maintained in a condition 
that will assure their longevity, protect public health, and prevent 
contamination of surface and ground water. 

5. The county should periodically review and update the capacity and 
alternatives for wastewater treatment related to the limits of the 
LOTT treatment plant. 



6. The county should review and revise policies for on-site wastewater 
disposal alternatives to comply with the above policies and adopted 
state wastewater disposal regulations. 

7. The county should examine the building code for standards for low
water use fixtures, and should make available to residents literature 
comparing efficiency of low-water use fixtures and issues related to 
the no-flow alternative. 

NOTE: Ecology does not allow discharge of chlorine. 

OBJECTIVE 1-J: Water Supply Facilities - Drinking water service inside urban 
growth areas should be provided by cities or private utility systems which are the 
designated service providers through coordinated water system planning; the 
County should provide drinking water systems in rural areas only under limited 
circumstances. 

POLICIES: 

1. In order to resolve documented health hazards, safety or pollution in 
areas of existing rural development, the county may serve as the 
water utility owner, or develop a proactive assistance program 
focused on keeping small distribution systems in private ownership. 

2 In rural areas where the county provides sewer service, the county 
or a private utility system should also be the water provider. 

NOTE: See Natural Environment and Utilities Chapters for other policies related 
to management of water systems and water resources 



REVENUES FOR PROJECTS 

Fund Source 

Real Estate Excise Tax 

Utility Revenue 

Grants 

Loans 

TOTALS 

EXPENDITURES FOR PROJECTS 

Project Name 

City of Lacey Urban Growth Area 

Tanglewilde Sanitary Sewer 

Grand Mound Urban Growth Area 

Grand Mound Wastewater Treatment Plant Second Oxidation 
Ditch 

Grand Mound Wastewater Treatment Plant Expansion for Class 
A Reclamation 

Land Aquisition for Well # 3 

Grand Mound Well and Pump # 3 

Land Acquisition for Well # 4 

Grand Mound Well and Pump# 4 

Grand Mound Way Watermain Loop 

Second Grand Mound Reservior & Booster Station 

Vacuum Stations Cooling Systems 

Rural Thurston County 

Tamoshan 

Tamoshan Secondary Watermain Replacement 

Tamoshan 63rd Avenue Watermain Replacement 

Tamoshan Water Emergency Backup Generator 

Tamoshan Water Treatment System 

Table 6-7 
Public Works /Water and Sewer Utilities 

2016- 2021 

2016 2017 

$254 000 $175 ODO 

$1, 132,500 

$1 132 500 

$254,000 $2,440,000 

Fund Source 2016 2017 

Grant/Loan 

REET 

REET 

Utility Revenue/Grants $15 ODO 

Grants/Loan 

Utility Revenue/Grants $15 ODO 

Grants/Loan 

Grant/Loan $220 ODO 
Utility 
Revenue/Grant/Loan/Other $200 ODO $1 800 ODO 

Utiltiy Revenue 
$80 ODO 

Grant/Loan $175 ODO 

Utility Revenue 

Utility Revenue 

Grant/Loan $70 ODO 
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2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Yr. Total 

$2 510 ODO $1 700 ODO $4 210 ODO 

$50 ODO $150 ODO $830 ODO $1 459 ODO 

$135,000 $50,000 $1,317,500 

$135 ODO $1 480 ODO $2 747 500 

$320,000 $4,140,000 $2,530,000 $50,000 $9,734,000 

2018 2019 2020 2021 6 Yr. Total 

$50 ODO $50 ODO 

$750 ODO $1 160 ODO $1 910 000 

$1 760 ODO $540 ODO $2 300 ODO 

$135 ODO $150 ODO 

$350 ODO $350 000 

$135 ODO $150 ODO 

$350 ODO $350 ODO 

$780 ODO $1 ODO ODO 

$2 ODO ODO 

$80 000 

$175 ODO 

$50 ODO $50 ODO $650 ODO $750 ODO 

$100 ODO $100 ODO 

$70 ODO 



EXPENDITURES FOR PROJECTS Fund Source 
Project Name 

Boston Harbor 

Boston Harbor Water System Watermain Replacement Utility Revenue 

Boston Harbor Wastewater Treatment Plant Generator 
Utility Revenue 

Replacement 

Boston Harbor Water System Treatment Expansion Utility Revenue 

Olympic View 

Olympic View Sewer Collection and Sewage Treatment System 
Utility Revenue 

lmorovements 

EXPENDITURE TOTALS 

DEBT SERVICE AMOUNT Fund Source 

10YR L TGO Bond For Grand Mound 

20YR L TGO Bond For Grand Mound 

20YR PWTF LOAN Olympic View 

20YR DOE ST REV Tamoshan/Bev Bch 

20YR PWTF LOAN For Grand Mound 

20YR DOE Woodland Creek Loan (payed by REET) 

Total Debt Service 

Completed Projects Dropped Project: 
None 

2016 2017 2018 

$80 000 

$24,000 $15,000 

$254,000 $2,440,000 $320,000 

2016 2017 2018 

$149 229 $1 109 097 $1196 811 

$897 600 

$2 873 

$78 282 $78 282 $78 282 

$6 017 $5 940 $5 863 
$81,116 $81,116 $81,116 

$1,215,117 $1,274,435 $1,362,072 

New Projects: 
Vacuum Stations Cooling Systems 
Tamoshan Water Emergency Backup Generator 

Boston Harbor Water System Treatment Expans 
Tamoshan Water Treatment System 
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2019 2020 2021 6 Yr. Total 

$100 000 $100 000 

$80 000 $80 000 

$80 000 

$39,000 

$4,140,000 $2,530,000 $50,000 $9,734,000 

2019 2020 2021 
Total 

$1 258 204 $3 713 341 

$897 600 

$2 873 

$78 282 $78 282 $78 282 $469 692 

$5 785 $5 708 $5 630 $34 943 
$81,116 $81,116 $81,116 $486,696 

$1,423,387 $165,106 $ 165,028 $5,605,145 



E. Transportation Background 

Thurston County's Comprehensive Plan lays the groundwork for the County's 
Transportation Capital Facilities Program. Transportation policies are set forth in 
Chapter 5 of the Comprehensive Plan and implemented through the Thurston 
Regional Transportation Plan and the Thurston County six-year Transportation 
Plan required by the Washington State Department of Transportation. The six
year Transportation Plan is a subset of this section of the Capital Facilities Plan. 

Chapter 5 of the Comprehensive Plan outlines the following goals for 
transportation projects: 

Goal 1 - Provide transportation systems that enhance the health, safety 
and welfare of Thurston County citizens. 

Goal 2 - Provide transportation systems that support and complement the 
land use element of the Thurston County Comprehensive Plan, and are 
consistent with, and work to meet the goals of the Regional Transportation 
Plan. 

Goal 3 - Provide mobility for all citizens regardless of age, handicap or 
income. 

Goal 4 - Efficiently provide publicly accepted levels of service. 

Goal 5 - Allow the state-wide and interstate movement of goods, services, 
and people. 

Goal 6 - Maintain compatible relationships between airfields and 
surrounding land uses. 

This section of the Capital Facilities Plan describes improvements or additions to 
transportation facilities such as roads, bridges, sidewalks, bike lanes, and other 
roadway features that are needed and have been prioritized in relation to the 
goals described above. 

Methods to meet the above objectives include: 

Design Standard: Providing greater lane width, improve roadway curves, slope 
flattening or increase load carrying capacity on new road construction projects. 
These does not typically do add lanes except as needed for safety or capacity at 
certain intersections. 

Roadway Capacity: improvements are those that assure transportation 
infrastructure is available to meet demand created by new development as 
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required by the Growth Management Act. County concurrency projects include 
those not addressed by developers and primarily consist of projects identified as 
regional needs in the Thurston Regional Transportation Plan, 20-year 
Transportation Project List contained herein. 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements: Include the construction of new 
sidewalks, crosswalks, non-motorized overpasses and accessibility 
improvements. 

Safety Improvements: Include a variety of investments that are intended to 
support the goals outlined in the Washington State Strategic Highway Safety 
Plan, Target Zero. These could include spot improvements such as turn lanes at 
an intersection or systemic investments made throughout the roadway network. 

Other improvements relate to specific local needs such as traffic calming 
devices, gravel road upgrades, bridge projects and culvert replacement projects. 

Gravel Road Upgrades will only be considered if citizen petitions are 
received along with property owners donating any additional right of way 
needed for the improvements. 

Asphalt Overlays (Maintenance/Protection or Preservation) are 
selected by using the Lowest Life Cycle (LLC) program. The program uses 
an inventory of visual pavement distress/cracking and traffic volumes to 
rate the pavement. Asphalt overlays are considered an upgrade to the 
roadway versus routine maintenance such as patching or liquid asphalt 
sealing of the pavement surface. 

Bridge projects are typically selected by using the State of Washington 
Inventory of Bridges and Structures (SWISS) database. The database 
analyzes the structural adequacy and safety of the bridge, its serviceability 
and functional obsolescence, and how essential it is for public use. The 
State Bridge Committee selects bridges based on the SWISS criteria for 
available federal funding. 

Culvert replacement projects that are fish passage barriers or 
dysfunctional culverts are ranked in their order of benefits to salmonoid 
using the Salmon and Steelhead Enhancement and Restoration 
(SSHEAR) metrology developed by Washington Department of Fish and 
Wildlife (WDFW). 

Funding: The County's funding is limited. Projects are prioritized based on 
whether or not grant funding is available. 

Facility Condition and Inventory: The County maintains the following 
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inventories to help determine the transportation condition and capacity: 

• Roadway Inventory (listing of traffic volumes, roadway widths, 
collisions, and pavement conditions) 

• Traffic Sign Inventory 

• Guardrail Inventory 

• Bridge Index (summary of bridge conditions) 

• Pavement Management Program (pavement condition survey) 

• Thurston County Barrier Culvert Inventory (fish passage) 

Transportation Needs 

All of the current condition and capacity inventories have projects either not in the 
Capital Facilities Plan or listed in the Capital Facilities Plan but many are not 
funded because funds sources have not been identified or are not available. 

Roadway capacity projects include roadways adjacent and within urban areas 
and exist and are growing. These improvements are some of the more costly 
transportation investments. 

As the state and county populations continue to grow capacity will need to 
increase to meet safety standards and state and local levels of service. There is 
not specific local funding available and the county is reliant upon Federal 
Highway Safety funding to plan and make these investments. 

Many of the County's roads are converted old farm and logging roads. These 
roads developed over time and are often narrow, crooked and have difficulty 
accommodating the traffic, traffic volumes and speeds of today's vehicles. 

Many bridges in Thurston County are aging and were not originally constructed 
to accommodate the varying modes of travel on today's roads much less the 
weight and volume of traffic today. Allowing for fish passage often results in 
larger and more expensive bridge structure. 

Current and future mobility and capacity projects are listed below in the 20-year 
financially constrained Transportation Project List: 
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20- YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT LIST 
Impact 

Proje Fee Project Location Project Description Total Cost (2012) 
ct ID Project 

Group 1 

1 1 
Elderberry Rd Upgrade (SR Widen to 4-6 lanes, urban improvements, access 

$1,644,000 
12 to 196th Ave) management, intersection improvements at 196th and SR12. 

2 1 Old Highway 99 & Tilley Rd 
Provide left turn lane on EB Old Hwy 99 and provide 

$500,000 illumination. 

3 1 
Sargent Rd (183'd to Littlerock Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 

$3,400,000 
Rd) shoulders, and turn lanes if necessary. 

4 1 Albany St SW (James Rd SW Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 
$1,977,100 

to Littlerock Rd SW) shoulders, and turn lanes if necessary. 

5 1 
183rd Ave SW (Old Hwy 99 to Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 

$9,350,000 
SR 12) shoulders, and turn lanes if necessary. 

6 1 
Old Hwy 99 (Great Wolf N. Widen to 4-5 lanes, urban improvements and Bridge 0-9 

$3,003,456 
Property Line to 203rd Ave) replacement. 

Old Hwy 99 Rural Capacity 
Widen to 4-5 lanes, urban improvements, access 

7 1 Project (Old Hwy 99 (S. UGA 
management and intersection improvements. 

$8,077,000 
boundarv) to SR12) 

SR 12 (W. UGA boundary to 
New urban access road at west UGA Boundary, New SR 12 

8 1 Intersection at west UGA, and SR12/0ld Hwy 99/Elderberry $7,552,000 
Old Hwy 99) 

Intersection improvements. 

9 2 
93rd Ave & Lathrop Industrial Install left turn lane on 93rd Ave to Lathrop, and urban 

$642,000 
Dr improvements 

10 2 Littlerock Rd & 113th Ave 
Install left turn lane, lighting, replace Bridge L-5, realignment 

$800,000 
of 113th Ave SE. 

11 2 
Maytown Rd SW (Littlerock Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 

$4,726,000 
Rd SW to SR121) shoulders, and turn lanes if necessary. 

12 3 
Delphi Rd SW Phase I Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 

$985,000 
(Mclane Creek to SR 101) shoulders, and turn lanes and if necessary. 

13 3 
Mud Bay Rd & Evergreen Install SPUI at Evergreen Parkway Ramps and Mud Bay Rd. $1,500,000 
Parkway 

14 3 Cooper Point Rd & Kaiser Rd Install roundabout at intersection. $3,500,000 

15 3 
Delphi Rd SW Phase II & Ill Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 

$5,060,000 
(62nd to Mclane Creek) shoulders, and turn lanes and if necessary. 

15th Ave NE & Draham Rd 
Phase I - widen road to 2-3 lanes, urban improvements, 

16 4 NE (Olympia City Limits to $8,000,000 
Draham) 

shoulders and intersection improvements. 

17 4 
15th Ave NE & Draham Rd Phase I - widen road to 2-3 lanes, urban improvements, 

$3,000,000 NE (151
h to Carpenter) shoulders and intersection improvements at Carpenter Rd. 

TABLE 1. 20-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT LIST (con't) 
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18 4 
Johnson Point Rd & Hawks Left Turn Channelization on Johnson Point Rd, widen 

$500,000 Prairie Rd shoulders. 

19 4 
Meridian Rd (Martin Way to 

Widen to 2-3 lanes, urban improvements, shoulders. $2,000,000 Interstate 5) 

20 5 
Carpenter Rd (Pacific Ave SE Widen to 4-5 lanes, urban improvements and intersection 

$8,993,712 to Martin Way SE) improvements at Martin Way E. 

21 5 
Kinnwood Rd (Pacific to Widen road to 2-3 lanes, urban improvements, shoulders 

$4,500,000 Martin Way E) and intersection modifications. 

22 5 Meridian Rd & Mullen Rd 
Install left turn lanes for both for NB/SB Meridian, widen 

$850,000 shoulders and provide street lights. 

23 5 
Pacific Ave Capacity Project Phase I - widen road to 2-3 lanes, urban improvements, 

$5,000,000 (Union Mills to SR510) shoulders and intersection modifications at Steilacoom Rd. 

24 5 Yelm Hwy & Meridian Rd Install roundabout at intersection. $2,500,000 

25 5 
Marvin Rd (Pacific Ave/SR Widen to 2-5 lanes, intersection modifications and urban 

$28,000,000 51 O to Mullen) improvements. 
Steilacoom Rd (Pacific 

26 5 Avenue/SR51 O to Dutterow Widen to 2-3 lanes, shoulders and urban improvements. $12,000,000 
Rd) 

27 5 
Mullen Rd (W. City Limits to 

Widen to 2-3 lanes, shoulders and urban improvements. $12,000,000 Marvin Rd) 

28 
PROJECT PREVIOUSLY 
REMOVED 

Yelm Hwy Capacity Project 4 
Phase 1-3. Replace and widen Bridge 0-12 at BNSF railroad 

29 5 (Spurgeon Creek to Meridian 
crossing, roundabout at Spurgeon Creek Rd SE, corridor 

$8,500,000 
Rd SE) improvements between Spurgeon Creek Rd and conceptual 

Marvin Rd extension. 

30 6 
Henderson Blvd Bridge (H-2) Widen or replace bridge, shoulders, minor realignment and 

$800,000 at Deschutes River urban improvements. 

31 6 
Henderson Blvd (Old Hwy 99 Widen to 2-3 lanes, urban improvements and intersection 

$5,000,000 to Tumwater Blvd SE) modifications at Tumwater Blvd. 

Mccorkle Rd SE (1131h Ave 

32 6 
SE to Old Hwy 99) & 1131h Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 

$4,400,000 Ave SE (SR121 to Mccorkle shoulders, and turn lanes if necessary. 
Rd SE) 

33 6 
Rich Rd SE (Deschutes River Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 

$4,000,000 to 891h Ave SE) shoulders, turn lanes and bridge over Scatter Creek. 

34 6 
Rich Rd SE (Rixie Rd to Yelm 

Widen to 2-3 lanes, urban improvements and shoulders. $3,700,000 Hwy) 

35 6 
Rich Rd SE Phase 2 (891h Ave Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 

$1,515,954 SE to Normandy Rd SE) shoulders, and turn lanes if necessary. 

Yelm Hwy Capacity Project 1 
Widen to 4-5 lanes, access management, and urban 

36 6 (City Limits (Orvas Ct SE) to $12,194,508 
Rich Rd SE) 

improvements. 

37 7 
Bald Hill Rd SE (Smith Prairie Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 

$8,160,000 to Clear Lake Rd) shoulders, and turn lanes if necessary. 

38 7 
Vail Rd Phase 2 (1381h to153'd Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 

$2,550,000 ) shoulders, and turn lanes if necessary. 

39 7 Vail Rd (1381h to Bald Hill Rd) 
Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 

$3,269,000 shoulders, and turn lanes if necessary. 

TABLE 1. 20-YEAR TRANSPORTATION PROJECT LIST (can't) 

153'd Ave SE (Vail Rd to 

40 7 
Lawrence Lake Rd) & Rural Mobility Improvements include widening, geometrics, 

$2,720,000 Lawrence Lake Rd (153'd Ave shoulders, and turn lanes if necessary. 
to Bald Hill Rd) 
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Total I $196,869, 730 

Project Financing: 

The list of transportation projects identified in the Capital Facilities Plan and 
summarized in this section of the Plan identifies committed funding. Given the 
present level of available funding, not all projects on the Capital Facilities Project 
List are funded. The projects listed in the program provide a clear indication of 
the County's transportation plan. If an unexpected source of funding for a 
particular project becomes available, the project could be moved forward in the 
programming process. Grants are typically needed in order to enable the limited 
road funds to fund as many projects as possible. 

The primary sources of funding for the Capital Facilities Transportation Plan 
include: 

30% County Portion of Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax (Gas Tax) All Counties within 
the state receive a proportionate share of the state gas tax based on population, 
road miles and other factors. 

Second Quarter Real Estate Excise Tax (REET) is proportioned to different 
county capital facilities. The second quarter REET is collected at the rate of 
one-quarter of one- percent of the selling price of real estate property in 
unincorporated Thurston County. 

Developer Mitigation Fees are charges on new developments to pay for the 
impacts they create. The mitigation fees are based on the State 
Environmental Protection Act (SEPA) review process. 

Impact Fees are charges on new developments to pay for their proportionate 
share of the public infrastructure they use. Fees collected from new 
developments will provide funding toward mobility and capacity projects. 

Federal Funding Programs are funds issued by the federal government on a 
competitive basis for specific types of projects. 

State Funding Programs are funds issued by the state on a competitive 
basis for specific types of projects. 

Key Changes from Previous Capital Facilities Program: 

Projects Completed1 (anticipated): 

1 Most Federally funding projects have project carryover into the following year to accommodate project closeout 
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Chehalis Western Trail - Bridging the Gap Phase 3-Pacific Ave. 

Salmon Creek Bridge (L-4) 

Prather Road Slide Repair 

Vail Rd. SW From - 138th Ave to Bald Hill Rd. 

Delphi Road Upgrade (Phase 1) - Mclane Creek 
to SR101 

Run Off the Road Intersection Safety Project 

Smart Corridors (ITS improvements) 

Project Construction (current or anticipated) 

Delphi Road Upgrade (Phase 2) -32nd Avenue to 62nd Avenue SW 

Rich Rd. Upgrade - (Phase 2) - 87th to Normandy St. 

Bald Hill Rd. Upgrade (Phase 1) - Smith Prairie to Owl Pit 

Thurston County Highway Safety Improvement Program 

New Projects 

Marvin Road Upgrade 

Grand Mound Mobility Study 

Thurston County Americans with Disablility Act (ADA) Pedestrian Transportation 
Improvement Program 

Tilley Tire Wash Facility 

Recent Grant Awards (2015) 

Piessner Rd. - Fish Passage Culvert (Nisqually Tribal Grant) 

Thurston County Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) 

POLICIES 

activities. 
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Thurston County's annual capital budget and six year transportation program 
required under RCW 36.81.121 will be consistent with the intent and substance of 
the Capital Facilities Plan and the Transportation Chapter of the Comprehensive 
Plan. 

1. The year in which a project is carried out or the exact amount of the 
expenditures by year for individual facilities may vary from that stated in 
the Comprehensive Plan due to: 

a. Unanticipated revenues or revenues that become available to the 
county with conditions as to when they may be used. 

b. Change in the timing of a facility to serve a new development that 
occurs at a different time than had been anticipated in the Capital 
Facilities Plan. 

2. Specific debt financing proposals may vary from that shown in the 
Comprehensive Plan due to changes in interest rates, other terms of 
financing, or other conditions which make the proposals in the plan not 
financially advantageous. 

3. The addition of an entirely new facility, not anticipated in the Capital 
Facilities Plan will require a formal amendment to the Comprehensive 
Plan. 

4. The transportation projects in the Capital Facilities Plan and Transportation 
Chapter of this Comprehensive Plan are consistent with the Regional 
Transportation Plan. 
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Table 6-8 
Public Works - Transportation Capital Projects 

2016-2021 

REVENUES FOR PROJECTS 
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Yr. Total Fund Source 

REET $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
GRANTS $4,394,871 $5,684,000 $5 543,600 $7,744,963.20 $9,409,600 $19,829,600 $52,606,634 
LOCAL $2,890,285 $1 421 000 $1 385,900 $1,936,240.80 $2,352,400 $4,957,400 $14,943,226 
IMPACT FEES $50,000 $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $70,000 $170,000 
OTHER (DEVELOPER, OTHER AGENCY, OR BOND) $19,494 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $19,494 
NON-GOVERNMENT AL GRANT $10 000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $10 000 
TOTALS $7,364,650 $7,155,000 $6,929,500 $9,681,204 $11,762,000 $24,857,000 $67,749,354 

EXPENDITURES FOR PROJECTS Fund Source 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 6-Yr. Total Project Name See legend 

City of Olympia Urban Growth Area 
CAPACITY 
Coooer Point Road & Kaiser Road GN/I $20,000 $20,000 

Yelm Highway Henderson Blvd. to Rich Road (61192) L $50,000 $50,000 

Evergreen Parkway/Mud Bay Rd Interchange 
GN/M/I $202,000 $50,000 $252,000 

lmorovements !61161) 
OTHER 
Ellis Creek Fish Passaqe GN/A $1 son nnn $1 500 000 
OLYMPIA UGA TOTAL $252,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,570,000 $1,822,000 

City of Lacey Urban Growth Area 
CAPACITY 
Marvin Road - Pacific Ave/SR 510 to Mullen Rd 

GN/L/l/A $350,000 $350,000 $350,000 $350,000 $350,000 $350,000 $2,100,000 
'61478) 
Yelm Hwy Capacity Project 4 (Lacey City Limits to 
West of Meridian) Phase 1 (incl. 0-12 Bridge GN/A/I $65,000 $50,000 $115,000 
Reolacementl !61309) 
Steilacoom Rd (Phase 1 - Pacific to Marvin/SR510) 

GC/UA/0/1 $354,150 $2,000,000 $2,354,150 
1!61461) 

Steilacoom Rd (Phase 2 - Marvin/SR510 to Dutterow) GN/A/I $200,000 $600,000 $1,200,000 $1,000,000 $3,000,000 

Kinwood Road Proiect (Pacific to MartinWav) GN/A $250 000 $100 000 $1 850 000 $2 200 000 
15th Ave NE & Draham Road NE (Olympia City Limits 

$50,000 $50,000 
to Draham Rd) GN/A/I 
15th Ave. NE & Draham Rd NE (Draham NE to 

$50,000 $50,000 
Caroenter Rd) GN/A/I 
Mullen Road Upgrade - ( Lacey City Limits to 

$531,000 $450,000 $3,289,500 $3,176,204 $7,446,704 
Caroenter Road SE) (61487) GC/L/I 
Martin Way & Neil St.Signal and Channelization 

$60,000 $60,000 !(61337) 0 
SAFETY 
Safe Routes to School Pronrnm lf'i1493) GN/L <t'<n~ '"' noo $7'.l" noo 
CITY OF LACEY GROWTH AREA TOTALS $1,460, 150 $3,425,000 $3,839,500 $4,376,204 $1,650,000 $3,350,000 $18, 100,854 
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CITY OF TUMWATER & GROWTH AREA 
CAPACITY 
Black Lake - Belmore Rd. Upgrade 

GN/A $50,000 $50,000 49th to Saoo Rd. 

SAFETY 
Thurston County Bicycle and Pedestrian Program 

GN/UA/I $ 25,000 $200,000 $800,000 $1,025,000 '61488\ 
TUMWATER UGA TOTAL $25,000 $200,000 $800,000 $0 $0 $50,000 $1,075,000 

Citv of Yelm Urban Growth Area 
No Proiects 
YELM UGA TOTAL 

GRAND MOUND URBAN GROWTH AREA 
SAFETY 
Grand Mound Mobility Studv 161496\ GN $25,000 $25,000 
CAPACITY 
Elderberrv Rd Uoarade - SR 12 to 193rd Ave GN/A/I $60,000 $100,000 $1,000,000 $1,160,000 
Old Hwy 99 Rural Capacity Project (S. UGA boundary 

GN/A/I $72,000 $100,000 $2,330,000 $8,750,000 $11,252,000 to SR 12\ 161497\ 
SR12 Grand Mound West UGA Boundary to Old Hwy 

GN/A/I $150,000 $900,000 $1,237,000 $2,570,000 $4,857,000 9q 
GRAND MOUND UGA TOTAL $97,000 $0 $150,000 $1,060,000 $3,667,000 $12,320,000 $17,294,000 

RURAL THURSTON COUNTY 
DESIGN STANDARD IMPROVEMENTS 

Old 99 Perservation 1-5 to Citv of Tenino GN/L $500,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $5,500,000 

Vail Rd. Uoarade !Phase 2\ - 138th to 153rd (61450\ GN/A/I $55,000 $50,000 $500,000 $1,400,000 $500,000 $2,505,000 

Delphi Road Upgrade (Phase 2) 
GC/UA/I $1,240,000 $1, 150,000 $50,000 $2,440,000 32nd to 62nd 161451\ 

Delphi Road Upgrade (Phase 3) 
GN/UA/I $500,000 $1,000,000 $1,500,000 

Mclane Creek to 32nd 
Rich Rd. Upgrade - (Phase 2) - 87th to Normandy St. 

GC/UA/I $1,200,000 $500,000 $1,700,000 1<61460\ 
Sargent Rd. SW Upgrade 

GN/A/I $100,000 $350,000 $600,000 $2,350,000 $3,400,000 183rd Ave. SW to Littlerock Rd. 
Bald Hill Rd. Upgrade (Phase 1) - Smith Prairie to Owl 

GC/UA/I $1,485,000 $500,000 $1,985,000 
Pit <61472\ 
Maytown Rd. SW Upgrade - Littlerock Rd. to 1-5 

GC/UA/I $70,000 $50,000 $120,000 1<61473) 
SAFETY 
Old Hwy 99 I Tilley Rd. Intersection 

GN/A/I $50,000 $50,000 
Channelization lmorovements 
Thurston Countv Safetv Plan 161491\ GC/L $170 000 $30 000 $200 000 
Thurston County Highway Safety Improvement 

GC/L $319,500 $5,000 $324,500 
Pronram 161490\ 
Yelm Hwy I Meridian Rd. Intersection Channelization 

GC/GN/UA/I $120,000 $150,000 $155,000 $1,900,000 $2,325,000 
lmnrovements 161318\ 
Johnson Pt. Rd. Turn Lane at Hawks Prairie Rd. GN/A/I $50 000 $50 000 
Littlerock Rd/ 113th Ave. Intersection Improvements 

GN/A/I $65,000 $735,000 $800,000 (incl. L-5 Bridae\ 
Mullen Rd. Upgrade - Vicinity of 46th Ave. SE GN $50 000 $50 000 
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BRIDGES 
Tillev Road <T-2) Bridae Replacement Proiect GN/L $400,000 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 $3,400,000 
Old Hwy 99 Bridge 0-7 Replacement 

GN $57,000 $57,000 
at Scatter Creek 
Hawks Prairie Rd. Bridge H-1 widening at Woodland 

GN $50,000 $50,000 
Creek 
OTHER 
Tilley Rd. Curve-Culvert (45408) L $141,000 $141,000 
Munson Rd - Swift Creek Culvert 

. 
GN $25,000 $25,000 

Cedar Flats Rd. - Swift Creek Culvert· GN $25,000 $25,000 
Piessner Rd. - Fish PassaQe Culvert (61492) GC/GN $10 000 $50,000 $25,000 $85,000 
Boston Harbor Rd. NE- North of Woodard Bay Rd -

GN $600,000 $600,000 
Fish PassaQe Culvert 
Hunter Point Rd. Culvert Replacement $50,000 $50,000 

Gate Road (Dunnaaan Creek) Fish Passaqe Culvert 
GN $25,000 $200,000 $225,000 

Waddell Creek Rd (Pants Creek) Fish Passaqe GN $40,000 $40,000 $80,000 $160,000 
Misc. Fish Passage and Flood Control Culverts Grant 

LIA $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000 
Match 
Traffic and Safetv Enhancements LIA $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100 000 $100,000 $100,000 $600,000 
Thurston County Americans With Disability Act (ADA) 
Pedestrian Transportation Improvement Program GN/LIA $20,000 $20,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $100,000 $440,000 
1161495) 
Countvwide ResurfacinQ ProQram GN/L $50.000 <1;i::;n noo 
RURAL THURSTON COUNTY TOTAL $5,530,500 $3,530,000 $2,140,000 $4,245,000 $6,445,000 $7,567,000 $29,457,500 

TOTALS $7,364,650 $7,155,000 $6,929,500 $9,681,204 $11,762,000 $24,857,000 $67, 749,354 

LEGEND: 
GC - State or Federal Grants have been COMMITTED 
GN - State or Federal Grants have NOT been COMMITTED 
L - County road fund LOCAL match 
A - Agency & contributions 
B - Proposed county BOND 
REET - Real Estate Excise Tax 
I - Impact Fee Funding 
• Joint project with the county stormwater utility 
M - Developer Mitigation (Not impact fees) 
Project Numbers - (XXXXX) 
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Completed Projects 

Chehalis Western Trail - Bridging the Gap Phase 3-
Pacific Ave. Crossing Plus Connections (61435) 

Salmon Creek Bridge (L-4) (61489) 

Prather Road Slide Repair (77153) 

Vail Rd. SW From - 138th Ave to Bald Hill Rd. 
(61365) 

Run Off the Road Intersection Safety Project 

Smart Corridors (ITS improvements) (41542) 

Delphi Road Upgrade (Phase 1) - Mclane Creek to 
SR101 (61437) 

New Projects: 

Thurston County Americans with Disablility Act 
(ADA) Pedestrian Transportation Improvement 

Program 

Grand Mound Mobility Study 

Marvin Road - Pacific Ave/SR 51 Oto Mullen Rd 

Thurston County Safety Project 

Hunter Point Road Culvert Replacement 

Martin Way and Neil Street Signal and 
Channelization 

Old Highway 99 Perservation Project 1-5 to the City 
of Tenino 
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Re-Named Projects 

Traffic and Safety Enhancements 

Misc. Fish Passage and Flood Control Culverts (added 
Flood Control) 

Projects Dropped 

Henderson Blvd. Upgrade - Old Hwy 99 to Tumwater 
BLVD. 

Henderson Blvd. Bridge H-2 Widening at the Deschutes 
River 

Pacific Ave. Yelm Highway Pedestrian Enhancements 



F. County Buildings: 

The previous chapters of the Thurston County Comprehensive Plan do not offer 
a great deal of guidance for development of County general government 
facilities. The population forecast suggests that additional services will be 
needed; but these do not translate directly into proportionate increases in general 
government staff or facility needs. 

In 2013 the County contracted with a consultant firm to provide a Space Needs 
Assessment Plan (SNAP). That study confirmed that some County government 
functions have outgrown the space available in the county buildings within the 
Courthouse campus. The study did establish space needs in terms of program 
and square footage. The recent economic recession resulted in a reduction of 
both staff and service levels somewhat relieving the immediate space needs. 
The County continues to evaluate utilizing owned facilities to their highest and 
best use as an alternative to leased space. 

Planning and design of a new jail facility was completed over the last few years, 
resulting in construction of the Accountability and Restitution Center completed in 
late 2010. Remodeling existing facilities to accommodate the options/work 
release program was completed in 2013. County administration is in the process 
of evaluating alternative uses of the courthouse campus jail facility that will be 
vacated when the ARC is placed into operation. 

Facilities that are in good condition and expected to last for more than a decade 
include Courthouse Building 5, the Juvenile Detention/Family & Juvenile Court 
building (opened in 1998), the Medic 1 /TCOMM Center (opened in 1998), the 
Public Health and Social Services building (opened in 2001 ), the Coroner 
building (opened in 2003), Tilley Campus Buildings and fuel island (housing 
Public Works, Central Services' Fleet Services, and Emergency Management, 
newly opened or remodeled in 2012) and the Evaluation and Treatment Center 
(opened in 2005). In addition, the 3400 Building seismic and roofing project was 
completed 2013, and further tenant improvements will be needed for full 
occupancy. The remaining County owned facilities are aging, and some will 
require extensive remodeling or replacement in the near future, including 
Courthouse Buildings 1, 2, and 3 (completed in 1978). 

A 30 year major maintenance plan was established and began funding in 1998, 
with final buildings added in 2010. Major maintenance needs for these facilities 
have been estimated and funded through annual reserves set aside within a 30-
year horizon. However, a thorough program of building condition assessments is 
still necessary to further develop and refine the major maintenance plan. The 
County is developing plans to complete such assessments in 2016 and 2017. 

The six-year plan contained in this Chapter includes the County building related 
projects scheduled at present (identified in Table 6-9). Immediate needs are 
being addressed by leasing and remodeling. 



COUNTY BUILDINGS OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES:OBJECTIVE 1-L: 
County Buildings - County government buildings should be located to provide 
convenient access to residents being served, where appropriate public facilities 
and services are available or can be provided, and designed for efficient and 
frugal use of public monies. 

POLICIES: 

1. Standards for level of service must be realistic, attainable, and not 
excessive. 

2. Level of Service standards for County Buildings should be based on: 

a. Consideration of national, state and professional standards for the 
applicable space. 

b. Applicable federal and state laws. 

c. Cost effectiveness and consideration of the ability of the county to 
fund ongoing costs of operations and maintenance. 

3. Efficiency in design, sustainability, and use should be a goal for new facility 
development. Building design and function must promote flexibility to 
accommodate a variety of uses and interior spatial changes. New facilities 
should be built for a 50-year life span. 

4. Options to construction of new space should include such considerations 
as innovative use of alternative hours, telecommuting, night court, kiosks, 
distributed service locations, automation efficiencies, workload distribution, 
work at home opportunities, and drive-through service points. 

5. Public-private partnerships should be examined for their potential to offset 
costs and improve efficiency. 

6. A Capital Reserve fund has been established to provide funding for major 
maintenance projects. Building condition assessments should be initiated 
and sustained to inform the major maintenance program. 

7. Evaluation of capital costs and maintenance and operation costs should 
give priority to long-term energy efficiencies achieved through design and 
construction. 

8. Charges for space in county buildings should recover full costs, including 
capital expenses, amortization, depreciation, and maintenance and 
operation cost. 
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THURSTON COUNTY BUILDINGS CAPITAL PROJECTS 
2.01 6 ·2021 

? n17 

CSFB $0 $0 $0 

CSBR $1.735.000 $1.775.000 $'.200.000 

cs $30,000 St2~.ooo $150,000 

DST $0 $0 $0 

GF,GFB $0 $10,015,000 $34,375,000 
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G. Conservation Futures Program: 

Conservation Futures is a land preservation program that protects preserves, 
maintains, improves, restores, and limits the future use of threatened areas of 
open space, timberlands, wetlands, habitat areas, culturally significant sites, 
and agricultural farmlands within Thurston County. Conservation Futures 
funds, acquired through a property tax levy, are used to purchase the land or 
the rights to future development of the land. 

The Washington State Legislature first granted the authority for a Conservation 
Futures tax levy in 1971 when RCW 84.34 was enacted. RCW 84.34.200 
declares that the acquisition of interests or rights in real property for the 
preservation of open spaces and areas constitutes a public purpose for which 
public funds may properly be expended or advanced. RCW 84.34.230 declares 
the county may levy an amount not to exceed 6.25-cents per $1,000 of 
assessed value of all taxable property within the county for the Conservation 
Futures Program. 

The Legislature found that Conservation Futures is a useful tool for counties to 
preserve land of public interest for future generations and are encouraged to 
use some Conservation Futures funds as one tool for salmon preservation 
purposes. They also declare that up to fifteen percent of the Conservation 
Futures fund may be used for the maintenance and operation of property 
acquired with Conservation Futures funds. 

In 1989, Thurston County became the first county in the state to implement the 
tax levy and has been collecting it ever since. The rate paid by taxpayers in 
2015 was 4.69-cents per $1,000. By statute, the tax levy is limited to a 1 % 
annual increase. The funding, identified in the budget as Conservation Futures, 
is budgeted annually by the Thurston County Board of County Commissioners. 

Project selection process: 

Each year the Board of County Commissioners will have the opportunity to 
direct the Conservation Futures Program toward important types of property 
investments for protection. 

The project selection process will include expertise as needed to help rank 
projects based on the following criteria: 

1. How well does the acquisition of the property fit with the objective of the 
applicable plan(s)? 

2. Is time of the essence for acquisition? 

3. Does the property preserve: 

A. Unique or critical habitat? 



B. Unique natural features and or natural resources? 

C. Historic or culturally significant lands or markers? 

D. Critical and/or sensitive lands? 

E. Desirable agricultural and/or forest working-lands characteristics? 

4. What is the certainty of project success? 

5. What is the amount of other financial contributions toward the project 
purchase? 

6. Does the project proposal address public access? 

7. How many partners and project supporters are there? 

8. How well does the project meet the program Goals and Objectives? 

Conservation Futures Projects: 

Acquisition of property is considered a capital project and needs to be included 
in the County's Capital Facilities Plan, which is a six-year financial plan. Table 
6-10 includes acquisition of properties proposed over the next six-years. Site
specific property acquisitions will be listed whenever possible. Identifying site
specific properties is complicated due to the sensitive nature of land-purchase 
negotiations, and the need to proceed when the opportunity to purchase arises. 
Since property acquisitions need to be identified in the Capital Facilities Plan, a 
placeholder will be used, unless there is a specific project being proposed. 

Conservation Futures Program Goal and Policies: 

GOAL: 

POLICIES: 

Thurston County's Conservation Futures Program will conserve the 
most important rural lands, regional parklands, areas of cultural 
significance, preserve and protect water quality and important 
habitats in perpetuity. 

1. Thurston County's Conservation Futures Program will seek to create 
contiguous blocks of land to protect and preserve rural lands, regional 
parklands, areas of cultural significance and prevent the fragmentation of 
quality habitat. 

2. The Conservation Futures Program will seek to maximize leverage and 
partnership opportunities. 

3. The Conservation Futures Program will be responsive to opportunities. 



4. Conservation Futures Program funded projects will be prioritized based 
upon the Board of County Commissioners' goals and rankings by the 
Conservation Futures Ranking Committee. 

5. Conservation Futures Program funded projects will support the 
preservation and conservation of those lands with greatest ecological 
value especially if they are under imminent threat. 

6. Conservation futures funded projects will seek to ensure that multiple 
plans, goals and objectives are satisfied. 



Table 6-10 

Conservation Futures Financial Plan 2016-2021 

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 Total Budget 

Projection Projection Projection Projection Projection Projection 2016-2021 

Revenue 
ConseNation Futures Revenue 

I Total Revenue 

Expenditure 
Debt Service 

Cooper Point/Athletic Fields #2230 (pay off 2025) 

Total Debt Service 

Programs/Projects 

Capital 

I 

NOTES: 

Public Works M&O for Conservation Future Projects 

Indirect Costs 
Total Programs/Projects 

Commissioners Challenge Projects 

Bush Prairie Farm Easement 

Nelson Ranch Easement 

Nisqual!y Whitewater Reach 

Oyster Bay Farm 

Tumwater Brewery Trail 

Darlin Creek 

Shermer Deschutes 

Open Space Acquisition of Property - New Projects 

Total Capital 

Total Expenditures 

$1 ,317,123 

51 ,317,123 

$56, 140 

$56,140 

$188,922 

S37,442 

$226,364 

S50.000 

$75,000 

$500,000 

5120,000 

5559,835 

S14,500 

$950,000 

$2,269,335 

$2,551,839 

$1 ,330,945 $1 ,344,173 $1 ,357,593 $1,371,190 $1 ,384,989 

$1,330,945 $1,344,173 $1,357,593 $1,371,190 $1,384,989 

SSS,234 $53,809 $54,522 $58,096 S58,096 

S55,234 $53,809 $54,522 $58,096 $58,096 

$190,811 $192,719 $194,647 $196,593 $198,559 

$38,191 $38,955 $39,734 $40,539 $41,339 

$229,002 $231,674 $.234,381 $237,132 $239,898 

550.000 $50,000 550,000 $50,000 550.000 

5600,000 

5122,500 

$950,000 $950,000 $950,000 $950,000 $950,000 

$1,722,500 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 s1 ,ooo,ooo $1,000,000 

$2,006,736 $1,285,483 $1,288,903 $1,295,228 $1 ,297,994 

A. Public Works M & 0 for Conservation Futures Projects is 15% of prior year Property Truces and can only be used on property acquired with ConseNation Futures. 

B. Conservation Futures funds cannot be used for development. 

C. In current year, funds may be allocated for projects that will not be complete<! until a future year-many projects take longer than one year to complete. 
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SS,106,013 

$8,106,013 

$335,897 

$335,897 

51,162,251 

$236,200 

$1 ,398,4.S1 

5300,000 

$75,000 

$500,000 

5120,000 

$559,835 

$14,500 

$600.000 

$122,500 

SS.700.000 

$7,991 ,835 

$9,726,183 



Financing the County CFP 

It is required that the CFP describe how each of the proposed capital projects will 
be financed. The funding sources for each of the capital projects listed in the 
tables above are included with the projects. These include a variety of taxes, 
bonds, fees and charges, loans and grants. Some are specific to the program for 
which allocations are proposed to cover the cost of specific projects. 

Each of the enterprise funds referenced in this plan maintains a financial plan for 
its expenditures (e.g. Solid Waste, Utilities, and Transportation). In addition there 
are financial plans maintained for dedicated funds, such as Real Estate Excise 
Tax (1st and 2nd quarter) and the capital reserve fund set aside from the 
County's General Fund. 

The effects of these funding proposals are summarized in Tables 6-11, 6-12 and 
6-13 below. 



SUMMARY OF SIX-YEAR FINANCING PLAN 

Table 6-11 

SUMMARY OF 2016 - 2021 CAPITAL COSTS 
(From Tables 6-4 through 6-10) 

Expenditure Total 
Project Category 
CAPITAL 
Parks and Open Space 
Solid Waste 
Stormwater 
Water and Sewer 
Roads, Bridges and Bike Lanes 
County Buildings 
Conservation Futures 

Capital Total 

DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS 
Parks and Trails 
Solid Waste 
Stormwater 
Water and Sewer 
Roads, Bridges and Bike Lanes 
County Buildings 
Conservation Futures 

Debt Service Total 
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2015 - 2020 2016 - 2021 

$4,522,000 
$7,400,000 

$11,608,250 
$9,536,000 

$65,087,080 
$60,620,000 

$9,202,214 

$167,975,544 

$0 
$7,400,000 

$0 
$6,894,000 

$0 
$50,330,651 

$331,675 

$64,956,326 

$4,332,000 
$8,481,000 

$14,282,160 
$9,734,000 

$67,749,354 
$68,874,900 

$9,726,183 

$183, 179,597 

$1,666,944 
$0 
$0 

$5,605, 145 
$0 

$48,566,588 
$335,897 

$56, 17 4,57 4 



Revenue Sources 

Existing Revenues - Earmarked (May be used only for. specific 
types offacilities) 

Property Tax - Cons. Futures (Cash) 

Forest revenues (&reserves) 

Interest Income and Leasehold Excise Tax 

Utility Fees/Rates - wlo increases 

Detention Sales Tax 

Committed Developer & other Jurisdiction Financing 

Sewer - Water Fees & Assessments 

Utility Loans - to be repaid from existing fees I REET 

Councilmanic GO Bond Proceeds - for repayment from existing 
committed revenue sources 

Council manic GO Bond Proceeds - for repayment from existing, 
general use revenue sources 

e:=armarked Carryover Funds (or cap. reserves) 

Noxious Weed Assessment (NW) 

nternal Department transfers from non-capital programs 

SUBTOTAL 

Existing Revenues - General Use (May be us.ed for more than 
)ne type of facility) 

Real Estate Excise Tax (REET) I General Fund (cash) 

REET. Gen. Fund, or owner assess. (to be determined) 

SUBTOTAL 

Proposed New Revenues or Increased Rates 

GRANTS 

mpact Fees 

.mergency - FEMA, Applicable Co. Reserves, etc. 

Utility Rates - portion from increased (or new) rates/assess. 

Utility Loans - to be repaid from increase rates 

Trail Permit Fees 

Other 

Not Committed Developer & other Jurisdiction Financing 

Voter approved bond proceeds - repaid from property tax 

Council manic GO Bond Proceeds - for repayment from new, not 
yet committed revenue sources. 

SUBTOTAL 

REVENUE TOTALS 

Table 6-12 
SUMMARY SIX YEAR FINANCING PLAN 

2016 - 2021 

Six Year Totals 

Parks and Water and 
Solid Waste Stormwater Roads 

Open Space Sewer 

$14,943,226 

$5,250,000 $11,551,020 $1,459,000 

$2,747,500 

$3,431,000 

$0 $8,681,000 $11,551,020 $4,206,500 $14,943,226 

$1,750,000 $4,210,000 

$1,750,000 $0 $0 $4,210,000 $0 

$1,850,000 $2,881, 140 $1,317,500 $52,606,634 

$650,000 $170,000 

$82,000 
$100,000 $29,494 

$2,582,000 $0 $2,981,140 $1,317,500 $52,806, 128 

ftftftftft -- --· --- ... rftft 11:n Cl:'n. ., .................... 
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Conservation 
Totals by Revenue 

Buildings Source 
Futures 

$8,106,013 $8, 106,013 

$14,943,226 

$0 
$330,000 $18,590,020 

$0 

$0 

$0 
$2,747,500 

$1,850,000 $1,850,000 

$54,090,000 $54,090,000 

$3,431,000 

$87,000 $87,000 

$0 

$56,357,000 $8, 106,013 $103,844, 759 

$5,960,000 

$0 

$0 $0 $5,960,000 

$1,870,000 $60,525,274 

$820,000 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$82,000 
$10,647,900 $10,777,394 

$C 

$C 

$0 

$12,517,900 $0 $72,204,668 

$8 106,013 ct'1"'" - - .. ·-



EFFECT ON LOCAL TAXES AND FEES: 

Table 6-13 
Effect on Local Taxes and Fees 

FACILITY CURRENT FEEff AX USED PROPOSED CHANGE IN FEE/TAX 
FOR THE FACILITY FOR THE FACILITY IN THIS PLAN 

County REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAX No change in the real estate excise tax. 
Buildings must be spent for Capital Projects 

specified in the Capital Facilities 
No change in the Sales tax. Plan. This is a tax of Yz of 1 % 

paid by sellers upon the sale of 
real property in the 
unincorporated county. 

SALES TAX - 1/10 of a cent. 
The voters approved this tax in 
September 1995 for construction, 
maintenance and operation of 
juvenile detention facilities and 
adult jails. 

County Parks REAL ESTATE EXCISE TAX No change in either the REAL ESTATE 
for some current park EXCISE TAX or the CONSERVATION 
development and major FUTURES property tax levy and 
maintenance costs. IMPACT FEES. 

CONSERVATION FUTURES 
PROPER TY TAX LEVY for 
some current park land and open 
space acquisition costs. This is a 
county-wide property tax. The 
cmTent rate is 4.64 cents per 
thousand assessed value. 

PARKS IMP ACT FEES for 
purchase of additional Park Lands 
and Open Space to comply with 
required Level of Service. 

TRAIL PERMIT FEES 

Roads FOREST REVENUES NOTE: Revenues the county receives 
Construction TRAFFIC IMP ACT FEES to from the property tax road levy are used 
(and Major fund traffic projects that add for road maintenance, not construction. 
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FACILITY CURRENT FEE/TAX USED PROPOSED CHANGE IN FEE/TAX 
FOR THE FACILITY FOR THE FACILITY IN TIDS PLAN 

Maintenance capacity to the existing Grants, forest revenues and a portion of 
and Repair) transportation network to meet the gas tax that are deposited in the Road 

required Levels of Service. Fund are the primary funding sources for 
road construction and Traffic Impact 
Fees. 

Water Water utility rates and charges for Annual changes in the Water utility rates 
Facilities each respective utility. and charges are expected, as established 

by Thurston County Code 15.12. 

If authorized by the Board of County 
Commissioners (BOCC), Real Estate 
Excise Tax (REET) may be used to fund 
efforts associated with new capital 
facilities or portions thereof, when 
necessary. 

Upon vote approval and/or BOCC action, 
Utility Local Improvement District 
(ULID) assessments may be established 
to fund capital facilities or portions 
thereof, when necessary. 

Sewer Sewer utility rates and charges for No changes in the Sewer utility rates and 
Facilities each respective utility. charges are expected, as established by 

Thurston Code 15.12. 

If authorized by the BOCC, REET may 
be used to fund efforts associated with 
new capital facilities or portions thereof, 
when necessary. 

Upon voter approval and/or BOCC 
action, Utility Local Improvement 
District (ULID) assessments may be 
established to fund capital facilities or 
portions thereof, when necessary. 

Solid Waste TIPPING FEES (landfill disposal Tipping Fee increase is reviewed every 4 
Disposal and fee): $119.00 per ton for garbage, years to cover a 20-year period (to 2030). 
Recycling $48.00 for yard waste, and In 2010 the BOCC elected to implement 
Facilities $143.00 for asbestos. rate increases on an annual basis. 
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FACILITY CURRENT FEEff AX USED PROPOSED CHANGE IN FEE/TAX 
FOR THE FACILITY FOR THE FACILITY IN TIDS PLAN 

St01mwater STORMW ATER AND SURF ACE Storm and Surface Water Utility Rates 
UTILITY RA TES AND CHARGES and Charges are established by Thurston 

Beginning in 2015 the Storm and County Code 15.06. Rates shown are for 

Surface Water Utility Rates and 2015. These rates may increase over the 

Charges will be adjusted based on next five year period, subject to approval. 

projections of costs and 
requirements for the five year 
period ending in 2019. The 
Capital Facilities portion of the 
rate is proposed to increase over 
the 5-year period from $3.00 to 
$9.00 per year for rural residences 
and from $18.00 to $37.00 per 
year for urban residences. 

Note: There are exemptions and 
reductions available for senior 
citizens, residents of lake 
management and drainage 
districts, wetlands, tidelands, lands 
underwater, and lands enrolled 
under the "Open Space" 
designation, plus other rates for 
multifamily residential, 
commercial, public roads, and 
agricultural and vacant property. 

Conservation Conservation Futures property tax Changes in the Conservation Futures 
Futures levy for some parks, open space, property tax levy are made on a yearly 
Program salmon habitat, and agricultural basis. Rates may not be increased over 

lands. The current Conservation 6.25-cents per $1000 assessed value on 
Futures tax rate is 4.64-cents per property. The levy is subject to a 
$1000 assessed value. statutory limit of 1 % increase a year. 

School As proposed for single family and As proposed for single family and multi-
District multi-family development per the family development per the individual 
Impact Fees individual school district's CFP. school district's CFP. 
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VII. Summary of 2015-2035 Project Projections 

As noted in the introduction to this Plan, the emphasis here is on a six-year forecast of 
capital needs, costs and revenues. However, this is in the context of a broad summary 
of anticipated 20-year project needs. This summary is presented in Table 6-14, below. 

Table 6-14 
2016 - 2036 Twenty-year Generalized Project Projections 

Program Project Categories 
Estimated 

20-Year Costs 

Development $52,000,000 
Ma·or Improvements $5,000,000 

Parks and Recreation Acquisition $18,000,000 
1----~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~+-~--'-------"----~-'---------I 

Master Plannin $250,000 

Parks Subtotal $75,250,000 

Solid Waste $3, 130,000 
$782,500 

$35,216,000 

Solid Waste Subtotal $39, 128,500 

Land Acquisition $2, 100,000 
Stormwater Capital Planning $1,000,000 

New Construction $15,639,000 
$7,439,000 

Stormwater Subtotal $26, 178,000 

$2,043,000 
Water and Sewer $1,226,000 

$36,778,000 

Water and Sewer Subtotal $40, 04 7, 000 

$114,497,734 
Design Improvements $44,272,350 

Transportation Safet $18,392,256 
Bridges $11,678,310 
Other $17,052,930 

Transportation Subtotal $205,893,580 

County Buildings $90,000,000 
$37,900,000 

$3,000,000 

County Buildings Subtotal $130,900,000 

Total $517,397,080 
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VIII. PUBLIC PURPOSE LANDS 

A. Facilities of Other Public Entities. Inclusion of public facilities of other 
public entities in this section is for information only, in compliance with the 
Growth Management Act, which says the capital facilities element is to 
include summary information on "capital facilities owned by public entities." 
Table 6 - 15 includes the major public facility improvements planned by 
those public entities that responded to Thurston County's request for 
information to include in this Comprehensive Plan. 

The following public entities either declined to apprise the County of their 
Capital Facilities Plans or responded that they do not have any capital 
facilities planned for the coming six-year period: 

• Fire Districts not listed in Table 6-15 

• School districts not listed in Table 6-15 

• Grand Mound/Rochester Park & Recreation District 

• Tanglewilde Park and Recreation District 

• Cemetery Districts #1 and #2 

• Other special districts not listed above 

Thurston County cannot control the planning or construction of capital 
facilities by other public entities within its borders, such as school districts, 
fire districts, port districts and transit entities. However, the capital facilities 
planned by these other entities must, under the Growth Management Act, 
be part of the County's Capital Facilities Plan. Inclusion of the capital 
facilities planning by these other entities will promote consistent and 
unified capital facilities planning throughout the County. However, the 
inclusion of their plans does not imply County approval or disapproval of 
the plans or the levels of service, which they adopt. Rather, their inclusion 
insures compliance with the GMA and enables a consistent approach to 
capital facilities planning throughout the County, taking into consideration 
the Capital Facilities Plans of all public entities in the County. Most of the 
public entities referenced in table 6-15 have adopted their own 6 and 20 
year Capital Facilities Plans. For more information, please refer to those 
adopted Capital Facilities Plans. For goals and policies related to schools 
and coordinated planning with other public entities, see below. 



Table 6-15 

Facilities of Other Public Entities 

Projects 
(Name and Location of Each Capital Project) 6Year 

Costs 
Project Name Location 

Rainier School District #307 

Construction/modernizations 207 Centre St. $1,000,000 

Rainier School District Total $1,000,000 

North Thurston School District #3 (2014-2020) 

New Construction Varies $50,000,000 

Modernizations Varies $119,000,000 

Site/Land Acquisition Varies $2,000,000 

Facility Upgrades I Asset 
District wide $27,000,000 

preservation 

Emergent Needs Varies $24,705,000 

Facility Planning Varies $1,652,500 

Temporary Classrooms 
purchase (5 per year) and Varies $10,500,000 
relocation 

Site/Land Acquisition Varies $2,000,000 

North Thurston School District 
$241,307,500 

Total 

Olympia School District 

Funding Source 
(For 6 year 
projects) 

TBD 

Bonds & voluntary 
mitigation 

Bonds & state 
assistance 

Bonds 

Bonds 

Bonds 

Bonds 

Bonds & voluntary 
mitigation 

Bonds 



Projects 
6Year Funding Source (Name and Location of Each Capital Project) 

(For 6 year Costs 
projects) 

Project Name Location 

326 Plymouth 
Bond Financing Garfield Elementary School $21,300,000 impact/ mitigation Modernization St. NW 
fees 

Centennial Elementary School 2637 45th Ave Bond Financing 
$12,200,000 impact/ mitigation Modernization SE Olympia 

fees 

200 Delphi Rd. 
Bond Financing Mclane Elementary School $16,800,000 impact/ mitigation Modernization SW 
fees 

Roosevelt Elementary School 1417San Bond Financing 
Francisco Ave. $16,600,000 impact/ mitigation Modernization 
NE fees 

Capital High School Bond Financing 
2707 Conger $19,700,000 impact/ mitigation Modernization and JAMS 
Ave NW 

fees Pathway 

1302 North 
Bond Financing Olympia High School $11,900,000 impact/ mitigation Addition/Portable Replacement Street SE 
fees 

Avanti High School Addition and 
1113 Legion 

Bond Financing 
Modernization & Relocation of $13,800,000 impact/ mitigation 
District Administrative Center Way SE 

fees 

Build New Intermediate Middle 
2637 45th Ave. Secured local 

School (on the same campus as $33, 100,000 bonds and impact I 
the Centennial Elementary SE 

mitigation fees 
School) 

Olympia Regional Learning Boulevard and $28,000,000 Secured local 
Academy 15th Ave. SE bonds 

$11,681,929 Secured local 
Small Works Roster Projects Various 

bonds and levy 



Projects 
Funding Source (Name and Location of Each Capital Project) 6 Year 

(For 6 year 
Costs 

Project Name Location 
projects) 

Olympia School District Total $185,255,329 

Rochester School District #401 

Study and survey for a new To be 
To be determined 

elementary school determined 

Site acquisition and development Various sites $3,000,000 
Proposed bonds 
and impact fees 

Various sites 
Mitigation and 

Temporary Classrooms $1,000,000 impact fees and 
capital project funds 

Rochester School District 
$4,000,000 

Total 

Tumwater School District #33 

Site Acquisition & Development Various sites $ 3,500,000 Secured bonds and 
impact fees 

Temporary Classrooms Various sites $600,000 Impact fees 

P.G. Schmidt Elem. 225 Dennis $22,600,000 Secured 
Replacement Street SE bonds/state grant 

Littlerock Elem. Bldg. "A", "C", & 12710 
Secured 

Littlerock Rd $18, 180,000 "E" Replacement 
SW 

bonds/state grant 

Bush Middle Additions & 2120 83rd Ave. $23, 100, 000 Secured bonds and 
Renovations SW impact fees 

Tumwater Middle School 6335 Littlerock $22,600,000 Secured bonds and 
Additions & Renovations Rd.SW impact fees 

East Olympia Elem. Renovations 8700 Rich Rd. $10,700,000 Secured 
SW bonds/state grant 



Projects 
Funding Source (Name and Location of Each Capital Project) 6Year 

(For 6 year Costs 
projects) 

Project Name Location 

Tumwater Hill Elementary 3120 

Renovations Ridgeview Ct. $10,900,000 Secured bonds 
SW 

New Market Skills Center - minor 7299 New 
State grants and 

$2,000,000 NMSC Capital 
Renovations Market St. SW Investment Funds 

Tumwater High School - Various 700 Israel Rd. 
$8,535,000 Renovations and Weight Room SW Secured bonds 

Addition 

Black Hills High School - 77 41 Littlerock 
$3,415,000 

Various Renovations Rd.SW Secured bonds 

New Alternative Learning Center Undetermined $3,500,000 Secured bonds 

District Stadium - Various 700 Israel Rd. 
$1,567,000 

Improvements SW Secured bonds 

Various Small Works Projects 
(Health Safety & Security, Various 

$9, 100,000 Buildings & Grounds, HVAC, Locations Secured bonds 
Painting, Sidewalks & Parking 
Lots) 

Various 
$10,000,000 Technology Enhancement Locations Secured bonds 

Tumwater School District $150,297,000 
Total 

Yelm Community Schools District #2 

Construct New Elementary To be $16, 119,000 Proposed Bond/ 
School Determined Impact Fees 

Southworth Elementary $15,668,000 Proposed 
Replacement Bond/Impact Fees 

Prairie Elementary $13,508,000 Proposed 
Modernization Bond/Impact Fees 

Yelm Middle School $31,360,000 Proposed 
Replacement Bond/Impact Fees 



Projects 
Funding Source (Name and Location of Each Capital Project) 6Year 

Costs (For 6 year 

Project Name Location 
projects) 

Yelm High-91h Grade Wing $26,844,000 Proposed 
Bond/Impact Fees 

Portable Classrooms 
Various 

$800,000 Proposed 
Bond/Impact Fees 

Support Operation Center $2,000,000 Proposed 
Bond/Impact Fees 

Various Bond/Impact 
School Buses $400,000 FeesfTo be 

Determined 

Yelm Community Schools 
Bond/Impact 

$105,499,000 FeesfTo be 
Total Determined 

Griffin School District #324 

Re-roofing a portion of the 6530 33rd Ave. $350,000 Capital Projects 
school NW Fund 

Additional space for all day $125,000 State Appt.fTuition 
Kindergarten 

Special Education Preschool $125,000 State Special Ed. 
Funds 

Expansion of Transportation $50,000 Capital Projects 
Facility Fund 

Building storage and security for $3,900 Capital Projects 
compressor Fund 

Upgrade Security System $55,000 Capital Projects 
Fund 

Perimeter Fencing for Schools $50,000 Capital Projects 
Fund 

Griffin School District Total $758,900 



Projects 
Funding Source 

(Name and location of Each Capital Project) 6Year 
(For 6 year 

Costs 
Project Name location 

projects) 

West Thurston Regional Fire Authority 

Renovating Station #1-4 2640 Trevue $380,000 Local bond funds 
Ave. SW 

Total West Thurston Regional 
$380,000 

Fire Authority 

South East Thurston Fire Authority 

Station #21 Remodel 708 Mill Road $300,000 Unsecured Bond 

Station #22 Rebuild 
17213 153rd 

$2,000,000 Unsecured Bond 
Ave. SE 

Station #41 Upgrade 12506 133rd St. $1,500,000 Unsecured Bond 
Rainier 

South East Thurston Fire 
$3,800,000 

Authority Total 

Fire District #5 & #9, Mclane/Black lake Fire Department 

No Capital Projects 

East Olympia Fire District #6 

No Capital Projects 

Fire District #7, North Olympia Fire 

No Capital Projects 



Projects 
Funding Source (Name and Location of Each Capital Project) 6Year 

Costs 
(For 6 year 

Project Name Location 
projects) 

Fire District #8, South Bay 

District Fire Training Center 3349 South $ 550,000 To be determined Phase II Bay Rd. NE 

New North- end Fire Station 7804 Henderson $2,701,000 To be determined Rd. NE 

Fire District #8, South Bay $3,251,000 Total 

Fire District #12 

No Capital Projects 

Fire District #16, Rochester 

No Capital Projects 

Fire District #17, Bald Hills 

Station 17-1 Remodel 
16306 Bald Hill 

$ 300,000 To be Determined 
Rd. SE 

17701 
To be 

Station 17-2 Upgrades Lawrence Lake To be Determined 
Determined 

Rd. SE 

New Station 
To be 

$ 3,000,000 To be Determined 
Determined 

Fire District #17 Total $ 3,300,000 

Port of Olympia (2013 only) - Still Waiting for Updated Project List 

Olympia Federal and State 
Airport Projects Regional $3,900,000 grants and local 

Airport funds 

Swan town Federal and State 
Marina and Boatworks Marina and $1,100,00 grants and Local 

Boatworks funds 



Projects 
(Name and Location of Each Capital Project) 6 Year 

Funding Source 

Costs (For 6 year 

Project Name Location 
projects) 

Federal and State 
Marine Terminal Projects Port Marine 

Terminal 
$2,000,000 grants & Local 

Funds 

Environmental Program Various Port 
Federal and State 

Properties 
$1,500,000 grants & Local 

Funds 

General Projects Various 
Local funds and 

Properties 
$900,000 third party 

reimbursements 

Cascade Pole Groundwater Cascade Pole Federal and State 

Treatment Plant Site, Port $500,000 grants and local 
Peninsula funds 

Port of Olympia Total $9,900,000 

Intercity Transit 

Facilities & Transit Centers Service District $9, 100,000 Federal and Local 
Funding 

Intercity Transit Total $9,100,000 

Public Utility District #1 

Multiple Water System Upgrades Unincorporated 
$850,500 Capital Project Fund 

and Facility Replacements Thurston County 

Lew's 81 51 Consolidation of Class B 
Drinking Water State 

Water System into a Class A Olympia, WA $374,432 
Revolving Loan Fund 

System 
with loan forgiveness 
of 30%. 

Total Public Utility District #1 $1,224,432 

B. Public purpose lands and essential public facilities. 



The Growth Management Act (GMA) requires that comprehensive 
plans address both lands for public purposes and siting essential 
public facilities. The GMA states that the county: 

• Shall identify lands useful for public purposes; 
• Will work with the state and cities within its borders to identify 

areas of shared need for public facilities; 

• Shall prepare with other jurisdictions a prioritized list of lands 
necessary for the identified public uses; 

• Include a process for identifying and siting essential public 
facilities; and 

• No local comprehensive plan or development regulation may 
preclude siting essential public facilities in their jurisdiction. 

Confusion often arises as to the distinction between lands for public 
purposes and essential public facilities. Essential public facilities can 
be thought of as a subset of public purpose lands. The following table 
illustrates the distinctions. 



Table 6-16 

Distinguishing Public Purpose Lands From Essential Public Facilities 

PUBLIC PURPOSE LANDS 

FOCUS: Lands needed to 
accommodate public facilities. 

Lands needed to provide the full range 
of services to the public provided by 
government, substantially funded by 
government, contracted for by 
government, or provided by private 
entities subject to public service 
obligations. 

Examples include: 

• Utility Corridors 1 

• Transportation Corridors2 

• Sewage Treatment Facilities 
• Stormwater Management 

Facilities 
• Recreation 
• Schools 
• Other Public Uses 

Note: See Chapter 2, Land Use, for an 
inventory map of public purpose lands. 
1. Addressed in the Utilities Chapter. 
2. Addressed in the Transportation Chapter. 

C. Coordinated Public Purpose Lands: 

ESSENTIAL PUBLIC FACILITIES 

FOCUS: Facilities needed to provide 
public services and functions that are 
typically difficult to site. 

Those public facilities that are usually 
unwanted by neighborhoods have 
unusual site requirements or other 
features that complicate the siting 
process. 

Examples include: 

• Large-scale Transportation 
Facilities 

• State Educational Facilities 
• State and Local Correctional 

Facilities 
• Solid Waste Handling Facilities 
• Airports 
• Inpatient Facilities Such As: 

~ Substance Abuse Facilities 
~ Mental Health Facilities 
~ Group Homes 
~ Secure Community 

Transition Facilities 

The GMA calls for coordination among the cities, the State and the County, 
to identify and prioritize lands needed for public facilities. This provides the 
opportunity to also identify areas of shared need, and possibly, shared use 
or other efficiencies. The County is currently coordinating public facility 
needs (including land needs) with the cities and towns through the joint 
planning process. Additional coordination and prioritization should be 
pursued through a regional consultation process. A partial list of shared 
needs identified to date is presented in Table 6-17. 



Table 6-17 

lnterjurisdictional Shared Needs for Public Purpose Lands 

Projects Serving 
Sharing Jurisdictions or Districts 

Shared Needs Thurston Cities or School Port of 
State County Towns Districts Olympia 

Beneficial Re-Use of 
Public 

Closed Landfill (Park Lacey WDOT 
& Ride Facility) 

Works 

Mallard Pond Phase II 
RS- Lacey 
swu 

CL T Green Cove RS-
Creek Basin Project- SWU- Olympia 
Land Acquisition Parks 

Grand Mound -
Public WSDOT 

WSDOT SRA Sewer Works Ecology Connection 

WARC HazoHouse Public Lacey Ecology 
Replacement Works 

WARC Closed Loop Public wsu 
Lacey Master Park Works 

Growers 

Chehalis Western 
Trail (coordinated 

Public WDFW 
recreation use/ Lacey and WSDOT 
stormwater Works Olympia DNR TRPC 
retention/utility 
corridor) 

Yelm - Tenino Trail 
(coordinated 
recreation use/ 

Yelm, WSDOT stormwater Public 
retention/utility Works Rainier, 

TRPC 
corridor/highway 

and Tenino 

access/ potential 
future rail use) 



Projects Serving 
Sharing Jurisdictions or Districts 

Shared Needs Thurston Cities or School Port of 
State 

County Towns Districts Olympia 

Gate to Belmore Trail Parks 
(coordinated 

Rail RCO 
recreation use/ Public 
potential future rail Works 

Tumwater Transit WDFW 
use) (future) 

Ecology 

TRPC 

Griffin Athletic Fields 
Public 

Griffin 
Works 

Lacey 
Olympia DNR, 

Park Acquisitions 
Public Tumwater, 

WSDOT, 
Works Yelm, 

Tenino, and and Parks 

Rainier 

Glacial Heritage Public 
DNR 

Preserve Works 

Boston Harbor Boat Public Fish and 
Ramp Works Wildlife 

Lake Lawrence Park Public Fish and 
(coordinated Works Wildlife; and 
recreation use) DNR 

D. Siting Essential Public Facilities: 

The County-Wide Planning Policies for Thurston County provide the 
following requirements for siting essential public facilities (refer to 
Appendix C for a description of County-Wide Planning Policies): 

Each city and town will: 

• Cooperatively establish a process for identifying and siting county 
and state-wide public capital facilities having a potential impact 
beyond jurisdictional boundaries; 

• Include public involvement at early stages; and 



• Base siting decisions on the jurisdiction's adopted plans, zoning and 
environmental regulations, particularly as they affect critical areas, 
resource lands, and transportation facilities. 

The Thurston Regional Planning Council provided the lnterjurisdictional 
forum for developing the required process for identifying and siting 
essential public facilities. A process endorsed by the Thurston Regional 
Planning Council in January 1994 is included in the Special Use Chapter of 
the Thurston County Zoning Ordinance and below: 

DESIGNATION OF ESSENTIAL PUBLIC FACILITIES: 

Essential public facilities are public facilities and privately owned or 
operated facilities serving a public purpose that are typically difficult to site. 
They include: 

1. State education facilities; state or regional transportation facilities; 
prisons, jails and other correctional facilities; solid waste handling 
facilities; airports; and inpatient facilities such as group homes, 
mental health facilities and substance abuse facilities; sewage 
treatment facilities; and communication towers and antennas. 

2. Facilities identified by the State Office of Financial Management as 
essential public facilities, consistent with RCW 36.70A.200; and 

3. Facilities identified as essential public facilities in the county's zoning 
ordinance. 

SITING ESSENTIAL PUBLIC FACILITIES: 

Essential public facilities may be allowed as permitted or conditional 
special uses in the zoning ordinance. Essential public facilities identified 
as special uses in the applicable zoning district shall be subject, at a 
minimum, to the following requirements. 

1. Classify essential public facilities as follows: 

a. Type One: Multi-county facilities. These are major facilities 
serving or potentially affecting more than one county. These 
facilities include, but are not limited to, regional transportation 
facilities, such as regional airports; state correction facilities; 
and state educational facilities. 

b. Type Two: These are local or inter-local facilities serving or 
potentially affecting residents or property in more than one 
jurisdiction. They could include, but are not limited to, county 
jails, county landfills, community colleges, sewage treatment 
facilities, communication towers, and inpatient facilities (e.g., 
substance abuse facilities, mental health facilities, and group 



homes). [NOTE: Such facilities which would not have 
impacts beyond the jurisdiction in which they are proposed to 
be located would be Type Three facilities.] 

c. Type Three: These are facilities serving or potentially 
affecting only the jurisdiction in which they are proposed to be 
located. 

In order to enable the county to determine the project's classification, 
the applicant shall identify the approximate area within which the 
proposed project could potentially have adverse impacts, such as 
increased traffic, public safety risks, noise, glare, emissions, or other 
environmental impacts. 

2. Provide early notification and involvement of affected citizens and 
jurisdictions as follows: 

a. Type One and Two facilities. At least 90 days before 
submitting an application for a Type One or Type Two 
essential public facility, the prospective applicant shall notify 
the affected public and jurisdictions of the general type and 
nature of the proposal, identify sites under consideration for 
accommodating the proposed facility, and identify 
opportunities to comment on the proposal. Applications for 
specific projects shall not be considered complete in the 
absence of proof of a published notice regarding the proposed 
project in a newspaper of general circulation in the affected 
area. This notice shall include the information described 
above and shall be published at least 90 days prior to the 
submission of the application. 

The Thurston Regional Planning Council may provide the 
project sponsor and affected jurisdiction(s) with their 
comments or recommendations regarding alternative project 
locations during this 90-day period. 

(The purpose of this provision is to enable potentially affected 
jurisdictions and the public to collectively review and comment 
on alternative sites for major facilities before the project 
sponsor has made their siting decision.) 

b. Type Three facilities. Type Three essential public facilities are 
subject to the county's standard notification requirements for 
special uses. 

3. Essential public facilities shall not have any probable significant 
adverse impact on critical areas or resource lands, except for lineal 



facilities, such as highways, where no feasible alternative exists 
(adapted from County-Wide Policy 4.2(a)). 

4. Major public facilities which generate substantial traffic should be 
sited near major transportation corridors [adapted from County-Wide 
Policy 4.2(b)]. 

5. Applicants for Type One essential public facilities shall provide an 
analysis of the alternative sites considered for the proposed facility. 
This analysis shall include the following: 

a. An evaluation of the sites' capability to meet basic siting 
criteria for the proposed facility, such as size, physical 
characteristics, access, and availability of necessary utilities 
and support services; 

b. An explanation of the need for the proposed facility in the 
proposed location; 

c. The sites' relationship to the service area and the distribution 
of other similar public facilities within the service area or 
jurisdiction, whichever is larger; and 

d. A general description of the relative environmental, traffic, and 
social impacts associated with locating the proposed facility at 
the alternative sites that meet the applicant's basic siting 
criteria. The applicant shall also identify proposed mitigation 
measures to alleviate or minimize significant potential impacts. 

e. The applicant shall also briefly describe the process used to 
identify and evaluate the alternative sites. 

6. The proposed project shall comply with all applicable provisions of 
the comprehensive plan, zoning ordinance, and other county 
regulations. 

7. In acquiring and developing parks, trails and other recreation 
facilities, the County should explore every opportunity to create 
revenue centers within the park system to generate funding for 
ongoing park maintenance and operation needs. 

PUBLIC PURPOSE LANDS SECTION: 

GOAL 2: EVERY CITIZEN SHOULD HAVE SAFE AND CONVENIENT 
ACCESS TO EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES. 

OBJECTIVE 2-A: Schools - Mechanisms and procedures should be 
established and maintained to ensure that new school facilities are coordinated 
with growth and their impacts on roads and neighboring uses are considered. 



POLICIES: 

1. All development proposals should consider enrollment impacts on schools. 

2. Where the size of a single proposed development warrants, the developer 
should identify at the first stage of project review proposed school sites 
meeting school district standards such as topography, acreage 
requirements, location, and soil quality. Such sites should be dedicated for 
school use under terms negotiated by the developer and the school 
district. 

3. Schools should be sited to consider transportation and health needs as 
follows: 

a. Where practical, schools should be located along non-arterial roads 
in order to minimize potential conflicts between pedestrian and 
vehicular traffic. Where the school district finds that siting on 
arterials is the most practical, school development should include 
frontage and off-site improvements needed to mitigate the impacts of 
pedestrian and vehicular traffic. 

b. Availability of sewer and water facilities should also be considered in 
siting schools, as well as location in areas not subject to exposure 
from hazardous/dangerous materials, poor air quality or safety 
hazards. 

4. School siting and expansion should avoid prime agricultural land. 

5. The County should notify affected school districts of new subdivision 
proposals, and new schools should be reviewed by the county through a 
site plan review zoning process where impacts on roads and neighboring 
uses are considered. 

OBJECTIVE 2-B: Shared Facility Use with Schools-The County, school 
districts, and other governmental agencies should coordinate the use of facilities 
and operation of programs in order to use facilities efficiently and avoid 
duplication of public expenditures. 

POLICIES: 

1. Shared use of school facilities by the general public should be encouraged. 

2. The county and the school district should cooperate in the planning and 
utilization of school and recreational facilities. 

GOAL 3: TO PROVIDE ADEQUATE, WELL-LOCATED PUBLIC LANDS AND 
FACILITIES. 

OBJECTIVE 3-A: Identify, in advance of development, appropriately sited lands 
needed for public purposes, including essential public facilities. 



POLICIES: 

1. The County should obtain or secure (e.g., by obtaining a right of first refusal for 
desired property) sites needed for County public facilities as early as possible in 
the development of an area, to ensure that the facilities are well located to serve 
the area and to minimize acquisition costs. 

2. The County should support regional coordination efforts in identifying shared 
needs for lands for public purposes to maximize the efficient use of public capital 
resources. 

3. The County should ensure that its development regulations do not preclude the 
siting of essential public facilities, subject to reasonable development standards 
and mitigation measures, within Thurston County. 

4. The County should identify and site essential public facilities in accordance with 
the County-wide Planning Policies. 
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