Transportation Improvement Board

November 16-17, 2006 — Federal Way, Washington

Meeting Location: King County Aquatic Center
650 SW Campus Drive, Federal Way, WA 98023
(2006) 296-4544

Lodging Location: Federal Way Courtyard by Marriott Hotel
31910 Gateway Center, Federal Way, WA 98003
(253) 529-0200

November 16, 2006

WORK SESSION AGENDA
Page
130 PM A, RTID Presentation David Hopkins 51
2:15PM B, FY 2008 Priority Array Steve Gorcester/Greg Armstrong 88
315PM €. WAC 479-02 Revisions Approval Rhonda Reinke 90
3:20PM D. Proposed WAC Revisions Rhonda Reinke
L. WAC 479-01 Summary 1
a. WAC 479-01 with marked revisions 2
b. WAC 479-01 proposed final language (without marked revisions) 6
2. WAC 479-12 Summary 10
a. WAC 479-12 with marked revisions 13
b. WAC 479-12 proposed final language (without marked revisions) 29
3. WAC 479-14 Summary 38
a. WAC 479-14 with marked revisions 40
b. WAC 479-14 proposed final language (without marked revisions) 47

5:00 PM  Tour of Aquatic Center

6:00 PM  Board Dinner at Indochine’s




Transportation Improvement Board
November 16-17, 2006 — Federal Way, Washington
Meeting Location: King County Aquatic Center
650 SW Campus Drive, Federal Way, WA 98023
(206) 296-4544
Lodging Location: Federal Way Courtyard by Marriott Hotel
' 31910 Gateway Center, Federal Way, WA 98003
(253) 529-0200
November 17, 2006 ~ 9:00 AM
BOARD AGENDA
Page
L CALL TO ORDER Chair Bowman
2. GENERAL MATTERS
A. Approval of September 22, 2006 Minutes Chair Bowman 73
B.  Communications Steve Gorcester
1. Officials dedicate new Pasco overpass — TriCity Herald 77
2. Dignitaries gather to cut ribbon on “School Loop” - The Davenport Times 78
3. Ribbon cutting officially opens rebuilt Pope Ave. — Wilbur Register 79
4. Cutting the ribbon on Collins Street — Goldendale Sentinel 80
5. Montesano looks at scaling down its Main Street project — 7he Daily World 81
6. Visionary steps down: City planner headed to Ashland ~ The Wenarchee World — 82
7. Skamania County RJT Request Letter 83
8. Letrer [rom State Auditor’s Office RE Performance Audit 84
3. LOCAL PRESENTATIONS Steve Gorcester
4. NON-ACTION ITEMS
A. Chair’s Report to the Board Chair Bowman
B.  Executive Director’s Report Steve Gorcester
C. Financial Report Theresa Anderson
D. Project Activities Report (9/1/06 —10/31/06) Greg Armstrong 85
5. ACTION ITEMS
A. FY 2008 Priority Array Steve Gorcester 88
B. WAC 479-02 Revisions Approval Rhonda Reinke 90
6. FUTURE MEETINGS
January 25-26 - Lacey July 26-27 - Pt Angeles/Oak Harbor/Pt. Townsend
March 22-23 - Yakima September 20-21 ~ Leavenworth/Wenatchee
May 17-18 — Walla Walla November 29-30 — Tacoma/DuPont

7. ADJOURNMENT




WAC 479-01 addresses the organization of the Transportation Improvement Board.

WAC 479-01-010 Organization of the Transportation Improvement Board
¢ Changed the title '
¢ Changed incorrect reference to correct RCW
» Added the new fund known as the small city pavement and sidewalk account

WAC 479-01-020 The time and place of board meetings
e Changed the title
e Deleted cxtra wording
e Delcted reference to meetings being held in Olympia
e Meeting schedule is not approved at a specific meeting, rather it is at Icast 3 months
before the beginning of the year (calendar year).
e Addresses special meetings

WAC 479-01-030 The address of the board
e Deleted extra wording

WAC 479-01-040 Definitions and acronyms
* (Changed title to include acronyms’
¢ This incorporates all of the definitions from other WAC’s into this one

WAC 479-01-050 Administrative costs
o Changed title
o Deleted extra wording

NEW SECTION
WAC 479-01-060: Executive Director — powers and duty
e Adds thc powers and duties for the executive dircctor previously described in the
delcgation of authority in the board guidelings,
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Chapter 479-01 WAC
| DESCRIPTION OF ORGANIZATIONLast Update: 8/4/03WAC

I 479-01-010 Organization of the transportation improvement board.
479-01-020 Time and place of meetings.
479-01-030 Address of board.
479-01-040 Definitions.
479-01-050 Admidsteation-Adminighan

479-01-060 Frovutive Director - powers md dLmu

| WAC 479-01-010 Organization of the transportation
improvement board. The trangportation improvement board ig a
twenty-one member board, organized according to uwnder—the
provisions of RCW 47.26.121.c¢hapter—tede—Iawa-of-1988 chaptor
2B by -t 085 . The board administers the urban arterial
trust account, —and-the transportation improvement account, and

the small cmry pavement and sidewalk account. -The-board
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[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 03-16-077, § 479-01-
010, filed 8/4/03, effective 9/4/03. Statutory Authority:
Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038, § 479-01-010, filed
11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory Authority: 1995 ¢ 269
§ 2601. 95-22-056, § 479-01-010, filed 10/30/95, effective
11/30/95. Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072,
§ 479-01-010, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 90-11-035, § 479~
01-010, filed 5/10/90, effective 6/10/90; 83-22-021 (Order 83-
01, Resolution Nos. 770, 771 and 772), § 479-01-010, filed
10/26/83; Order 31 (part), § 479-01-010, filed 11/8/67.]

WAC 479-01-020 -—TimeThe time and place of board meetings.
Regular public meetlngs of the board s#ati-be- are held at least

quarterly or more frequently as decided by a mdjoxlty vote of
the board. Regular meetings are held on the fourth Friday of
the month, ~ er—ehe-third-Friday +fWhenunless the week of the

fourth Friday includes 4s—a holiday, wherein the board will

determine the e of the meeting. Meetings-are-hedd--at—lease
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Fach sweh--regular meeting shati-—be—is held ab—bhoe offices of £he
boardan-Olympta—Washingron—and—beginat—the-hour-of-9+00—am
T he time and place ag designated by the

board. The me Al for the following calendar year,
will be approved at least 3 months before the beginning of the
year.

A special meeting of the board may be called by the
chairperson or by a majority of the members of the board.+ by—A
deltverding-personatty-or—Ry-mpatt-written notice to all other
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board members is required et—the-beoard-at least twenty-four

hours before the time of sueh-the meeting.-as—specificddn—the
retteer The notice calling a special meeting shall
stateincludes:
¢ the purpose for
¢ the date,

o hour-the time and

the meeting #is—ecatlted—and

o the place ef uuch PRe e T e ar

A1l p;g%isiomg oL RCW 47.26.150 Ptrangportation improvement
board meetings, and chapter 42.30 RCW otherwise known as the
Open Pubtlc Meetings Act will apply.
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-01-020, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-01-020, filed
1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 92-12-014, § 479-01-020, filed
5/26/92, effective 6/26/92; 90-11-035, § 479-01-020, filed
5/10/90, effective 6/10/90; 83-22-021 (Order 83-01, Resolution
Nos. 770, 771 and 772), § 479-01-020, filed 10/26/83; Order 279,
§ 479-01-020, filed 4/17/73; Order 31 (part), & 479-01-020,
filed 11/8/67.]

WAC 479 01 030 The Aaddress of the board. Pﬁfﬁﬁﬂ%—w+%hwﬂ@
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i Haatd-—adddresns—thoetr—-eorrespondonce—£o The offtclal mailing
address of the board is:

Eeeeuntive-—Dbireeter—Transportation Improvement Board
Post Office Box 40901
Olympia, Washington 98504-0901.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-01-
030, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 90-11-035, § 479-01-030,
filed 5/10/90, effective 6/10/90; 83-22-021 (Order 83-01,
Resolution Nos. 770, 771 and 772), § 479-01-030, filed 10/26/83;
Order 281, § 479-01-030, filed 5/21/73; Order 31 (part), § 479-
01-030, filed 11/8/67.]

WAC 479-01-040 Definitions and acronyms. Fer-purpescs—of

4= T I N - SO & Yanl L R S W A 4 e e o Lo o
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Fr- iR OveReRi--beard,—eho Th@ following definitions

and r‘lLI_UIl_\[Lﬂ‘ shatt—apply :
(1) Board - the transportation improvement board.
(2) TIB - the transportation improvement board.
(3) Director - the executive director of the transportation

(S

WAC (11/8/0633/3-+063/28/66 9:18 AMR+23 PM3-+4Q-DM) [ 3 ]
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improvement board.

(4) Agency - all cities, towns, counties, and
trangportation benefit districtss and-prbd-ter—fran et g aoreiao
eligible to receive board fundlng.

(5) Urban area - the teorm "urban -sreal-as-used-for—she
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xm—-refers to the portion of a county within the federal
urban area boundary as designated by RHWA-Federal Highway
Administration and/or Washington sState's Growth Management Act.

(6) Small city - refers to an incorporated city or town
with a population of less than five thousand.

{7) Sidewalk program - refersz to both the urban and small
city sidewalk programs.

{(8) Population - is defined as Office of Financial
Management official published population at the time of
application,
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{9} Highway urban area population - ag published by the
office of financial management

(10) Staff - refers to the employees of the transportation
improvement board excluding the executive director.

(11) Scope change - refers to a change in the physical

characteristices and/or dimensions of a project.
{1Z) RJT Route jurisdiction transfer.
(13) RTP - Road Transfer Program (formerly named City

f

Hardship Assgistance Program or CHAP) .
(14) UATA — Urban arterial Trust account
o dn) TIA - Transportation improvement account

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-01-040, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-01-040, filed
1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 90-11-035, § 479-01-040, filed
5/10/90, effective 6/10/90.]

WAC 479-01-050—Administration Administrative costs. The
beard-costs for board activities, neecssary-staff services, and
facilities that-are—stbribubable to the urbap-arterial tyrya
seaeourt— will be paid out of the amd—the—~transportation
improvement account shall -be paid- and the urban arterial trust
account as determined by the biennial appropriation.

Ty g S b ot - 5
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[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 03-16-077, § 479-01-
050, filed 8/4/03, effective 9/4/03. Statutory Authority:
Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038, § 479-01-050, filed
11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory Authority: 1995 ¢ 269
§ 2601. 95-22-056, § 479-01-050, filed 10/30/95, effective
11/30/95.]

NEW SECTION

WAC (11/8/0634-423-/063/28/06 9:18 AMzbei-
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WAC 479-01-060 Executive Director-powers and duty

The board wili—appoints an executive director who will
serve at the board’'s pleasure to carry out the board priorities
and the mission of the agency including the following
administrative duties:

(1) The executive director will direct and supervise all
day to day adminiseraddswe activitles of the board:—

(2) The executive director will hire staff as needed aric
may authorirze gubordinates to act in the executive director’s

place to carry out assigped administrative duties. Delegatieon

R S L e O U T B T S e M =y g
A T ML R SP A ,V e S \._«_Y .80 4 o e Sy v P g S S s vy L 1T A M Al 5 j AL I I A I Ny L LN G i el W LAY S - i AN N\ N VAR W b oA
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Syt =T N PN Pl I U NP S e L N ey NE TR 2 N N
T e S ey T LI L L A A J\_/_l_ A A TN AL LS N L A M e O S Y s R g L N 2wy LJLH\-,»J.J.\\.«WY
{(3) The executive director is—delegated— has waiver
authority for value engineering studies as described in WAC 479-
05-040;~=
(4) The executive director has is—deleeated sidewalk
deviation authority as described in WAC 479-12-370.

(5) The executive director is delegatedhas administrative
increase authority for projects up to the following levelgz

(a) Urban corridor program - 15% of project costs ox
$750,000 whichever iz lesgss

1 arterial program - 15% of project costs or

/50,000 whichever is less.
(¢} Small city arterial program - up to $125,000.
{(d) Road transfer program - up to $75,000.
(e) Sidewalk program - up to $50,000.
(f) Small city pavement pregervation program - up €O
$200,000 within available funding limitations.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47 .26 RCW. ]

WAC (11/8/0633/3,063-428406 9:18 AMZ+2l M3 .40 Tg) [ 5 ]
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Chapter 479-01 WAC
DESCRIPTION OF ORGANIZATIONLast Update: 8/4/03wAcC

479-01-010 Organization of the transportation improvement board.
479-01-020 Time and place of meetings.

479-01-030 Address of board.

479-01-040 Detinitions.

479-01-050 Administrative costs.

479-01-060 Excecutive Director -~ powers and duties

WAC 479-01-010 Organization of the transportation
improvement board. The transportation improvement board is a
twenty-one member board, organized according to the provisions
of RCW 47.26.121, . The board administers the urban arterial
trust account, the transportation improvement account, and the
small city pavement and sidewalk account.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 03-16-077, § 479-01-
010, filed 8/4/03, effective 9/4/03. Statutory Authority:
Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038, & 479-01-010, filed
11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory Authority: 1995 ¢ 269
§ 2601. ©95-22-056, § 479-01-010, filed 10/30/95, effective
11/30/95. Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072,
§ 479-01-010, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 90-11-03%, § 479-
01-010, filed 5/10/90, effective 6/10/90; 83-22-021 (Order 83-
01, Resolution Nos. 770, 771 and 772), § 479-01-010, filed
10/26/83; Order 31 (part), § 479-01-010, filed 11/8/67.]

WAC 479-01-020 The time and place of board meetings.
Regular public meetings of the board are held at least
quarterly or more frequently as decided by a majority vote of
the board. Regular meetings are held on the fourth Friday of
the month, unless the week of the fourth Friday includes a
holiday, wherein the board will determine the date of the
meeting. Each regular meeting is held at the time and place as
designated by the board. The meeting schedule, for the
following calendar year, will be approved at least 3 months
before the beginning of the year. A gpecial meeting of the
board may be called by the chairperson or by a majority of the
members of the board. A written notice to all other board
members is required at least twenty-four hours before the time
of the meeting. The notice calling a special meeting includes:

¢ the purpose for the meeting
e the date
e the time

e the place
All provisions of RCW 47.26.150 transportation improvement board
meetings, and chapter 42.30 RCW otherwise known as the Open
Public Meetings Act will apply.

WAC (11/8/06 2:39 AMS-+zd—adM) [ 1 ]
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-01-020, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-01-020, filed
1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 92-12-014, § 479-01-020, filed
5/26/92, effective 6/26/92; 90-11-035, § 479-01-020, filed
5/10/90, effective 6/10/90; 83-22-021 (Order 83-01, Resolution
Nos. 770, 771 and 772), § 479-01-020, filed 10/26/83; Order 279,
§ 479-01-020, filed 4/17/73; Order 31 (part), § 479-01-020,
filed 11/8/67.]

WAC 479-01-030 The address of the board. The official
mailing address of the board is:

Transportation Improvement Board
Post Office Box 40901
Olympia, Washington 98504-0901.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-01-
030, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 90-11-035, § 479-01-030,
filed 5/10/90, effective 6/10/90; 83-22-021 (Order 83-01,
Resolution Nos. 770, 771 and 772), § 479-01-030, filed 10/26/83;
Order 281, § 479-01-030, filed 5/21/73; Order 31 (part), § 479-
01-030, filed 11/8/67.]

WAC 479-01-040 Definitions and acronyms. The following
definitions and acronyms apply:

(1) Board - the transportation improvement board.

(2) TIB - the transportation improvement board.

(3) Director - the executive director of the transportation
improvement board.
(4) Agency - all cities, towns, counties, and

transportation benefit districts eligible to receive board
funding.

(5) Urban area - refers to the portion of a county within
the federal urban area boundary as designated by Federal Highway
Administration and/or Washington State's Growth Management Act.

(6) Small city -~ refers to an incorporated city or town
with a population of less than five thousand.

(7) Sidewalk program - refers to both the urban and small
city sidewalk programs.

(8) Population - is defined as Office of Financial
Management official published population at the time of
application.

(9) Highway urban area population - as published by the
office 0of financial management

(10) Staff - refers to the employees of the transportation
improvement board excluding the executive director.

(11) Scope change - refers to a change in the physical
characteristics and/or dimensions of a project.

WAC (11/8/06 9:392 AMO+I-l—ARL) [ 7]
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(12) RJT - Route jurisdiction transfer,

(13) RTP - Road Transfer Program (formerly named City
Hardship Assistance Program or CHAP),

(14) UATA - Urban arterial trust account

(15) TIA - Transportation improvement account

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-01-040, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-01-040, filed
1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 90-11-035, § 479-01-040, filed
5/10/90, effective 6/10/90.]

WAC 479-01-050 Administrative costs. The costs for board
activities, staff services, and facilities will be paid out of
the transportation improvement account and the urban arterial
trust account as determined by the biennial appropriation.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 03-16-077, § 479-01-
050, filed 8/4/03, effective 9/4/03. Statutory Authority:
Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038, § 479-01-050, filed
11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory Authority: 1995 ¢ 269
§ 2601. 95-22-056, § 479-01-050, filed 10/30/95, effective
11/30/95.]

NEW SECTION )

WAC 479-01-060 Executive Director-powers and duty

The board appoints an executive director who will serve at
the board’s pleasure to carry out the board priorities and the
mission of the agency including the following administrative
duties:

(1) The executive director will direct and supervise all
day to day activities of the board;

(2) The executive director will hire staff as needed and
may authorize subordinates to act in the executive director’s
place to carry out administrative duties.

(3) The executive director has waiver authority for
value engineering studies as described in WAC 479-05-040;

(4) The executive director has sidewalk deviation
authority as described in WAC 479-12-370.

(5) The executive director is has administrative increase
authority for projects up to the following levels:

(a) Urban corridor program - 15% of project costs or

$750,000 whichever is less.

(b) Urban arterial program - 15% of project costs or

$750,000 whichever is less.

(¢) Small city arterial program - up to $125,000.

(d) Road transfer program - up to $75,000.

(e) Sidewalk program - up to $50,000.

(f) Bmall city pavement preservation program - up to

$200,000 within available funding limitations.

WAC (11/8/06 9:39 AMS:23i-2M) [ 8 ]
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| wac (11/8/06 9:39 AMS-+231-2M) [ 9 ]

I Page 9




WAC 479-12 —- Overall, changes were made to this section to make programs funded by the
Urban Arterial Trust Account more uniform.

WAC 479-12-005 Purpose and authority
e Minor wording changes

New Section
WAC 479-12-006 Previously funded projects
e New section added in response to previous board policy

WAC 479-12-008 Definitions
o Deleted entire section - moved to 479-01 Definitions

WAC 479-12-011 Programs funded from the urban arterial trust account
e Deleted extra wording
e Changed program names to current namcs
e Bulleted list
e Moved reference to CHAP to 479-210

WAC 479-12-100 Intent of the arterial improvement program
e Restates RCW — dceleted
e New section will be titled Goals and will be provided after the management staff retreat

New Section
WAC 479-12-110 Who is eligible for urban arterial program funding
¢ Replaces the old eligibility language

Renumbered

WAC 479-12-120 What projects are eligible for urban arterial program funds
¢ Deleted extra wording
e Included sidewalk requirements

Renumbered
WAC 479-12-130 Award criteria for the urban arterial program
e Reworded criteria including numbering

Renumbered
WAC 479-12-140 Regions of the urban arterial program
o Deleted extra wording
e Changed order of regions to align with TIB numbering scheme

Renumbered

WAC 479-12-150 Funding distribution formula for urban arterial program
¢ Clarified the distribution formula
e Deleted extra wording

Page 10




Renumbered
WAC 479-12-160 Matching requirement for the urban arterial program

e Changed wording to group city valuation
¢ Changed wording to group county road levy amounts

WAC 479-12-200 Intent of small city program
e Restates RCW - deleted
e New section will be titled Goals and will be provided after the management staff retreat

New Section
479-12-210 Who is eligible for small city arterial program
e Changed to correct program name

New Section
479-12-220 What projects are eligible for the small city arterial program

¢ Changed to correct program name
e Listed prioritics

Renumbered
WAC 479-12-230 Award criteria for the small city arterial program
¢ Reworded criteria including numbering

Renumbered
WAC 479-12-240 Regions for the small city arterial program
o Deleted extra wording
e Changed order of regions to align with TIB numbering schemc

Renumbered

WAC 479-12-250 Funding distribution formula for urban arterial program
e (larified the distribution formula
e Deleted cxtra wording

Renumbered

WAC 479-12-260 Matching requirement for the urban arterial program
¢ Changed wording to group city valuation
¢ Changed wording to group county road levy amounts

479-12-300 through 479-12-370 — Deleted sections on City Hardship Assistance Program.
These sections will be incorporated into WAC 479-211, WAC 479-211 will be reviewed
after the legislative session with CHAP retention bill.

Sidewalk program will be renumbered to the 300 series.

Page 11




WAC 479-12-400 Intent of pedestrian safety and mobility program
e Restates RCW - deleted
e New section will be titled Goals and will be provided after the management staff retreat
o Name will be changed to sidewalk program

New Section
WAC 479-12-310 Who is eligible for sidewalk program
¢ Changed to correct program name

New Section

WAC 479-12-320 What projects are eligible for the sidewalk program
o Divided between urban and small city sidewalk programs
e Changed to correct program name
o Listed priorities

Renumbered
WAC 479-12-330 Award criteria for the sidewalk program
* Reworded criteria including numbering

Renumbered
WAC 479-12-340 Regions for the sidewalk program
e Deleted extra wording
e (Changed order of rcgions to align with TIB numbering scheme

Renumbered

WAC 479-12-350 Funding distribution formula for sidewalk program
o Divided the urban from small city sidewalk programs
e Clarified the distribution formulas
e Deleted extra wording

Renumbered
WAC 479-12-360 Matching requirement for the sidewalk program
e Divided the urban from small city sidewalk programs

New Section

WAC 479-12-370 Sidewalk program deviation
e Provides executive dircctor authority for sidewalk deviations

Page 12
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479-12-010

479-12-020

fords-to-pedestrian sm‘cty- and -Hk’)hi-}H.-)’—}—)H--Vﬁ{?ﬁi-ﬂ—F\':‘g-i—m-'Hr
ostsinegafebr-and-meb ity projects:

DISPOSITION OF SECTIONS FORMERLY
CODIFIED IN THIS CHAPTER

Data 1o be submitted on proposed projects. [Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-12-010, filed
1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 90-11-035, § 479-12-010, filed 5/10/90, effective 6/10/90; Order 458, § 479-12-010, filed
9/16/77; Order 290, § 479-12-010, filed 7/23/73; Order 170, § 479-12-010, filed 3/19/71; Order 63, § 479-12-010, filed
9/10/68; Resolution No, 14, filed 10/11/67.] Repealed by 99-24-038, filed 11/23/99, cffective 12/24/99.  Statutory
Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW.

Time and place for submission of proposed urban arterial trust account projects. [Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26
RCW. 93-04-072, § 479-12-020, filed 1/30/93, effective 3/2/95; 90-11-035, § 479-12-020, filed 5/10/90, cffective
6/10/90; 79-08-139 (Order 79-01, Resolution Nos. 596, 597, 598), § 479-12-020, filed 8/1/79; Order 459, § 479-12-020,
liled 9/16/77; Order 290, § 479-12-020, filed 7/23/73; Order 172, § 479-12-020, filed 4/28/71; Order 94, § 479-12-020,

WAC (11/8/0633/3406548-L06 0:43 AM4+z4—-PMI0+3+-AM) [ 1 ]
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filed 5/23/69; Order 27, § 479-12-020, filed 11/8/67; Resolution No. 7, filed 9/12/67.] Repealed by 99-24-038, [led
11/23/99, elfective 12/24/99. Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW.

479-12-260 Increases m small city program projects. [Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038, § 479-12-
260, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.] Repealed by 03-16-077, filed 8/4/03, elfective 9/4/03. Statutory Authority:
Chapter 47.26 RCW.

WAC 479-12-005 Purpose and authority. REW-47eifed60

sroviges—thatEThe transportatieon-imprevemert—poard shadd-adopts

reasonable rules necessgary to implement the urban arterial trust
account.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-005, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-12-005, filed
1/30/95, effective 3/2/95.]

NEW SECTION
WAC 479~12-006 Previocusly funded projects. Projects are

ot eligible to compete for funding within the fermind
K | . e £ ; . o b e de AT e —
limitgmecriricer) of a previously funded project for a
vears from contract completion.
; W
——WAC—~475~1 2008 Definiti
f o T U I g gE NP S o s SN 12 ATV ST AT AU 10 2
| o Xy o »%M.&..&uk’LLl\uA.&.& [y \..J\A..\ Lwh Y o S BRI L
B E IR A TG S P i T W = ey gt T Tl g o e o
I S N Ay ) Lo 3, e N S g B B N YT | S ik 0y U i U "4 A A W
e O Y e o W 3. A PR e T o EN
\w/[m [ Mt o Do o - LApe gt dpv vy o prigre ) LS Ay CAI L
ot g | oy ey ped g g g e 4
LI S W Ny ) LA S D —
L5203 AN 1) e el e e YT N T AT b T e e T
YL J s e i iy P S SR PR i N S S R £y _XLI.[b,,J-L\,JV UL St A ey whau W -}..L.LA\LLL
Loay CX Ty e (O e e g e e e g e gy
Ty o et by [ R L o T i m ) R LR Y
fodb e (TI N T IR ST R ST L PR P i e N e P e T T
\-,'!' 7 I A A A W o p T MpJJ.J._LlJ UM Stte e g St e gl L W . S PR ey e \./_J.L. LTS
Lol T M g G gt e e g e g £ dmar B e T e . sy o e g L
\ —rt [ IV i W o P\_—M\—ru AT AT b oA L l,.._'_y L L St e P SR L S Y W L.Y x\_./_l_ \_.l\‘.., [ S

!
i

Msoffice2] [Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-
24-038, § 479-12-008, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.
Statutory Authority: RCW 4.26.086, 47.26.080 and 82.44.180.
96-04-015, § 479-12-008, filed 1/29/96, effective 2/29/96.
Statutory Authority: 1995 c 269 § 2601. 95-22-056, § 479-12-
008, filed 10/30/95, effective 11/30/95. Statutory Authority:
Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-12-008, filed 1/30/95,
effective 3/2/95.]

WAC 479-12-011 Programs funded from the urban arterial
trust account. Funds—frem—t The urban arterial trust account

s e ] - o e - e B, ¥ oo 4 g o e
sRati—funds the following programs: the-arterial 1Rprovement
[ o - o+ PR o Lo o — R L O S -
BEOCEaH - e S epe bR ee-ael-bas - e dah e geed ok aneo
PSSR pedestrian-satebty-and-mobtbi-bv - proaran

e the Usrban airterial pProgram,

e the sSmall eCity @Arterial pProgram, and

e the sSidewalk pProgram
WAC (LLl/8/064A2406E/8/066 9:473 AMA+24 PMIO+34—iAM) | 14 ]

>
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-011, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-100, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

NEW SECTION

WAC 479-12-110msossiced; Who is eligible for Urban Arterial
Program Funding. Agencies eligible to receive Urban Arterial
Program funding are incorporated cities with a population of
ftive thousand or greater, agencies with a population less than
five thousand located in a federal urban area, and counties with
a federally designated urban area. Generally, Tthe eligible
agency wsategss—eotherwisedesignoted—will be the project lead.
However, Pthe director may designate another eligible agency as
lead in the best interest of project completion or by for

convenience with—response-by to both parties

RENUMBER

WAC 479-12-120lmsotfices] What projects areis eligible for
Urban Arterial Program funds. Eligible projects are
improvements located on a route with an urban federal functional
clasgification,
For the urban arterial program, sidewalks are reguired on both
sides of the roadway unless a sidewalk deviation is reguested
through WAC 479-12-400.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47 .66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-140, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-12- &lqmm@mmﬁﬁsﬁ] ﬂwnd%ngAward c&riteria for the
Urban Arterial Program. Priovity—eriteria -for-arterial
improvement -program-projeets. ~The o aporbeth-on —tmprovenant
board shaltl-evatuate—ecstablishes the-propesed—axs i
Heprovenent—projectsy—uwbitiring-the following crlterla T
in eva%*atiug Urban Arterial Program grant applications

. R T
LA a i S w g g e e

(1 ) Safety improvements--—improvements o reduce—aeeiderntgs
addressew aoc“dtmt reduction and elimination of roadway hazards
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(2) Mobility improvementg- ——impe :
: increases level of gservice, i1mproves access Lo

¥ G
generators, and connect urban street networks.

{3} Pavement condition- replaceg or rehabilitatbes street
surfaces and structural deficiencies.
—————— —(54) Muttimeda+Mode accessibility -+ provides additionsal
high occupancy vehicle lanes, bus and non-motorized

facilities as . part. of the ‘ado ted bic e plan, . OO RO TS
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 4796-12-110, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-12- 140 120— Regiong of the Urban Arterial
Program —Eatab%&%h&ngwmeg&eﬁﬁmferwaﬁﬁer1&1—&m@ravemeﬁ@mﬁﬁegmamv
-
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=51 are—grouped-within-The board
allocates Urban Arterial Program funding across five regions Lo
ensure statewide distribution of funds. The five regions are ef
hre—abate-as follows:
b (1) Puget Sound region-includes eligible agencies within
King,: Pierce, and Snohomish . counties.

{2) Northwest region Includes elligible agencies within
Clallam, Island, Jefferson, Kitsap, San Juan, Skagit, and

thtcom counties.

within #he-ceuntics—of-Adams, Chelan, Doaglas, Ferry, Grant,
Lincoln, Okanogan, Pend Oreille, Spokane, Stevens, and Whitman
bOUﬂt]

Southeast region shali-includes eligible agencies

within the—eountiés—af-Asotin, Benton, Columbia, Franklin,
; . . .
Garfield, Kittitas, Kligkitat, Walla Walla, and Yaklma coumt¢@%
Loy [ PR PR e SN e e e e W N = B RN IR e T e T e
L p. \“"'\._'1‘“‘" T [IE A B 0 0 A iy \_»h.j o S i [ 39 N L e S S W TR AR i - J_:j i S v S vy
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LN DT sende g gom ot b i 3 g e b o B 8 e T e e e S e Pt o 2 PICTILT S R Py
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£ b S e e s 5 P | o T e it AR i PSR T e s oy g Y oy Ty iy
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FO N T T N BT A At e e
Foud 4 y«_)m Sam I LA A VU_L.I.LA.K_,\_,U.LL[.

(5). Southwest region shail-includes eligible agencies
within the-eounties—eof-Clark, Cowlitz, Grays Harbor,  Lewis,
Mason, Pacific, Skamania, Thurston, and Wahkiakum counties. |

[MSOffice7]
[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,

WAC (11/8/0034Adtbebt Q406 943 AMA+24 DMIG 33 -2M) [ 16 ]
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Statutory Authority:

Chapter 47.26 RCW.

effective 10/22/04.

[Statutory Authority

36
37
38
39
40

filed 9/21/04,
Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW.

130,

filed

§ 479-12-130,

99-24-038,

effective 12/24/99.]
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-200, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

NEW SECTION

WAC 479-12-210 Who is eligibile for the Small City
Arterial Program. An eligible agency is an incorporated city or
town that has a population of lese than five thousand.

WAC 479-12-220 210 What projects are is eligible for the
Small City Arterial Program, Priority criteria for small-ecity
program- projects. To be eligible for smatd—eity funding, a
proposed project must improve an arterial —that meets must—be
gefined by -at least one of the following standards:

(1) Serves as a logilical extension of a county arterial or
state highway through the city; or

{2) Acts as a bypass or truck route to relieve the central
core area; or
(3) Serveg as a route providing accesg to local facllities

;o oschools
y medical facilities
) mocial centers
1) recreational areas
)
)

commercial centers

industrial sites

(4) Sidewalks are reguired on only one side of the roadway
unlese a deviation ig requested per 479-12-400.

WAC 479-12-230 Award criteria for the Small City Arterial
Program. The board will use the following criteria to
prioritize proposed smatd-eibw account projects:

(1) Safety improvements- projects that address accident
reduction, hazard elimination and roadway deficiencies:

(2) Pavement condition- projects that correct or pregserve
exigting infrastructure investments;

{(3) TL.ocal support- projects that improves access and
addresses comnmunity needs.
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,

| WAC (11/8/063343/065/8406 9:43 AM4A+R24-PMIL+3T-AM) [ 19 ]
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§ 479-12-210, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

e WAC 479-12-240 220—Establishing rRegions fer—of the Small

City Artexrial Program. wﬁawmﬁma%%w@mtyw@m@gwamm For the purpose
of allocating funds, the state 1s grouped into three regions as
tollows : RFeor—the-purpose—eof—apportioning-uerban—arterial—trust
PSRN S SRR T NP P I N T T PR I N S U g ey o P R P e £ g
007 N L WL S B R B A S [ S I N N W A L LS 2 0y ey LT AT 0 AP iy o AV _IJ LR e L,L.Ll.l, A A LS W B 2 A A O N A S N2,y
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(1) Puget Sound region shall include eligible agencies
within the counties of King, Pierce, and Snohomish,

East region shall include eligible agencies within the
Asotin, Benton, Chelan, Columbia, Douglas,

(32)
counties of Adams,

Ferry, Franklin, Garfield, Grant, Kittitas, Klickitat, Lincoln,
Okanogan, Pend Creille, Spokane, Stevens, Walla Walla, Whitman,
and Yakima.

RN T oW L g oy o] o e e e e e e PR M W oy 2l 2 e N R W e W B W e )

\L)[ [ iy e iy j\_, - AT IV A iy \_.:..:] i S e i b_))..LL.A._L_L S A L i iy \_,-L\_, ._L_L\j_LJ_/_l A ‘_,LJ]\_,J.J.\_,_LL..»_J
PICEI = U =M i T SPICETOES -; ey ¢ K TR A I (LI B e o B A W ST ("‘(‘1"\
L7 S S i S S A [ N 8y o R | S ———— ) N [P N LJ.:_j 1 [ N N WP S W 1 AT Fd L I.\»,.JJ. l\,.}}l{ B S A

West region shall include eligible agenciesg within the
countieg of Clallam, Clark, Cowlitz, Grays Harbor, Island,
Jefferson, Kitsap, Lewils, Mason, Pacific, San Juan, Skagit,
Skamania, Thurston, Wahkiakum, and Whatcom.

(3)

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,

§ 475-12-220, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-12-250 238 Apportienment—of-—funds—teo—small-eity
program—regions— — Distribution formula for the Small City
Arterial Program funds. The distribution of funds will be
on the following formula:

haged

Region small city population divided by statewide

semnall city population.

A region's allocation can be adjusted by plus or minus five
percent. The board will review regional allocations every five
vears Lo ensure egquitable digtribution of funds
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW.
§ 479-12-230, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

99-24-038,

~~~~~~~~~ ——WRE 47912 -240—Bligible--small--eity program-preojeete
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§ 479-12-400, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

NEW SECTION _
WAC 479-12-310 Who is eligible for the Sidewalk Programs.
For—ebach of the gub-programs has separate criteria for agency
eligibility as follows+—the—feoltlowing-agenebeg—are—oligible:
(1) Urban sidewalk program agency eligibility:
{a) Incorporated cities with a population of five
thousand pepulation and over
(b) Incorporated cities within a federally designated
urban area
{c) Counties with a federallv degsignated urban area
(2) Small city sidewalk program agency eligibility: axe
+Incorporated cities with population under five thousand.

NEW SECTION
WAC 479-12-~320 What projects are ig-Eeligible for the
Sidewalk Programs. Minimum project reguirements for each sub-
program are:
(1) Fer—wUrban sidewalk program projects eligibility:
(a) Must be on a pedestrian route with linkages to a
functional 1y cla““ificd route;
(b} Primary purpose of the project is transportation
and not recreation;
(<) dewalks are required on both sides of the
roadway unless a sildewalk deviation i1s granted;
_________ (d) The program does not participate in cost of right
of way acguisition;
(e) There'are no funding increases allowed.in this
sub-programisoriicet i
(2) Small city sidewalk program projects eligibility:
(a) The project must be located on or related to a
street within the arterial system; '
() Primaxry purpoge of the project is transportation
and not recreation;
___________ (¢) This program will not participate in the cost of
rlqht of way acquilsition;
(d) Sidewalks are required on one side of the project
except where there 1s more pedestrian traffic.
For both rh@ uyban and dmall c’ty q“dﬁw&?g programb exiating

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47,26 and 47.66 RCW.]

WAC 479-12-418-330 -Priority Award criteria for the
Sidewalk Program. @edesE%&&n—sa@e%yman@mmebi%i%yw@waggééﬂv——The
board will use the following criteria to prioritize proposed
Sidewalk Program projects including both urban-pedestrian

satfeby-ard-peobility-prejectsurban and small city sidewalk

WAC (11/8/0644+3/+06548406 9:43 AM4+24 PMIG-33—aM) [ 24 ]
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impxovwmentsn projecﬁs that addresg haszard

{2) Pﬁde”tflﬁﬁ access -~ prog@cts that improve or provide

access to facllities including:
(a) Schools

() Public building
() Central business districts
(1Y Medical facilitiesg
(&) Activity centers
(f)
(g)
{

High density housing (including senior housing)
Transit facilitieg
h) Completes or extends existing sidewalks
{3) Local support - addregses local needs and 1@ supported
by the local community
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-410, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-12-428--340 Establishing regiomﬂmRegmons forof the
Sidewalk Program. ﬂﬁ@f—%h&_p&é&%&fﬁﬁﬂmﬁaﬁﬁﬁy“&ﬂé—meﬁillty
program. For the purpose of appertiening-allocating uwurban
srteriat—ruskt—aecount—funds for the Sidewalk Program, ‘e—&he
pedestrian—agafeby and—mebi-bi-by-program—Ehoe—eounties—afthe
state are-is grouped withim-into three regions as follows:

(1) 2Z) Puget Sound logloﬂ includes eligible agencieg within
King, Pierce, and Snohomish counties.

) East region shatd-includes eligible agencies within the
eourties—of—Adams, Asotin, Benton, Chelan, Columbia, Douglas,
Ferry, Franklin, Garfield, Grant, Kittitas, Klickitat, Lincoln,
Okanogan, Pend Oreille, Spokane, Stevens, Walla Walla, Whitman,

and Yaklma counties,

- . v
Lt T'h1 P SR P T A B Nt e = SN o AL S | EEE W I R B o PN e Gl B =
vt 0 v (110 L W . A e e s g 2 0 G il ;s e e B L IR L T o T
i ' - s I . '
PR T 3o ) SR I A BT EAETpe T L 2 REEIP S ok
) T e . P06 5 g e 6 om0 LG 155 e e . .18 S v e g v e

(3) West region shaii—includes eligible agencies within ke
gowpbies—sE Clallam, Clark, Cowlltz, Grays Harbor, Island,
Jefferson, Kitsap, Lewis, Mason, Pacific, San Juan, Skagit,

WAC (11/8/063/3/065/8+06 9:43 AMA+24—PMI6+31-AM) [ 25 ]
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99-24-038,

and Whatcom counties.

Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW.

| Skamania, Thurston, Wahkiakum,
[Statutory Authority
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effective 12/24/99.
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04-19-108,
03-16-077,
Statutory Authority

§ 479-12-430,

Chapter 47.26 RCW.

effective 10/22/04

effective 9/4/03.
47 .26 and 47 .66 RCW.

[Statutory Authority:
effective 12/24/99.]
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WAC 479-12-400 Sidewalk Pregram—deviation requests for
urban arterial program and small city arterial program. The
hoard recognizes the need for pedestrian facilitieg on arterial
roadways and has required that zidewalks be provided under the
urban arterial program and small city arterial program in
addition to the sidewalk program. Under certain circumstances a
deviation may be reguested

(1) The executive director has administrative authority Lo
grant gidewalk deviationg under the following conditions:

a) On both sides 1f the roadway is a ramp providing access

(
1

to a limited access route;

{b) On one side 1f the roadway is a frontage road
immediately adjacent to a limited access route;

{¢) Onn one side if the roadway i1z immediately adjacent to a
railroad or other facility considered dangerous to pedestrians;
aricl

(d) On both sides of a designated limited access facility

(1)} Route 13 strians; or

{11} Pedestrian facilities arve provided on an adjacent
parallel route.
(2) All other sidewalk deviation recuests require board

WAC (1L1/8/0641/3/065/8/06 §:43 AMb-+s

[ 28 ]

Page 28




e
POWCE-JAU W b

e
Ui W Do

N e
0O 00~y

RS
[l e R

22

[N S]
ESRES)

25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65

66

Chapter 479-12 WAC

URBAN ARTERIAL TRUST ACCOUNT PROJECTS Last Update: 2/4/05WAC

479-12-005
479-12-006
479-12-011

479-12-210

479-12-310

479-12-400

479-12-010

479-12-020

479-12-260

Purposc and authority.
Previously funded projects
Programs funded from the urban arterial trust account.

Who is eligible for urban arterial program funding

Whal projects are eligible for urban arterial program funding
Award criteria for the urban arterial program

Regions of the urban arterial program

Funding distribution formula for the urban arterial program
Matching requirement for the urban arterial program

Who is cligible for the small eity arierial program

What projects arc cligible for small eity arterial program
Award critenia for the small ¢ily arlenial program
Regions of the small city arterial program
Funding distribution formula for the small city arterial program
Matching requirements for small city arterial program projects

Who is eligible for the sidewalk program

What projects are eligible for the sidewalk program
Award criteria for the sidewalk program
tstablishing regions for the sidewalk program
Distribution formula for the sidewalk program
Matching requirements for the sidewalk program
Sidewalk deviation requests

DISPOSITION OF SECTIONS FORMERIY
CODIFIED IN THIS CHAPTER

Data 10 be submmitted on proposed projects. Stalutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-12-010, filed
1/30/95, cffective 3/2/95; 90-11-035, § 479-12-010, filed 5/10/90, effective 6/10/90; Order 458, § 479-12-010, filed
9/16/77, Order 290, § 479-12-010, filed 7/23/73; Order 170, § 479-12-010, filed 3/19/71; Order 63, § 479-12-010, filed
9/10/68; Resolution No. 14, filed 10/11/67.] Repealed by 99-24-038, filed 11/23/99, cffcetive 12/24/99.  Statutory
Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW.

Time and place for submission of proposed urban arterial trust account projects. [Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26
RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-12-020, fled 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 90-11-035, § 479-12-020, filed 5/10/90, cttcetive
6/10/90; 79-08-139 (Order 79-01, Resolution Nos. 596, 597, 598), § 479-12-020, filed 8/1/79; Order 459, § 479-12-020,
filed 9/16/77; Order 290, § 479-12-020, filed 7/23/73; Order 172, § 479-12-020, filed 4/28/71; Order 94, § 479-12-020,
filed 5/23/69; Order 27, § 479-12-020, filed 11/8/67; Resolution No. 7, filed 9/12/67.] Repealed by 99-24-038, filed
11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory Authority: Chaplers 47.26 and 47.66 RCW.

Increases in small city program projects. | Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038, § 479-12-
260, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.] Repealed by 03-16-077, filed 8/4/03, effective 9/4/03. Statutory Authority:
Chapter 47.26 RCW.

WAC 479-12-005 Purpeose and authority. The board adopts
reasonable rules necegsary to implement the urban arterial trust

account.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-005, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory

Authority:
1/30/95,

Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-12-005, filed

effective 3/2/95.]

NEW SECTION
WAC 479-12-006 Previously funded projects. Projects are
not eligible to compete for funding within the termini limits of

WAC (11/8/06 9:53 AM) [ 1]
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a previously funded project for a period of ten years from
contract completion.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-008, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
Authority: RCW 4.26.086, 47.26.080 and 82.44.180. 96-04-015, §
479-12-008, filed 1/29/96, effective 2/29/96. Statutory
Authority: 1995 ¢ 269 § 2601. ©95-22-056, § 479-12-008, filed
10/30/95, effective 11/30/95. Statutory Authority: Chapter
47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-12-008, filed 1/30/95, effective
3/2/95.]

WAC 479-12-011 Programs funded from the urban arterial
trust account. The urban arterial trust account funds the
following programs:

¢ the Urban Arterial Program,
¢ the Small City Arterial Program, and
e the Sidewalk Program

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-011, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-100, filed 11/23/98, effective 12/24/99.]

NEW SECTION

WAC 479-12-110 Who is eligible for Urban Arterial Program
Funding. Agencies eligible to receive Urban Arterial Program
funding are incorporated cities with a population of five
thousand or greater, agencies with a population less than five
thousand located in a federal urban area, and counties with a
federally designated urban area. Generally, the eligible agency
will be the project lead. However, the director may designate
another eligible agency as lead in the best interest of project
completion or for convenience to both parties.

RENUMBER

WAC 479-12-120 What projects are eligible for Urban
Arterial Program funds. Eligible projects are improvements
located on a route with an urban federal functional
classification.
For the urban arterial program, sidewalks are required on both
sides of the roadway unless a sidewalk deviation is requested
through WAC 479-12-400.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-140, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC (11/8/06 9:53 aM) [ 30 ]
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WAC 479-12-130 Award criteria for the Urban Arterial
Program. The board establishes the following criteria for use
in evaluating Urban Arterial Program grant applications:

(1) Safety improvements- addresses accident reduction and
elimination of roadway hazards and deficiencies.

(2) Mobility improvements-~ increases level of service,
improves access to generators, and connect urban street
networks.

(3) Pavement condition- replaces or rehabilitates street
surfaces and structural deficiencies.

(4) Mode accessibilility - provides additional high occupancy
vehicle lanes, bus volume, and non-motorized facilities as part
of the adopted bicycle plan.

(5)Local support - demonstrates initiative to achieve full
funding and project completion.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-110, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-12- 140 Regions of the Urban Arterial Program
The board allocates Urban Arterial Program funding across five
regions to engure gtatewide distribution of fundsg. The five
regions are as follows:

(1) Puget Sound region includesg eligible agencies within
King, Pierce, and Snohomish counties.

{(2) Northwest region includes eligible agencies within
Clallam, Island, Jefferson, Kitsap, San Juan, Skagit, and
Whatcom counties.

(3) Northeast region includes eligible agencies within
Adams, Chelan, Douglas, Ferry, Grant, Lincoln, Okanogan, Pend
Oreille, Spokane, Steveng, and Whitman counties.

(4) Southeast region includes eligible agencies within
Asotin, Benton, Columbia, Franklin, Garfield, Kittitas,
Klickitat, Walla Walla, and Yakima counties.

(5) Southwest region includesg eligible agencies within
Clark, Cowlitz, Grays Harbor, Lewis, Mason, Pacific, Skamania,
Thurston, and Wahkiakum counties.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-120, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-12-150 Funding distribution formula for the Urban
Arterial Program. The statewide distribution of Urban Arterial
Program funds is allocated between regions generally according
to the following formula:

the proportion of highway urban area population of the
WAC (11/8/06 9:53 AM) [ 31 1
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region plus the proportion of functionally classified
lane mileg of the region divided by total statewide
urban functionally classified lane miles.

The board may adjust the regional allocation by plus or minus
five percent to fully fund selected projects. The board will
update the regional allocations when necessary to ensure
equitable distribution of funds.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 04-19-108, § 479-12-
130, filed 9/21/04, effective 10/22/04. Statutory Authority:
Chapters 47 .26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038, § 479-12-130, filed
11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-12-160 Matching requirement for the Urban
Arterial Program. The urban arterial program funds provides
funding which will be be matched by other funds as follows:

(L) For cities:

{a) If the city valuation is under $1.0 billion, the
matching rate is 10% of total project costs;

(b) If the city wvaluation is between $1.0 through $2.5
billion, the rate ig 15% of total project costs; oxr

(c) If the city wvaluation is over $2.5 billion, the rate is
20% of total project costs.

(2) For counties:

(a) If the road levy valuation is under $3.0 billion, the
rate 1s 10% of total project costs;

(b) If the road levy valuation is between $3.0 through
$10.0 billion, the rate is 15% of total project costs; or

(c) If the road levy valuation is over $10.0 billion, the
rate is 20% of total project costs,

The board uses the current published valuations from the
department of revenue.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 05-05-004, § 479-12-
150, filed 2/4/05, effective 3/7/05. Statutory Authority:
Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038, § 479-12-150, filed
11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-200, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

NEW SECTION

WAC 479-12-210 who is eligibile for the Small City
Arterial Program. An eligible agency 1s an incorporated city or
town that has a population of legs than five thousand.

WAC (11/8/06 9:53 AM) [ 32 ]
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WAC 479-12-220 What projects are eligible for the Small
City Arterial Program. To be eligible for funding, a
proposed project must improve an arterial that meets at least
one of the following standards:

(1) Serves as a logical extension of a county arterial or
state highway through the c¢ity; or

(2) Acts as a bypass or truck route to relieve the central
core area; oOr

(3) Serves as a route providing access to local facilities
such as:

) schools

) medical facilities
) socilal centers

) recreational areas
) commercial centers

(f) industrial sites
(4) sidewalks are required on only one side of the roadway
unless a deviation is requested per 479-12-400.

(
(
(
(
(

O Q0 oo

WAC 479-12-230 Award criteria for the Small City Arterial
Program. The board will use the following criteria to
prioritize proposed projects:

(1) Safety improvements- projects that address accident
reduction, hazard elimination and roadway deficiencies;

(2) Pavement condition- projects that correct oxr preserve
existing infrastructure investments;

(3) Local support- projects that improve access and
addresses community needs.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-210, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.] WAC 479-
12-240 Regions of the Small City Arterial Program. For the
purpose of allocating funds, the state is grouped into three
regions as follows:

(1) Puget Sound region shall include eligible agencies
within the counties of King, Pierce, and Snohomish.

(2) East region shall include eligible agencies within the
counties of Adams, Asotin, Benton, Chelan, Columbia, Douglas,
Ferry, Franklin, Garfield, Grant, Kittitas, Klickitat, Lincoln,
Okanogan, Pend Oreille, Spokane, Stevens, Walla Walla, Whitman,
and Yakima.

(3) West region shall include eligible agencies within the
counties of Clallam, Clark, Cowlitz, Grays Harbor, Island,
Jefferson, Kitsap, Lewis, Mason, Pacific, San Juan, Skagit,
Skamania, Thurston, Wahkiakum, and Whatcom.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-220, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC (11/8/06 9:53 AM) [ 33 ]
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WAC 479-12-250 Distribution formula for the Small City
Arterial Program funds. The distribution of funds will be based
on the following formula:

Region small city population divided by statewide
small city population.

A region's allocation can be adjusted by plus or minus five
percent. The board will review regional allocations every five
vears to ensure equitable distribution of funds.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-230, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-12-260 Matching requirements for Small City
Arterial Program projects. There is no local matching
requirement for cities with a population of five hundred or
less. Agencies with a population over five hundred must
provide a minimum match of five percent of the total award
amount.

[Statutory Authorxity: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-250, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-400, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

NEW SECTION
WAC 479-12-310 Who is eligible for the Sidewalk Programs.
Each of the sub-programs has separate criteria for agency
eligibility as follows:
(1) Urban sidewalk program agency eligibility:
(a) Incorporated cities with a population of five
thousand and over
(b) Incorporated cities within a federally designated
urban area
(c) Counties with a federally designated urban area
(2) Small city sidewalk program agency eligibility:
Incorporated cities with population under five thousand.

NEW SECTION
WAC 479-12-320 What projects are eligible for the Sidewalk
Programs. Minimum project requirements for each sub-program
are:
(1) Urban sidewalk program project eligibility:
(a) Must be on a pedestrian route with linkages to a
functionally classified route:
(b) Primary purpose of the project is transportation

WAC (11/8/06 9:53 AM) [ 34 ]
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and not recreation;

(c) Sidewalks are required on both sides of the
roadway unless a sidewalk deviation is granted;

(d) The program does not participate in cost of right
of way acquisition;

(e) There are no funding increases allowed in this
sub-program

(2) Small city sidewalk program project eligibility:

(a) The project must be located on or related to a
street within the arterial system;

(b) Primary purpose of the project is transportation
and not recreation;

(c) This program will not participate in the cost of
right of way acquisition;

(d) Sidewalks are required on one side of the project
except where there is more pedestrian traffic.
For both the urban and small city sidewalk programs, existing
sidewalks may be used to satisfy the minimum requirements.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW.]

WAC 479-12-330 Award criteria for the Sidewalk Program.
The board will use the following criteria to prioritize proposed
Sidewalk Program projects including both urban and small city
sidewalk projects:
(1) Safety improvements- projects that address hazard
mitigation and accident reduction.
(2) Pedestrian access - projects that improve or provide
access to facilities including:
{a) Schools
) Public¢ building
) Central business districts
) Medical facilities
) Activity centers
) High density housing (including senior housing)
) Transit facilities
(h) Completes or extends existing sidewalks
(3) Local support - addresses local needs and is supported
by the local community

(b
(c
(d
(e
(f
(g

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-410, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-12-340 Regions of the Sidewalk Program.. For the
purpose of allocating funds for the S$Sidewalk Program, the state
is grouped into three regions as follows:

(1) 2) Puget Sound region includes eligible agencies within
King, Pierce, and Snohomish counties.

(2) East region includes eligible agencies within Adams,

WAC (11/8/06 9:53 AM) [ 35 ]
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Asotin, Benton, Chelan, Columbia, Douglas, Ferry, Franklin,
Garfield, Grant, Kittitas, Klickitat, Lincoln, Okanogan, Pend
Oreille, Spokane, Stevens, Walla Walla, Whitman, and Yakima
counties.

(3) West region includes eligible agencies within Clallam,
Clark, Cowlitz, Grays Harbor, Island, Jefferson, Kitsap, Lewis,
Mason, Pacific, San Juan, Skagit, Skamania, Thurston, Wahkiakum,
and Whatcom counties.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-12-420, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-12-350 Distribution formula for the Sidewalk
Program, For fund distribution purposes, the Sidewalk Program
is divided into its two sub-programs, the urban area gidewalk
program and the small city sidewalk program.

(1) The distribution of funds to urban area sidewalk
program will be based on the following formula:

the proportion of urban area population of the region

plus the proportion of functionally classified lane

miles of the region divided by total statewide urban

functionally classified lane miles,

(2) The distribution of funds to the small cities sidewalk
program will be based on the following formula:

Region small c¢ity population divided by statewide small
city population.

The board may adjust the regional allocation by plus or
minus five percent to fully fund selected projects. The board
will update the regional allocations when necessary to ensure
egquitable distribution of funds.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 04-19-108, § 479-12-
430, filed 9/21/04, effective 10/22/04; 03-16-077, § 479-12-430,
filed 8/4/03, effective 9/4/03. Statutory Authority: Chapters
47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038, § 479-12-430, filed 11/23/99,
effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-12-360 Matching requirement for the Sidewalk
Program. Matching rates for the Sidewalk Program are divided by
the sub-programs urban area sidewalk program and small city
sidewalk program and are as follows: (1) Urban area sidewalk
program matching funds are not less than twenty-percent:

(2) Small city sidewalk matching rates:

(a) cities with population over five hundred but less
than five thousand will provide a minimum of five percent of the

WAC (11/8/06 9:53 AM) [ 36 ]
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1 total project cost.
2 (b) cities with population of five hundred and below
3 are not required to provide matching funds.
4
5 [Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
6 § 479-12-440, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]
7
8 NEW SECTION
9 WAC 479-12-400 Sidewalk deviation requests for urban
10 arterial program and small city arterial program. The board
11  recognizes the need for pedestrian facilities on arterial
12 roadways and has required that sidewalks be provided under the
13 urban arterial program and small city arterial program in
14 addition to the gidewalk program. Under certain circumstances a
15 deviation may be requested
16 (1) The executive director has administrative authority to
17 grant sidewalk deviations under the following conditions:
18 (a) On both sides if the roadway is a ramp providing access
19 to & limited access route;
20 (b) On one side if the roadway is a frontage road
21 immediately adjacent to a limited access route;
22 (c) On one side if the roadway is immediately adjacent to a
23  railroad or other facility considered dangerous to pedestrians:
24 and
25 (d) On both sides of a designated limited access facility
26 if:
27 (1) Route is signed to prohibit pedestrians; or
28 (ii1) Pedestrian facilities are provided on an adjacent
29 parallel route.
30 (2) All other sidewalk deviation requests require board
31 action.
WAC (11/8/06 9:53 AM) [ 37 ]
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WAC 479-14 — Overall, changes were made to this section to make programs funded by the
Transportation Improvement Account more uniform.

WAC 479-14-005 Purpose and authority
¢ Minor wording changes

WAC 479-14-008 Definitions
o Deleted entire section - moved to 479-01 Delinitions

WAC 479-14-010 Program funded from the transportation improvement account
e Changed name to urban corridor program

NEW SECTION
WAC 479-14-012 Previously funded projects
¢ Added section to reflect previous guidelines

WAC 479-14-100 Intent of the urban corridor program
e Restates RCW - deleted
¢ New section will be titled Goals and will be provided after the management staff retreat

NEW SECTION
WAC 479-14-110 Who is eligible for urban corridor program funding
¢ Replaces the old cligibility language

RENUMBERED

WAC 479-14-120 What projects are eligible for urban corridor program funds
¢ Deleted cxtra wording
¢ Included sidewalk requirements

RENUMBERED
WAC 479-14-130 Award criteria for the urban corridor program
e Reworded criteria including numbering

RENUMBERED
WAC 479-14-140 Regions of the urban corridor program
» Dcleted extra wording
¢ Changed order of regions to align with TIB numbering scheme

RENUMBERED

WAC 479-14-150 Funding distribution formula for urban corridor program
» Clarified the distribution formula
e Deleted extra wording

Page 38




RENUMBERED

WAC 479-14-160 Matching requirement for the urban corridor program
» Changed wording to group city valuation
e Changed wording to group county road levy amounts

NEW SECTION
WAC 479-14-200 Sidewalk deviation request for urban corridor program
¢ Includcs executive director administrative authority

Page 39
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Chapter 479-14 WAC
BMISSION-OF-EROPOSED- TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT ACCOUNT PROJ
ANSPORTATION-IMPROVEMENT-BOARDLast Update: 2/4/05WAC

479-14-005 Purpose and authority.
4O 00 Byefinitions,
479-14-010 Programs funded from the transportation improvement account.
AFG AR e rten i eSS PO O-DATReS B PO ET,
479-14-110 Who 1s ehgible to receive uthan corridor program fundsPeieriv-eriteriafor the-fransporiedion partaers p-program,
479-14-120 Establishing regions for-trasspertation-pariemship-promae.
479-14-130 Apportionment of funds t-trmportation pastnes Mp-prossmregions,
479-14-140 Liligible tramsporiaton-partnershi Tojecls.
SERE Designation-ofload-as Feor-pURHRES - PROQ AN P eths
479-14-160 Verification of mordmdlwn with planning authority for transportation partnership program projects.
479-14-170 Planning requirements for multiagency transportation partnership program projects.
479-14-180 Local/private matching funds on transportation partnership program projeets.
479-14-190 Certification of local/private matching funds for transportation partnership program projects.
WAC 479-14-005 Purpose and authority. REW-—47—26-084—and
G HEb--provides—that—the transportation improvemernt— The

board shald- adopts reasonable rules necessary to implement the
transportation improvement account.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-14-005, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-14-008, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-14-010 Programs funded from the transportation
improvement account. The transportation improvement account
funds the urban corridor program. Punds—frem the--transpertation

oy E e b el T e T 4T P
J g R (JL\' '\,_L,J\L.L i iy o LT AT UL 4 i e LI A 2 Wy B A e s i

AL TYLE 7
[ 1 o W v e

BSOS

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-14-010, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

NEW SECTION

WAC 479-14-012 Previously funded projects. Projects are
not eligible to compete for funding wjthin the termini limits of
a previously funded project for a period of ten vears from

contract completion. A project that is divided into multipl@
phases is not considered a previously funded project,
WAC (11/8/0664+5486 10:04 AMI+HE—PM) [ 1 1]
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-14-100, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

NEW SECTION
WAC 479-14-110 Who is eligible to receive urban corridor
program funds. BEligible agenciex are counties that have an

urban area, all cities with a population of five thousand or
more, and transportation benefit districts. CGenerally, the

eligible agency will be the project lead. However, the director
may designate another eligible agency ags lead in the best
interest of project completion or for convenience to both

RENUMBER SECTICN

WAC 4796-14-120 What projects are eligible to be funded by
the urban corridor program. Fligible projects are:

(1) Improvements on federally classified arterials;

{2 ) B EN N AT S ey IR W ANV SR = I PPy PR DU g B Sy Dy
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(#2) Within the urban growth area in counties which are in

full compliance with Washington state's Growth Management Act;
(3} Sidewalksg are reguired on both sides of the arterial

unless a deviation is granted under WAC 475-14-200
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-14-140, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

RENUMBER SECTION

WAC 479-14-13030 Prierity eApplication evaluation criteria
for the urban corridor program.for-the-transportatien
parEnership program- The board evaluates the proposed projects
by utilizing the following criteria shaii— be ubilized-Jopih

L e

Eransportation—mprovencnt-board-to—prioritize
WAC (L1/8/066445406 10:04 AMI-O5-PM) [ 41 ]
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39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50

applications:

B (1) Mobility - includes freight, system connectivity,
improve flow of vehicles and freight, extends or completeas

corridor for network connections.
(2) Local support - shows initiative to expedite funding
and completion of proiject.

(3) Growth and development - provides or improves access to
urban centers, economic development, supports annexation
agreements and increases regidential density.

(4) Safety - hazard elimination, accident reduction or
severity, and eliminates railroad at-grade crossing.

(5) Mode accessibility - additions and enhancement of high
occupancy vehicle and non-motorized transportation modes.

(ir—Fhe-pereontage-ol-ageney{ies—and-private Frar et e
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47 .66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-14-110, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-14-14020 Establiching rRegions for the urban
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; regirons-—of—the-state—as—fellows+The board allocates
urban corridor program funding across three regiong Lo ensure
statewide distribution. The three regions are as follows.:

(1) Puget Sound region shall include eligible agencies
WthJﬂ the counties of Ring, Pierce, and Snohomish.

(+2) East region shall include eligible agencies within the
counties of Adams, Asotin, Benton, Chelan, Columbia, Douglas,
Ferry, Franklin, Garfield, Grant, Kittitas, Klickitat, Lincoln,
Okanogan, Pend Oreille, Spokane, Stevens, Walla Walla, Whitman,
and Yakima.
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(3) West region shall 1nclude eligible agencies within the
counties of Clallam, Clark, Cowlitz, Grays Harbor, Island,

WAC (11/8/066+3+5+06 10:04 AM++0H5 M) [ 42 ]
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1 Jefferson, Kitsap, Lewisg, Mason, Pacific, San Juan, Skagit,

2 Skamania, Thurston, Wahkiakum, and Whatcom.

3

4 [Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
5 § 479-14-120, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

6

7

8 WAC 479-14-130-—150 Funding distribution formula for the

9 urban corridor program funds.Appertionment—eof-—funds to

10 atiton-partaership-program regions— OfF—the—funds —if—etre
11 | eroegram —tho-amount--apportioned to-projoects—ip a—rogion—shati—be
12 tofdnod--in-—ehe-—Eodb - owing —mannoy

13 ey @b e b e wati o shall be -the-popintasion—of-the

14 wrban-areas—of-each rogion divided-drvr—Ehe—tobtal--poputat-tomn—of

15 1 o -

16 4 i

17

18

19

20

21 %

22 -EF Sk

23 every—five yearfi-to—aompengate for ehanges tn-prodjeat

24 | partiedpetien+ The statewlide distribution of urban corridor

25 | program funds is allocated between regions generally according
26 to the following formula:

27

28 the proportion of highway urban area population of the
29 region plus the proportion of functionally classified
30 AT rles of the region divided by total statewide

31 urban functionally classified lane miles.

32

33 The board may adjust the regional allocation by plus or minus
34 five percent fo fu]ly fumd “elebted projﬁct%u The board will
35 update the reg:
36 eguitable dis tllbULJOH of Lundg.

37 Regionally significant transportation projects submitted

38 for funding ky-the-TiB—as emergent nature projects and-approved
39 by the legislature are exempt from the regional distribution

40 formula.

41

42 [Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 04-19-108, § 479-14-
43 130, filed 9/21/04, effective 10/22/04; 00-22-001, § 479-14-130,
44 filed 10/19/00, effective 11/19/00. Statutory Authority:

45 Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038, § 479-14-130, filed

46 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

47

48

49 | ————WAC—47 914140 —Eligible—transportation partnership-program
50 | prejeets.— Hiigible-projects ares

104 AMI-+-B5—TM) [ 43 ]
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RENUMBER

WAC 479-14-16080 Local/fprivate-matehing funds—on

for urban corridor program. The urban corridor program funds
provides funding which will be matched by other funds as

(1) For cities:

(a) If the city valuation is under $1.0 billion, the
matching rate is 10% of total project costs:

(b) If the city valuation is between $1.0 through £2.5
billion, the rate is 15% of total project costs; or

(c) If the city valuation is over $2.5 billion, the rate is
20% of total project costs.

(2} For counties:

{a) If the county road levy is under $3.0 billion, the rate
is 10% of total project costs:
\\\\\\\\ (b) If the county road levy is between $3.0 through $10.0
billion, the rate is 15% of total project costs; oxr

(c) If the county road levy is over $10.0 billion, the rate
is 20% of toral proiject costs.
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the current published valuation from the

gepartmeﬂt of revenue.
Matching funds will be considered to be all contributions other
than those provided by the board.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 05-05-004, § 479-14-
180, filed 2/4/05, effective 3/7/05. Statutory Authority:
Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038, § 479-14-180, filed
11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAE—47 91 4~100—Certification of-localiprivate matching

ﬁundgmﬁefmﬁwanap@w%a@@@n—ﬁaw&n@fsh&p—@wegfamm@raéeeﬁavwmwi%%%m
| WAC (L1/8/066/45/66 10:04 AME+O5—pM) [ 45 ]
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NEW SECTION

WAC 479~14-200 Sidewalk deviation regquests for urban
corridor program. The board recognizes the need for pedestrian
facilities on arterial roadways and has required that sidewalks
be provided under the urban corridor program. Under certain
circumstances, a deviation may be reguested:

(1) The executive director has administrative authority to
grant sidewalk deviations under the following conditions:

\ {(a) On both sides if the roadway is a ramp providing access
to a limited access route;
__________ (b) On one side if the roadway is a frontage road
immediately adjacent to a limited access route:

(c] On one side if the roadway 1s immediately adiacent to a

railroad or other facility considered dangerous to pedestrians;
and |
_ {(d) On both sides of a designated limited accessg facility
(1) Route is signed to prohibit pedestrians: or
______ (11) Pedestrian facilities are provided on an adjacent
parallel route, '
(2) All other sidewalk deviation requests require board

[ 46 ]

Page 46




Chapter 479-14 WAC
| TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT ACCOUNT Last Update: 2/4/05WAC
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479-14-005 Purpose and authonty.
479— 14-010 Program funded from the transportation improvement account.
10 479-14-110 Who is eligible to receive urban corridor program funds.
11 479-14-120 Fstablishing regions for.
12 479-14-130 Apportionment of funds regions.
13 479-14-140 Eligible projects.
14 479-14-160 Verification of coordination with planning authority for transportation partnership program projects.
15 479-14-170 Planning requirements for multiagency transportation partnership program projects.
16 479-14-180 Local/private matching funds on transportation partnership program projects.
17 479-14-190 Cerlification of local/private matching funds for transportation parinership program projects.
18
19 WAC 479-14-005 Purpose and authority. The board adopts
20 reasonable rules necessary to implement the transportation
21 improvement account.
22
23 [Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
24§ 479-14-005, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]
25
26 1myﬁfmeu[8tatutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-
27 24-038, § 479-14-008, filed 11/23/9%, effective 12/24/99.]
28
29
30 WAC 479-14-010 Program funded from the transportation
31 improvement account. The transportation improvement account
32 fundg the urban corridor program.
33
34 [Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
35 § 479-14-010, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]
36
37 NEW SECTION
38 WAC 479-14-012 Previously funded projects. Projects are
39 not eligible to compete for funding within the termini limits of
40 a previously funded project for a period of ten years from
41  contract completion. A project that is divided into multiple
42 phases 1is not considered a previously funded project.
43
44  lmmsofricez) [Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-
45 24-038, § 479-14-100, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]
46
47 NEW SECTION
48 WAC 479-14-110 wWho is eligible to receive urban corridor
49 program funds. Eligible agencies are countieg that have an
50 urban area, all cities with a population of five thousand or

51 more, and transportation benefit districts. Generally, the

52 eligible agency will be the project lead. However, the director
53 may designate another eligible agency as lead in the best

54 interest of project completion or for convenience to both

55 parties,

WAC (11/8/06 10:07 AMS-04-aM) [ 1 ]
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RENUMBER SECTION
WAC 479-14-120 What projects are eligible to be funded by
the urban corridor program. Eligible projects are:
(1) Improvements on federally classified arterials:
(2) Within the urban growth area in counties which are in
full compliance with Washington state's Growth Management Act:
(3) Sidewalks are required on both sides of the arterial
unless a deviation is granted under WAC 479-14-200

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-14-140, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

RENUMBER SECTION

WAC 479-14-130 Application evaluation criteriafor the
urban corridor program. The board evaluates the proposed
projects by utilizing the following criteria toprioritize
applications:

(1) Mobility - includes freight, system connectivity,
improve flow of vehicles and freight, extends or completes
corridor for network connections.

(2) Local support - shows initiative to expedite funding
and completion of project.

(3) Growth and development - provides or improves access to
urban centers, economic development, supports annexation
agreements and increases residential density.

(4) Safety - hazard elimination, accident reduction or
severity, and eliminates railroad at-grade crossing.

(5) Mode accessibility - additions and enhancement of high
occupancy vehicle and non-motorized transportation modes.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-14-110, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-14-140 Regions for the urban corridor program.

" The board allocates urban corridor program funding across three

regions to ensure statewide distribution. The three regions are
as follows:

(1) Puget Sound region shall include eligible agencies
within the counties of King, Pierce, and Snohomish.

(2) East region shall include eligible agencies within the
counties of Adams, Asotin, Benton, Chelan, Columbia, Douglas,
Ferry, Franklin, Garfield, Grant, Kittitas, Klickitat, Lincoln,
Okanogan, Pend Oreille, Spokane, Stevens, Walla Walla, Whitman,
and Yakima. :

(3) West region shall include eligible agencies within the
counties of Clallam, Clark, Cowlitz, Grays Harbor, Island,
Jefferson, Kitsap, Lewis, Mason, Pacific, San Juan, Skagit,
Skamania, Thurston, Wahkiakum, and Whatcom.

M) [ 48 ]
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[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-14-120, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

WAC 479-14-150 Funding distribution formula for the urban
corridor program funds. The statewide distribution of urban
corridor program funds is allocated between regions generally
according to the following formula:

the proportion of highway urban area population of the

region plus the proportion of functionally classified

lane miles of the region divided by total statewide

urban functionally classified lane miles.

The board may adjust the regional allocation by plus or minus
five percent to fully fund selected projects. The board will
update the regional allocations when necessary to ensure
equitable distribution of funds.

Regionally significant transportation projects submitted
for funding as emergent nature projects approved by the
legislature are exempt from the regional digtribution formula.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 04-19-108, § 479-14-
130, filed 9/21/04, effective 10/22/04; 00-22-001, § 479-14-130,
filed 10/19/00, effective 11/19/00. Statutory Authority:
Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038, § 479-14-130, filed
11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-14-150, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

TMSOffice3]
RENUMBER

WAC 479~14-160 Matching requirement for urban corridor
program. The urban corridor program funds provides funding
which will be matched by other funds as follows:

(1) For cities:

(a) If the city valuation is under $1.0 billion, the
matching rate is 10% of total project costs:

(b) If the city valuation is between $1.0 through $2.5
billion, the rate is 15% of total project costs; or

(¢) If the city valuation is over $2.5 billion, the rate is
20% of total project costs.

(2) For counties:

(a) If the county road levy is under $3.0 billion, the rate
is 10% of total project costs;

(b) If the county road levy is between $3.0 through $10.0
billion, the rate is 15% of total project costs; or

(c) Tf the county road levy is over $10.0 billion, the rate
is 20% of total project costs.
WAC (11/8/06 10:07 AMS+gt-2AM) [ 49 ]
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The board uses the current published valuation from the
department of revenue.

Matching funds will be consgidered to be all contributions other
than those provided by the board.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 05-05-~-004, § 479-14-
180, filed 2/4/05, effective 3/7/05.

Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-14-180, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.]

NEW SECTION

WAC 479-14-200 Sidewalk deviation requests for urban
corridor program. The board recognizes the need for pedestrian
facilities on arterial roadways and has required that sidewalks
be provided under the urban corridor program. Under certain
circumstances, a deviation may be requested:

(1) The executive director has administrative authority to
grant sidewalk deviations under the following conditions:

(&) On both sides if the roadway is a ramp providing access
to a limited access route;

(b) On one side if the roadway is a frontage road
immediately adjacent to a limited access route;

(c) On one side if the roadway is immediately adjacent to a
railroad or other facility considered dangerous to pedestrians;
and

(d) On both sides of a designated limited access facility
if:
(1) Route is signed to prohibit pedestrians;: or
(ii) Pedestrian facilities are provided on an adjacent
parallel route.
(2) All other sidewalk deviation requests require board
action.
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Regional
Transportation
Investment

District

Blueprint for Progress: Moving Forward Together

Proposal Presented to Sound Transit Board of Directors
on January 26, 2006

Updated on July 18, 2006

I. Introduction

On January 26, 2006, the Regional Transportation Investment District (RTID) presented
the Blueprint for Progress: Moving Forward Together to the Sound Transit Board of Dircctors.
This Blueprint is a proposal for investments for highways, roads, and bridges in key corridors in
Picrce, King, and Snohomish Counties. The Blueprint explains the guiding assumptions
underlying the proposal, includes possibilitics for new boundaries and the use of transit for
congestion mitigation, and describes funding sources and revenue projcctions that were available
in January 2006. This document also includes changes necessary to implement the proposed
transportation package that were submitted during the 2006 legislative session in anticipation of
a 2006 vote.

During the 2006 scssion, the Legislature enacted ESHB 2871." This bill provided for
many of the changes to the RTID statutory authority outlined below. At the same time, ESHB
2871 allows RTID and Sound Transit to pursue a votc no sooner than 2007; the legislation also
requires that both ballot measures must cither pass, or both will fail. Finally, the legislation
requires RTID to “develop and include in the regional transportation investment plan a funding
proposal for the state route number 520 bridge replacement and HOV project that assures full
project funding for seismic safcty and corridor connectivity on state route number 520 between
Interstate 5 and Interstate 405.” Given these changes, RTID staff are currently evaluating how to
proceed. However, the original Blueprint remains the template from which we are starting and is
provided below for reference.

2871.
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Il.  Key Elements of Blueprint for Progress

Key elements of this proposal include the following;

* Targeting investments by corridor to integrate roads and transit investments;

* Keeping the investments affordable: this proposal would cost each houschold from
approximately $8-10 per month, or from $100-120 per year, and retain 100% of the
money raised in our thrce county area;

* Modifying the RTID and Sound Transit boundaries to be the same boundaries;

* Reducing RTID’s reliance on the sales tax and placing primary reliance on the Motor
Vehicle Excise Tax (MVET) to provide a funding package;

* Planning for transit to assist in traffic flow as an eligible investment for RTID funding to
provide construction traffic impact mitigation.
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III.  Guiding Principles

Thesc principles represent the core thinking about the roads component of a regional
roads and transit package. They are combined from RTID statutory requirements, the Chair’s
Proposal (April 2006), and the original Blueprint (January 2006). This list in this form was
presented to the RTID Executive Board on May 31, 2006 for its consideration.

1. Build Off Existing State Investments in Key Areas:

.

Arcas where value of existing state investments can be significantly increased by
completing additional improvements in that corridor, and

b. Important time sensitive corridor improvements that were not funded or not
adequatcly funded by state funding investments.

2, Prioritize Regional Investments into Critical Corridors and Key Investments:

a. The region’s needs exceed our ability to fund all projects at the same time.

b. Focus on corridors and investments within those corridors to reduce congestion
and improve safety, improve travel time, increasc daily and peak person and
vehicle trip capacity, reduce person and trip delay, and improve air quality.
Improve freight mobility.

d. Projects must be in the Puget Sound Regional Council’s Destination 2030 Plan.

€. Maintain flexibility to adapt over time by leaving some funding unallocated.

3. Create an Integrated Regional Transportation Plan that Includes Both Roads
and Transit Together:

d.

b.

Build off successful examples of combined road and transit packages from San
Diego, Denver, and Vancouver, B.C.

Review project phasing, staging to maximize reliability, certainty of region’s
transportation system while minimizing disruption during construction.

Demonstrate to our voters that we have a unificd regional transportation plan that
makes scnse and is affordable.

4, Keep Road and Transit Package Affordable:

a. Ensurc that investments are cost effective

b. Limit revenue sources

c. Integrate roads/transit package

d. Minimize bonding

¢. Focus on cash flow over twenty year period
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IV. Proposed Investment Strategy and Plan

A. Introduction

The proposal assumes targeted investments in major regional corridors. Puget Sound
Regional Council (PSRC) staff, Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT), and
local government transportation planners provided traffic flow and origin and destination data
that were used to help identify investments with the greatest congestion relief benefit. WSDOT
staff helped analyze the previous Regional Transportation Investment District (RTID) project list
to factor in the new project funding from the 2005 legislative package, the Transportation
Partnership Act (TPA). The TPA investments helped drive where regional dollars would be the
next logical investment. Some projects were also removed from consideration because the TPA
fully funded the project. For example, TPA and previous state gas lax funds will complete the
northern segment of the Pierce County HOV lanes ori ginally included in the RTID project list.

Other factors considered include construction impacts from the TPA and nickel projects,
early Sound Transit Phase 2 planning, and other transit plans. Projoct costs are based on the most
recent cost review information made available to RTID and will need to be updated. These cost
numbers were initially developed through the cost review process in 2004. Not all projects in this
proposal have been aged according to a construction-sequencing plan. In addition, project costs
do not reflect any cost updates completed by WSDOT in late December 2005.

Further project cost updates, scope verifications, and a financing plan would need to be
developed with the WSDOT during the public process and before a public vote. In addition, the
RTID statute rcquires that all projects undergo an independent cost review. The 2004 cost revicw
would need to be updated using the same independent review process.

B. District Boundary Modifications

Combining the RTID and Sound Transit boundaries is a key element for success of a
combined (ransit and road proposal. In both King and Pierce Counties, thc Sound Transit
boundaries largely cncompass the needed transportation improvements. For King and Picrce
Counties, the proposal would be to utilizc the existing Sound Transit boundary.

Snohomish County presents a different challenge because the existing Sound Transit
boundary only covers the southwest urban growth areas (as far north as Everett) and leaves out
much of the north and east portions of the county. Many of the road projects in Snohomish
County are located outside of the present Sound Transit boundary. Three major Highways of
Statewide Significance (State Routes 9 and 522, and US 2) would fall outside the boundary.
Several projects in the north would also be outside of the existing Sound Transit boundary. In
addition, current local transit services are outside the current Sound Transit boundary. The
proposal to resolve these issues is to expand the Sound Transit boundary and contract the RTID
boundary into one composite boundary for the Joint package.

The following guidelines were used in developing the new boundary proposal:

1. Include projects within the 1-5 Snohomish Corridor Action Plan (SNOCAP). This
includes both the I-5 and SR 9 corridors from the King County line to Arlington.
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2. Include the adjoining Urban Growth Areas (UGAs) along the SNOCARP corridor, i.e.
I-5 and SR 9.

3. Consider existing transit service areas or major routes within Snohomish County for
inclusion in the new composite boundary.

4. Explore inclusion of the Tulalip Reservation within the new boundary due to recent
and continuing economic development.

5. Explore eligibility concepts for including HSS routes that fall outside the boundary
such as SR 2 and SR 522.

Applying these guidelines results in a Sound Transit/RTID service area bounded by King
County to the south, Puget Sound to the west, SR 9 (and associated UGAs) to the east, and
Arlington to the north. It would allow a system approach to include not only roads and local
transit projects, but also Sound Transit Phase 2 projects. This would allow development of
onc multi-modal system within one boundary serving the primary growth areas described in
Snohomish County’s recently completed 20 ycar comprehensive plan. The dual backbone of the
transportation network within this new boundary consists of I-5 and SR 9, the two major north-
south and heavily used transportation corridors. This boundary is an initial proposal and may
require refinements based on further analysis,

C. Transit Operations to Mitigate Construction Traffic Impacts

This proposal recommends providing for transit operating costs to local transit agencies
as a means of providing traffic mitigation during construction of the mega projects. Funds might
be used for bus, vanpool, and/or transportation demand management, including service hours.
Mitigation plans would be developed as construction planning is undertaken. This will require a
change in the existing RTID statute.

In addition, the proposal for a joint Sound Transit and RTID ballot will allow the voters
to sce the integration of road and transit investments throughout the region.
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D. Targeted Investments in Pierce County
1. Transportation Needs

The economic well-being of Pierce County is inextricably linked with its highways.
Almost 30% of Pierce County's residents commute to jobs in King County. By 2020, Pierce
County's population will incrcase by more than an additional 200,000 people. The proposed
- RTID investments seek to link Pierce County’s “jobs highways” so workers and products have
frccdom of movement throughout the region.

2. Corridor Investments

State Route 167: The key project in Pierce County would provide a new north-south corridor as
an alternative route to I-5 by connecting SR 167 between SR 509 in the City of Tacoma and the
existing SR 167 al Puyallup. This connection would allow commuters direct access from the City
of Tacoma to SR 167 as an alternative route to I-5 and would improve freight mobility and
access to the 47 largest warehouse, distribution and manufacturing center in the United States—
the Valley Cities area, which includes the Pierce County citics of Fife, Puyallup, Sumner,
Algona, Pacific and Auburn and the King County portion of Auburn, Kent, Renton and
Tukwila-— from the Port of Tacoma. This project would help accommodate expansion at the Port
and drive economic development. The project configuration is currently being refined by
WSDOT and local governments. The proposcd investment would allow purchase of the right of
way, critical to the long-term viability of this corridor, and make an investment in this corridor
that could be augmented over time.

State Routc 162: This project would help provide congestion relief for the more than 400,000
pcople who live in Eastern Pierce County by adding capacity to SR 162 in the vicinity of Sumner
and Orling. Significant improvements would be made to critical interchanges.

State Route 704 (Cross Base Highway): Construction of the new State Route 704 would provide
a critical east-west corridor link from I-5 to south central Pierce County. This will help reduce
congestion on SR 512 by improving linkage to I-5 through McChord Air Force Base and Fort
Lewis properties. This project would provide economic benefits to the region by improving
access from I-5 to manufacturing facilities in Frederickson, the largest manufacturing and
industrial site with land available in the region.

Additional Investments and Contingency: Funding is included for additional targeted
investments and a contingency fund if needed. An example of an additional investment would be
the direct access off-ramp from 1-5 to 38" Street.

3. Summary Table of Investments in Pierce County

Project Name*

RTID Funding Share (millions)

SR 167 1,000
SR 162 180
Cross Base Highway (SR 704) 210
Additional Investments and Contingency 104
Total 1,494

* Project scopce to be finalized by WSDOT.
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E. Targeted Investments in King County
1. Transportation Needs

King County’s population is the 12" largest county population in the United States, and is
expected to grow by more than 1/3 by 2010. Population growth is occurring more rapidly in the
suburban areas than the urban areas and leading to hcavily congested roads. At the same time,
King County and the region’s economy depends on a number of large and expanding
employment centers as well as the Port of Seattle and the 4™ largest warehousing, distribution
and manufacturing district in the United States (the Valley Cities area, which includes the Pierce
County cities of Fife, Puyallup, Sumner, Algona, Pacific and Auburn and the King County
portion of Auburn, Kent, Renton and Tukwila). Severe congestion problems hamper both
commuters and frcight mobility. In addition, some of our most critical infrastructure is unsafe
and needs to be repaired. Proposed investments in King County are targeted at six main
cotridors: I-5, 1-405, SR 167, SR 520, SR 509, and SR 99 and the Alaska Way Viaduct. These
investments will help improve traffic flow throughout the region and address critical safety
concerns.

2. Corridor Investments

SR 167: Statc Route 167 serves one of the fastest growing areas of King County, but suffers
from more than six hours of congestion a day. Improvements in this corridor would provide
commuters better access to affordable housing and employment centers and will expand freight
mobility to thc Valley Cities warchousing district. The scope of this project includes HOV
improvements within the King County section of SR 167 and targeted general-purpose
improvements at chokepoints. This investment builds upon funding designated by the Legislaturc
in the 2005 session.

I-5/ SR 509: Improvements of I-5 and SR 509 would provide a direct southern access point to
ScaTac Airport, incrcase freight mobility out of the Port of Scattle directly to the Kent Valley,
and improve a critical chokepoint on I-5 by adding general purpose lanes to I-5 and decreasing
truck traffic on our most important north-south corridor (I-5) between the port/industrial area and
destinations south of the airport.

This project is ready to proceed to construction. Right of way costs are escalating due to
development pressures. This project would create an alternative for people driving I-5 to and
from Seattle from the south. Truck freight would use this corridor as an alternative to I-5. This
proposal would build a new six-lane freeway between I-5 and S. 188™ Strect in SeaTac. This
project would include HOV lanes and provide a key transit connection to the SeaTac
International Airport from the south. This project would also construct six miles of
improvements on I-5 from S. 320" in Federal Way to S. 200", New I-5 lanes would be
configured to provide one new lane north bound and two new lanes south bound. This project
would also connect the airport’s south access expressway to SR 509 and I-5.

1-405: The I-405 corridor has realized a 200% increase in traffic congestion over the last 10
years. It leads the region in daily hours of congestion, with more than 50% of the day in gridlock.
The cost of delays, livability and air quality degradation are clear impacts. Recent state packages
funded key projects designed to relieve the corridor’s worst bottlenecks, but additional funding is
needed complete the missing links.

The southern section of I-405 from [-90 to I-5 is the worst congested roadway in the State
of Washington. Approximately 18,000 cars per day stay on I-5 and contribute to congestion on
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the 1-90 and 520 bridges rather than face lengthy delays on south 1-405. This corridor’s currently
incomplete configuration contributes significantly to the congestion in this critical alternative to
I-5. In 2020, approximately 380,900 people are expected to travel through this segment of the
corridor in 274,800 vehicles. Clearly, existing capacity constraints will grow morc acute over
time. This project would help fill these gaps and provide a consistent number of lancs in these
critical sections.

This investment of $1.3 billion in I-405 would provide additional lanes in each direction
from SR 169 (Maple Valley Highway) to 1-90. This improvement would reduce 2020 congestion
between Renton and 1-90 by more than four hours per day while serving much higher traffic
volumes. In addition, targeted improvements would be made in Bellevue between SR 520 and 1-
90 and elsewhere to complement the TPA and Nickel investments underway by the state.

SR 520: This proposal would provide $800 million in rcgional funds toward replacing the
seismic and storm-vulnerable existing Evergreen Point Floating Bridge from the east shore of
Lake Washington to the Montlake touchdown. This strategy would preserve a critical link in our
transportation system. Regional funding would be combined with tolls and state funds to provide
a new structure. This funding is an insurance policy to ensure that the bridge span’s critical
infrastructure can be replaced or augmented up to 6-lanes.

SR 99 and the Alaskan Way Viaduct: This proposal would provide assurance that the preferred
tunnel option to replace the existing viaduct structure would be funded. This proposal recognizcs
funding from the City of Seattle, Port of Seattle and federal government together with the state
and regional funding. Based on the project description developed in April 2004, this project
would construct a new six lane facility. The cost estimate is based on replacing the cxisting
viaduct and Scattle’s central waterfront seawall with a new six lane tunnel, with a connection to
an improved Battery Street Tunnel. Corridor performance would be enhanced with the additional
shoulder and safety improvements made.

I-5 and Federal Way Triangle: The proposed RTID funds would complete this interchange,
currently rated as the fifth most congested freeway chokepoint in the state and the site of
numerous accidents. Freight traffic to and from the Port of Tacoma uses this access to SR 18 and
SR 161.

Additional Investments and Contingency: This is included to allow for revenue-forecast
adjustments and other regional needs. Other regional nceds under discussion include SR 518, the
South Park Bridge, Mercer Street, the Spokanc Street Viaduct, and other regional arterials.

3. Summary Table of Investments in King County
Project Name Proposced RTID Investments (in millions)*
SR 99: Alaska Way Viaduct 800
1-405 1,330
SR 520 Bridge 800
I-5 Improvements and SR 509 Extension 870
SR 167 420
I-5 Improvements al SR 18 (Federal Way Triangle) 50
Additional [nvestments and Contingency 237
Total 4,507

* Project Scope o be finalized by WSDOT.
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F. Targeted Investments in Snohomish County
1. Transportation Needs

Snohomish County is in the midst of addressing a high rate of growth and congestion
problems, especially as area residents commute across the County to and from work:

e Between 1990 and 2000, Snohomish County’s population grew by 30.1%--the fastest
among the four central Puget Sound countics,

¢ Approximately 40% of Snohomish County’s 300,000 workers commute outside of the
county every day, with most traveling to King County (34.4%). Approximately 20% of
workers in Snohomish County commute from other counties.

e The Snohomish County economy i1s forecasted to grow 20% between 1998 and 2010,
adding 44,755 new jobs. Current projections show that most growth is expected to occur
in the southwest portion of the county (Everett, Lynnwood, and Bothell.) All three are
designated “Regional Centers” by the Puget Sound Regional Council.

Transportation 1s a key issue for Snohomish County employers. Snohomish County has an
“unusually high share” of its total employment in the manufacturing industry, with employment
levels in 2001 at 25% as compared to 7% in King only and 6% nationwide. This county is within
one of the top tcn biotechnology regions in the nation. Commuting alternatives are critical to
ensure that the local workforce can reliably get to work on time.

2. Proposed Investments

Snohomish County’s proposed investments would fund a diverse mix of projects that
cnhance current transportation investments. Over the past four years, the Snohomish County
agencies have worked cooperatively to develop this prioritized list that addresses congestion
along key state highway corridors, critical city and county arterial streets, and improvements to
multimodal transportation including park & ride lots and ferry terminals. As the RTID has been
evolving, the project list is being modified to reflect changed scopes and costs, completed
projects, and choices to reflect anticipated lower revenues. The proposed investments would
continue to build on the current investments by focusing over significant funding along key state
highway corridors of SR 9 and US 2. In addition, $100 million would complete five arterial
street projects in Everett, Marysville, Edmonds, Lynnwood, Bothell, and Snohomish County.
Approximately $170 million is carmarked to support transit-related projects, including continued
investment in the Edmonds Multimodal Terminal. The specific Snohomish County investments
include the projects contained in the table below.
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3. Proposed Investments in Snohomish County

Funding
Project Name Project Description Proposal
(millions)

Improvements to Key North/South Routes, Interchanges and Access Roads to I-5 and SR 9

I-5 and US 2 Trestle Helps allcviate traffic chokepoint on I-5 by modifying I-5/ US 2 intersections and | 412.3
widening US 2. Addresses major salety concerns and improves water quality.

Everett Arterial Access | Improvements to Everett Arterial Access at [-5/US 2 to increase mobility in | 28.9

Improvements at I-5/US 2 downtown Everett for general use and transit access. Reduccs congestion and
improves safety from users accessing 1-5 and US 2.

116 St. NE: [-5 to State St. | Adds capacity and improves safety along east-west corridor with access to | 2.1
growing industrial and commercial areas; improves local/regional transit
accessibility.

44™ Ave. W: I-5 to 194" Project constructs a new northbound lane on 44th Ave. W from 200th St. SW to | 0.5

St. SW 196th St. SW to add capacity to accommodate both the existing heavy
northbound tlow of traffic exiting I-5 at 44th Ave. W and the traffic that would
be generated from Lynnwood city center development.

SR 9 Improves alternative route to I-5 by widening SR 9 from 176™ St. SE to SR 92 | 325.0
from two lanes to four/five lanes with access control. Includes improvements to
various intersections.

Improvements to Key East/West Corridors

20" St. SE: US 2 and SR 9 | Widens 20" St. SE between US 2 to SR 9 to improve commuter access, reduce | 34.9

Connectlion bottleneck conditions at 20" and SR 9, help resolve development concurrency
1ssues that limit cconomic development, increases safety for school buses and
transit by improving corridor.

SR 524: 24™ Ave. W (o SR Significantly expands vital east-west link between Lynnwood and Bothell, | 71.8

527 improves freight mobility to and from the Bothell/ Canyon Park technology
corridor along SR 524; enhances multi-modal access for transit, bicycle,
pedestrian.

112" St. SW: I-5 to SR 527 Widening of 112 St. SW to better connect I-5 and SR 527 to reduce congestion | 3.0
to Everctt’s Paine Field; promote freight mobility along three major north-south
corridors (SR 525, SR 99, Airport Road); augments local trail system; upgrades
local water quality detention features and restores streamflows.

SR 531: 43 Ave. NE to 67 | Decreases chokepoint between SR 9 and I-5 south of Arlington. 41.4

Ave. NE

238" St SW from 84" Ave. Improves connection between SR 104 and SR 99; adds capacity and reduces | 2.2

W io SR 104 safety concerns.

196 St. SW (SR 524) from | Widens road to increase access to I-5 and decrease traffic chokepoint in | 11.8

48 Ave. Wto 37 Ave. W Lynnwood.

HSS & HSS Approaches Total 933.9
Local Projects (Non-Highways of Statewide Significance)

41 St. 1-5 Overcrossing/ | Provides the second of a two-phase project to eliminatc the at-grade BNSF | 7.6

Lowell River Rd BNSF RR | mainline railway crossings at 36th St. and Lowell River Road along Everett's

Overcrossing Snohomish Riverfront arca. The project will enhance the safety and operational
efficiency of one of the few cast-west arterial routes across the
Snohomish Valley.

84™ Ave. W: 212 St. SW to Improves safety for pedestrians, school children, park users, bicyclists, and auto | 8.7

238 St. SW

USCrs.
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Airport Way: SR 9 to Br#1 | Widens roadway to improve capacity on county arterial and access to City of | 8.7
Snohomish area.
East Everett Overcrossing | Constructs a grade separation overcrossing to extend Everett Ave. over the BNSF | 10.0
Canadian Line to facilitate freight movement and traffic.
39/35 Ave SE: 240 St. SE | Constructs new county and city arterial missing link and widens existing county | 57.1
to Seattle Hill Rd arterial road to reduce congestion, provide alternative route to SR 527 and SR 9
from Bothell north towards Mill Creek, and increase safety by adding sidewalks
and bike lanes.
State Ave.: 136 St. NE to | Improves key north/south arterial parallel to I-5 near Marysville to meet | 3.6
152 STNE nccessary levels of service, decrease burden on I-5, and increase freight
throughput.
36/35 Ave. W: Maple Rd. | Widens county arterial and city street to reduce congestion, provide safc [-11.0
to 148 8t. SW pedestrian and bicycle movement and improve access into Lynnwood
Non HSS Toetal 106.7
HOYV and Transit
[-5 Mountlake Terrace | Build enhanced transit hub for 1-5 interchange; relieves overcrowded park and | 2.0
Commuter Parking Lot | rides in Snohomish County; expands transit access and safety.
Expansion
SR 525 Mukilteo Park & | Construct a park and ride facility along SR525 in the Harbour Pointc vicinity to | 6.7
Ride Lot meet transit parking demand for Community Transit commuter services. Facility
will increase transit mode share and reduce congestion on SR525 and [-5
between Mukilteo and Scattle.
Edmonds (SR 104) | Integrates ferry, commuter and intercity rail, bus transit, carpool/automobile/ | 123.4
Multimodal Terminal pedestrianv/bicycle traffic into single complex. Relocates cxisting state ferry
terminal and realigns SR 104 to crcate grade separation, increase safety, and
decrease vehicle queuing along SR 104.
Bus/Van Fleet Expansion Procure buses and commuter vans lo increase the levels of transit and vanpool | 14,3
service in the 1-5 and 1-405 corridors between Snohomish and King counties.
North County (I-5, SR 2, | Program to design and construct 800 new park and ride stalls along state and | 21.4
SR 9) Park & Ride | interstate routes to address 2015 transit parking demand in North Snohomish
Facilities County.
HOV & Transit Total 167.8
Proposed RTID Investment 1,208.4*
Summary of Proposed Investments in Snohomish County
Project Type RTID Funding Share in millions*
Highways of Statewide Significances & Approaches 933.9
Non HSS projects 106.7
HOV and 'I'ransit 167.8
Total 1208.4*

* The amount of revenue generated in Snohomish County under this proposal would exceed $1 billion, but
additional work is needed to develop a good estimate of how much additional revenue there would be, The total
revenue from within new district boundary lines could be sufficient to support this level of invesument. In the event
that the revenue generated is less, this project list would be modificd.
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V. Revenue Forecasts and Project Funding

The revenue tables generated by WSDOT, dated October 21, 2005, are the basis for the
revenue [orecast used in this proposal. These tables are based on the March 2004 forccasts by
Conway Pedcrsen Economics, Inc. The revenue levels assume no bonding. The revenue is
discounted by an “RTA factor” developed by King County’s Department of Transportation. The
discount is madc to approximate the revenue to be generated within the RTA boundaries in the
three county area.

To complete the proposed projects, bonding may be necessary. WSDOT assistance will
be nceded to develop a financial plan that includes the construction sequencing and aging of
projects, including the construction and financing for matching TPA projects.

The RTA boundary in Pierce and King County is assumed to remain unchanged. In
Snohomish County, it is proposed to increase the RTA boundary (o reflect the new growth
management boundary for the county. For purposes of this initial proposed plan, the Snohomish
County revenue is listed at the minimum amount of funding that would be generated bascd on
the existing RTA boundary; the revenue listed below does not reflect the revenue that could be
produced from within an cxpanded boundary.

It must also be noted that MVET forecasts would be changed depending on legislation
under consideration this session to modify the MVET valuation procedure. The valuation
procedure under consideration would result in a revenue decline of approximately 27% from the
current schedule. For that reason, the maximum MVET rate may be up to 0.8% to generate the
projected revenue assumed here.

A, Revenue Sources and Yields

(Sec WSDOT October 21, 2005 Revenue Level Alternatives based on the March 2004 Revenue Forccast™®)
2007-2026 millions of nominal dollars**

Tax Source Three- King | Pierce | Snohomish
County

0.1% Sales Tax 2,279 1,530 | 439 310

0.6 --0.8% MVET*** 4,787 2,977 | 1,055 755

Total Revenue with Sound Transit Boundary 7,066 4,507 | 1,494 1,005%* %%

*The revenue assumptions available to RTID date from March 2004. Recent revenue forecasts from 2005 show a
variance of plus or minus 3%. A new revenue forecast is needed before finalizing a package.

**The revenue is assumed to be generated beginning in 2007 and would be collected through 2026 (20 year period).
*#EMVET range depending on valuation method used.

****This level of funding reflects a minimum level that would be generated with the current RTA boundary. The
amount of revenue generated for Snohomish County would be in excess of $1 billion, but additional work is needed
to develop a good cstimate of how much revenue could be gencrated from within a new boundary.
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B. Household Costs

The revenuc proposal is estimated to have the following household costs:

County Median Household 0.6% MVET 0.1% Sales Tax** Total Household Cost
Income (2004)* by County***
Pierce 52,630-53,937 $86.00 $21.00 $107
King 58,938-59,718 $86.00 $21.00 3107
Snohomish 58,389-59,022 $86.00 $21.00 $107

*Median IHousehold Income Estimates by County: 1989 to 2004 and Projection for 2005, from Washington State
Office of Financial Management (OFM), October 2005. This table contains estimates of median houschold income
by county in current dollars; series revised 1990 forward. The estimation relies on both 1990 and 2000 census data.
These estimatcs are based on past relationships between available indicator data and median houschold income. The
estimates shown may differ from other median household income data developed from the Office of Financial
Management's State Population Survey, Bureau of the Census surveys, or other sources. Survey data, which are
subject to sampling variability and bias, are not nccessarily more correct than the estimate data. For small counties,
the estimated series may show large variations during certain periods.

Note: Household income figures differ among federal and state agencies that collect these data. The U.S. Census,
Housing and Urban Development, and OFM each differ in their estimate of median income. This analysis is based
on OFM figures since RT1D is authorized by the State of Washington.

**This figure would be lower if the federal tax deduction for state sales tax (authorized through 2005) is extended.

*#* Other methodologies produce an estimated cost from between $100 and $1 20/year.

C. Summary of Proposed Investments by County
County Project Type Funding Share in millions*
Picrce SR 167 1,000
SR 162 180
SR 704 (Cross Base Highway) 210
Additional Investments and Contingency 104
Proposcd Investment in Pierce County 1,494
King SR 99: Alaska Way Viaduct 800
[-405 1,330
SR 520 Bridge 800
-5 Improvements and SR 509 Extension 870
SR 167 420
I-5 Improvements at SR 18 (Federal Way Triangle) 50
Additional Investments and Contingency 237
Proposed Investment in King County 4,507
Snohomish | Highways of Statewide Significances & Approachces 933.9
Non HSS projects 106.7
HOV and Transit 167.8
Proposed Investment in Snohomish County 1208.4*
Total Proposed Investment 7,209.4

* The amount of revenue generated in Snohomish County under this proposal would exceed the $1.065 billion listed
above, but additional work is needed to develop a good estimate of how much additional revenue would be
generated from within a new boundary line. The total revenuc from within new district boundary lines could be
sufficient to support this level of investment. In the event that the revenue generated is less, this project list would be
modified.
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VI. RTID Legislative Proposal

To achieve the proposal outlined in the Blueprint Jor Progress, the following legislative
changes werc submitted during the 2006 Legislative Session. Some, but not all, were adopted by

ESHB 2871.

1. Allow RTID to change its boundaries to be consistent with Sound T ransit, and allow
Sound Transit to expand or modify its boundaries in conjunction with the vote,

2. Simplify joint ballot procedures and provide for the option of a single combined ballot,

3. Allow system-wide tolling, including the SR 520 Bridge, and clarify tolling provisions.

4. Allow RTID to fund transit operations for construction miti gation,

5. Allow ballot title to be longer than currently limited by state law or create ballot title
template.

6. Eliminate current restrictions on use of MVET funding.

7. Increase maximum MVET authority. The maximum limit should be up to 0.6% under
current valuation methods, or up to 0.8% if new valuation methods are adopted by the
legislature.

8. Modify bonding authority to allow state backed bonds for state projects.

9. Reduce local match requirement.

10. Do not prohibit a 2006 election.

In addition, the proposal is to allow corridor and project investments to go to the voters and then
address long-term governance questions.
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TO: Interested Parties

FR: Evans/McDonough Company
DT: October 3, 2006

RE: WSDOT Research Summary

pinion Research &
Atvategic Services

Key Findings

Puget Sound residents continue to think that traffic and transportation issues are the
most important problem facing the region. They are also overwhelmingly supportive of
a “comprehensive and integrated transportation package” based on a generic
description. Although support drops to just over a majority when the payment
mechanism is described, support rebounds to a strong majority when this mechanism is
“costed” for respondents at $250 per year for the average household.

Highlights

By a wide margin, voters in all three counties think traffic and transportation
issues are the most important problem facing the Puget Sound region today.

. Half (50%) of all respondents mention a traffic or transportation issue as the most
important problem. The next most frequently cited issue, growth, is mentioned by
only 9% of voters.

e  Traffic and transportation issues are the top mention in each county by a wide
margin -- King (52%), Snohomish (50%), and Pierce (46%).

There is strong support (78%) across the region for “a comprehensive and
integrated transportation package that tackles current traffic and transit
problems, balances investments in roads and transit, and anticipates the future
needs of the region.” Support remains over 50% throughout the survey.

. Support remains very high (77% support / 15% oppose) when voters are told that
the package “would invest in the most highly traveled corridors in the Puget Sound
to alleviate congestion, reduce travel time, and improve safety.”

. Even after being told that package “will spend about $12 billion on mass transit and
roads” voters still support the package by more than 3-to-1 margin (70% / 22%).

J Support drops to 54% when voters are first told that one option to pay for the
package is to increase the sales and motor vehicle excise tax, but support
recovers quickly (61% support / 33% oppose) when voters are told that the
“package will cost the average household two hundred and fifty dollars per year.”

. After hearing about specific potential projects in their county, a strong majority
continue to support the package (60% support / 36% oppose).

315 First Avenue South, Suite 400, Seattle, Washington 98104 # Voice: 206-652-2454 » Fax: 206-652-5022
436 14th Street, Suite 820, Qakland, California 94612 « Voice: 510-844-0680 e Fax: 510-844-0690
2715 M Street, NW, Suite 150, Washington, DC 20007 » Voice: 202-298-5556 * Fax: 240-465-1163

www.EvansMcDonough.com




Summary of Support for Transportation Package
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Comprehensive  Invest in highly Spend $12 Biilion Increase $250/year avg After county
Package traveled corridors Sales/MVET household projects

It appears voters undertake a 3-step process in understanding the measure. First, they
learn the package will cost $12 Billion, but are unsure of how this impacts them. Next,
when told which taxes will be raised, many voters are lost due to a negative reaction to
the two taxes themselves, and/or the perceived size of the tax that voters may be unable
to calculate, or calculate incorrectly. Finally, a strong majority of voters are recouped
after learning the cost per average household is $250. The challenge, then, is linking the
goals and benefits of the package with the average cost.

Descriptions of the roads and transit package receive very strong positive
reactions, as do specific pieces of the package.

Support for the components of the package varies by area, and these differences are
what drive support for the measure overall. In King County, the expansion of Light Rail
to the North, East, and South are the most popular components, followed by replacing
520 and other roads components. In Snohomish County, roads components are the
most popular, followed by light rail. The Pierce components tested in this survey are not
directly comparable, but these results suggest a similar situation to Snohomish, with
roads the most popular followed by light rail. Put another way, the package as tested
has components that appeal to all three counties.

Listed below are responses to the goals of the roads and transit package:

»  This package makes important and needed safety improvements to roads and
bridges in our area (84% More Likely to Support Package).

*  This package will make it easier to get around our area (81%).

»  This package gives people options to get out of congestion (80%).

*  This package integrates roads and transit improvements to create a transportation
system that works together (80%).

e  This package will reduce travel time (79%).
»  This package builds more light rail, which is separated from cars and doesn’t have

to wait for traffic, giving people ways to get to their destination quickly and
predictably (77%).
=M
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This package expands our transportation options to reduce the number of cars on
the roads (77%).

This package will better move people, goods, and services so our economy stays
strong (77%).

A strong majority of voters in all three counties believe the package will help fight
traffic congestion in the Puget Sound region.

After hearing about the major elements of the package and the cost, two thirds of
voters in each county think the package will help fight traffic congestion.

After hearing details about specific projects in their county, 80% say they think the
package will help fight traffic congestion in the Puget Sound region, including 68%
of voters in King, 81% in Pierce, and 84% in Snohomish.

A majority of voters think the package as described in the survey is a good fit for
what it is trying to achieve.

A majority (52%) say that the package is about the right size “given what the
package is supposed to do and [that it] costs an average household two hundred
and fifty dollars per year.” One-in-four voters (26%) think the package is too big
and 11% think it is too small. These results are similar in all three counties.

When asked if they think the package is too ambitious, 53% say it is about right,
21% say it is too ambitious, and 21% say it is not ambitious enough. Again, the
results are similar in all three counties.

METHODOLOGY

Conducted by Evans/McDonough: August 19-29, 2006
N = 1600 registered voters in King, Pierce, and Snohomish, + 3.3 point margin of error
King County: 500 interviews, margin of error + 5.4 points
Pierce County: 600 interviews, margin of error + 4.7 points
Snohomish County: 500 interviews, margin of error + 5.3 points
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Regional
Transportation
Investment
District

1=

Reducing traffic congestion by investing In roadways and bridges In King, Pierce and Snohomish.counties

The Regional Transportation Investment
District (RTID) was created by the Wash-
ington State Legislature. [ts job is to
develop a package of improvements to
major highways and bridges in Snohom-
ish, King and Pierce counties that will
relieve congestion and repair earthquake-
vulnerable bridges. The package will be
presented to voters in November 2007.

RTID's governing board consists of all
county council members in the three-
county area, as well as the Washington
State Secretary of Transportation, who
serves as its non-voting chairman., A
seven-member Executive Committee is
empowered to develop and recommend
the package of improvements.

Prioritizing projects

Blueprint for Progress

The Blueprint for Progress is a draft RTID
proposal for road and bridge investments
in key highway corridors in Snohomish,
King, and Pierce counties. It describes
the corridor (i.e., SR 522, 1-405, SR 520,
SR 167) investments, funding sources,
projects and construction schedules.

The Blueprint for Progress serves as the
foundation for public review, cost estimat-
ing, construction planning and refining of
the RTID package.

Citizens can review the Blueprint for
Progress at www.rtid.org.

RTID developed a set of principles to evaluate which projects should be
prioritized and included in the Blueprint for Progress:

B Build off existing state projects and work that is already underway

B Concentrate on regional projects in the most congested corridors

Integrate road and transit investments to create a seamless system

n
® Provide the greatest traffic-flow improvement throughout the region
[

Keep the investment package affordable,

Potential projects

Significant improvements would be made
in the following corridors:

» SR 167 (Renton/Puyallup Valley Freeway)
= SR 162 (Orting)

* Proposed SR 704 (Cross Base Highway)
* SR 99 (Alaskan Way Viaduct)

Alaskan Way Viaduct

* 1-405 (Renton/Bellevue/Eastside)
* SR 509 (Burien/Sea-Tac) |
= SR 520 (Evergreen Point Bridge)
+ -5 @ SR18 (Federal Way)

= US 2 (East Snohomish County)
* 3R 9 (Bothell/Snohomish)

+ SR 524 (Maltby)

* SR 527 (Mill Creek)

SR 18 approaching I-5

' Fart Lewis

This conceptual map outlines a
vision for future road and transit
improvements to our regional
transportation system. Draft

transit investment options were
released by the Sound Transit
Board in July 2006. Draft road
investments were released by
RTID in January 2006.
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Funding

Investments would be funded by just two sources: a .08 percent Motor Vehicle Excise
Tax (MVET) or car license fee, and a sales-and-use tax of up to .01 percent. A key
funding principle is to minimize reliance on the sales tax and look primarily to the MVET
for funding.

Roads & Transit 2007

RTID and Sound Transit are collabo-
rating on a package of road/bridge and

g s s ROAAS & Transit
ransit improvements that will be before

voters at the November 2007 election. Roads & Transit 2007 is the name of their joint
planning effort. Their collective goal is to design a regional transportation system that
integrates major highway, bridge and transit improvements to better manage the
region’s traffic and improve the quality of life for residents.

The Legislature has decided that both the RTID and the Sound Transit measures must
be approved for either one to be valid.

RTID is also working closely with the Washington State Department of Transportation
and the regional planning agency, the Puget Sound Regional Council.

Next steps and public involvement

Citizens are encouraged to learn more by visiting www.rtid.org,
and to share their views about the potential RTID projects. Pub-
lic meetings and open houses will be announced on the web site
and via the news media. Citizens can also call or send letters:
the telephone number and address appear below.

A draft proposal will be completed late this year or early in 2007 for public review and
for consideration by the RTID governing board. After it is finalized, the RTID proposal
will be considered by the three county councils. If the proposal is approved, it will go
before the region’s voters in November 2007.

Regional Transportation Investment District
411 University St., Suite 1200

Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 442-4254

www.rtid.org

Photos: WSDOT and NW-Photos.com

Regional Transportation
Investment District

Executive Board

Shawn Bunney, Pierce County
Chair

Julia Patterson, King County
Vice-Chair

Dow Constantine, King County
Reagan Dunn, King County

Tim Farrell; Pierce. County

Dave Gossett, Snohomish County

Gary Nelson, Srichomiish County

Planning Committee
All Execdutive RTID Board members

Doug MacDonald, Secretary of
Transportation
Non-voting Chair

Roger Bush, Pierce County

Bob Ferguson, King County
Barbara Gelman, Pierce County
Calvin Goings, Pierce County
Larry Gossett, King County

Jane Hague, King County

John Koster, Snohomish County
Kathy Lambert, King County
Terry Lee, Pierce County

Dick Muri, Pierce County

Larry Phillips, King County

Kirke Sievers, Snohomish County
Dave Somers, Snohomish County

Peter von Reichbauer, King County
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Roads & Transit

L A R R T

Population Growth

Today's traffic congestion makes
getting around the Puget Sound
region very difficult. Imagine what it
will be like in the future—if we don’t
do anything—as the population
increases by more than 1.2 million
people over the next 25 years.

R A R R

EE 5 om o9 T s kAt TR EE A Ao

Traffic Gridlock

The Central Puget Sound region faces major transportation challenges.

Traffic is unbearable in some areas.
Many roads and bridges are inadequate,
and in need of repair or replacement. We
need transit investments that will move
more people quickly and take some of
the cars off the road. Some areas are
not well served by transit. Thankfully,
something is being done about it! A plan
is coming together to make roads and
bridges better and safer, and to expand
and improve transit services.

Roads & Transit

Under the banner of Roads & Transit,
the region’s local elected officials—
together with Sound Transit, the Regional
Transportation Investment District (RTID),
the state Department of Transportation
and the Puget Sound Regional Coungcil—
are developing a set of transportation
improvements and a plan for paying

for them.

Roads & Transit will call for investments
in the most heavily traveled corridors
and in transportation projects that can
make the most difference. The idea is to
build a more integrated regional trans-
portation system. Road improvements
will build upon the state’s recent invest-
ments in our highways, continuing to
improve traffic flow.

L

Transit investments will include extend-
ing the light rail system that is currently
under construction and scheduled to
open between downtown Seattle and
Sea-Tac Airport in 2009. Regional
express bus and commuter rail service
would be improved through investments
in park-and-rides, transit centers and
HOV freeway access ramps.

These transportation improvements will
be coordinated throughout Snohomish,
King, and Pierce counties to give goods
and people more and better ways to
move around the region.

The package will be placed before voters
for their consideration in November 2007.

Roads & Transit Priorities

« Focus investments on most con-
gested, heavily traveled corridors

» Finish or leverage projects already
started

* Provide people with more transpor-
tation choices

» improve travel times for people and
freight

+ Integrate road and transit investments

Potential Transit' Projects

+ Light'rail extensions-east of
Lake Washingtori-tg Bellevue
and as far‘as‘Redmond; north
of the UW.as far as Lynnwood,
and south of Sea-Tac Airport-as
far as the Port-of . Tacoma area’

+ Improve regional.express-bus
and:commuter:rail service
through. additional park-and-
rides, new HOV:freeway access
ramps and transit centers




Next Steps

Fall 2006/Winter 2007

+ RTID and Sound Transit identify preferred investments
+ Independent cost review

Spring 2007

* Roads & Transit considered for the November 7, 2007 ballot

» County Councils consider the RTID portion of the package and, if approved,

place on the November ballot
* Sound Transit board considers the transit portion of the package and,
if approved, places on the November ballot

Falt 2007

+ Voters decide at November general election

Roads & Transit Benefits

» Faster, more predictable commute times

+ Better connections between the region’s major centers

* More vehicle and people-moving capacity on major corridors

« New transportation choices

« Improved safety

o SOUNDTRANSIT

About Sound Transit

Sound Transit plans, builds and
operates regional transit systems
and serves-to improve mobility for
people in the Central Puget Sound
region. For more information, visit:

www.soundtransit.org

Sound Transit Board
John W. Ladenburg, Chair
Pierce County Executive
Connie Marshall, Vice Chair
Bellevue City Council
Mark Qlson, Vice Chair
Everett City Council

Julie Anderson

Tacoma City Councit
Mary-Alyce Burleigh
Kirkland City Council

Fred Butler

Issaquah City Council
Dow Constantine

King County Council

David Enslow
Summer City Council

Regional
Transportation
Investment

District

Aboutthe Regional Transit

Investment District (RTID)
RT1B:is.charged with developing a
transportation. proposal to improve
roads and bridges on the most heavily
traveled corridars in Snohomish, King
and Pierce counties. For more infor-

mation, visit: www.rtid.org.

Douglas MacDonald, Secretary
Washington State Departrment
of Transportation

Richard Marin

Edmonds City Council
Richard Mclver

Seattle City Council

Greg Nickels

Mayor of Seattle

Julia Patterson

King County Council

Larry Phillips

King County Council

Aaron Reardon

Snohomish County Executive
Ron Sims

King County Executive

Claudia Thomas
Mayor of Lakewood

Pete von Reichbauer
King County Council

Regional Transportation
investment District
Executive Board:

Shawn Bunney, Pierce County
Chair

Julia Patterson, King County
Vice-Chair

Dow Constantine, King County
Reagan Dunn, King County
Tim Farrell, Pierce County

This conceptual map outlines a
vision for future road and transit
improvements. to our regional
transportation system: Draft

transit.investmerit options were
released by the Sound Transit
Board inJuly 2008, Draft road
investments were released by
RTID in January 2006;

Dave Gossett, Snohomish
County

Gary Nelson, Snochomish
County

Planning Committee:

All Executive RTID Board
members

Doug MacDenald, Secretary
of Transportation, Non-voting
Chair

Roger Bush, Pierce County
Jane Hague, King County
Bob Ferguson, King County

Barbara Gelman, Pierce
County
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Calvin Goings, Pierce County
Larry Gossett, King County

John Koster, Snohomish
County

Kathy Lambert, King County
Terry Lee, Pierce County
Dick Muri, Pierce County
Larry Phillips, King County
Peter von Reichbauer, King
County

Kirke Sievers, Snohomish
County

Dave Somers, Snochomish
County
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Transportation Improvement Board
September 22, 2006
Bonneville Hot Springs Resort & Spa
North Bonneville, Washington

MINUTES
TIB BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT TIB STAFF
Commussioner Leo Bowman, Chair Councilmember Neil McClure Steve Gorcester
Councilmember Jeanne Burbidge, Vice Chair  Mr. Dick McKinley Rhonda Reinke
Mr. Todd Coleman Ms. Heidi Stamm Greg Armstrong
Ms. Kathleen Davis Mr. Steve Thomsen Theresa Anderson
Councilmember Bill Ganley Mr, Jay Weber Eileen Bushman/recorder
Ms, Doreen Marchione Mr. Ralph Wessels
TIB BOARD MEMBERS NOT PRESENT
Mr, Mark Freiberger Commissioner Greg Parich
Councilmember Calvin Goings Ms. Robin Rettew
Ms. Paula Hammond* Mr. David Stalheim
Mr. Dave Nelson Mr. Harold Taniguchi

*Member was present at the Thursday, Sept. 21 meeting

CALL TO ORDER
Chair Bowman called the meeting to order at 9:02 AM. e introduced new board member Doreen Marchione
who represents special needs transportation,

GENERAL MATTERS
A. Approval of July 28, 2006 Minutes

MOTION: It was moved by Councilmember McClure with a second from Mr, Weber to approve the
minutes of the July 28, 2006 Board meeting as printed. Motion carried unanimously.

B. Communications — Steve Gorcester referred the Board to the newspaper articles and letters in the board
packet. He specifically noted an article from The Daily World which reported on the Montesano City
Council rejected all bids for a street project. This article is indicative of the rising costs and delays in the
transportation industry.

LOCAL PRESENTATIONS
North Bonneville Mayor Tom Payton welcomed the TIB to the city. He mentioned the 1996, 1997, 2001, and
2005 projects completed in North Bonneville that were funded by TIB and thanked the Board for their support.

Mary Ann Duncan-Cole, City Administrator from Stevenson, thanked the Board for the flexibility provided
through TIB grants that allows projects to be completed in an efficient manner, She specifically thanked TIB
project engineer, John Dorffeld, for his bridge cxpertise when he worked with the city on the Rock Creek Drive
project. She suggested that TIB staff might offer a workshop to public works directors to help them understand
the details of road improvements.

Bingen Mayor Brian Prigel noted that the $7 million downtown revitalization project and a sidewalk project that
TIB funded for the cily improved tourism, provided incentive for downtown commercial building to renovate,

and boosted owner-occupied housing,

Dean Lookingbill and Dale Robbins from the Regional Transportation Council thanked TIB and the staff for
their support and help,
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“Transportation Improvement Board Meeting
Minutes — September 22, 2006

NON-ACTION ITEMS

A.

Chair’s Report — Chair Bowman represented TIB at the Pasco Charles D. Kilbury Overpass ribbon

cutting earlicr in the month.

B.

Executive Director’s Report
Steve Gorcester reported on the following;

* The agency request legislation that would allow TIB to retain the residual monies from CHAP to go
into the Small City Preservation Program. Since 1998, $1.5 million has been returned to the cities,
and this money could be used more efficiently if placed in SCPP. Some key larger cities and AWC
support this legislation. The Board concurred with this legislative agenda.

¢ There is a minor possibility that the Governor’s Office may make any increase decisions.

e The call for projects closed on August 31 with 399 applications requesting a total of $515 million,
TIB has between $57 million and $68 million available, which will fund between 42 to 60 projects.
The lower number ol applications is due to limited local match and the Board’s direction of limiting
applications to {ive per agency.

e Explained the “Demand Tracker” system used in the Dashboard and how this process helps to
stabilize payments.

¢ Steve was asked by OI'M (o present the federal fund exchange (de-TEA) concept and explain how
this process works. The MPOs are concerned that TIB might be trying to tap into their funds. Steve
clarified that is not the case and that TIB would like to institutionalize the de-TEA practice on a
statewide basis and only with non-CA agencies.

® OFM requested TIB to survey our customers and work with GA to help determine how the state
could achieve better cost-buying power. Seven municipalities were surveyed, meetings were held
with GA, and a letter was sent to Victor Moore with the results and recommendations. This letter
was distributed to the TIB members.
e The following recent project events were highlighted:
o City of Maple Valley — Four Corners groundbreaking
o City of Everett — 112" groundbreaking
o City of Pasco — Charles D. Kilbury Overpass ribbon cutting (formerly Aisnworth Overpass)

Financial Report

Theresa Anderson reported on the 2007-09 budget request, which was submitted to OFM in August.
Program under runs can be expected in each account. She briefed the Board on the 16-year financial plan,
which includes requesting spending authority for $2.5 million in the Small City Pavement Program. Therc
1s a current fund balance of $9.4 million in the TTA, $12.4 million in UATA, and $2.0 million in the SCPP,

million. In the UATA, revenue is $65 million and expenditures at $46 million. It was noted that TIB
keeps 80% of any intcrest earned; 20% goes into the general fund.

Project Activity Report

Greg Armstrong reported on the project activities in the past two months. The Route Transfer Program
had one project go to bid award and had a surplus of $155,296. There was also a surplus in the Urban
Corridor Program of $287,414. Increases were given in the Small City Arterial Program ($376,759), the
Sidewalk Program ($13,716), and the Urban Arterial Program ($606,918). All of these changes resulted
in a net increasc of $554,683 in TIB obligations.

Delayed Projects Report

Steve Goreester provided an update on the delayed projects. Of the 28 projccts listed, 13 have received
notification of the initial delay (Stage 1), 13 have sent a schedule commitment which is being monitored
by TIB staff (Stage 2), and two may need to report to the Board or consider withdrawal (Stage 3). The
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City of Stanwood is in the Stage 2 level of delay; however, their response of a schedule commitment was
not accepted. TIB staff is working with the agency on this project. Councilmember McClure requested
the list be reformatted to show stage level and sent to board members.

Ms. Stamm questioned how many projects might be delayed duc to permitting issues and the extra costs
associated with that in the long-run. She suggested that TIB hire a person to work at resource agencies
solely on permitting. Steve was concerned that our granting authority does not allow this, but would
research the issue.

Mr. Wessels voiced concerns regarding an agency’s hesitancy to take right-of-way issues to condemmnation
if necessary. He suggested that questions regarding right-of-way issues and permitting become part of the
application process to help staff and board members know concerns up front. Steve can ask agencics to
certify information; however, if a permitting or right-of-way issue comes up after the projeet has started,
TIB needs to work with that agency toward a resolution, either through project withdrawal or additional
funding from the agency to cover the cost of delay.

ACTION ITEMS

A.

City of Kittitas: Main Street increase request — The City of Kittitas is requesting an increasc of
$421,087 on the Main Street project. The request is due to: 1) fish passage improvements are required by
the Dept. of Fish and Wildlife, escalating the cost; 2) a right-of-way issue which has slowed the project;
and, 3) an increase in material costs. The right-of way issue is very complex and has delayed the project
considerably.

MOTION: Tt was moved by Councilmember McClure with a second from Ms. Marchione to approve a
$421,087 increase for the Kittitas Main Street project, bringing the total to $920,087 in SCAP funds.
Motion carried unanimously.

City of Shelton: Northcliff Road sidewalk deviation request — This issue was initially brought to the
Board at the July 2006 meeting as an increase request. During that discussion, the Board requested a peer
review be completed on this project to determine the need for sidewalks on both sides of the project. A
peer review was done in August, recommending a sidewalk deviation on the north side of Northcliff
Road. It was noted that bike lanes would be included on both sides of the street.

MOTION: It was moved by Mr. McKinley with a second from Mr. Weber to approve a sidewalk
deviation to omit sidewalk on the north side of Northcliff Road. Motion carricd unanimously.

Administrative Authority for Sidewalk Increase — The administrative authority lor sidewalk increases
is currently set at $25,000. It is requested to increase this amount to $50,000. It is the agency’s
prerogative to present to the Board if their increase request is denied under the administrative authority.

MOTION: It was moved by Mr. Weber with a second from Ms. Davis to approve the Executive
Director’s Delegation of Authority in small city sidewalk program up to $50,000. Motion carried
unanimously.

WAC 479-06 Revisions Approval — The revisions to WAC 479-06 were discussed at the July 2006
Board mecting, incorporating the minor changes requested at that time. These changes were then
reviewed by the Assistant Attorney General.

MOTION: It was moved by Mr. McKinley with a second from Councilmember McClure to approve the
revisions made to WAC 479-06, with final adoption after a public hearing. Motion carricd unanimously,

FUTURE MEETING
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The next TIB meeting will be held on November 16-17, 2006 in Federal Way. A meeting notice for this will be
sent out on October 27 2006.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Chair Bowman adjourned the public meeting at 11:11 AM for an executive session to discuss personnel matters.
The public meeting was expected to reconvene within 15 minutes. Mr. Weber excused himself from the
execulive session noting a possible conflict of interest.

RECONVENE PUBLIC MEETING
Chair Bowman reconvened the public meeting at 11:23 AM.

MOTION: Tt was moved by Mr. McKinley with a second from Councilmember McClure 1o increase the
Executive Director’s salary by 1.6 percent per the allowed COLA, effective September 1, 2006, Motion
carried with one abstention [rom Mr. Weber.,

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 11:24 AM.
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Officials dedicate new Pasco overpass

This story was published Friday, September 15th, 2006
By Nathan Isaacs, Herald staff writer

A BNSF freight train passed under the new overpass in east Pasco on Thursday as dignitaries rehearsed speeches and
prepared to cut the ribbon for opening the new roadway.

"You don't know how hard it was to schedule Burlington Northern to go under at this time," joked Jim Toomey, executive
director of the Port of Pasco.

The ceremony was for the $9.2 million Charles D. Kilbury overpass, replacing the ground-level roadway with a bridge that
spans from Second to Seventh avenues and ends long waits as more than 40 trains cross Ainsworth Avenue every day.
Pasco, the port, BNSF, the state Department of Transportation, the state's Transportation Improvement Board, the state's
Freight Mobility Strategic Investment Board and the federal government all contributed to the project.

"This project is a good example of what we can accomplish when we work together,” said Pasco Mayor Joyce Olson. "The city
and port formed this project partnership in 1997 and we worked jointly over the ensuing seven years to get the project ready
for construction, ultimately working with the legislature to obtain the funding necessary to make the project a reality."

Apollo of Kennewick began construction in January. The overpass spans BNSF's main line train tracks, as well as a collector
line. It includes two 12-foot traffic lanes and a 7-foot sidewalk. New frontage roads were built to circulate traffic from
neighborhood roads cut off by the new structure. The sidewalk and a bike path tie together portions of the Sacagawea
Heritage Trail that runs throughout the Tri-Cities.

In August, the Washington Transportation Commission voted unanimously to name the overpass for Charles D. Kilbury, a
former Washington State Legislative representative and a longtime Pasco Councilmman who died in early 2005.

"It was the perfect fit for Charlie,” said Ernie Boston, the port commission's president. "He was a career railroad man and was
considered by everyone to be the regional railroad expert. He was also the biggest champion on transportation issues in
Washington state."

Call 509-586-2138 or 800-750-4967
6 a.m.-5:30 p.m. Monday-Friday
7-12:00 p.m. Saturdays

7-10:30 a.m. Sundays and holidays

© 2005 Tri-City Herald, Associated Press and other wire services.
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: Celebratlng the completlon of Reardan’s “School Loop” project are Terry Teaford, Reardan- Edwall School
- Board chairman; Bryan Hicks, project engineer, Century West Engineering; Bruce Johnson, Town of -
‘Reardan administrative assistant; R-E Supt. Doug Asbjornsen; Reardan Mayor Sherman Johnson; and

Stevan Gorcester, executnve director, Washington Transportatlon Improvement Board (TIB).

\Dlgmtarles gather to cut rlbbon onj_
completed ‘School Loop’ project

REARDAN — It was a picture perfect ribbon cut-
ting ceremony day.. - :

OnThursday, Sept. 28, Stevan Gorcester, Washing-
ton Transportation Improvement Board (TIB) execu-
tive director, visited Reardan to be part of the School
Loop TIB Project ribbon cutting ceremony.

The pr()Ject consisted of almost
$_500,0_00 worth of street, sidewalk, light-

‘ing and stormwater control improvements.

The TIB covered 95 percent of the cost of the project
(about $475,000) with the Town coverin g $21,000
and the Reardan-Edwall Schoo] District klckmg in
54, 000

b

Mayor Sherman Johnson obsetved that this ﬁroject
“provided a greatly needed reconstruction of the main
streets Icading to the school and especially the two
blocks directly in front of the school. Now at least I .
will not have to worry about pulling out vehicles stuck
in'the old parking area’s mud and gravel parking lot
'since the area has been completely paved.” \

Supt. Doug Asbjormsen and school board chair
Terry Teaford both expressed satisfaction with.and
apprecmtlon of the greatly 1mpr0ved street paving, '
sidewalks and area lighting. Gorcester said h¢ was -
vety impressed by the project and look forward to -
future street and sidewalk projects with the Town. .
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~Public Works Dlru.tor J:m 1-’0174_ and Mavor Don Reta’ do the hanor at thr: ribbonc cuttmg ceremony »~—Regl ster

5, TIB: Pircctiye ¢concluded:by present-
L ing pldque\ to:Mayor Dol Reid:

: workmg together " stated " Senator
Morton, *“This-project, will provxde

Founded in 1889

CaThis wi Lreated by -everyoune

for the sifisty” of our’ children? he i
emphasized as he congrqt‘ulatud the
town: for this beauvtiful new. street,
complete with curbs and sidewalks.

Randy Noble of Thomas Dean &

Hoskins told theaudiance that Wilbur
his been putting i for fundig for
-this project since 1999. His. fellow !
engineer,, CIiff Morey; thanked the
people who live along the stréet for
their palience andunderstanding dur-
mg the inconvenient tlme of cof-
struction. -

Thefinalspeaker ot'theccrpmony
was Wilbur:School Superintendent,
Steve Gmb who stated that he'gives
a lot of creditto the enpineers for the!
success and quality of ikiis project:

Following the speakers, togetheir
Mayor Reid and"Jim Pope: cut: the
ribibor, oificially opéming, the street,’

“ Everyonein attenddnce moved on‘.
to the towa park where: Ramey Pnpe
was barbecuing pork ribis. For those:
g,dthere.d for Junch. She and-her Hu
band’ Jim had also; prépared - bake
“beails and potato-salad for; the meal::

T L

opensre

R«.prewmatwes of the: mWn ot
' Wilbur; as'well as the State Transpor-
tation Impmvement Board (TIB); the
‘Engineering firm of Thomas Desn &
HosKins, " Washington?s 7t Drsmu

‘Statc Senatot Bob: Marton, and’ oth="

“ers were iniitiendande at rhe ribboni
cumng ceremony officially opening
the hewly constructed Pope Avénuc

in. front o the school early in: the:

afternoon. on September. 28; There'
were no representatives of the con-
tracting firm of Halme Conétruction,

which did such a guod Job on’the.

project.

W[lbur M'lyur Don Reld spul\e to
those in "attendance, parlicularly
thankmg TIB. for the grant which
funded the project andengineers Clitf

““Morey and Randy Nobles 67 TD&H.

Reid was followed. by Wilbur” s
Public Works. Director, Jim Pope,
who also thanked all those who were
involved in making this pmJecr “a
dream come frue;”

. Stevan, Gorcester of, Olympla
Fxc.cunve Director of thie Washing-

ton State Transportation lmprovemcm

Board, fold: about how: the revenue
for projects: like this.come from the

“state gas. tax, “Im pleased to bring

yourmeriey back to your community

. for this project,” Gorcestcr said. The

Stevan (_mrce.sler

Executive Director oj ihe Wmhmgton tate Trans
DéHtation [mpravement Board, presents u plm]ue to- Wilbur Mayur Don-
Reid during the rzbbun culting eremony On Pupe Avenue Iasz“ wee/c o
Register photo: ..
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Cutting the ribbon on Collins Street
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Russ Mlller
City officials and guests joined Stevan Gorcester, executive director of the Washington State
Transportation Improvement Board, for a ribbon-cutting ceremony on East Coliins Street last
week. The project to rebuild six blocks of the straet, from South Columbus Avenue to South
Roosevelt Avenue, began last summer. Sidewalks were added and the street was widened in
the $1.23 million improvement project that was largely paid for by a grant and loan from the
Transportation Improvement Board and Public Works Trust Fund. Cascade Equipment and
Construction did the street improvement project. Shown above is Gorcester, at left, handing a
plaque to Goldendale Mayor Mark Signfrinius as City Administrator Larry Bellamy looks on.

i | ]
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Jaily
World

Montesano looks at scaling down its Main Street project

By Terry Loney - Daily world writer
Wednesday, October 25, 2006 11:00 AM PUT

Montesano — In hopes of resurrecting the project, the City of Montesano is considering scaling
down its plans to refurbish Main Street.

In September, the city had to shelve the plan after bids for the project came in more than
$300,000 over budget.

The project, originally estimated at $717,000, will replace the industrial-like look of the main
entrance into town with a green, park-like appearance and improve traffic safety.

The low bid, for $1.040 million, was made by Montesano-based Bowers Construction, the
company building the Woods at Sylvia Creek housing development on the city’s west side. The
improvements would be made on Main Street from Brumfield Avenue, by the Monte Square
business complex, to 100 feet north of Wynooche Avenue.

The project calls for completely rebuilding the street and installing new water and sewer lines,
new storm sewer lines, new street lighting and new sidewalks. Trees will be planted along the
street,.

Justin Jones, an engineer from Parametrix, the firm that drew up the plans said some parts of
the project “could be postponed or deleted” to reduce the cost.

The estimated cost to complete the project based on current construction costs is $1.101 million,
Jones said.

But the state Transportation Improvement Board recently gave the city an additional $125,000 to
cover the costs of the project, increasing the city’s budget to $934,600, he said. Other funding
the city includes $439,600 left from a $500,000 grant from the transportation board and
$370,000 the city earmarked for the project from its own funds.

Funding for the project is still $166,600 short of the costs though, Jones said.

He said the city could eliminate some parts of the project or make them optional, cutting them if
bids for the project still come in over budget.

The items that could be cut or made optional include concrete crosswalks, an irrigation system
for landscaping, poles for the proposed street lights, trees and lights that would illuminate the
trees at night.

Eliminating those items would reduce the cost of the project by $133,000. But Jones said that
would still leave the city $33,600 short.

The city plans to call for new bids in February when construction companies are gearing up for
the summer work.

http://www.thedailyworld.conv/articles/200 Page 81 vs.prt 10/26/2006
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'Visionary' steps down: City planner headed to Ashland, Ore.

By Jay Patrick, World staff writer
Friday - November 3, 2006

WENATCHEE — David Stalheim, Wenatchee's community development director for nine years, is leaving
his post for a job in Ashland, Ore,

"At a certain point you look for other opportunities to stay fresh in the profession," said Stalheim, 48.
Ashland is a city of about 20,000 in southern Oregon, near Medford.

"David's done an excellent job with being able to be somewhat of a visionary," said Mayor Dennis Johnson. "He's going
to be very difficult to replace."”

Stalheim will leave Wenatchee Jan. 1. Before joining Wenatchee, he worked for Link Transit and Clallam County. The
city's senior planner, Cyndy Butler, will likely serve as interim community development director, Johnson said,

Stalheim said it's hard to pick highlights out of a nine-year run but that he counts among his accomplishments the
revitalization of south Wenatchee -- including 2 new community center and rehabilitated housing -- Riverwalk Crossing
between downtown and Riverfront Park and creation of a master plan for riverfront redevelopment.

Ashland selected Stalheim from among 38 applicants. He will make between $85,404 and $95,988. In Wenatchee this
year, Stalheim earned about $83,000.

Ashland City Administrator Martha Bennett told the Medford Mail Tribune that Johnson and members of the council
"were very complimentary about (Stalheim's) work, his management style and his sense of collaboration,” Bennett
said. "More than one person commented on his ability to bring people together, to balance the interests of multiple
parties and to really listen," Bennett was quoted as saying.

Both Mayor Johnson and Statheim said that major planning issues confronting Wenatchee include finishing the city's
comprehensive growth plan, and figuring how to better move traffic through the city. Stalheim added the development
of foothill trails to the list.

Johnson said the city will immediately start looking for a new community development-director from Northwest states.
Johnson said he hopes to have a new director by June next year.

Jay Patrick can be reached at 664-7155 or by e-mail at patrick@wenworld.com.

The Wenatchee World Online - http://www.wenworld.com
14 N Mission St., Wenatchee, WA 98801 * Phone: 509-663-5161, Fax: 509-662-5413

*This information is supplied as a service of The Wenatchee World. All rights reserved. Not to be photocopied, reprinted
or broadcast in any form, including use on web sites, without prior written permission,
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SKAMANIA COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

Skamania County Courthouse
Post Office Box 790 JIM RICHARDSON

PAUL J. PEARCE
District 1

Stevenson, Washington 98648 District 2
Al McKEE
{(509) 427-3700 FAX: (509) 427-3708 District 3

TDD Relay Service (800) 833-6388

October 31, 2006

Transportation Improvement Board
P.O. Box 40901
Olympia, WA 98504-0901

RE: Skamania County Request of Route Jurisdiction Transfer
Dear Steve Gorcester:

Skamania County is excited to present the Route Jurisdiction Transfer (RIT) request
described at your North Bonneville meeting on September 21, 2006. This request is valid
when considering the requirements of RCW 47.17.001. Skamania County Department of
Public Works will work closely with the TIB during the evaluation process to provide all
necessary information and assist with the study.

The formal RJT request will consist of the following sections of Federal and County
roads:

Road Name: M.P. -~ M.P. Ownership: Notes:
[JSFS 90 Road 0.00 ~15.49 USFS End of 503 Ext to USFS 25 Rd
USFS 90 Road 15.49-19.70 USFS USFS 25 Rd. to Curley Creek Rd.

Curley Creek Rd.  0.00-5.07 Skamania County USFS 90 RD. to Wind River Rd.
Wind River Rd. 0.00-27.47  Skamania County Curley Creek Rd. to SR-14

If you have any questions, please contact Tod LeFevre in the Public Works Department
at 509-427-3919.

Paul Pearce, Chair
Skamania County Board of Commissioners
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Washington State Auditor RN

g ’?ﬁﬂp}a
Brian Sonntag Koy 0 ¥ @”‘
October 27, 2006 This

Mr. Steve Gorcester

Executive Director

Transportation Improvement Board
PO Box 40901

Olympia WA 98504-0901

Dear Steve:

Pm writing to thank you for briefing me on the performance management framework you
have implemented at the Transportation Improvement Board (TIB). Your system is the
best application of Government Management Accountability and Performance (GMAP)
that | have witnessed in any state agency to date. At TIB, GMAP is not just a
PowerPoint or charting exercise, it is a fully integrated way of managing and doing
business.

Beyond your pursuit of the Washington Quality Award, | encourage you to pursue the
Association of Government Accountants’ Certificate of Excellence in Service Efforts &
Accountability Reporting.

Your commitment to demonstrating accountability and being transparent to citizens and
policy makers is setting an example for others to follow. Congratulations on a job well
done!

Sincerely,
Linda /L. Zong, 2A/CGFM

Director of Performance Audit

cc:  Larisa Benson, Office of Financial Management
Brian Willett, Office of Financial Management

lnsurance Building, PO Box 40021 » Olympia, Washington 98504-0021 = (360) 902-0370 (866) 902-3900 « TDD Relay (800) §33-6388 ol
E il

FAX (360) 753-0646 » htip//www.sa0.wa.pov
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State of Washington
i!fr” Transportation Improvement Board
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BACKGROUND

FY 2008 Priority Array Summary
November 17, 2006

The FY 2008 Priority Array for the TIB's five primary funding programs is presented for
approval at this meeting. The overall timeline of activities that have brought us to the

project selection milestone are as follows:

May 2006: Board sets target sizes for FY 2008 funding cycle.
June 2006: TIB staff conducted 25 funding workshops across the state.

August 31, 2006: Deadline for submitting applications

Summary of Applications Received

Program Applications Funds Requested Funds Available
UAP 110 $224 million $40 million
UCP 94 $229 million $25 million
SCAP 90 $44 million $10 million
SP & SCSP 107 $16 million $3 million
TOTALS 401 $513 million $78 million
Timeline

Sept.-Oct. 2006

TIB staff entered project application data, calculated preliminary ratings, and made
site visits to all project sites.

Oct. — Nov. 2006

Based on field reviews, staff finalized ratings in each program and reviewed the
results with the Executive Director. The proposed priority array was assembled

and printed.
Nov. 17, 2006

The Board selects the FY 2008 projects in each funding program.

Feb. 1, 2007

The project list is transmitted to the Senate and House Transportation Committees.

July 1, 2007

TIB funds become available.
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FY 2008 Priority Array Summary

Continued

Summary of Recommended Funding

Program Recm::;lgnded Re_lt_:loBanl:ﬁr;:ed Total Project Cost
Projects

UAP 21 $42,268,784 $111,403,542
UCP 9 $27,449 884 $95,476,480
SCAP 19 $10,140,860 $13,060,372
SP & SCSP 23 $3,495,344 $6,624,682
TOTALS 72 $83,354,872 $226,565,076
RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends the Board adopt the FY 2008 Priority Array as presented.
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WAC 479-02 addresses the Public Records Officer and duties. This was discussed at the
last board meeting and requested changes have been made. The changes are:

WAC 479-02-070: Requests for public records
» TIB requests written requests for public records
¢ Public records request form is on the web site
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Chapter 479-02 WAC

PUBLIC ACCESS TO INFORMATION AND RECORDS Last Update: 11/23/99wAcC
479-02-010 IPurpose.
479-02-050 Public records officer.
479-02-060 PPublic records available.
479-02-070 Requests for public records.
479-02-075 Response to requests
479-02-080 Availability
479-02-0%90 Inspection and copying cost.
479-02-100 Proteetion ol public records.
479-02-110 Denial of request.
479-02-120 Review of agency denial.
479-02-130 Records index.

DISPOSITION OF SECTIONS FORMERLY
CODIFIED IN THIS CHAPTER

479-02-020 Definitions.  [Statutory Authority:  Chapter 47.26 RCW.  91-13-056, § 479-02-020, filed 6/17/91, effective
7/18/91.]  Repealed by 99-24-038, filed 11/23/99, cffective 12/24/99, Statutory Authority: Chaplers 47.26 and 47.66
RCW,

479-02-030 Lxempted records. [Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW., 95-04-072, § 479-02-030, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95;

91-13-056, § 479-02-030, filed 6/17/91, cticctive 7/18/91.] Repealed by 99-24-038, filed 11/23/99, eftective 12/24/99,
Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW,

WAC 479-02-010 Purpose. The purpose of this chapter is to
ensure compliance by the transportation improvement board with
the provisions of chapter 42.56 RCW dealing with public records.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-02-010, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 91-13-056, § 479-02-010, filed
6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-050 Public records officer. The executive
secretary is the public records officer for the board. The
public records officer is responsible for implementation of the
board's rules and regulations regarding release of public
records and ensuring compliance with the public records
disclosure requirements of chapter 42.56 RCW.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-02-050, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 91-13-056, § 479-02-050, filed
6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-060 Public records available. All public
records defined in RCW 42.17.020 are available for public
inspection and copying unless the record falls within the
specific exemptions of Chapter 42.56 or other specific statute.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-02-060, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory

| WAC (11/8/063343/06648466 10:35 AN E-PMI 5T PM) [ ] ]
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Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 91-13-056, § 479-02-060, filed
6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-070 Requests for public records. Public
records requests mayMQhould be sent to the public records

procedures:

(1) To ensure accuracy, any requests for public records
should be made in writing and may PERreguoests—that—a—weitten
reguesgt-fer-public records—he mailed, emall@d faxed, or
delivered to the office during business hours FE—the raguester
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(2) For prompt response, the following information should
be provided in the writtem-er—oral—request:

(a) The name of the person requesting the record;

(b) The date on which the request is made;

(c) A specific description of the material requested;
(d) A verification that the records requested will not be
uged to compile a sales list or used for commercial gain.

(de) Instructions as to whether the requestor wants to view
the document at the TIB &offices, receive a copy by mail, or
receive an electronic copy if available.

(3) TIB's public records reguest form is available on the
web site.

WAC 479-02-075 Responge to Requests. Upon receiving a
request, the Public Records Officer will respond within five
business days in writing or by email acknowledging receipt of
the request and with one or more of the following:

(a) the requested record;

(b) an estimate of the time it will take to provide the
record or a schedule for providing the records in installments;

(c) an estimate of the copying and shipping costs of the
record;

(d) a request for advanced partial payment of the copy and
shipping costs;

(e) a request for further information or identification of
the desired public records;

() a request for verification that the records requested
will not be used to compile a sales list, or that the records
will not be sold for commercial gain;

(g) a denial of the request pursuant to WAC 479.02.110;:

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-02-
070, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 91-13-056, § 479-02-070,
filed 6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

| WAC (11/8/0611/3/406648/06 10:35 AM4+25-—DPM3 ;57 BM) [ 92 ]
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WAC 479-02-080 Availability Public records will be
available for inspection and copying during the normal business
hours of the board. Normal office hours are 8 a.m. to 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except state holidays.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 91-13-056, § 479-02-
080, filed 6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

00~ v oW N

9

10

11 WAC 479-02-090 Inspection and copying cost.

12 (1) No fee is charged for inspection of public records.

13 (2) The board will charge the per page fee as provided in
14 RCW 42.56.120 for providing copies of public records.

15

16 [Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 91-13-056, § 479-02~
17 090, filed 6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.] '

18

19

20 WAC 479-02-100 Protection of public records. To protect
21 public records, the following rules have been adopted:

22 (1) Copying of public documents will be done by staff or
23  under their supervision.

24 (2)Public documents will not be removed by the requestor.
25 (3) Inspection of documents will be monitored by staff.

26 (4) If a request is submitted to examine or copy an entire
27 file or group of documents, the public records officer will

28 review the file and identify any protected records under chapter
29 42 .56 RCW. The public records officer may take a reasonable to
30 time gather and review the documents commensurate with the size
31 of the request and may provide the documents over a period of
32 time, in installments.

33

34 [Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-02-
35 100, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 91-13-056, § 479-02-100,
36 filed 6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

37

38 WAC 479-02-110 Denial of request. Whenever the record

39  requested clearly falls within the statutory exemptions of

40 chapter 42.56 RCW, or when the exempt status of the record is
41 unclear:

A2 (1) The public records officer will consult with the

43  assistant attorney general to determine if a requested public
44 record is exempt; and

45 (2) any denial of a request based upon an exemption will be
46 made by a written statement to the requestor together with

47 specific explanation of the reasons for and how to request a
48 review of the exemption.

49

50 [Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
| WAC (11/8/0634 43406648406 10:35 AM4- 25 P M) [ 93 ]
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| WAC (11/8/0631/3/066/

§ 479-02-110, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-02-110, filed
1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 91-13-056, § 479-02-110, filed
6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-120 Review of agency denial. Denial of public
record request will be in accordance with RCW 42.56.530.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-02-
120, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 91-13-056, § 479-02-120,
filed 6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-130 Records index. The public records officer
will maintain a current index of board records.

(1) The following list of records are included in the
index:
Legislation; rules, and regulations of the board;
Bylaws adopted by the board;
Minutes of board meetings;
Resolutions approved by the board;
Program guidelines;
Program reports and publications;
) The public records officer will update the index at
least once a year or when deemed necessary by the executive
director.

(3) The index will be available for inspection and copying
as other public records.

NG D 0 oD

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-02-
130, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 91-13-056, § 479-02-130,
filed 6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]
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Chapter 479-02 WAC
PUBLIC ACCESS TO INFORMATION AND RECORDS Last Update: 11/23/99WAcC

479-02-010 Pumpose.

479-02-050 Public records officer.
479-02-060 Public records available.
479-02-070 Requests for public records.
479-02-075 Response to requests
479-02-080 Availability

479-02-090 Inspection and copying cost.
479-02-100 Protection of public records.
479-02-110 Demnial of request.
479-02-120 Review of agency denial.
479-02-130 Records mdex.

DISPOSITION OF SECTIONS FORMERLY
CODIFIED IN THIS CLIAPTER

479-02-020 Definitions.  [Statutory Authority:  Chapter 47.26 RCW.  91-13-056, § 479-02-020, Fled 6/17/91, effective
7/18/91.] Repealed by 99-24-038, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory Authority: Chaplers 47.26 and 47.66
RCW.

479-02-030 Lixempted records. [Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-02-030, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95;

91-13-056, § 479-02-030, filed 6/17/91, cftcctive 7/18/91,] Repealed by 99-24-038, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99.
Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW.

WAC 479-02-010 Purpose. The purpose of this chapter is to
ensure compliance by the transportation improvement board with
the provisions of chapter 42.56 RCW dealing with public records.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-02-010, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 91-13-056, § 479-02-010, filed
6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-050 Public records officer. The executive
secretary is the public records officer for the board. The
public records officer is responsible for implementation of the
board's rules and regulations regarding release of public
records and ensuring compliance with the public records
disclosure requirements of chapter 42.56 RCW.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-02-050, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 91-13-056, § 479-02-050, filed
6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-060 Public records available. All public
records defined in RCW 42.17.020 are available for public
inspection and copying unless the record falls within the
specific exemptions of Chapter 42.56 or other specific statute.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-02-060, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
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Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 91-13-056, § 479-02-060, filed
6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-070 Requests for public records. Public
records requests should be sent to the public records officer at
the office location using the following procedures:

(1) To ensure accuracy, any requests for public records
should be made in writing and may be mailed, emailed, faxed, or
delivered to the office during business hours.

(2) For prompt response, the following information should
be provided in the request:

(a) The name of the person requesting the record;

(b) The date on which the request is made; (¢) A specific
description of the material requested;

(d) A verification that the records requested will not be
used to compile a sales list or used for commercial gain.

(e) Instructions as to whether the requestor wants to view
the document at the TIB offices, receive a copy by mail, or
receive an electronic copy if available.

(3) TIB's public records request form is available on the
web site.

WAC 479-02-075 Response to Requests. Upon receiving a
request, the Public Records Officer will respond within five
business days in writing or by email acknowledging receipt of
the request and with one or more of the following:

(a) the requested record;

(b) an estimate of the time it will take to provide the
record or a schedule for providing the records in installments;

(c) an estimate of the copying and shipping costs of the
record;

(d) a request for advanced partial payment of the copy and
shipping costs;

(e) a request for further information or identification of
the desired public records;

(f) a request for verification that the records requested
will not be used to compile a sales list, or that the records
will not be sold for commercial gain;

(g) a denial of the reguest pursuant to WAC 479.02.110;

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-02-
070, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 91-13-056, § 479-02-070,
filed 6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-080 Availability Public records will be
available for inspection and copying during the normal business
hours of the hoard. Normal office hours are 8 a.m. to 5 p-m.,
Monday through Friday, except state holidays.
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[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 91-13-056, § 479-02-
080, filed 6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-090 Inspection and copying cost.

(1) No fee is charged for inspection of public records.

(2) The board will charge the per page fee as provided in
RCW 42.56.120 for providing copies of public records.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 91-13-056, § 479-02-~
090, filed 6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-100 Protection of public records. To protect
public records, the following rules have been adopted:

(1) Copying of public documents will be done by staff or
under their supervision.

(2) Public documents will not be removed by the requestor.

(3) Inspection of documents will be monitored by staff.

(4) If a request is submitted to examine or copy an entire
file or group of documents, the public records officer will
review the file and identify any protected records under chapter
42.56 RCW. The public records officer may take a reasonable to
time gather and review the documents commensurate with the size
of the request and may provide the documents over a period of
time, in installments.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-02-
100, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 91-13-056, § 479-02-100,
filed 6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-110 Denial of request. Whenever the record
requested clearly falls within the statutory exemptions of
chapter 42.56 RCW, or when the exempt status of the record is
unclear:

(1) The public records officer will consult with the
assistant attorney general to determine if a requested public
record 1ls exempt; and

(2) any denial of a reqguest based upon an exemption will be
made by a written statement to the requestor together with
specific explanation of the reasons for and how to reguest a
review of the exemption.

[Statutory Authority: Chapters 47.26 and 47.66 RCW. 99-24-038,
§ 479-02-110, filed 11/23/99, effective 12/24/99. Statutory
Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-02-110, filed
1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 91-13-056, § 479-02-110, filed
6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]
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WAC 479-02-120 Review of agency denial. Denial of public
record request will be in accordance with RCW 42.56.530.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-02-
120, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 91-13-056, § 479-02-120,
filed 6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

WAC 479-02-130 Records index. The public records cfficer
will maintain a current index of board records.

(1) The following list of records are included in the
index:
) Legislation, rules, and regulations of the board;
) Bylaws adopted by the board;
) Minutes of board meetings;
) Resgolutions approved by the board;
) Program guidelines;
) Program reports and publications;
) The public records officer will update the index at
least once a year or when deemed necessary by the executive
director.

(3) The index will be available for inspection and copying
as other public records.

[Statutory Authority: Chapter 47.26 RCW. 95-04-072, § 479-02-
130, filed 1/30/95, effective 3/2/95; 91-13-056, § 479-02-130,
filed 6/17/91, effective 7/18/91.]

| WAC (11/8/06 19:37 AMTH-+36—-AM) [ 98 ]
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