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SAMMAMISH PLATEAU WATER AND SEWER DISTRICT
AMENDMENT TO COMPREHENSIVE WASTEWATER PLAN
ADOPTED BY RESOLUTION NO. 3319

JUNE 6,2005 -

The Issaquah School District (the “School District”) is proposing to build a middle school on a
forty-five-acre site located southeast of Issaquah-Fall City Road at approximately 247th Avenue
SE (if extended). The Issaquah 9th Grade Campus (aka “Pacific Cascade™) includes eight
separate tax parcels including 142406-9013, 142406-9019, 142406-9027, 142406-9095, 232406-
9006, 232406-9007, 232406-9025 and 232406-9026.

The Issaquah 9th Grade Campus is located in the Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District
(“SPWSD”) corporate boundaries and adjacent to the current SPWSD Sewer Service Area, in an
area currently designated rural and zoned RA-5-P. This amendment to the Comprehensive
Wastewater Plan is to allow sewer service to the proposed school by the SPWSD, through a
tightline system allowed by King County for service to schools in the Rural Area.

L COMPREHENSIVE WASTEWATER PLAN AMENDMENT

The SPWSD Comprehensive Wastewater Plan, as set forth in the document entitled
“Comprehensive Wastewater Plan for Water and Sewer District 82 of King County,” prepared by
RH2 Engineering, P.S. dated April, 1983, was adopted on June 6, 1983, by District Resolution
No. A-511 (Exhibit E), and approved on August 30, 1983 by King County Ordinance No. 6506
(Exhibit I). This Comprehensive Wastewater Plan has been amended several times since its
initial adoption: by District Resolution No. A-554 adopted on March 5, 1984 (Exhibit D) and
approved by King County Ordinance No. 6779 on May 22, 1984 (Exhibit H); by District
Resolution No. A-802 adopted on October 19, 1987 (Exhibit C) and approved by King County
Ordinance No. 8495 on May 12, 1988 (Exhibit G). '

The SPWSD is currently in the process completing a full update of the SPWSD Comprehensive
Wastewater Plan, considering all aspects of providing sewer service to the urban areas of the
District. The plan considers land use regulations within three jurisdictions, Unincorporated King
County, the City of Sammamish and the City of Issaquah. The Comprehensive Wastewater Plan
Update evaluates the District’s future sewer service area boundaries, policies for accommodating
growth of the sewer system, land use and associated flow projections, and develops a planning
level conceptual layout for the construction of sewers, pump stations and sewage collection
facilities.

The October 2003 Draft Wastewater Comprehensive Plan was approved for distribution by the
SPWSD Board of Commissioners in October 2003 and reflects the wastewater plans, policies
and regulations of the District. The Plan has been distributed to several public agencies and made
available for the public for review. The SPWSD has received comments on the draft and is in the
process of incorporating some requested modifications to the October 2003 Draft Plan. The
modified October 2003 Draft Plan will be resubmitted to the City of Sammamish, City of
Issaquah, King County and the Washington State Department of Ecology for their approval, and
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then the SPWSD Board of Commissioners will affirm their adoption of the Final Wastewater
Comprehensive Plan.

This SPWSD Wastewater Plan Amendment addresses one provision from the October 2003
Draft Wastewater Comprehensive Plan, allowance of sewer'service to a new school site located
in the rural area, so that it can be approved more quickly than the entire plan update.

The SPWSD Comprehensive Wastewater Plan is hereby further amended as described in this
Wastewater Plan Amendment.

II. ~ SEWER FOR THE NEW ISSAQUAH 9TH GRADE CAMPUS - PACIFIC CASCADE

A. SCHOOL TIGHTLINE ORDINANCE

The 9th Grade Campus property is located on the southeast side of Issaquah-Fall City
Road, approximately one-half mile northeast of the intersection of Issaquah-Fall City Road and
Issaquah-Pine Lake Road. In this area the Issaquah-Fall City Road forms the boundary between
the urban and rural area, as designated by the King County Comprehensive Plan. The 9th Grade
Campus property is located on the rural side of the road. The 2004 King County Comprehensive
Plan Update, King County Ordinance No. 15032 and King County Code, Section 21A.080.050 -
General Services Land Uses, all permit middle schools as conditional uses in the rural area.

Policy F-249 found in Chapter 7 - Services, Facilities and Utilities, Part II Facilities and
Services, Section I Public Sewers and On-Site Wastewater Treatment and Disposal Systems
states in part

F-249 - ... Public sewer expansions shall not occur in the Rural Area ... except where
needed to address ... the needs of public schools or public school facilities. Public sewers
may be extended, pursuant to this policy, only if they are tightlined and only after a
finding is made by King County that no reasonable alternative technologies are
technologically or economically feasible. Utility providers shall ensure, through a signed
agreement between the school district and the utility provider, that any sewer service
permitted for the school district is designed only to serve public schools or public school
facilities. ....

Section 12 of Ordinance No. 15032 indicates that middle schools may be considered a
conditional use in the rural area. Development Condition 15 found in Part B of Section 12 states
in part '

Development of middle schools is limited to projects which do not require or result in an

expansion of sewer service outside the urban growth area, unless a finding is made that

no cost-effective alternative technologies are feasible, in which case a tightline sewer
sized only to meet the needs of the public school, as defined in RCW 28A.150.010, or the
school facility.and serving only the public school or the school facility may be used.

B. SEWER FACILITIES FOR ISSAQUAH 9TH GRADE CAMPUS

The nearest facilities that can be extended to provide sewer to the 9th Grade Campus are
located on the SE 48th Street alignment at the 243rd Avenue alignment (if both extended). To
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provide sewer service to the school the offsite gravity sewer main must be extended east along
the SE 48th alignment, until it intersects with Issaquah-Fall City Road, and then northeast along
Issaquah-Fall City Road to the school site.

The offsite sewer facility extension described to feach the school site is required to
provide service to the urban area on the northwest side of Issaquah-Fall City Road. There are
currently two residential subdivision projects being processed by King County that would be
required to install the same sewer facilities along SE 48th and Issaquah-Fall City Road to receive
sewer service. However, the timing of the school project requires the offsite sewer facility be
installed in conjunction with the school project, instead of with the subdivision projects.

The sewer facility extension being provided for the school service, the on-site sewer
facility, will include approximately 280 feet of eight-inch diameter sewer main extended from
Issaquah-Fall City Road into the site, and approximately 110 feet of 6-inch diameter side sewer.
This on-site sewer “tightline” is intended to provide service only to the school facility. The on-
site sewer enters the school site in the middle of the school property, at a point approximately
300 feet northeast of the southwestern school entrance drive. The facility is the smallest size
gravity sewer main per SPWSD and Department of Ecology standards. The “tightline” status of
the on-site sewer facilities into the school site will be maintained by the remoteness of the
facility from adjacent rural properties.

C. ON-SITE WASTEWATER FACILITIES

Under the Seattle-King County Department of Public Health Rules and Regulations No. 3
and Table D of Part VI of the Rules and Regulations, schools can not be served by on-site
systems. The Issaquah School District has complied with the requirements of the 2004 King
County Comprehensive Plan Update and Ordinance 15032 and determined that no cost-effective
alternative technologies are feasible. (Exhibit N) '
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FIGURE 2
SEWER FACILITIES FOR THE 9™ GRADE CAMPUS

' %

5
L LE_;?#E Iﬂl W \.\ U" }/
=H ﬁ\g:}"\

Building Location

—Issaquah 9th Grade Campus

‘r,

[
¢
¢

AN \ WGOETBY = At
M ST -WT _\ J ./@?:-f’““x

AR
-
i e \L
| 7
s I d 5
/_,f //_,/,f‘ ;f N
-
/ S / N
yd f N\
At f SN
LS ~ ’ # !
N N g N
___: e g /,/ f;] \\ fb\ :
1 5 ~ N
N oyl AN ,‘r‘::{( N
y A N TN
L 7N\
~ ~, ,.»" \
e AN

*,
#.

LEGEND

- —

Existing Gravity Sewer Main <—  0th Grade Campus Property ~_ .

Offsite Gravity Sewer Main -« — Urban Growth Boundary v
Onsite Tightline Gravity Main -¢---- Tax Parcel
School Side Sewer n RS

5

Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment June 6, 2005




]

)
L i

frmme

]

T



EXHIBIT A
Resolution 3319 adopting June 2005 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

SAMMAMISH PLATEAU WATER & SEWER DISTRICT
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

RESOLUTION No._ 23/ ?

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF SAMMAMISH
PLATEAU WATER AND SEWER DISTRICT, KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, ADOPTING AN AMENDMENT TO THE DISTRICT’S
COMPREHENSIVE WASTEWATER PLAN.

WHEREAS, the Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District (“District”) is authorized
by RCW 57.08.005 to establish, maintain and operate a water and sewer system; and

WHEREAS, RCW 57.16.010 authorizes the District to adopt a general comprehensive
plan for a system of sewers in the District and the District has previously done so by Resolution
No. A511 and as amended by Resolutions A-554, A-802 and 1686 (“Comprehensive Wastewater
Plan™); and .

WHEREAS, the Issaquah School District is constructing a middle school (“School”) in
the rural area of the District and has requested the School be served by public sewers; and

WHEREAS, King County allows public schools in rural areas to receive public sewer
service under certain conditions, including a condition that King County’s decision to allow
public sewer service be made in the form of County approval of a sewer comprehensive plan or
sewer comprehensive plan amendment; and

WHEREAS, the District Board of Commissioners has approved the October 2003 Draft
Wastewater Comprehensive Plan update (“Updated Plan”) for distribution, and the Updated Plan
has been distributed to certain public agencies and made available for the public for review, and
the District is in the process of incorporating requested modifications to the Updated Plan prior
to resubmittal of the Updated Plan to certain public agencies for their approval; and

WHEREAS, the final approval of the Updated Plan will not be completed prior to the
proposed opening of the School; and

WHEREAS, the District Board of Commissioners now deems it desirable to adopt an
amendment (“Amendment”) to the Comprehensive Wastewater Plan pursuant to RCW
57.16.010, subject to King County’s approval of the Amendment; and

WHEREAS, the District undertook compliance with the State Environmental Policy Act
(“SEPA”™) for both the Comprehensive Wastewater Plan and the Updated Plan, and the provision

Resolution No. 35/7
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of public sewer service to rural areas of King County under certain circumstances as approved by
King County was addressed in the SEPA compliance; now therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of Commissioners of Sammamish Plateau Water &
Sewer District, King County, Washington, as follows:

1. The Amendment as entitled “Amendment to the Comprehensive
Wastewater Plan for the Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District”
dated June 6, 2005, is hereby incorporated herein by this reference as if set
forth in full.

2. The Amendment is hereby approved and adopted as an Amendment to the
Comprehensive Wastewater Plan.

ADOPTED by the Board of Commissioners of Sammamish Plateau. Water and Sewer
District, King County, Washington, at a regular open public meeting held on the 6th day of
June, 2005.

Individual Commissioner’s . / -
Vote on this Reso{utiO/n: _ ;

Approved:

Opposed: “Stanley E.$fone

Abstained: President and Commissioner
Absent:

Approved: /

Opposed:

Abstained:

Absent:

Approved: 1/

Opposed Thomas C. Harman

Abstained: Secretary and Commissioner
Absent

Approved: v M&’ Lo
Opposed: Lloyd ¥ Warren

Abstained: Commissioner

Absent: .
Approved: / W}’"
Opposed: Mary Shustov =~ / /
Abstained: ‘ Commissioner

Absent: :

Resolution No. 65/?
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Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

EXHIBIT B

Resolution 1686 adopting 1994 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

SAMMAMISH PLATEAU WATER & SEWER DISTRICT
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

* RESOLUTION NO. /686 -

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF SAMMAMISH
PLATEAU WATER AND SEWER DISTRICT, KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, ADOPTING AN AMENDMENT TO THE DISTRICTS
COMPREHENSIVE WASTEWATER PLAN AND DETERMINING THAT
SUCH PLAN AMENDMENT DOES NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT.

WHEREAS, the Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District ("District") is authorized
by RCW 57.08.065 to establish, maintain and operate a water and sewer system within its water
district area in the same manner as provided by Title 56, RCW; and

WHEREAS, RCW 56.08.020 authorizes the District to adopt a general comprehensive
plan for a system of sewers in the District and the District has previously done so by Resolution
No. 511 and as amended by Resolution A-802; and

WHEREAS, the District Board of Commissioners now deems it desirable to adopt an

amendment to the District's Comprehensive Wastewater Plan pursuant to RCW 56.08.020; now,
therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of Commissioners of Sammamish Plateau Water &
Sewer District, King County, Washington, as follows:

1. That certain document entitled Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment
for the Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District dated July, 1994, as
drafted prommlgated and proposed by Sitts & Hill Engineers, Inc., is hereby
incorporated herein by this reference as if set forth in firll.

2. That such Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment is hereby adopted as
an amendment to the District's Wastewater General Comprehensive Plan
referenced above previously adopted by Resolution No. A-51 1, and amended
by Resolution A-802.

3. That the amendment to the District's Wastewater General Comprehensive
Plan is tentatively determined to not have a significant adverse environmental
impact and the District Manager is hereby directed to prepare and file a
Declaration of Proposed Non-Significance in accordance with WAC 197-11-
340 and other applicable environmental regulations.

ADOPTED at a regular open public meeting of the Board of Commissioners, Sammamish
Plateau Water & Sewer District, King County, Washingfon, he] e 1st day of Angust 1994,

Robert E. George, Presﬂ\t

Resolution No. /‘863
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EXHIBIT C |
Resolution A-802 adopting 1987 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

SAMMAMISH PLATEAU WATER AND SEWER DISTRICT
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON
RESOLUTION NO. A- 302

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF -
SAMMAMISH PLATEAU WATER AND SEWER DISTRICT, KING i
COUNTY, WASHINGTON, ADOPTING AN AMENDMENT TO THE
DISTRICT'S COMPREHENSIVE WASTEWATER PLAN AND
DETERMINING THAT SUCH PLAN AMENDMENT DOES NOT
HAVE A SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT. ey

WHEREAS, the Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer oA
District (the "District") is authorized by RCW 57.08.065
to establish, maintain and operate a water and sewer
system within its water district area in the same manner
as provided by Title 56, RCW; and

WHEREAS, RCW 56.08.020 authorizes the District to
adopt a general comprehensive plan for a system of sewers
in the District and the District has previously done so by
Resolution No. A-511;

WHEREAS, the District Board of Commissioners now deems
it desirable to adopt an amendment to the District's
Comprehensive Wastewater Plan pursuant to RCW 56.08.020; -
now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Commissioners of
Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District, King County,
Washington as follows: -

1. That certain document entitled Comprehensive
Wastewater Plan Amendment for the Sammamish o
Plateau Water and Sewer District
dated _ﬁfﬁtﬁm.ﬁcLs 1987, as drafrted, .
promulgated and proposed by RH2 Engineering, T
Engineers, is heréeby incorporated herein by i
this reference as if set forth in full. l

2. That such Comprehensive Wastewater Plan
Amendment is hereby adopted as an amendment
to the District's Wastewater General
Comprehensive Plan referenced above
previously adopted by Resolution No. A-511.

3. That the amendment to the District's
Wastewater General Comprehensive Plan is !
tentatively determined to not have a
significant adverse environmental impact and
the District Manager is hereby directed to
prepare and file a Declaration of Proposed -
Non-Significance in accordance with 1
WAC 197-11-340 and other applicable |
environmental regulations.
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ADOPTED by the Board of Commissioners of Sammamish
Plateau Water and Sewer District, King County, Washington,
at a regular open public meeting thereof held on the qpn
day of October, 1987. 1

Tt b B —

President and Commissioner

Commissioner

i: :. ! 552:::
Secretary and Commissioner

ATTEST:

Archie French, Secretary

I, the undersigned Secretary of the Board of Commissioners
of Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District, King County,
Washington do hereby certify that the within and foregoing is a
true and correct copy of Resolution No. A-R02_  adopted at a
regular open public meeting thereof on the jap. day of

October, 1987.
Arcéle FrencE

0931m

A,SO?

10
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EXHIBIT D |
Resolution A-554 adopting 1984 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment =

RESOLUTION NO. A- 5. 5%

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF WATER COMMISSIONERS ?E
OF WATER DISTRICT #82, KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, .;5
AMENDING ITS COMPREHENSIVE WASTE WATER PLAN TO ~
INCORPORATE THE PROVISIONS OF THE JOINT PLANNING
AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF ISSAQUAH. H
WHEREAS, on the 6th day of June, 1983, the Board of §

Commissioners passed Resolution No. A-511 adopting a new Compre-~ -3

hensive Waste Water Plan for the District, and
WHEREAS, on the 2‘??31day of February, 1984, the

District entered into a Joint Planning Agreement with the

City of Issaquah which agreement provides certain terms and

conditions respecting sewer service to an area generally

referred to as the Freegard Annexation Area, and

WHEREAS, it is both necessary and desirable to amend
the District's Comprehensive Waste Water Plan to include the
provisions of the Joint Planning Agreement, Now Therefore

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Commissioners of King ‘J
County Water District #82 as follows:

1. That the District's Comprehensive Waste Water Plan

adopted pursuant to Resolution A-511 be and ibhereby is amended ;

to incorporate by this reference all of the terms and conditions . o

of that certain Joint Planning Agreement by and between the .

District and the City of Issaquah dated February , 1984. :g

ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Board of Commissioners o |
of Water District #82, King County, Washington, held on the '

5th day of March, 1984. o

S !
/%//JK/’/ }/; y ¥

Aok v }Xitﬂg-ﬁﬁ_ i
3 . - >

A-554 ' j
x
H o3
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EXHIBIT E
Resolution A-511 adopting 1983 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan

%

RESOLUTION No. a- '\

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF WATER COMMISSIONERS

OF WATER DISTRICT #82, KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON,

ADOPTING A NEW COMPREHENSIVE WASTE WATER PLAN

FOR THE DISTRICT

WHEREAS, Washington State Law and local ordinances require
that a water district operating as a sewer district review, revise

and amend its comprehensive waste water plan from time to time, and

WHEREAS, in the spring of 1982, the Board of Commissioners
determined ﬁpon a plan to develop a Waste Water Plan and a method
and manner of financing the plan and :

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners together with District
personnel and consultants have developed a new Comprehensive Waste
Water Plan dated /*pr\\- \ﬂ%S s 1983, after having inves-
tigated all portions and sedtionsnéf its planning area and said

plan sets forth in general terms.a. system of sewers (conventional
and on site) suitable and adequatngpxﬁpresent and reasonably for-
seeable future needs of the District, and

WHEREAS, said plan does provide various methods for the
disposal of sewage and industrial and other liquid wastes now pro-
duced or which may reasonably be expected to be produced within the
planning area of the District, and.

WHEREAS, said plan does provide for the acquisition or
construction and installation of laterals, trunk sewers, intercept-
ing sewers, syphons, pump stations or other sewage collection facil-
ities and said plan does provide for a method of distributing the
cost and expense of the sewer system prbvided therein, and

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners has carefully reviewed
and considered the environmental checklist prepared by Mark Spahr,

General Manager of the District,

NOW THEREFOﬁE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Water
Commissioners of Water District #82 as follows:

1. That the publication captioned "Comprehensive Waste
Water Plan" for Water and Sewer District #82 of King County,
Washington, dated AL 1983 , be and the same is
hereby adopted and approved as the general Comprehensive Plan for

a system of sewers (conventional and on site) for the District pur-
suant to RCWA 56.08.020.

-1~

12
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Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

2. fThat the Environmental Checklist for said Comprehensive
Waste Water Plan, together with Declaration of’Non-Significance
piepared by the District's manager, Mark Spahr, be and the same

are hereby approved. .
3. That Mark D. Spahr, as general manager of the District,

is hereby authorized and directed to make further environmental
analysis as required, on a case by case or project by project basis,
during the course of the implementation of the Comprehensive Waste

Water Plan.

ADOPTED by the Board of Commissioners of King County Water

District #82 at a regular open public meeting held on the"'éh&\'
day of S s , 1983,
/
7 /C&’\~___
«»:L. ’yﬁ >k\m LY
/’_"’ .= =
COMMISSIONERS
e

A5/
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EXHIBIT F

UTRC Meeting Minutes
February 11, 2004
Attendees:
Bruce Bennett
Peggy Dorothy
Delite Morris
Mike Reed

Bernard Thompson
Jay Regenstreif, Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District
Paige Igoe, Montgomery Watson

Review of Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District sewer plan
The UTRC conditionally approved the plan. Specific comments that need to be addressed are
the following:

Chapter 2

Modify the existing figures and text in this section (and in the Executive Summary) to clearly
reflect that public sewer service is not allowed in the rural area except under very limited
circumstances, and then only with the review and approval of King County. The review process
includes a technical evaluation, in coordination with Public Health, of whether or not any on-site
treatment options are feasible. Of the rural properties listed for sewer service, indicate which are
already served and which are proposed for potential service pending King County approval.

Page 3-10

An ERU use of 225 gal/d is cited. This number appears to be too high based on 1999 winter
water use, which appears to be about 206 gal/ERU/d. Please confirm that this number is
accurate. Ifit’s not, please revise the tables and text in the plan to reflect the new number.

Chapter 5

Include summary tables of projected flows by basin. The tables should include projected
sanitary flows and projected I/I (explain how the projected I/1 is consistent with monitoring
data). The tables should also reflect the expected reduction in sanitary flows due to the District’s
water conservation program. The District should examine if any of its planned sewer pump
stations could be deferred due to the reduced flows.

Chapter 7

The UTRC is pleased that the District is examining the potential for reclaimed water use. The
District should be aware, however, that King County would need to be involved in any
discussion of water reclamation within the District. This is due to the fact that King County, not
the District, has an NPDES permit from Ecology for discharge of treated wastewater. The water
reclamation legislation applies only to those entities with NPDES permits as it is those entities
over whom Ecology has permitting and enforcement authority. Please modify the text to include
the District’s need to coordinate with King County.

14

Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment June 6, 2005



10
il
12
13
14

15

17
18
19
20
21
2
23
24
pi]
26
7
8
29
30
3
32
33

Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

EXHIBIT G

King County Ordinance 8495 approving the
1987 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

k]

1561E/HK: 1t

PROPOSED } B8-225

ORDINAKCE NO. 8 4195

AN ORDINANCE conditionally approving the Sammamish
Plateau Water and Sewer District Amendment to their
Wastewater Comprehensive Plan.

PREAMBLE:

On October 26, 1987, the Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer
District completed a Declaration of Non-significance to comply
with the State Environmental Policy Act (for their sewer plan).
On October 19, 1987, the Board of Commissioners of the
Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District passed Resolution
A-802 adopting an Amendment to- their Wastewater Comprehensive
Pl1an.

On January 20, 1988, the Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer
District submitted an Amendment to their Wastewater
Comprehensive Plan to King County pursuant to K.C.C., 13.24.

On February 9, 1988, the Utilities Technical Review Committee
met and recommended approval of the Sammamish Plateau Water

and Sewer Districts Amendment to their Comprehensive
Wastewater Plan with a condition.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:

éECTlON 1. The Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District
Amendment to their Wastewater Comprehensive Plan adopted by the
Board of Commissioners of the Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer
District by Resolution A-802 fs hereby approved, with the

following condition:

15
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Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

April 20, 1988 | " 84’-95

The Sammamish Plateav Water and Sewer District Amendment to
its Mastewater Comprehensive Plan js approved to serve areas
within the current and proposed Local Service Area boundarijes
which are designated by either the East Sammamish Community
Plan or King County Sewerage General Plan.

INTRODUCED AND READ for the first time this .o/ ™  day

of ég el , 1988,
PASSED this  2bdl  day of Zl’\;lu;: , 1988,

KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY WASHINGTON

o ez
r 4

ATTEST:
o 'te ouncs
APPROVED this l2 day of M4‘f , 19.5% .

A -

\

—_—
King County Executive
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EXHIBIT H

King County Ordinance 6779 approving the
1984 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

1 5}
. L w8
-
Proposed No. 84 - 2 32 !
_ b
2
3 orozmance no. 6779 =
4 AN ORDINANCE approving an Amendment to Water } ¢:
District No. 82 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan o
s and Amending Ordinance 6506, Section 1.
4 PREAMBLE: ‘ E
7 On June 6, 1983, Water District 82 filed a Pinal Declara- 4
tion of Non-Significance for the proposed plan,
s . .
On February 29, 1584, Water District 82 passed Resolution .
9 A554 amending their Comprehensive Wastewater Plan 1983. . 3
. : H
10 ‘On ‘March 3, 1984, the City of Issaquah passed Ordinance -3
1604 which grants Water District 82 a franchise to use a
11 portion of SE 56th Street for a sanitary sewer.
12 BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COU&CIL OF XING COUNT: E
13 NEW SECTION. SECTION l. The amendment to the Water Sy
14 District 82 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan as adopted by " “a
15 district Resolution A554 is hereby approved. . g
16 SECTION 2. Ordinance 6506, Section 1 is hereby amended -
17 " to read as follows: -
i
18
19
20 =
1
21 N
22
u 1
25
% 3
o i
. » 3
29 ;
4
30
n -
a
» )
3 .
©3
o
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- . oo 6779 ]
1 The Water Diatrict No. 82 Comprehensive Wastewater
Plan, as adopted by distriet Resolution AS511
b (attached) is herxeby approved. ((PRE¥VIBHBy-sewer
service-within-the-area~shown-on-Bxhibit-A-shaii-not
3 be-permitted~untii-such-time-as-aii 'y
approvais-have-been-obtainedy~and,))
4 X
INTRODUCED AND READ for the first time thilt& day of
5 .
Al , 1984.
é v
PASSED this_4¥Y) day of Ding - 18 74 :
7 ;
KING COUNTY COUNCIL :
8 KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON
9 %
10 ‘
L :
1
12 ‘ATTEST:
13 v %. 4«9« .
) e Counc .
4
APPROVED this_ZZ22¥ day of
15
16
17 i
18
19
20
21
2
23
4
5
%
ri
28
29 - -
30
3
2
3

18

Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment June 6, 2005



EXHIBIT 1
King County Ordinance 6506 approving the

1984 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

N W A W oy

Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

6506 )

AN ORDINANCE appraving the ¥Water District
No. 82 Comprenensive Mastewater Plan.

ORDINANCE NO.

PREAMBLE :

On June 6, 1983, Water district No. 82 passed Resolution
A511 adopting the district's Comprehensive Wastewaler.Plan.

On June 6, 1983, Water District No. 82 flled a Final
Declaration of Non-Significance for the proposed plan.

As required by KCC Chapter 13.24, the Utilities Technjcal

Review Committee reviewed the proposed Wastewater Plan and
on June 8, 1983 recommended iLs approval,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING CDUNTY:v

SECTION 1; The Water Dis:rfct No, 82 Comprehensive
Wastewater Plan, as adopted by district Resolution A511
(attached) is hereby approved; PROVIDED, sewer service within
the area shown on Exnibit A shall not be permittea until such
time as all necessary approﬁals have béan obtalned; anu

SECTION 2. The Boundary between Water and Sewer District
No. 82 and the Sahalee Sewer and Water District 1s Northeast
16th from Lake Sammamish East to the Redmond-Fall City Road.
However, minor adjustments based on topography and other
technical cnnsiderﬁtions may be necessary in the future, an& may

be agreed upon by the two districts as necessary; and
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4
i PROVIDED further, that this ordinance shall not be construea
: 2 as either approval or disapproval of any subseguent annexation
’ 3 proposal by the City of lssaquah or the district.

4 INTRODUCED AND READ for the first time this /570 day of
s _QM_—, 1983. .
¢ PassED this 2Ar__day of w 1983.
7. KING COUNTY COUNCIL
’ : KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON :
y . ;
" ATTEST: ) ~
12
13 ‘%‘éﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂl—_ _
" | APPROVED this 304 cy of £ .
15
16
»”
18
19
20 -
2l
2
23

o
25
u .
n
) a
29
0
L]
»
»

20
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EXHIBIT J 3
King County Ordinance 11768 approving the E
1994 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment -
3
! 3
e ! /
3
February 13, 1995 INTRODUCED BY BREAN DELDC#SKE
kum\150 _ .
PROPOSED NO. o 176 3
1 ORDINANCE NO. 1 17 6 8 . ‘;
2 AN ORDINANCE approving the Sammamish .
Plateau Water and Sewer District ]
3 Amendment to the Comprehensive
4 Wastewater Plan. , i
5 PREAMBLE: : ' .
K.C.C. 13.24 requires approval of comprehensive plans. for sewer B
6 utilities as a prerequisite to the granting of right-of-way :
7 franchises and approval. of right of-way construction permits. 2
K.C.C. 21.21A.050(H) permits elementary schools in the Rural Area
. 8 to have sewer service 1f the sewer is tightlined and designed to
0 serve only the school. -
On Juiy 27, 1994 the King County Utilities Technical Review
10 Committee met to consider the plan and finding it consistent with
" K.C.C. 13.24 and K.C.C. 21.21A.050{H) recommended approval. .
The Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District Amendment to the ‘3
12 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan was approved by vote of the Sammamish 3
13 Plateau Water and Sewer District Commissioners on August 1, 1994. N
The Samamish Plateau Water and Sewer District issued a ' -
14 determination of norisignificance for the plan in accordance with :
15 the State Environmental Policy Act on July 7, 1994. . :
The King County Council approved the Comprehensive Wastewater Plan i
16 for Water and Sewer District No. 82 of King County on August 30,

_ w 1983 by King County Ordinance Ne. 6506. ~'§
1 4
19
2 !
2
22 o
2 !

cd

24
25 -
3
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26 b
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27
28 "3
2 g
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31 * 3
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15
16
17
1B

27

‘28
28

31

Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

11763

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY: ) )
_SECTION 1. The The Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District Amendment
to the Coinprehehsive Wastewater Plan, Attachment _A. is hereby approved withoﬁt

conditions. ;
" INTRODUCED AND READ for the first time this Bad day of
(. 19s :
PASSED by a vote of Leto ﬁ this _/__gv;ay of. ' 19;”..’-4
. l KING COUNTY COUNCIL .
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON
o L
- Chair P
ATTPST:
Clerk of the Counci]
APPROVED this 2 e Sy _ . 19555
‘ ) = 7
l}da)} King County Execytive
Attac:?engén;na;nish Plateau Hater ‘and- .Sewer. District Amendment to the

Comprehensive Wastewater Plan dated July 1994.
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EXHIBIT K
Excerpts from
2004 King County Comprehensive Plan Update
Adopted September 27, 2004

Chapter 7 - Services, Facilities and Utilities
" II. Facilities and Services
I. Public Sewers and On-Site Wastewater Treatment and Disposal Systems

F-249 - Public sewer expansions shall not occur in the Rural Area and on Natural Resource
Lands except where needed to address specific health and safety problems threatening the
existing uses of structures or the needs of public schools or public school facilities. Public sewers
may be extended, pursuant to this policy, only if they are tightlined and only after a finding is
made by King County that no reasonable alternative technologies are technologically or
economically feasible. Utility providers shall ensure, through a signed agreement between the
school district and the utility provider, that any sewer service permitted for the school district is
designed only to serve public schools or public school facilities. Public sewers which are allowed
in the Rural Area or on Natural Resource Lands pursuant to this policy shall not be used to
convert Rural Area land or Natural Resource Lands to urban uses and densities or to expand
permitted nonresidential uses.
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EXHIBIT L

Excerpts from King County Code:
21A.08.050 General services land uses.
A. General services land uses.

KEY RESOURCE RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL
P-Permitted Use A F M R U R U R N B|(C B[R B [e] |
C-Conditional Use G o} 1 U R E R E E U|O U|E U F N
§-Special Use 4 R R N R B S B S I 8| M S|G S F D

(o] 1 E E A A E A ] G | (M 1 ! ! | U
N o S R L N R N D H N|J|U N[O N C S
E U T A \ E B E|N E|IN E E T
L L E N O S|1 Sj{A S R
T T R 8{T S|(L s 1
U 1 H Y A
R A (o} L
E L (o}
. D
SIC# | SPECIFIC LAND A F M RA UR R1- | R12- NB cB RB [o] 1

USE 8 48

EDUCATION

SERVICES:

* Elementary P16
School 15,
31 P P P Pi6c P16c [ P16c
* Middle/Junior High P16
School C15,
31 P P P P16¢c P16c | P16¢c
> Secondary or High P16 .
School C15,
27, P16c P16c
31 P26 P28 | P28 C [of P16¢c
* Vocational School P13 P13 | P13
C31 P13C [o [of P P17 P
* Specialized P19
Instruction School C20, P19 P19 | P19
P18 31 C20 C20 [ C20 P P P P17 P
* School District C23,
Support Facility 31
P16, P23 | P23
C15 [ P23C C C C P P P P
GENERAL CROSS Land Use Table Instructions, see K.C.C. 21A.08.020 and 21A.02.070;
REFERENCES: Development Standards, see K.C.C. chapters 21A.12 through 21A.30;
General Provisions, see K.C.C. chapters 21A.32 through 21A.38;
Application and Review Procedures, see K.C.C. chapters 21A.40 through 21A.44;
(*)Definition of this specific Land Use, see K.C.C. chapter 21A.06.

B. Development conditions.

15. Limited to projects which do not require or result in an expansion of sewer service outside the urban
growth area, unless a finding is made that no cost-effective alternative technologies are feasible, in which case a
tightline sewer sized only to meet the needs of the public school, as defined in RCW 28A.150.010, or the school
facility and serving only the public school or the school facility may be used. New public high schools shall be
permitted subject to the review process set forth in K.C.C. 21A.42.140. )

16.a. For middle or junior high schools and secondary or high schools or school facilities, only as a reuse
of a public school facility or school facility subject to K.C.C. chapter 21A.32. An expansion of such a school or a
school facility shall be subject to approval of a conditional use permit and the expansion shall not require or result in
an extension of sewer service outside the urban growth area, unless a finding is made that no cost-effective
alternative technologies are feasible, in which case a tightline sewer sized only to meet the needs of the public
school, as defined in RCW 28A.150.010, or the school facility may be used.

b. Renovation, expansion, modernization or reconstruction of a school, a school facility, or the addition
of relocatable facilities, is permitted but shall not require or result in an expansion of sewer service outside the urban
growth area, unless a finding is made that no cost-effective alternative technologies are feasible, in which case a.
tightline sewer sized only to meet the needs of the public school, as defined in RCW 28A.150.010, or the school
facility may be used.

¢. In CB, RB and O, for K-12 schools with no more than one hundred students.

31. Subject to review and approval of conditions to comply with trail corridor provisions of K.C.C.

chapter 21A.14 when located in an RA zone and in an equestrian community designated by the Comprehensive
Plan.
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EXHIBIT M
Reports regarding On-Site Disposal Potential for the

Issaquah 9th Grade Campus
= July 29, 2004 Letter from Associated Earth Sciences to Issaquah School District i
Opinion concerning Geotechnical Aspects of Septic Drainfield System
= August 10,2004 Letter from SvR Design Company to Issaquah School District 1
Septic Drainfield Letter of Opinion i

= April 4, 2005 Letter from Issaquah School District to King County Health Department
Request for Connection to Sanitary Sewer in Lieu of Septic

» April 14,2005  Letter from King County Health Department to Issaquah School District
Recommendation to Connect School to Public Sewer System 7

= May 10,2005  Letter from Issaquah School District to King County UTRC =
Request for Sewer Use in Lieu of a Septic System

it AR

:{.')g bmc::tzd; . ; ‘;am- .

[
UESE

. LA
[ty

b

PR

25 4

Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment June 6, 2005



Associated Earth Sciences, In.c.

July 29, 2004 :
" Project No. KE99362G

' Issaquah-School District No. 411
565 NW Holly Street
Issaquah, Washington 98207 - LT
Aftention:  Mr. Roycé Nourigat -
Subject: . Opinion Concanmg Geotechnical Aspects of Scpuc Drainfield System -

- Proposed Issaguah 9* Grade Campus S 1
L Issaquah-Fali City Road - . . .
S EmRRR  pECEVED

e Newin | o suLseww o -
Der Nourigat' . !
- NEW CONSTRUCTION DEPT. '

In accordance with yonr request, this letter praents our opinion regarding the .geotéchinical
_aspects of a septic drainficld system on the proposed 9® Grade Campus pro;cct As you are
aware, we ‘have been providing geotechmical exploration and design services as well ‘as-
construction document preparation support for diis project. Our subsurface exploration and
geotechnical engmeermg evaluation for the pro_lect was mmed in our report dated Decembcr
6, 2002 . _ , :

In our opinion, thern are four primary geotechmcal issues associated thh the installation of a -
"scpuc drainfield system on this site. ‘A brief explanation will follow each of the presented -

issues. -

1 Limited -and vanable thickness of permeable soils Our subsurface cxploranon .
program encountered primarily glacial till soils below the project site. Glacial fill s 2
very dense mixtire of silt, sand, and gravel that is considered essentially impermeable.

".The till was mantled in places with a variable thickness of recessional outwash saod and
gravel. Tlns material is more permeable than the till, but was inconsistent in thickness -
and was discontinuous across the property. Secpage through the outwash tends to perch
above the till and follow the confours of the till surface. Much of tlns pcrched water
emerges on the adjacem slope as spring actmty '

2. Pomble negnhve impact on adjacent steep slopw. The site is bordered by a steep
slope that descends to a wetland complex. In'places, the slope is considered sensitive
by King County definition. Considerable engineering and slope stability monitoring
was performed to Site bmldmgs and improvements as closc to the slope as. was
practical. One of the new storm water detention ponds adjacent tp the slope is lined to -
prevent leakage in proximity 1o the slope. The presence of a septic drainfield close 0 |

911 Fifth Avenue, Sute 100 « Kirkdand, WA 98033 * Phone 425 B27-770) - Fax 425 827-5424 °
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" the §lope may. introduce additional scepage. thit would perch ahove the 4l apd er.n'erﬁe .
- as spring activity on Lhc slope face. ’I‘he addltional seepage may bave an eﬁeet on long- .
term slope stability. ) S

3 .Possible sprlng actnvlty to the wetlands. Sept:c efﬂucm may ﬁnd its way ae sprmg
. activity to the wetland complex at the toe of the adjacent sieep slope The effluent may
T lnve a negatxve unpact on the wetland complex : .

. 4.. Impacta of placing septic systan undei- a playﬁeld with an underﬁeld’drain system
;. One of the only possible locations for a site drainfield would be.under thie site’s planned
. playﬁelds The playfields are designed to’ be compacted and provided with an
underdrain system. - The thickness .of surface fill and the ‘degree of compaction may‘

“negatively affect the' aerob:c performance of the dratnfield. A drmnﬁeld under a.

piayﬁeld may also result in pubhc health risk. .

’ We hope this mformanon serves your cun'em needs. Pleese call if yon have questmns

i -_-Smcetely, ' SeoLs _,-'.'-_ .
L _ASSOCIATEDEARTHSC!ENCES,NC S P
. '.Killdeshmgton . . ' e S

_.ce:  Bassenti Architects
- . " Attention: Tom Truesdell
© Fax: 206-340-9519
SvR Design Company
Auention: Tye Simpson
Fax: "206-223:0125

"7 KDMiss - KE99362G30 - Projecs\1999360REWP - WK . R N _
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DESIGN COMPANY )

816 w;sh'n.a Avanus

Suits 400

Seollls. WA 98104

p: 200.223.0328

I: 200,223,0125

ave@avraesign.com

T 575”

August 10, 2004

Mr. Royce Nourigat
Issaquah School District No. 411
565 NW Holly Street

Issaquah, Washington 98207

RE: Issaquah 9% Grade Middle School
Septic Drainfield Letter of Opinion
SvR Project Number: 00002

Dear Mr. Nourigat: '

Per your request, this letter presents our opinion regarding the potential size of a septic

'l system required to serve the Issaquah 9th Grade Campus site.

Based on the type of soils present at the project site, as identified by Assogiate Barth
Sciences, Inc. and a recent septic system design for the Boy Scouts of Armerica’s Camp
Omache project, the size of the septic drain field would be approximately 145,000 square -

feet (3.3 acres).

The Boy Scouts of America project had a design flow for the system of 15 gallons per day
per person. The camp was designed for 300 campers plus staff and a resulting a daily
flow of 4,500 gallons. The septic drainfield that was designed and constructed for the
Boy Scout’s site was approximately 46,835 square fect (1.1 acres). The soils at that site
were classificd as mainly brown sandy loam.

Per the Issaquah School District, Liberty High School, which is of a similar size as the

Issaquah 9* Grade Campus project, has had flows up to 14,000 gallons per day.
Assuming a linear extrapoiation of the sizing for the Boy Scouts of America drainfield,

which is likely conservative due to the soils at the Issaquah Sth Grade Campus being less
pervious than the Boys Scouts site, the drain field would need to be in excess of 145,000

square feet (3.3 acres).

Sincerely,
SvR Design Co.

Tye Simpson, PE
Senior Engineer
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Issaquah School District no. 1

565 NW Holly Streat o Issaqﬂah WA 98027—2899 4 Phone (426) 837-7000

Janet N. Barry, Ed. D.
Superintendent

April 4, 2005

Mr. Greg Bishop

Eastgate Public Health
14350 SE Eastgate Way
Bellevue, WA 98007

" Re: Issaquah School District Ninth Grade Campus
Request for Connection to Samtazy Sewer in Licu of Septic
Project #B03C01 30

Dear Mr. Sandstrom:

The Issaquah School District would like to request connection to the sanitary sewer in lieu of providing
. aseptic system for the Ninth Grade Campus located at 24635 Issaquah-Fall City Road, Issaquah WA
98029 ,

The Health Department has requestcd that the School Dlstnct prov1de an on-site sewage system
application. We originally did not complete this application because we understood that we would be on
the sanitary sewer adjacent to the school site. In order to submit for a building permit, we needed a
water availability certificate from the Samnmamish Water and Sewer District and this automatically
activated a Developers Extension Agreement. Under this agrecment, the Water District proposed a
sewer connection and extension of existing sewer and water utilities. Using this direction from the
Water District we proceeded ahead. Because the School District spent approximately $100,000 on a
Developers Extension Agreement, we did ot spend additional money to have a formal on-site septic
design completed. We did, however, have our geotechnical and civil consultants review student and
staff use along with site and soil chatactensttcs to deteymine if the site could reasonably handle a septic

system.

This information is included in a letter by the District’s civil ,engincer for the Ninth Grade Campus

- Project, SVR Design Company. SVR uses an existing design of a recent septic system for the Boy
Scouts of América for their comparison. Additional information regarding soil conditions, adjacent
slopes, wetlands and septic location is provided in & letter from Associated Earth Sciences, the'
geotechnical consultant for the Ninth Grade Campus Project.” For general information, the school will
be occupied with approximately 950 ninth-grade students and 75 staff members. Using calculations and _

- actual flow amounts from Liberty High School (which has approximately 1000 students and is on a
holding tank) we can expect flows up to 14,000 gallons a day, There is a-sanitary sewer line across the
‘street from the NW corner of the school property. Sammamish Water and Sewer District has requested
that we extend this sewer line to the east for approximately 1000” on the north side of Issaquah-Fall City
Road. This would provide a central site connection for the school site (rural) and connection for asy
future development on the north side of Issaquah-Fall City Road (urban).

' Board of Directors
ConsunceL.FletmeroLanyw Ishimael * Mark Wamer » Michael Winikler ¢ Jan Woldseth
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Using the site soil conditions, the septic drainfield size required for a 950 student school would be
approximately 145,000 square feet. The approximate area available for a septic drainfield js 148,000
square feet and would be located in the grass areas of the football, softball and baseball fields. The
balance of pervious areas on the site is small landscaped areas with grass and shrubs around the
perimeter of the building and parking. There would be no room for a back-up drainfield.

The use of the schools’ ballfields is constant throughout the year, with a good portion of the use coming
from the community. The community js paying for the bonds to build this school, so the School District
tries to reciprocate by providing fields that can provide not only school but community use. To handle .
the constant use of our ballficlds, the District builds sand based fields with underdrains every 20 feet. If
the fields are not built in this manner, our fields become very wet and unusable. During times of high
septic use and heavy rains, effluent has a potential to leach from the septic drainfield to the ballfield
underdrains. The ballfield underdrains flow to the detention pond and then to drainage basins/creeks.
During the subsurface investigation many locations were found with wet soil and a seep near what is
now the softball ficld. There are numerous secps that were found in the steep hillside that appear to be
perched layers of water. In August, while trenching for the site fire line on the north side of the football
field, perched layers were found 36" below subgrade with the water flowing south towards the steep
hillside. A concern is that the effluent seeping to the hillside slope will cause a lack of slope stability or
flow to the wetland at the base of the slope.

In review, the Issaquah School District would like to connect to the sanitary sewer provided by the
"Sammamish Water and Sewer District. We believe a septic system is neither practical nor feasible due
to site constraints and the school size. Please consider our request to connect to the sapitary sewer in
lieu of providing a septic system for the Ninth Grade Campus. '

If you have any further questions, please contact me at (425) 837-7040 or

nourigatr@issaquah.wednet.edu.

Sincerely,

Racyer, Yoz

Royce Nourigat
Conustruction Coordinator

Enclosures
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1H>I’ublic Health :

Seattle & King County
HEALTHY PEOPLE. HEALTHY COMMUNITIES.

l&:-n*_.‘.sz

Alonzo L. Plough, Ph.D.. MPH, Director and Heaith Officer !
) o4

Apri 14, 2005

Mr. Royce Nourigat
Issaquab School District #411 -
565 NW Holly Street . .

Issaquah WA 98027-2899 ]

Re:  Request to Connect Proposed Ninth Grade Canipus to Public Sewer

Dear Royce:

1 have reviewed the geotechnical report you provided me from Associated Earth Sciences, Inc.
pertaining to the option of utilizing an onsite septic system for the above project instead of hooking to
the existing public sewer.

The substantive issues surrounding this project are, from a public health perspective:

e No room for reserve drainficld area

o Risk of drainfield effluent seepage from steep slopes - o

o Possible cross connection of drainficld effluent discharge underneath playfields with
underground drainage system

o Surge flows from school operations

Based on the above severely limiting factors it is doubtful that the health department would approve
an onsite application for the proposed school. 1 strongly recommend that the school be comected to
the existing public sewer. I understand this will require approval for service outside the sewer service E
area and an update to the sewer comprebensive plan.

If ] can be of further assistance in this matter, please contact me at 206-296-9753.

0
Greg Bishop, Supervisor
Wastewater Program 5
Community Environmental Health 3
GB:dc
ce:  EdDavis, Health & Environmental Investigator ITl, Community Environmental Health o 4

Eastgate Environmental Health . wd
14350 SE Eastgate Way « Bellevue, WA 98007 § City of Seattle @Klng County
T (205) 296-4932 F (Z06) 296-4919 « www.metrokc.gov/health Gregory J, Nickels, Mayor Ron Sims, Executive I
Prinied on BECyONd feoer.
i
i
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-_lssaquah School District No. 411

565 NW Holly Street » M&l\. WA 80272690 « Phons (425 8377000

Janet N. Barry, Ed. D.
Superintendant

May 10, 2005

King Street Center
201 S Jackson St., Suite 700
Seattle, WA 98104-3855

- Subject: Request for Sewer Use In Lieu of a Septic System

Dear Mr. Monthie;

The Issaquah School District is building a new 9" Grade Campus at 24635 -

issaquah/Fall City Road in Is'saquah and it is scheduled fo open in September of
2005. This school has been in planning since 2000 and the site was approved for
a school by the King County Council with the intent of using the sewer system on

' the north side of Issaquah/Fall City Road. The school will have a starting
" population of 950-1000 students and as enroliment i increases, approximately
1200 students when four double portables are added. )

The school site is approximately 45 acres with only 19 of it usable due to steep
slopes, wildlife corridor, and wetlands. The entire 19 acres is occupied by the
school, parking, bus and fire loops, ball fields and King County Right-of-Way. The
site is completely used and wae had to be very creatlve 1o fit everythmg reqmred
into the space we have. .

Issaquah School District would like to connect this school to sanitary sewer in
lieu of a septic system. A septic system is not appropriate for this site as agreed
to by Greg Bishop. The soils do not drain, we have perched layers of water, there
is chance of cross contamination of storm water and feeding into local streams,
and we do not have room for a reserve drain field. There is not any room on the

. site as we are barely able to provide space for additional portables the school

district requires at each site to handie increasing student populations.

Thé only way to provide a septic or 2 high tech system for the school is to
purchase additional property. A septic system with a reserve field will require a.
minimum of 6 acres (3 for septic and 3 for reserve) and 1 would estimate a high

-tech system would require a minimum of 2-3 acres. The property to the west of

the school is owned by a church and they will not sell any of thelr property since
it may affect their buildability. The area to the south and east are steep slopes,
wetlands or streams. The only area available is on the north'side of lssaquah Fall
City Road. This property has houses on it and the'value is approximately a .
million dollars an acre since lt is in the process of belng subdivided in to

Board of Directors
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development. I'm not sure we are able to install a sanitary system of any type on
the north side of the road since it is on the urban side of the boundary. We do not
know how the Critical Areas Ordinance would affect the additional property
needed and if we would need more area than what is mentioned above.

The cost for us to install sanitary sewer for the site is approximately $400,000.
$100,000 is for the Developers Extension Agreement and $300,000 for the
installation. Once it is installed and accepted, Sammamish Water and Sewer
District will provide the maintenance of the system. The on-site septic system will
be approximately 6 million dollars and the high tech system will approximately 2-
3 million and we will have to maintain it. Again, the property prices are estimated
using recent costs of property, but | believe there would be a considerable cost
difference between extending the existing sanitary sewer and installing an onsite
sewer system due to land costs. The school is under construction and will be
occupied in the fall of 2005. We have a water and sewer avallability certificate
from Sammamish Water and Sewer and ere eager to start the installation so as
to not delay the opening of the new school. Please consider our request for
connection to sanitary sewer.

| have attached the letters from our geotechnical regarding soil conditions, from
our civil engineer regarding sepfic size comparison (using 850 students as the
guide), from Greg Bishop with the Department of Health, and a letter from myseif
to Dave Sandstrom, with King County DDES. If you have any questions please
call me at 425-864-2112,

Sincerely,

Rugee, Narcrgal

Royce Nourigat
Construction Coordinator
Issaguah School District
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EXHIBIT N
SEPA Checklist and DNS for the 2003 Draft Wastewater Comprehensive Plan

This June 2005 Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment is for a proposal that is entirely
included in the 2003 Draft Wastewater Comprehensive Plan update that is currently being
completed.

SEPA Rules

WAC 197-11-970 Determination of nonsignificance (DNS).

DETERMINATION OF NONSIGNIFICANCE

north of NE 16th and £ 2380 Aveme NE Gf entendcd), The sewer service area. meludes sash of i Ci £
Sammamish, the northeast section of the City of Issaquah and unincorporated King County.
Lead Agency Sammamish Platcau Water and Sewer District

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

3 There is no comment period for this DNsS

X] This DNS is issued under 197-11-340{2); the lead agency will not act on this proposal for
15 days from the date below. Comments must be submitted by November 25, 2003.

Responsible official. Ronald E. Little
General Manager,
Position/title Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District Phone (206)392-6256

Address __1510 - 228th Avepue S.E, W /‘ /4
Date _//— L/~ (o) Signature o (‘ﬂ 5

S

(OPTIONAL) ‘ ‘

O vou may appeal this determination to {(name)

at {location)

no later than (date)

by {(methoed)

You should be prepared to make specific factual objections.
Contact to read or ask about the procedures
for SEPA appeals.

[XI There is no agency appeal.

(1983 Laws) [Ch. 197-11 -p. 53]
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT

A. BACKGROUND Y

1.

3.

4.

Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment

Name of proposed project, if applicable:
Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District Wastewater Comprehensive Plan 2003.(2003 WWCP)
Name of applicant:

Administration Department
Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District (District)

Address and phone number of applicant and contact person:

Jay Regenstreif
Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District

1510 228" Street SE
Sammamish, WA 98075
(425) 392-6256

Date checklist prepared:
June 6, 2003

Agency requesting checklist:

Samnmmsh Platean Water and Sewer Dlstnct

| PropoM ﬂmlng or schedule (including phasing, if applicable):

The Wastewater Comprehensive Plan identifies sewer system improvement projects that will be needed through
system buildout. The capital improvement section identifies projects expected to be constructed during the 2004-
2010 six-year planning period and also includes a more general schedule for projects with construction
estimated to occur after 2010.

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

No. This SEPA review for the 2003 WWCP is a “non-project” action. Any amendments to this WWCP will be
processed under a separate SEPA review.

Specific projects or actions identified in the 2003 WWCP will be reviewed under separate project and site-
specific SEPA processes as they are proposed for design and implementation.

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

Nonedxrectlyrelatedtothlspmposal.Howevcr,thctehasbeencnvnronnwntalmformanonpwpamdrelawdto
documents used as a basis for this 2003 WWCP, including:
2000 King County Comprehensive Plan
City of 1995 Issaquah Comprehensive Plan and 2001 and 2002 Amendments
City of Sammamish Planning Advisory Board Recommended Draft Comprehensive Plan, February 10, 2003
and associated Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement, February 18, 2003
Northeast Sammamish Sewer and Water District Sewer Comprehensive Plan, December 1998
Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District May 2001 Water Comprehensive Plan and December 2002
Amendment

1of16
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR AGENCY USE ONLY

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

No.
10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.

The 2003 WWCP must be approved by the District Board of Commissioners, the Sammamish City Council, the
Issaquah City Council, the Metropolitan King County Council, and the Washington State Department of
Ecology. Individual projects identified under the 2003 WWCP will be subject to permits (such as construction,
building, and land use permits) at the time each individual project is proposed for design and construction.

" 11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size of the project and
site. There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to describe certain aspects of your
proposal. You do not need to repeat those answers on this page. (Lead agencles may modify this form to
include additional specific information on project description.)

The Sanumamish Plateau Water and Sewer District’s 2003 Wastewater Comprehensive Plan is a compilation of
planning data, sewage gencration projections, future sewer plan layout and related information for the service
area defined in the 2003 WWCP. The goal is to identify projects and improvements that would be required to
provide sewer service to the urban area within the District’s future sewer service area. An estimated schedule is
also developed to identify projects that are expected to be implemented by 2010, and those that would be
required prior to buildout of the sewer system to provide adequate sanitary sewer collection services. In order to
meet the needs of anticipated population growth, the 2003 WWCP identifies a conceptual layout of necessary
new sewer lines and lift stations, as well as needed improvements to existing lines and lift stations. . °, -

The 2003 WWCP is based on the 2003 King County Comprehensive Plan and additional considers the Issaquah
Comprehensive Plan and the draft Ssmmamish Comprehensive Plan. The City of Sammamish’s Comprehensive
Plan is expected to be completed in 2003.

This 2003 WWCP is a “non-project action” in that no specific project identified in the plan would be
implemented or constructed without appropriate project and site-specific SEPA review. This SEPA Checklist is
intended to review the entire Plan conceptually, with an understanding that the individual project components
identified in the 2003 WWCP will be further defined as final facility layout is accorplished under specific
project designs. Each of these future projects will be subject to a project specific SEPA process as required.

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

The Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District includes approximately 28.6 square miles. The District is
located generally east of Lake Sammamish, north of 1-90, west of Snoqualmie Valley and south of NE 90th St.

The sewer service arca of the District covered by the 2003 WWCP includes the urban area within the above
described area, excluding the area in the Northeast Sammamish Sewer and Water District, generally north of NE
16th and west of 238th Avemue NE (if extended). Sewer service is generally not proposed for the area
designated rural. The sewer service area includes much of the City of Sammamish, the portions of the City of
Issaquah annexed through their North Annexation Area and Han Jensen/Providence Point Annexations, and

The project area is located within Sections 1-17, 20-23, 27 and 28 of Township 24N, Range 6E; and Sections 22,
23, 26-29, and 31-35, of Township 25N, Range 6E; and Sections 6-8 in Township 24N, Range 7E.

Most components of the 2003 WWCP are located within the District’s Service Area. The projects that are
proposed to connect the District’s sewer service are with the King County Metro/Wastewater Treatment
Division’s system do extend out of the District’s service area. The areas outside of the District service area

20f16
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR AGENCY USE ONLY

include SE 56th Street from Issaquah Creek, west, to the entrance to Lake Sammamish State Park and along a
cormidor following E. Lake Sammamish Parkway NE from NE 16th to approximately NE 60th.

A map of the area is attached. Specific project sites will be identified under specific projects identified in the
2003 WWCP, and will be accompanied under their own specific SEPA review.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS

1. Earth

a. General description of the site (circle one): Flat, jrolling, Bteep slopes, mountainous, other-......

Sammamish Plateau is characterized by rolling hills ranging in clevation from 350 to 620 feet above mean sea
level. The south part of the District slopes down toward the Issaquah Valley with elevations from 30 to 75 feet.
Future projects will identify the topography and be subject to a site-specific SEPA review.

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

The upper area of the plateau is characterized by rolling hills and steeper slopes ring the. edge of the uplands,
" . sloping in the south to the Jssaquah Valley, in the west to Lake Sammamish, and to the Snoqualmie Valley in
- the north and east. There are slopes in excess of 40% in some areas between the uplands and lowlands. The
specific situation for each project identified within the 2003 WWCP would be identified and would avoid steep
slopes when possible and take measures to protect the slopes when necessary. More detailed topographic

. -'information will be included within specific SEPA reviews for specific projects.

¢. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat;: muck)? If you know
AR the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any prime farmland. .-

ThepnnnrysoﬂtypmfomdmtheDmﬁmtmoﬁhcAlderwoodandvaﬁsmcs.Senttle,Sammam:shand
Bellingham series are also present. There is no significant agricultural activity within the boundaries of the
Sammamish Platean Water and Sewer District. Future projects identified in the 2003 WWCP would identify the
specific soils in a project area.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If so, describe.
There are indications of pockets of unstable soils within the District sewer service area. These are more likely to
be located in the steeper slope areas. Future projects will identify the specific circumstances surrounding each
project, and the projects will be subject to a project-specific SEPA process.

e. Describe the purpose, type, and approximate quantities of any filling or grading proposed. Indicate source of

fill.

Changes in surface grades are not generally anticipated with the installation of the projects identified in the 2003
WWCP, but trenching will be necessary in order to install new or to upgrade existing utility lines as identified in

the WWCP. Lift stations identified in the 2003 WWCP will require excavation for construction . The contractor
of each project will determine the source of backfill.

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

Underground utilities, such as those identified in the 2003 WWCP, are not likely to cause erosion once
constructed. Future projects will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis for the potential for erosion, and will be
subject to a project-specific SEPA process.

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

Construction of underground utilities will generally not increase the amount of impervious surface. Increases in

impervious sutface would occur as a result of the construction of new lift stations and access roads associated

with sewer facilities constructed in areas other than rights-of-way. These improvements will likely account for

3of16
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TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR AGENCY USE ONLY

only a very small increase in impervious surface, Specific measurements of changes in impervious area will be
- evaluated on a case-by-case basis for each specific project identified under the 2003 WWCP.

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

Specific projects identified under the 2003 WWCP which involve clearing, grading, or otherwise eligible
construction activities would include a temporary erosion and sedimentation control plan (TESC Plan) to
implement best management practices (BMPs) to reduce the potential for erosion and sedimentation such as
those detailed in the King County Surface Water Design Manual would be applied. Examples include: silt
fencing, check dams, hay bales, sedimentation ponds or traps, plastic sheeting or erosion control textiles, gravel
outlets, and interceptor swales. Restoration of areas following construction activities would also be included.
Future project will also be subject to a site-specific SEPA process.

2. Air

2. 'What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal (i.e., dust, automobile, odors, industrial
wood smoke) during construction and when the project is completed? If any, generally describe and give
approximate quantities if known.

During Construction:

Construction activity associated with projects identified in the 2003 WWCP may have associated dust may be
generated if construction activity occurs during dry weather and construction equipment will produce exhaust
emissions during the construction of each project, though the impact of such emissions is expected to be low.

After Construction:

Gravity sewer collection systems do not usually produce noticeable emissions or odors. However, lift stations
have the potential to produce odors, and the flow exiting the force mains associated with the lift stations may
also be a source of odor away from the lift station. Periodically exercising backup generators may produce small
amounts of exhaust emissions. Future project will identify any potential air emissions, and will be subject to a
project specific SEPA process.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If so, generally describe.
None.

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

Dust control measures will be undertaken as necessary during construction. All equipment, either for
construction or for lift stations, will be fitted with the required exhaust systems. Odor control measures will be
integrated into the design of new lift stations, and could include the addition of chemicals, such as bioxide,
biofiltration and activated carbon adsorption. Future review will identify any measures necessary to reduce or
control air emissions for each specific project as identified in the 2003 WWCP, and will be subject to a project-
specific SEPA process.

3. Water
2. Surface:

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

There arc many surface water features within the District’s boundaries. Lake Sammamish, Pine Lake, and Beaver
Lake are all located within the District’s borders as are several smaller water bodies. Significant streams flowing
into Lake Sammamish include Laughing Jacob’s Creek and Issaquah Creek, and there are many other crecks that
need to be considered as well including, but not limited to, George Davis Creck, Eden Creek, Ebright Creek, Pine
Lake Creck and Many Springs Creek. The Patterson Creek drainage is located on the east side of the District.
Specific projects developed under the 2003 WWCP would identify any surface water bodies associated with the
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_ specific project as identified in the most recent King County Sensitive Areas Map Folio and on-site evaluations. ;

Specific projects developed under the WWCP will be subject to project-specific SEPA review, and a more i
detailed list of surface water features will be included at that time.

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

Certain projects identified in the 2003 WWCP would require work within/near sensitive areas or streams as
identified in the most current King County Sensitive Areas Map Folio. The development of a gravity sewer
system will result in facilities located in lower areas, and therefore adjacent to surface water features. Future
project designs would consider these features and, where possible, avoid construction within the limits identified
as setback and buffer areas for the water feature. Project-specific SEPA review will identify any potential
impacts to streams or wetlands and the appropriate mitigation measures for each specific project component.

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

Care will be taken to avoid direct impact to wetlands or surface waters in projects identified in the 2003 WWCP. T
Specific sewer facility routes will be selected to minimize the impact to wetlands or surface waters, and if .
possible routes will be placed in established right-of-ways. Filling and dredging of wetland and/or surface water
features may be necessary for certain individual projects identified in the 2003 WWCP. Quantities, locations,
andnntlgatlonmemnesMﬂbcdetexmnedundermhmdmdualprqectd&nsnandmubesubjectmame-

specific SEPA process.

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

]

It is highly unlikely that either. surface water withdrawal or diversion will be required for projects presented in
the 2003 WWCP. If either a withdrawal or a diversion is identified during a specific project design then the
quantities, withdrawal location, and appropriate mitigation measures will be determined at that time and subject
to a project-specific SEPA process.

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

Sections of the District’s service area lie within the 100-year floodplain. These arcas are generally limited to
areas abutting streams and lakes. Historically, there has been flooding along some of the District’s roads.
Individual projects identified in the 2003 WWCP will be evaluated for proximity to floodplains during their ;
design, and subject to a project-specific SEPA process.

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If so,
describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge. ’

None of the projects identified in the WWCP are expected to discharge waste materials to surface waters. -
Individual, site and project-specific SEPA reviews will identify any potential discharges.

b. Ground: i @

(S

1) Wil ground water be withdrawn, or will water be discharged to ground water? Give
general deseription, purpose, and approximate quantities if lmown.

[ TR e oy
Ground water withdrawals or discharges to ground water are not expected to occur with the projects identified as - Jq
part of the 2003 WWCP. However, if there are high ground water tables in the vicinity of the projects, some o
ground water may be withdrawn during trenching activitics. Futurc projects will include a site-specific
determination of dewatering potential during project design, and will also have a project-specific SEPA process. .

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or other sources, if any «d .
(for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the following chemdcals. . . ; agricultural; etc.). [
5016 N
]
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Describe the general size of the system, the number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if
applicable), or the number of animals or humans the systemy(s) aré expected to serve.

The projects identified in the 2003 WWCP do not include discharge of waste materials into the ground. The King
County Comprehensive Plan requires new projects in the urban area to be connected to sanitary sewers whenever
possible, and the City of Issaquah also follows this general requirement. The City of Sammamish’s draft
Comprehensive Plan is not clear with respect to requirements for the use of sanitary sewers and septic systems.
The 2003 WWCP is required to be ir compliance with the land use agency comprehensive plans, and should
reflect and support the land use agencies requirements. The 2003 WWCP provides a guide on how mumicipal
sewage collection may be provided for build-out conditions within the urban area of the District. The 2003
WWCP will therefore ultimately reduce or even eliminate the need for septic systems within the urban area
boundaries.

c. Water runoff (including stormwater):

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

The 2003 WWCP includes projects covering the entire urban area of the District. When the underground utilities
projects are constructed they would not be expected to generate water runoff. Lift station projects have the
potential to generate runoff and Design of future projects would identify specific sources and flows and would be
subject to a project-specific SEPA process.

2) Could waste mteﬂnls enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe. - B R

It is unlikely that waste materials wﬂl be discharged into the ground from normal operation of projects identified
in the 2003 WWCP. Properly functioning underground utilities and lift stations should not dxschnrge waste-
materials into either ground or surface waters. ’ :

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water impacts, if any:
would be designed to manage stormwater runoff on a case-by-case basis in compliance with the applicable land
use agencies stormwater requirements.
Stormwater collection and treatment methodologies for projects identified in the 2003 WWCP would be designed
in accordance with the applicable guidelines/standards for each land use jurisdiction. Stormwater runoff
generated during construction would be collected and routed through the appropriate sedimentation and erosion
control measures associated with each individual project. Specific mitigation technologies may include, but are
not limited to, to the appropriate best management practices (BMPs), including silt fencing, straw bales,
interceptor swales, sedimentation traps and ponds, and rock check dams. Temporary erosion and sedimentation
control plans would be developed under each specific project identified in the WWCP. More detailed information
on reducing impacts to surface, ground and runoff waters would be developed under project-specific design and
subject to a SEPA process.

4. Plants

2. Check or circle types of vegetation found on the site:
X geciduous oe: i fepid bspr e}
X evergreen tree: [ bodad pind| bihe
X__ shrubs
‘X grass
— X esture

other types of vegetation
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Note: Due to the large size of the District’s service area, all likely native plants have been circled. The only exception is
“crop or grain”. There is no significant agricultural activity withir® the District’s service area. “Pastures” are
limited to horse pastures. No cattle pastures were observed.

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

Construction of certain projects identified in the 2003 WWCP will require altering and/or removing vegetation
during construction, and may limit the types of vegetation that can be used to restore construction areas. Utility
lines will be located within roadways or disturbed right-of-way when possible to avoid impacts to existing
vegetation. In other situations care will be taken to minimize impacts on existing vegetation. Project-specific
design would identify the types and amounts of vegetation that will be affected by that project and be subject to
a project-specific SEPA process.

¢. List threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.

Threatened and endangered species will be assessed on project-specific basis and will be reported in each
project-specific SEPA process. Threatened and endangered species will be identified using the most current
information available from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the Washington State Department of Natural
Resources Natural Heritage Program. -

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

Forthcpmjemldcnnﬁedmthc2003WCCP msmtopmerveorenhancethevegemlonfoundonsmmll ¢
be identified in each specific project design and subject to a project-specific SEPA process. : e

5. Animals
n.‘ Circle any birds and animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known to be'on or near the
sites
birds: bi
mammals: elk,
fish: bass, trout, herring, shellfish, fother:

Note: Due to the large size of the District’s sewer service area, all likely native animals have been circled.

b. List any threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.
For the projects identified in the 2003 WCCP the threatened and endangered species will be assessed on project-
specnﬁcbas:sandwil]berepoxtedmpmject-speaﬁc SEPA process. Threatened and endangered species will be
identified using the most current information available from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the Washington
State Department of Natural Resources Natural Heritage Program, the National Marine Fisheries Service, and
the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife.

¢. Is the site part of 2 migration route? If so, explain.
Yes, both anadromous fish and migratory waterfowl have been observed within the District’s sewer service area.

Project-specific design reviews would identify any species found to use specific project sites as part of their
migratory routes, and be reported in the project-specific SEPA process.

d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:

Any measures fo preserve or enhance wildlife would be identified under future project and site-specific design
and identified in the project-specific SEPA process.
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6. Energy and natural resources

K

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

For the lift station projects identified in the 2003 WWCP there would be pumps that would be driven by electric
motors. Emergency backup generators will likely use diesel fuel. Construction equipment at all projects would
likely use either gasoline or diesel fuel. Maintenance vehicles used in the long-term maintenance of the proposed
facilities would also require fuel.

Energy needs for each specific project identified in the 2003 WWCP would be assessed under each project-
specific design and subject to the project-specific SEPA process.

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties? If so, generally describe.
No.

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

The District considers the use of high-efficiency pumps and motors when dcsigm'ng and eon.structing new

facilities. Specific measures would be identified during each project-specific design and included in each

project-specific SEPA process. The District is also considering the use of alternative ﬁ.le]s for some of the
- vehicles used in operation and maintenance.

7. Environmental health

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

During construction of projects identified in the 2003 WWCP there will be some risks of spills or leakage from
equipment; however, this will not be greater than the risks normally associated with construction activities.
Normal precautions will be taken in storing equipment, hazardous fuels, and other material used in the
construction of improvements proposed in the WWCP.

Some of the lift station projects proposed in the 2003 WWCP may include the use of chemicals for odor control,
such as bioxide and activated carbon. Bioxide is an aqueous solution of nitrate salt, and is non-hazardous to
store and handle. Activated carbon is not considered hazardous until spent. Disposal of the activated carbon

would be in compliance will all required regulations and safety procedures. Both of these materials are in use at
existing District facilities.
Future project and site-specific designswilladdressﬂlepotenﬁal for exposure to chemicals and hazardous waste
. any issues identified will be addressed in the project-specific SEPA process.
1) Describe special emergency services that might be required.
None are anticipated.

2) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any:
TheDisuictpersomelmﬂainedforsafeopenﬁnganndmncepmccdms, and precautions will be taken
in accordance with the District’s Safety Manual. The District reports to the Department of Ecology, King
County Emergency Management, and local fire departments in order to coordinate proper spill notification and

response requirements. Project-specific design will consider requirements for control of environmental health
hazards and these would be included in any project-specific SEPA process.

8of16
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b. Noise
1

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

Lok

None are anticipated at this time. 4

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

The following describe noise that would be associated with projects identified in the 2003 WWCP.
Short-term:
Noise associated with construction is anticipated during normal construction hours.

Long-term:
No noise is expected from underground utilities. Lift stations may generate some audible sound. Lift -
stations include pumps with electric motors and the associated backup generators would need to be :
exercised on a regular basis. Noise attenuation measures would be considered during design of specific
projects, and be addressed according to the applicable jurisdiction’s noise ordinance requirements.

' Futuxe project specific issues will be considered in the project-specific SEPA process.
3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any:
l Construction activities would be limited to approved hours. Mufflers and mitigation to provide projects that

i +  meet applicable noise ordinance requirements would be implemented. Future -project-specific review will
address noise impacts on a case-by-case basis, and be considered in the project specific SEPA process.

8. Land and shoreline use

2. What is the current use of the site and adjacent proﬁertles?

,.
S

The District consists primarily of single and multi-family residential zoning. Some commercial and

industrial zoned areas exist as well. The current use of the sites and properties adjacent to projects
identified in the 2003 WWCP would depend on the project location. Current land uses of specific

project sites would be included under site and project-specific SEPA process.

b. Has the site been used for agriculture? If so, describe. 7

No. The District does not have any properties that are zoned for agriculture within the current sewer A
service boundary.

c. Describe any structures on the site.
Many different types of structures exist within the District’s sewer service boundaries. Future project

specific designs will address struchares on a case-by-case basis, and be included in any project-specific
SEPA process. .- ‘

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

Individual projects identified in the 2003 WWCP will be evaluated through site and project-specific
design and associated SEPA processes.
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e. What is the current zoning classification of the site?

%

Current zoning classifications in the District vary. Future project-specific designs and associated SEPA
processes will identify all zoning classifications for each specific project identified in the WWCP.

f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?
Urban, with the exception of three project areas that are rural. Two of the rural area projects are public

schools and the third is one existing single-family residence where the drainfield is being impacted by a
public road project.

g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?

Future project design and site-specific SEPA processes will address any shoreline issues for individual
projects identified as part of the WWCP.

b. Has any part of the site been classified 2s an "environmentally sensitive” area? If so, specify.

Some areas of the District have been classified as environmentally sensitive arcas. For example,
wetlands, steep slopes, riparian corridors, and endangered species can all be found. The most current
King County Sensitive Areas Map Folio was used to identify known environmentally sensitive areas
within the District’s scwer service arca. Future project and site- specific SEPA reviews will identify
environmentally sensitive areas in or near projects identified in the WWCP.

L. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?
The District’s sewer service area ultimate population is projected between 70,000 and 80,000 persons.

}. Approximately how many people would the completed project displace? N
None.
k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:

Not applicable.
L Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land uses and plans, if
any:

The WWCP is required to comply with applicable growth management requirements and was developed using
projections from District staff and land use information from the King County Comprehensive Plan. The
WWCP will require approval from severl jurisdictions including the Sammamish City Council, Issaquah City
Council, King County, and the Washington State Department of Ecology.

Site and project-specific SEPA reviews will need to show that each specific ptoject identificd under the WWCP
is compatible with existing and projected land uses.

R FS .

9. Housing

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

None,

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

None.
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k]

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:
Not applicable.

10. Aesthetics

2. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is the principal exterior
building material(s) proposed? :
Height of proposed structures and exterior building materials may vary under individual projects identified in the
2003 WWCP. Aboveground facilities will consist of lift stations and will generally not exceed the height of a
normal single-story building. Site and project specific SEPA reviews will identify the proposed heights and
building materials for each specific project.

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed? < ]
In general, all aboveground structures will be designed to minimize aesthetic impacts and avoid obstructing or ’ 7y
altering views. Future project and site-specific SEPA reviews will evaluate the aesthetic impact of each

¢ Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:

Future projects designs and site-specific SEPA processes will identify proposed measures to minimize the
aesthetic impacts, if any, for each specific project identified in the 2003 WWCP.

11. Light and glare

2. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it mainly occur?

It is not anticipated that projects proposed as part of the 2003 WWCP would produce light or glare. Pump
stations would be designed to minimize the potential for light and glare. Any light and glare would occur only
with aboveground facilities; none is expected once construction of underground utilities is completed. Project
design and site-specific SEPA processes will identify any potential proposed sources of light or glare, if any.

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with views? -
It is unlikely that light and glare from any projects included in the 2003 WWCP would be a safety hazard or
interfere with views. Project design and site-specific SEPA processes will identify any potential proposed
sources of light or glare and their associated safety bazards.

¢. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?

None.

¢, Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:

Project and site-specific SEPA reviews will identify any proposed measures to reduce the impacts of light or o
glare, if any.

12. Recreation

2. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity?
Recreational opportunities in the District vary. Examples include activities associated with the use of parks (such
as Klahanie Park, Beaver Lake Park, and Bill Reams East Sammamish Park), and lakes (such as Lake

Sammamish). Future project and site-specific SEPA review will identify any recreational opportunities in the =
immediate vicinity of each specific project identified in the 2003 WWCP.
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b. 'Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe.
k]

It is unlikely that any projects identified in the 2003 WWCP would displace any recreational uses, especially
after construction is completed. Future project and site-specific SEPA review will identify any displaced
recreational opportunities, if any, in the immediate vicinity of cach specific project identified as part of the 2003
WWCP.

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation opportunities to be
provided by the project or applicant, if any:

Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to recreational opportunities will be evaluated under site and
project-specific SEPA reviews.

13. Historic and cultural preservation

a. Are there any places or objects listed on, or proposed for, national, state, or local preservation registers
known to be on or next to the site? If so, generally describe.

In genenal, project components for projects included in the 2003 WCCP would be designed to avoid impacts to
historic and cultural resources whenever possible. The following resources would be consulted before siting
any new project identified in the 2003 WWCP: the King County Landmarks and Heritage Program, the King
County Inventory and the State and National Register of Historic Places. Future project design and site-specific
SEPA review would 1dennfyanyplaoes or objects proposed for or listed on any preservation registers on or near
the site for each specific projecndentlﬁed in the 2003 WWCP. :

b. Generally describe any landmarks or evidenee of historic, archaeological, scientific, or caltural importnnee :
knowntobeonornexttothesite. : -

Future project and site-specific SEPA review will describe any places or objects proposed for or listed on any
preservation registers on or near the site for each specific project identified as part of the 2003 WWCP.

¢. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts, if any:
Future project and site-specific SEPA review will describe measures designed to reduce or control impacts to
any places or objects proposed for or listed on any preservation registers on or near the site for each specific
project identified in the WWCP.

14. Transportation

a. ldentify public streets and highways serving the site, and describe proposed access to the existing street
system. Show on site plans, if any.

The District’s service area is served by all categories of streets and highways ranging in size from interstates (I-
90) to small residential streets. The operation and maintenance activities associated with the District’s sewer
service system utilize the public streets within the service area. Future projects design and site-specific SEPA
review will identify streets and highways for each project proposed in the WWCP.

b. Is site currently served by public transit? If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit
stop?

The District is served by public transit. Specific transit stops and their distances to project sites would be
identified with site-specific designs and associated SEPA processes for individual projects.

¢. How many parking spaces would the completed project have? How many would the project eliminate?

In general, most projects identified as part of the 2003 WWCPwnllnotreqmretheaddmonorehnnnauonof
parking spaces. However, future projects and site-specific SEPA reviews will identify the number of parking
spaces cither created or eliminated under each separate project identified in the 2003 WWCP.
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. 'Will the proposal require any new roads or streets, or improvements to existing roads or streets, not
including driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate whether'public or private).

In general, most projects identified in the 2003 WWCP will not require the creation of new or improvement of
existing roads. An exception may include a new entrance or access road for a lift station. However, future
projects and site-specific SEPA reviews would identify new roads or improvements to existing roads under each
separate project identified in the 2003 WWCP.

e. Will the project use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air transportation? If so,
generally describe.

It is not expected that any project identified as part of the 2003 WWCP will require the use of water, rail, or air
transpartation. However, the usc and location of water, rail, or air transportation would be identified in future
projects and site-specific SEPA review.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project? If known, indicate when
peak volumes would occur.

In general, it is not expected that any of the projects identificd in the 2003 WWCP will require a significant
number of vehicular trips per day. Exceptions include building maintenance for lift stations and underground
facilities. Future project and ute-speclﬁc SEPA reviews will ldamfy the mumber of vehicular trips generated by
each component under the WWCP. .

g. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

Future project design and site-specific SEPA processes would identify anyproposedmswes mreduecor
control transpomhonmq:acis,lfany .

15. Public services

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

No. The 2003 WWCP will improve public sewer service, treatment, and disposal. It is not anticipated that
projects identified under the WWCP will generate an increased need for public services.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.

Not applicable.

16. Utilities

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

Auvailable utilities vary among different project sites. Future project design and associated site-specific SEPA
processes would identify any existing utilities at project sites identified in the 2003 WWCP.

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

Proposed improvements may require additional electrical and water services. Future project design and site-
specific SEPA processes will identify and consider the project-specific utility needs.

130f16

47

Comprehensive Wastewater Plan Amendment June 6, 2005

o

[

L:xs‘s.:ca



TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT EVALUATION FOR AGENCY USE ONLY

C. SIGNATURE

The above answers are trne and complete to the best of my knowledge. 1 understand that the lead
agency is relying on them to make its decision.

Signature: /%//

Date Submitted: TJe "a_ G &0-0‘3
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D. SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS
(Do not use this sheet for project actions)

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

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

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

The Sammamish Platean Water and Sewer District 2003 Wastewater Comprehensive Plan (2003 WWCP) is a
document and in itself will not create any of the above referenced environmental effects. The 2003 WWCP identifies
projects and improvements that are conceived of to provide sanitary sewer service from the existing condition to the
build-out condition of the sewer system within the District. New sanitary sewer lines and lift stations will be built to
meet these necds. Lift stations and access roads associated with the sewer system will cause a slight -increase in
impervious area and have associated runoff. Construction equipment will generate a small increase in air emissions
during construction. Lift stations may generate a small amount of noise during operation. In general, however, there
mllbenomeamblemcxeascmﬂlcpmducuon,stmgc,orxeleascofmncsubsmncesasamultofthu2003
WWCP.

' Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are:

Future project specific design and the associated specific SEPA processes will address specific proposed measures for
projects identified in the 2003 WWCP. In general, however, all projects proposed as part of the 2003 WWCP would
be designed to comply with the standards set forth in each land use jurisdictions Surface Water Design Manuals. Also,
all proposed projects in the WWCP are subject to environmental protection measures contained within applicable state
and local jurisdictional permits. Construction activities will be lnmtedtohomsasdetemnnedby](mgCounty the
City of Sammamish, or the City of Issaquah.

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

In general, the projects identified in the 2003 WWCP (consisting mostly of underground utility lines) will not
have any significant effect on plants, animals, fish, or wildlife once constructed. During construction, however,
some vegetation may be disturbed.

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

All project identified as part of the 2003 WWCP are subject to surface water handling guidelines as put forth in
the land use agencies regulations, such as the King County Surface Water Design Manual, to minimize the
effects of stormiwater runoff on streams and other aquatic habitat during construction. Also, in general, carc
would be taken to restore or improve vegetation disturbed during construction outside of roadways.

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

Lift stations will require electric power to run-their pumps and diesel fuel to mun their backup emergency
generator, Construction equipment will require fuel to operate. Vehicles and equipment used by the District for
normal operation and maintenance activities will also require fuel to operate.

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

It is standard practice for the District to choose the most reasonably efficient purps and motors, and the District
is considering the use of alternative fuel vehicles as part of its fleet.
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4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas or areas designated (or
eligible or under study) for governmental protection; such as parks, wilderness, wild and scenic rivers,
threatened or endangered species habitat, historic or cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or prime farmlands?

Development of the 2003 WWCP considered the location of environmentally sensitive areas and was designed
to minimize impacts to these where possible. The construction of underground utilitics across wetlands or under
streams (if necessary) could temporarily disturb the wetland or stream. Future project or site-specific SEPA
review will identify specific impacts to specific environmentally sensitive areas.

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:

Future project-specific SEPA processes will identify proposed measures for each specific project. All proposed
projects in the 2003 WWCP are subject to environmental protection measures identified under applicable state
and local laws.

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

Projects identified in the 2003 WWCP are not likely to encourage land and shoreline use that could be
- incompatible with existing land use jurisdictions comprehensive plans. :

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:
Not applicable.
6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public services and utilities?

‘ Undergmtﬁduﬁliﬁwandliﬁmﬁonsmmtlikelytocause-anincmnscindemandfortrmpomﬁon,public
services, or utilities.

Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are:
Not applicable.

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

This WWCP does not conflict with local, state, or federal laws or requirements for the protection of the
environment. 4

H
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