SNOHOMISH COUNTY
CONSERVATION FUTURES PROGRAM ADVISORY BOARD
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
January 28th, 2015
3:00 – 5:30 P.M.
JACKSON BOARD ROOM
TH
8 FLOOR, COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
Members Present: County Council Member Dave Somers (Chairperson), County
Council Member Terry Ryan (Vice Chair), County Executive Representative
Lisa Dulude, Large City Representative Councilmember Randy Lord, Small
City Representative Mayor Carla Nichols, Community Representative Ann
Boyce and Community Representative Dan Bartelheimer
Members Excused/Absent: None
Staff: Dianne Bailey, Sharon Swan and David McConnell
Guests: Tom Teigen (Director, Snohomish County Department of Parks and Recreation), Sharie
McLemore (Legislative Analyst, Snohomish County Council), Margaret Evans, Jim Ballew (Parks
Director, City of Marysville), Eric Faison (Town Administrator, Town of Woodway), Jennifer Arge,
Jan Ostlund, Miranda Lajudice, Jean Smith, Emily Mydynski

1. CALL TO ORDER

Chairperson

Chairperson Dave Somers called the meeting to order at 3:05 pm.
2. INTRODUCTION OF BOARD MEMBERS

Board

Board members, staff and guests introduced themselves.
3. ELECTION OF CHAIRPERSON

Board

Board Member Ryan nominated Chairperson Somers as Chairperson, Board Member
Nichols seconded and the motion carried 7/0 in favor.
Program Staff member Dianne Bailey reminded the Board that they had elected a Vice
Chairperson last year to serve at a meeting when the Chairperson was absent and
suggested that the Board elect a Vice-Chairperson for this year. The Board agreed by
consensus to elect a Vice Chairperson.
Chairperson Somers called for nominations and Board Member Boyce nominated Board
Member Ryan. Board Member Nichols seconded and the motion carried 7/0 in favor.
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4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
a. April 29, 2014 Regular Meeting
Vice Chairperson Ryan moved to approve the April 29, 2014 minutes as written and
Board Member Randy Lord seconded. The motion carried 7/0 in favor.
b. November 7, 2014 Special Meeting
Vice Chairperson Ryan moved to approve the November 7, 2014 minutes as written
and Board Member Lord seconded. The motion carried 7/0 in favor.
5. PROJECTS COMPLETED

Dianne

Ms. Bailey provided updates on the pre-bond and bond-based projects.
a. Stocker Farm Property – City of Snohomish
The Stocker Farm property was successfully acquired.
b. Stillaguamish River – Tidal Estuary Access – City of Stanwood
The

Stillaguamish River Tidal Estuary Access property was successfully acquired.

6. CONSERVATION FUTURES FUND CASH BALANCE

Dianne

Ms. Bailey presented an overhead and updated the Board on the Conservation Futures
Fund cash balance (Attachment I). The available non-bond fund balance was
$2,148,704. The bond uncommitted fund balance was $1,046,730.

7. DISCUSSION - FUND DISTRIBUTION

Board

Ms. Bailey provided updates for discussion on unfunded projects and emergent
opportunities (Attachment A-G, I & J) and informed the Board that there were several
municipalities in attendance to present project proposals to the Board.
Ms. Bailey asked the Board to briefly review, the project ranking summary (Attachment A).
Ms. Bailey explained that the projects that had been considered by the Board in the last
grant round were represented on the project ranking summary handout and were grouped
in rank order in three groups; projects not funded, projects pending, and projects completed
and closed. The project ranking summary handout also indicated the not funded projects
that were still available.
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Discussion followed regarding the use of the remaining funding and the process for
considering new or revised project proposals. Legislative Analyst Sherrie McLemore
provided information clarifying that bond funding did not need to be spent by 2016 as
previously understood. This has changed as a few years ago a higher percent of interest
could be earned on invested funds than the cost of borrowing the funds. When this was
true, there was a rule that funding had to be paid back in 3 years. This was no longer true
for various reasons. The County Finance Department checks the rules for borrowing
annually. As a result, there was no longer the need for the 3 year time constraint on the
bond funding from the finance side.
Following the Board’s discussion, Chairperson Somers invited representatives for each of
the projects to be considered to make their presentations to the Board in the order of the
Agenda.
a. Un-funded project rankings from 2013 Bond Process – Attachment A
i. Storm Lake Waterfront – Snohomish County Parks ($1,250,000)
Snohomish County Parks Director Tom Teigen discussed the Storm Lake
project. Director Teigen explained that since the last time the Board had
reviewed this project, the 166.98 acre site had been replanted. In addition,
two lots totaling 3.09 acres from the original property have been sold and the
price form the property has been reduced from $1,709,950.00 to
$1,250,000.00. Director Teigen explained that acquiring Storm Lake at this
time was the top priority for the Snohomish County Parks Department
because the property would serve an identified need and was in immediate
danger of being developed. Director Teigen also reminded the Board that the
Board had previously ranked Storm Lake as its top project and had fully
funded the Storm Lake acquisition. The Snohomish County Council later
chose not to fund Storm Lake and used the funding instead to increase the
funding award for acquisition of the Eastside Rail project.
There were no questions from the Board.
ii. Deer Creek Park – Town of Woodway ($800,000)
Town Administrator Eric Faison discussed the Town’s Deer Creek Park
project. The Board had previously considered this project and had awarded
the Town funding sufficient to acquire half of the parcels in the original project
proposal. Administrator Faison provided a Power Point presentation
(Attachment J) and stated that the proposed addition is 2.46 acres, is
adjacent to the Deer Creek Park watershed, and is forested with old-growth
and mature second growth trees. He also described the proposed trail plan
for the site, if the new parcel is acquired, and indicated that some on-site
parking would be developed.
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Vice Chairperson Ryan asked about the configuration of the lots.
Administrator Faison and Board Member Nichols clarified the lot
configuration. Board Member Lord asked whether the Town had successfully
acquired any matching funds. Administrator Faison replied that the Town has
worked acquiring matching funds but had not been successful. Board
Member Boyce asked whether the City of Edmonds had been approached to
be a partner in the acquisition. Administrator Faison responded that the Town
had attempted to partner with the Olympic View Water District but that the
District was interested in property that it could use for active well sites and
this land use was inconsistent with the intent of the Conservation Futures
program and that the District was not a likely partner.
iii. Flowing Lake, Laz Property – Snohomish County Parks (Dropped)
Director Teigen reported to the Board that the Flowing Lake Laz property was
still available but was no longer a priority for the Snohomish County Parks
Department.
iv. Rinker Materials – Snohomish County Parks ($368,950)
Director Teigen reported to the Board that the Rinker Materials property was
still available and was still of interest to Snohomish County Parks, but the site
was a lower priority for the Department.
v. Whitehorse Stilly II/Curtis – Forterra ($125,000)
Ms. Bailey reported to the Board that the Forterra acquisition had received a
time extension and that the Whitehorse Stilly II/Curtis project was still
progressing.
vi. Miller Shingle/Whitehorse Trailhead – Snohomish County Parks ($425,950)
Director Teigen reported to the Board that the Miller Shingle property was a
high priority to the Snohomish County Parks Department because if it’s high
connectivity and advantages for trail use on the Whitehorse Trail, but that it
was not the top priority for the Department.
Board Member Nichols asked Director Teigen if the Department had
considered including the Miller Shingle site as a County budget request
instead of asking for Conservation Futures funds for the site. Director Teigen
responded that the Department had considered using that approach but the
funding through REET and the general fund were both very tight and that
Conservation Futures funding was probably the only viable approach at this
time.
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Board Member Lord asked that the Board be disciplined in its approach to
fund distribution and indicated that the Miller Shingle site did not meet the
criteria for Conservation Futures funding according to the criteria the Board
had agreed to follow.
Discussion followed.
vii. Bryant Field/Centennial Trailhead – Snohomish County Parks ($144,250)
Director Teigen reported to the Board that the Bryant Field property was still
available but was no longer a priority for the Snohomish County Parks
Department.
viii. Heritage Park Property Addition – City of Lynnwood (Property Sold)
Ms. Bailey explained that the City of Lynwood had indicated that the Heritage
Park property addition property was sold and no longer available.
ix. Mother Nature’s Window Property – City of Marysville (Dropped)
Ms. Bailey explained that the City of Marysville had indicated that the Mother
Nature’s Window property addition project was sold and no longer available.
However, the City of Marysville would be discussing an emerging opportunity
later on the agenda.
x. Lord Hill, Hall Property – Snohomish County Parks ($481,450)
Director Teigen reported to the Board that the Lord Hill - Hall property was still
available but was a low priority for the Snohomish County Parks Department.
xi. Lord Hill, Callahan Property – Snohomish County Parks (Property Sold)
Director Teigen reported to the Board that the Lord Hill - Callahan property
had been sold and was no longer available.
xii. Lyon Creek Park – City of Brier (Property Sold)
Ms. Bailey explained that the City of Brier had indicated that the Lyon Creek
Park property addition was sold and no longer available.
xiii. Hall Creek Conservation Area – City of Mountlake Terrace (Property Sold)
Ms. Bailey explained that the City of Mountlake Terrace had indicated that the
Hall Creek Park property addition was sold and no longer available.
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xiv. Miner’s Corner Park Addition – Snohomish County Parks (Property Sold)
Director Teigen indicated that the Miner’s Corner Park addition property had
been sold and was no longer available.
b. Emergent opportunities presented at November 7, 2014 Board meeting
i. Hwy 530 Memorial Sites – Snohomish County – Attachment B
Director Teigen reported to the Board that the Highway 530 Memorial site
was a high priority for the Snohomish County Parks Department because the
County would like to preserve the opportunity for a possible future memorial
to the victims of the Highway 530 Oso Landslide. Director Teigen explained
that the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) was proceeding
with a buyout program that would operate in a similar fashion to the way the
Conservation Futures program acquires land. FEMA would identify willing
sellers who were victims of the slide and/or whose property was in imminent
danger from the after effects of the landside and offer to buy them out for the
assessed value of the property before the slide occurred. However, land
acquired with FEMA buyout funding cannot have constructed improvements
on it which would preclude provision of a memorial.
The Snohomish County Parks Department proposed to purchase three
parcels of land using Conservation Futures funds to secure a site for a
possible future memorial (Attachment B). The three parcels were a total of
13.37 acres and the total request for funding was $134,150. The site would
be configured so that vehicle access and space for a future memorial of some
kind could be accommodated. Director Teigen explained that this location
offers for the best view of the overall slide area as well as vehicle access off
of Highway 530.
Vice Chair Ryan asked Director Teigen whether he believed Washington
State would purchase the land and develop the memorial. Director Teigen
responded that there was almost no chance of the State purchasing the site
for a future memorial.
Chairperson Somers asked Director Teigen about the projected timeline for
the FEMA buyout and whether FEMA would retain the land or turn it over to
the County. Director Teigen responded that the timeline was approximately 8
months and the land would be transferred to the County at some point in the
future.
Board Member Nichols asked Director Teigen if the Department could further
reduce the amount of land that it proposed to purchase to 2 parcels. Director
Teigen responded that this was possible, but that the current configuration for
the proposed purchase would provide the “biggest bang for the buck”
because of the way the parcels are arranged on the landscape.
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Board Member Lord asked Vice Chairperson Ryan and Chairperson Somers
as members of the Snohomish County Council, if the only viable source of
funding for this project is through Conservation Futures funds, or if there were
other funding sources at the Council’s disposal. Vice Chair Ryan responded
that the County is highly leveraged in its REET funds and the only other
immediate source was the general fund which was also very tight. Director
Teigen also added that the Council had provided $900,000 for trail
development of the Whitehorse Trail and that there are no impact fees being
collected in the area of this project. Further discussion followed.
ii. Meadowdale Park – Snohomish County – Attachment C
Director Teigen reported to the Board that the Meadowdale Park access site
was a high priority for the Snohomish County Parks Department because the
County would like to preserve access and parking for Meadowdale County
Park (Attachment C). As explained in the November 7th 2014 Special
Meeting, access to Meadowdale County Park was has been threatened by
development by an adjacent private land owner. The access to the park, part
of the parking, and portions of a play area were constructed in County rightof-way and the proposed development needs use of the right of way which
would force the relocation of these park structures. The Board had asked the
Snohomish County Parks Department to return to the Board with a proposal
to acquire the minimum amount of land needed to preserve access and
parking in the park. The proposed acquisition shown in the presentation was
1.3 acres and would cost $519,950. The acquisition would preserve parking,
access and the playground, would eliminate potential future development,
and would eliminate the need for significant grading impacts that would occur
if the site was developed.
c. Emergent opportunities after November 7, 2014 Board Meeting
i.
Crane Property Acquisition – City of Marysville ($240,000) – Attachment D
Mr. Jim Ballew, Director of Parks and Recreation for the City of Marysville
presented the City’s Crane Property Acquisition proposal (Attachment D). The
City requested $267,400 in Conservation Futures funding to acquire the 10.13
acre site. The Crane property is contiguous to the 300 plus acres of estuarine
land in Ebey Slough called the Qwuloolt Restoration Area. In his presentation,
Director Ballew showed that the Crane property connects the Qwuloolt
Restoration Area to public road access and to a system of trails that covers
much of the City of Marysville. The Crane property consists of 3 parcels and
is owned by one owner. The City has a signed Purchase and Sale agreement
and could close in approximately 1 month of a grant award.
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ii.

Tassoff Property Acquisition – City of Mountlake Terrace ($175,000) –
Attachment E
The City of Mountlake Terrace submitted a Conservation Futures grant
request for the Tasoff Property in the amount of $175,000. The property is a
landlocked 1.77 acre forested parcel that is a contiguous addition to Terrace
Creek Park (Attachment E). The City did not send a representative, but Ms.
Bailey summarized the City’s request.

iii.

McKinley Property – Snohomish County ($654,200) – Attachment F
Director Teigen reported to the Board that the McKinley Property was a
fallback priority for the Snohomish County Parks Department because the
County would like to preserve open space in the Meadowdale area. If the City
of Lynnwood’s Seabrook Heights fails, the proposed property would preserve
forested open space as well as wetlands and a creek. The property is 4.76
acres and is located adjacent to and southwest of the Seabrook Heights
project. It would provide similar open space value as the Seabrook Heights
property and would be part of a large open space assemblage when combine
with property owned by the City of Lynnwood and Snohomish County
(Attachment F).

iv.

Southwest County Community Park Future Site - Snohomish County –
Attachment G
Director Teigen reported to the Board that the proposed future Southwest
County Park was a placeholder for land acquisition in the Southwest County
area and a longstanding priority for the Snohomish County Parks Department
because the County recognizes that open space is extremely difficult to
acquire and preserve in this part of the County. The Snohomish County Parks
Department does not have any specific properties identified in this area but
has been researching potential sites. This request was a placeholder similar
to what was done in the past for the Japanese Gulch project with the City of
Mukilteo. The amount requested was $1,000,000 and a refined request will be
submitted once a target property is identified (Attachment G).
Chairperson Somers asked Director Teigen if there were any opportunities for
acquisition for this project. Director Teigen responded that there were not any
candidates at the moment. Vice Chairperson Ryan asked how many acres
would be needed to create a viable park that would meet the County’s level of
service needs in this area of the County. Director Teigen responded that 1 to
5 acres would be sufficient and that the main goal of this project is to acquire
undeveloped open space and provide minimal public access. Discussion
followed.
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8. FUTURE FUND DISTRIBUTION PROCESS

Board

Following the presentation of projects, Chairperson Somers asked the Board to consider
the process for determining whether to fund projects and how to make funding decisions.
There was a discussion regarding the process and the importance of giving all
municipalities and eligible non-profits the opportunity to present projects. Ms. Bailey
proposed that the Board do another grant round and hold a special meeting in mid-2015
between June and August to evaluate and rank projects so that if some of the projects fail,
there will be an approved list of alternate projects ready to fund.
Chairperson Somers indicated that he would prefer a short time period for a possible grant
round. Vice Chairperson Ryan favored the idea of opening up a grant round if the funds
were available. He also favored taking action on time sensitive projects such as Storm Lake
and the Crane property.
Board Member Lord expressed support for the concept of opening up another grant round
and funding only the critically time-sensitive projects outside of the proposed grant round.
Board Member Nichols agreed that the City of Marysville’s Crane property was certainly a
good fit for Conservation Futures funding, but also emphasized that the Town of Woodway
would have great difficulty in closing on their Deer Creek Park acquisition if the Board
chose not to fund the Town’s acquisition soon. Discussion followed.
Board Member Randy Lord moved to approve funding for Storm Lake, the Crane property,
and the Meadowdale Park access acquisitions. Vice Chair Ryan seconded and discussion
on the motion followed.
Board Member Boyce moved to amend the motion on the table to include funding for the
SR 530 Slide Memorial acquisition. Vice Chairperson Ryan seconded. Discussion followed
and the amendment carried 7/0.
There was further discussion on the amended motion to clarify funding details. The
amended motion carried 7/0.
Vice Chair Ryan asked the Board and Ms. Bailey if there was a need to open a new grant
round and if so, what would the timeline look like. Ms. Bailey responded that a grant round,
if needed, would be opened up in June, and that there was the possibility of up to $10
million if the two largest projects failed. Chairperson Somers indicated that he would prefer
to wait until June to decide on a new grant round. He also stated that he favored the
process grant process used for the 2013 bond based grant round. The Board agreed by
consensus that the grant process used in the 2013 bond based grant round should be used
for the proposed future grant round.
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Director Ballew, City of Marysville asked the Board and Staff to make sure that future grant
instructions make clear that grant funding may be limited to only acquisition expenses. The
Board and Staff agreed by consensus to clarify that portion of the grant instructions in the
future.
Board Member Nichols asked Ms. Bailey how the Board would communicate to eligible
municipalities and non-profits that there would be funding available through a competitive
process. Ms. Bailey responded that program Staff would send a letter to all eligible
municipalities and non-profits and also post an announcement on the County website. The
Board members agreed by consensus that if funds became available in the future that
some form of formal announcement should go out to all of the municipalities.
9. UPCOMING MEETING - SET DATE
Board
a. Regular meeting – June
Staff would send out a meeting Doodle to determine the date for the next regular
meeting. The Board preferred an early June meeting date if possible.
10. COMMENTS FROM THE BOARD

Board

Board Member Lord, on behalf of the City of Mukilteo, expressed the City’s appreciation for
the funding support for the City’s acquisition of the remaining Japanese Gulch parcels. He
also reported that the City had begun the master planning process for Japanese Gulch and
for the waterfront. He went on to report that there was an opportunity to connect the gulch
to the waterfront and to develop a trail system connecting the two.
Board Member Boyce asked Director Teigen to report on the status of the Eastside RailTrail corridor project. Director Teigen reported that the County was working on the “duediligence” process of investigating the status of all the parcels in the corridor. The process
of investigation and negotiations are extremely complex but are moving forward. Vice
Chairperson Ryan added that the real estate and legal considerations of appraising and
purchasing railroad corridors are highly complex and difficult and there are still many details
to be worked out in the process.
11. ADJOURN

Chairperson

5:20pm
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ATTACHMENTS:
Attachment A – CFPA Board Ranking Summary
Attachment B – Snohomish County Parks Department Request Letter – SR530 Memorial
Attachment C – Snohomish County Parks Department Request Letter – Meadowdale Park
Attachment D – City of Marysville’s Crane Property Acquisition, Grant Application &
Presentation
Attachment E – City of Mountlake Terrace’s Tassoff Property Acquisition
Attachment F – Snohomish County Parks Department Request Letter – McKinley
Attachment G – Snohomish County Parks Department Request Letter – SW County Park
Attachment H – Snohomish County Presentation Slides
Attachment I – Cash Balance Sheet (Revised at Meeting)
Attachment J – Town of Woodway’s Presentation
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ATTAXHMENT A

13-21 SnoCo Park & Rec

13-15 Town of Woodway

1322B

SnoCo Parks & Rec

Project

Storm Lake Waterfront
4
Bartelheimer
Boyce 1
Camp 1
Lord
Nichols 1
Somers 1
Wright
Ranking Points 4
Ranking Percents 57%
Deer Creek Park
3
Bartelheimer 1
Boyce 1
Camp
Lord
Nichols 1
Somers
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 3
COLUMN PERCENTS 43%
Flowing Lake, Laz
4
Bartelheimer 1
Boyce 1
Camp
Lord
Nichols 1
Somers 1
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 4
COLUMN PERCENTS 57%

Low - 3 pts.

Sponsor

Medium - 2 pts.

App#

High - 1 pt.

Projects - Not Funded

3

0

Total
Points

2
2
2
6
43%

0
0%

4

0

2
2
2
2
8
57%

0
0%

1

2

2

2
14%

3
3
6
29%

Notes

Award Amount
Amended
Motion No 13- ILA or Contract Current Funding
Board Funding
353
Agreement Date
Request
Ranking Recommendation

10

Funding recommended by
Board, SC Council did not
fund, funds moved to Eastside
Rail, Storm Lake property is
currently available.

11

Closed, purchased 2 of 4 lots.
NOTE: One lot remaining, is
available for purchase.

2

12

Not funded, Parks prioritized
the WPT property over the
Laz property.

3

1

$1,709,950

$0

NA

$1,250,000

$1,656,826

$1,656,826

Motion No.
14-008 01/22/14

$800,000

$0

$0

NA

$0

13-29 SnoCo Parks & Rec

13-12 Forterra

13-28 SnoCo Parks & Rec

13-27 SnoCo Parks & Rec

Rinker Materials
2
Bartelheimer 1
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols 1
Somers
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 2
COLUMN PERCENTS 29%
Whitehorse Stilly II/Curtis
2
Bartelheimer
Boyce 1
Camp
Lord
Nichols 1
Somers
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 2
COLUMN PERCENTS 29%
Miller Shingle - Whitehorse
Trailhead
0
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 0
COLUMN PERCENTS 0%
Bryant Field
1
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord 1
Nichols
Somers
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 1
COLUMN PERCENTS 14%

1

4

3
3
3
2
2
14%

3
12
57%

1

4

16

Not funded. Property still
available. Grant ask was
$368,000. Low priority for
Parks.

4

$0

$0

NA

$368,950

16

Pending.

4

$0

$0

NA

$125,000

17

Not funded. Property still
available at the same price.
Grant ask was $424,950.00.
High Priority for Parks.

5

$0

$0

NA

$425,950

17

Not funded. Property still
available. Property is a mid to
low priority. Grant ask was
$144,250.00.

5

$0

$0

NA

$144,250

3
3
3
2
2
14%

3
12
57%

4

3

2
2
2
2

3
3

8
57%

3
9
43%

2

4

3
3
3
2
2
4
29%

3
12
57%

13-18 City of Lynnwood

13-06 City of Marysville

1326A

1326B

SnoCo Parks & Rec

SnoCo Parks & Rec

Heritage Park Property
Addition
0
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 0
COLUMN PERCENTS 0%
Mother Nature's Window
Property
0
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 0
COLUMN PERCENTS 0%
Lord Hill, Hall
1
Bartelheimer
Boyce 1
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 1
COLUMN PERCENTS 14%
Lord Hill, Callahan
1
Bartelheimer
Boyce 1
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 1
COLUMN PERCENTS 14%

3

2
2

4

3
3
3
3

2
6
43%

12
57%

3

4

2
2
2

18

Not funded. Property sold
to new owner. Grant ask
was $838,220.00.

6

$0

$0

NA

$838,220

18

Partial funding was
recommended by the Board.
Based on reduced award,
application was withdrawn by
the City. Property still
available. Original grant ask
was $372,898.00.

6

$100,000

$0

NA

$280,350

18

Not funded. Property still
available. Low priority for
Parks. Original grant ask was
$481,450.00. Pow priority for
Parks.

6

$0

$0

NA

$481,450

18

Not funded. Property sold to
new owner.

6

$0

$0

NA

$223,450

3
3

6
43%

3
3
12
57%

1

5

3

2

3
3
3

2
14%

3
15
71%

1

5

3

2
2
14%

3
3
3
3
15
71%

13-08 City of Brier

City of Mountlake
13-04 Terrace

13-24 SnoCo Parks & Rec

Lyon Creek Park
0
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 0
COLUMN PERCENTS 0%
Hall Creek Conservation
Area
0
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 0
COLUMN PERCENTS 0%
Miners Corner Park
Addition
0
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright
COLUMN TOTAL 0
COLUMN PERCENTS 0%

2

2
2

5

3
3
3

4
29%

3
3
15
71%

1

6

2

19

Not funded. Property sold to
new owner. Grant ask was
$275,572.00.

7

$0

$0

NA

$278,072

20

Not funded. Property sold.
Original grant ask was
$1,197,000.00.

8

$0

$0

NA

$1,027,000

21

Not funded. No longer
available.

9

$0

$0

NA

$808,950

3

2
14%

3
3
3
3
3
18
86%

0

7

0
0%

3
3
3
3
3
3
3
21
100%

Calculation of Scores:
Range of possible scores = 7 to 21
Low = highest ranking
High = lowest ranking
Rank High = sum of 1's x weight of 1
Rank Medium = sum of 2's x weight of 2
Rank Low = sum of 3's x weight of 3

PCC Farmland Trust

Bailey Farm Property
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

29%

Award Amount Amended Motion No 13-353

71%

Notes

% Medium

0

% Low

% High

2

ILA or Contract Agreement Expiration Date

13-09

5

ILA or Contract Agreement Execution Date

Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

3 Low

Seabrook Property Addition

2 Medium

City of Lynnwood

1 High

Sponsor

13-17

Project

App#

Pending

$5,000,000

Motion No.
14-007 01/22/14

6/22/2015

$582,000.00

Motion No.
14-392 11/4/14

12/5/2015

0% Pending

2
1
1
1
1
2
1
4

3

0

57%

43%

0% Pending

2
1
1
2
1
1
2

13-10

City of Sultan

Sultan River Nature Trail
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

13-13

City of Edmonds

Edmonds Waterfront
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

13-03

City of Mountlake Terrace

Terrace Creek Park Addition
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

13-19

SnoCo Park & Rec

7

Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

0 100%

0%

0% Pending

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2

3

2

29%

43%

$324,600.00

Motion No. 14-235
06/18/14

12/18/2015

$500,000.00

Motion No. 14-070
03/10/14

9/21/2015

$300,000.00

Motion No. 14-149
5/21/14

11/21/2015

$612,400.00

Motion No. 14-092
3/12/14

29% Pending

3
3
2
2
1
2
1
2

4

1

29%

57%

14% Pending

2
2
2
1
3
2
1
7

O'Reilly Acres

0

1
1
1
1
1
1
1

0

0 100%

0%

Pending, 2 of 3
0% purchased
Final purchase 2015

13-25

SnoCo Park & Rec

Esperance Park Acquisition
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

13-23

SnoCo Parks & Rec

SnoCo Parks & Rec

Eastside Trail Corridor
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

1

3

43%

14%

Pending, RCO grant
43% award 2015

2
3
1
3
3
1
1
2

Lake Stickney
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

13-30

3

4

1

29%

57%

$823,950.00

Pending PSA

TBD

$734,950.00

Pending PSA

TBD

Motion No. 13-488
12/02/13

TBD, 04/2016

14% Pending

2
2
1
2
3
2
1
7
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

0

0 100%

0%

Pending, recommended
0% at 3.5M, SCC award of

$5,000,000.00

Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright
1302

Town of Darrington

Dashiell Property Purchase
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

0 100%

0%

5

2

0%

71%

Award Amount Returned

Award Amount Expended

Award Amount Amended Motion
No 13-353

0% Closed

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
0

Notes

% Low

% Medium

0

% High

7

3 Low

Project
Stocker Farm Property

2 Medium

City of Snohomish

1 High

1301

Sponsor

App#

Closed

$500,000.00

$500,000.00

$0.00

$150,000.00

$149,586.00

$414

29% Closed

2
3
2
2
3
2
2

1307

City of Brier

Brier Nature Park
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

1311

Forterra

City of Mukilteo & Forterra

Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright
1315

Town of Woodway

Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

86%

14%

0% Closed

4

0

43%

57%

Withdrawn, funding
0% transferred to

$713,320.00

$553,335.04

$159,964.96

$1,100,000.00

$1,100,000.00

$0.00

$2,497,500.00

$2,497,500.00

$0.00

$1,656,826.00

$1,632,509.00

$24,317.00

2
1
1
2
2
1
2
0

0 100%

0%

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
3

Deer Creek Park

0

1
1
1
1
1
1

7

Japanese Gulch

1
2

3

Anderson Farm
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

1314

6

4

0

43%

57%

0% Closed

Closed, purchased 2
0% of 4 lots. NOTE:

1
1
2
2
1
2
2

1316

City of Stanwood

13SnoCo Parks & Rec
22A

1320

SnoCo Parks & Rec

Ovenell Port Susan Bay

6

1

0

Bartelheimer
2
Boyce 1
Camp 1
Lord 1
Nichols 1
Somers 1
Wright 1
Flowing Lake, Western Pac
4 1 2
Timber
Bartelheimer 1
Boyce 1
Camp
2
Lord
3
Nichols 1
Somers 1
Wright
3
Steelhead County Park
Bartelheimer
Boyce
Camp
Lord
Nichols
Somers
Wright

3

4

0

86%

57%

43%

14%

14%

57%

0% Closed

$2,295,000.00

$1,289,367.08

$1,005,632.92

$1,929,950.00

$1,630,910.00

$199,040.00

$190,000.00

$170,378.00
$1,408,990.00

$19,622.00

29% Closed

0% Closed

1
1
2
2
2
1
2

Returned to Fund Ba

ATTACHMENT B

Snohomish County
Poks ond Recreotion
John Lovick

(425) 388-óó00
FAX (425) 388-óó45

CounTy Executive
ó705 Puget Pork Drive
Snohomish, WA 9829ó

Jan.20,2015
Chairperson Dave Somers
Conservation Futures Program Advisory Board
6705 Puget Park Drive
Snohomish WA 98296

Dear Chairperson Somers,

The Snohomish County Department of Parks & Recreation (Parks) appreciates the chance to provide
information on emergent opportunities for property acquisition, which are proposed for potentialfunding
through the Conservation Futures Program Advisory Board (CFPAB). At the November 7,2014

CFPAB meeting, Parks staff presented information on the Hwy 530 Memorial Sites and Meadowdale
Park projects. ln addition to these previously presented projeets, I would also ask for consideration of

the McKinley Property, as an alternate to the Seabrook property if that project cannot be completed,
and also consideration of funding for a Southwest County Community Park site.

Additional information on each of these projects is attached and staff will be present at the Jan. 28th
CFPAB meeting to answer any questions that the board may have.

Thank you for your consideration.

Tom Teigen, Director
Snohomish County Parks & Recreation
6705 Puget Park Dr.
Snohomish WA 98296
425-388-6617
tom.teigen@snoco.oro

porks.deportment@co.snohomish.wo.us
www.snocoporks,org

Hwy 530 Memorial

Description: The proposed

acquisition is for land within the area of the March 2A14 Hvty 530 slide
The majority of the affected area is expected to be acquired through a FEMA buyout program and
preserved in open space, but FEMA rules do not allow development on parcels acquired with this
funding source. Parks has been working with the affected family members, and the local
community, and is seeking to secure property which can be used for a potential memorial site and
safe access point. The proposed acquisition would be utilized to provide a safe ingress/egress
location as well as memorial/interpretive site as, determined through the continuing recovery
process.
A total of 13.37 acres (three parcels) are proposed for acquisition and would be accessed via the
original Steelhead Drive location off of Hwy 530. ldeally, if approval of this acquisition can be
provided at the January CFPAB meeting, Parks would work to complete acquisition and install a
preliminary drive/parking area so that family members can use the property as a gathering site on
the one year anniversary of the slide.

Benefits of Acqu isition:

.

o

o

Secures property to serve for
memorial purposes
Provide safe ingress/egress from
Hwy 530

Amount Reguested:

Acquisition
Escrow
Title Report
TOTAL REQUEST:

.2013 appraised value

$129,700*
94,000
$450
$134,150

Contributes to recovery of the area

ATTACHMENT C

Snohomish County
Porks ond Recreofion
John Lovick

(425) 388-óó00
FAX (425) 388-óó45

County Executive
ó705 Puget Pqrk Drive
Snohomlsh, WA 9829ó

Jan.2Q,2015
Chairperson Dave Somers
Conservation Futures Program Advisory Board
6705 Puget Park Drive
Snohomish WA 98296

Dear Chairperson Somers,

The Snohomish County Department of Parks & Recreation (Parks) appreciates the chance to provide
information on emergent opportunities for property acquisition, which are proposed for potentialfunding
through the Conservation Futures Program Advisory Board (CFPAB). At the November 7,2014
CFPAB meeting, Parks staff presented information on the Hwy 530 Memorial Sites and Meadowdale
Park projects. ln addition to these previously presented projects, I would also ask for consideration of

the McKinley Property, as an alternate to the Seabrook property if that project cannot be completed,
and also consideration of funding for a Southwest County Community Park site.

Additional information on each of these projects is attached and staff will be present at the Jan. 28th
CFPAB meeting to answer any questions that the board may have.
Thank you for your consideration

Tom Teigen, Director
Snohomish County Parks & Recreation
6705 Puget Park Dr.
Snohomish WA 98296
425-388-6617
tom.teiqen(Osnoco. oro

porks.deportment@co.snohomish.wo, us
www,snocoporks.org

Meadowdale Park

Description: The proposed

acquisition is approximately 1.3 acres and is a portion of a larger
parcel located north of Snohomish County's Meadowdale Regional Park (PN 00513100001603).
The proposed acquisition was raised for consideration through discussions with the current owner
regarding their interest in selling the whole parcelfor development. They estimated that sixteen lots
could be created from their parcel and development would require utilizing the county right-of-way
for access.

When Meadowdale Park was originally constructed, the access road and a portion of the parking
area (and later play area) were located in the county right-of-way. The proposed development
affects these park structures and would require relocation and reconstruction. The owners of the
subject property are willing sellers and have indicated that if they are able to sell the portion
indicated (indicated in yellow) they would not pursue development on the remainder of the property.
Park staff believes that even if acquisition of the unpurchased portion occurred in the future, it would
not affect park use and access significantly.

Benefits of Acquisition:

¡
o

Preserves parking and playground
Eliminatesdevelopmentpotential

Amount Reguesfed

a

Acquisition
$502,000
Escrow
$5,000
Appraisal and Appraisal Review $10,000
Environmental Review
$2,500
Title Report
$450
TOTAL REQUEST:
$519,950

Eliminates significant grading impacts
that would occur as part of development

ATTACHMENT D

Parks and Recreation

viIte

SH

I

N

GTON

6915 Armar Road
Marysvi I le, Wash in gton 9827 0
Phone (360) 363-8400
Fax (360) 651-5089

marysvillewa.gov

January 2,2015

Dave McConnell
Associate Parks Planner
Snohomish County Parks Department
6705 Puget Park Drive
Snohomish, WA 98296

RECHIVED
JAN 0 2 2015

_

_Si\jûti0Mt$ä ürlUN t y
& RËCRËATION DEPT

PARKS

Re: Conservation Futures Funding Request
Dave,
I want to thank you for contacting us regarding our interest in our previous application regarding
property acquisition adjacent to the Mother Nature's Window site. Unfortunately that site is no longer
available to us however we wish to request consideration for a similar project however this is a much
higher need than our previous application. lf funds remain available through the previous funding cycle,
the City would appreciate consideration from the Conservation Futures Program Advisory Board for the
purchase of the Crane Property as described within our attached application.

The Crane property is of significant value for the Marysville community for many reasons.
This 10.13 acre site will provide a missing link within a community trail system that will land on the
shores of the Qwuloolt Restoration Project. The Qwuloolt Trail will be an integral part of the restoration
project and will be accomplished by the City. The City anticipated receipt of an Aquatic Lands
Enhancement Account (ALEA) of nearly 5400,000 to develop Phase I of the trail in this project would
support all efforts under Phase ll development of the trail.
Of significant importance is the potential loss of this valuable site due to development. The site was
under review for development until the perspective buyer withdrew his offer. The City has subsequently
presented offer to purchase with anticipated closing of March 6'h, 2015. This application would be
completed within those timelines if awarded.
I

greatly appreciate the opportunity to the Advisory Board for consideration of this unique opportunity

Please advise if you would like any additional information and lcan attend any meetings to discuss our
req uest.
Si

D¡

Jim Ballew

Parks and Recreation

Jim Ba

rofP

and Recreation

Director

Business

phone

lüBì lli_?å??
rax i¡oo) 6s1-5089
gov

E-mait 'ibattew@marysvittewa
Web marysvittewa'gov

Marysville'
Exoerience
' Live, Work, PlaY

691 5

Armar Road

98270
Marysvitte, Washington

SNOHOMISH COUNTY
CONSERVATION FUTURES PROGRAM
APPLICATION FOR CONSERVATION FUTURES FUNDS

PRo¡¡cr Nnur: CRANE PRopenw Acquts¡rorrl
Pno¡¡cr SporusoR: ctry or MRRvsvtLLE
AppucailoN No (ro BE ASSTGNED ev srnrr) : CF13SueM¡TTnl CnrcKlrsr
CHecrusr or R¡ourRro Docuvrrurs
The following documents should be submitted with the completed application. Please organize
required documents in the order below and provide ten color copies of the complete grant
application as well as one ".pdf" copy (on disk or via email) of the completed grant package.
Additional documents beyond what are listed here may be included at the discretion of the
applicant.
Type of Document Attached

No.

Check

if

lncluded
1

2
3

4
5
6
7
8

Submittal checklist
General proiect information
Project review criteria responses
Cost worksheet
"Willing Seller" letter
Site vicinitv map
Site aerial photograph
Any other supporting documents (please list below)

9

10
LT

Attachment

l-

Project Application
T

GEN ERAL PROJECT INFORMATI ON

SECTION I - APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.

PROJECT TITLE: Crane Property Acquisition

2. AMOUNT

REQUESTED

(from Cost Worksheet/

5267,400

3. PROJECT SPONSOR: city of Morysville Parks ond Reueation
Address: 691"5 Armor Rood
Morysville, WA 98270
Sponsor

is:

Unit of Local Government: City
Private/Non-Profit Agencyx :
*Eligible per RCW 84.34.250 and additional criteria associated with bond

4.

CONTACT PERSON:
Name; Jim Ballew fiile: Director of Parks and Recreation
Address: 6975 Armar Road, Marysville WA 98270
Phone: 360-363-8400 / cell425-754-4021 Hours Available: 9om to Spm
Em a il Add r ess: j bø

II

ew @ m a rysvi llewa.

SECTION II

g

-

ov

PROJECT BACKGROUND

1. PROJECT LOCATION:
Address: 5222 6Tth Pbce NE, Morysville, WA 98270
Section: 27 Township: 30 Range: 05
Assessor Tax Account Number(s): 300534-002-008-00, 300527-003-038-00, 300527-003-046-00
and 300527-003-082-00
Property Legal Description: Attached

2.

EXISTING CONDITIONS:
Number of Parcels: 4
Total Acres: 10.1-3
Addition to Existing Site: YES _ NO _lf yes, which site:
Current Zoning: R-6 Single family high density
List Existing Structures/Facilities: The properties contoin one residential building and two farm
structures
Current Use: Residential/ Vocant
Waterfront? (name of body of water): Ebey Slough- This site will be adjacent to the Qwuloolt
Restoration Area which will be tidally influenced.
Attachment

1

Project Application
2

Shoreline? (lineal ft.): NA
Owner of Tidelands/Shoreline (State or private): Private

3.

CURRENT OWNERSHIP:
Current Owner(s): Michoel B Crone
ls the property owner a willing seller? YES* _x_ NO _
*Please include an owner signed "Willing Seller" letter or real estate listing and attach with
application.

4.

TYPE OF INTEREST:
Please describe the type of interest contemplated for the acquisition process.
**Other:
*Easement:
Warranty Deed: _x_
_
_
*Please note that acquired easements rhust comply witþ the intent of the Conservation Futures
Program and the text must'be þreapproved by Snohomish County staff listed within the Staff
Contact Section.

**lf 'Other,' please

explain:

5.

SITE DESCRIPTION:
Please summarize the physical characteristics of the site which is proposed for acquisition with
Conservation Futures Program funds including: vegetation, threatened or endangered species,
topography, surrounding land use, relationship to other parks, trails, or open space and related
history, as appropriate. At a minimum, please attach an aerial photograph and vicinity map for
the property in the supporting documents section of the application and, if the acquisition adds
to an existing site, please show relationship to existing site on the vicinity map.
The acquisition site is comprised of 10.13 acres of land of which a portion is adjacent to the
Qwuloolt Restoration Site owned by the Tulalip Tribes. The property has been utilized for o
primary residence ond also contains two farm buildings that supported a privote farming
business many yedrs ago. The property is situoted along Sunnyside Blvd and is also considered a
very suitable connection to the City's Jennings Park system. A connection of the proposed site to
the Jennings Troil system can be accomplished easily to this property once acquired. The
property is intended to be utilized for both a trail head and parking area for the highly
anticipoted Qwuloolt Trail which will surround the restoration effor-ts which encompasses 346
ocres of estuarine land. This project will provide occess to o future trail which is anticipoted for
2017. lt can be utilized as a park site until a connection can be completed.

Attachment

1

Project Application
3

5. PROJECT COST (Cost Worksheet)*:
Estimated total cost must be derived from one or more of the following sources and include
supporting documentation :
L lndependent appraisal.
2. Opinion of value from a qualified representative of the real estate industry.
3, Valuation from recent Snohomish County property tax assessment.

(l through

Describe the basis for estimate for land and improvements

3 listed above):

Valuation from recent County Assessed Value wos considered ønd utilized and the purchase
price was advertised below market volue.
*Estimated total cost shall.include all of the costs of acquisition and incidental costs selected by
a pp icanti for a ntici pated reim b u rsement by Conservation Futu res fu nd i n g.
I

Estimated Total Cost from Project Cost Worksheet 5267,¿OO

Matching funds are not a requirement; however, additional consideration may be awarded
during the evaluation process for projects with matching funds.

Will your agency or other agencies contribute money or other resources to the acquisition
and/or passive development of the proposed site? YES X NO

Source of Match
General Fund

Conservation Futures

Type of Match (e.g.
cash, donation, etc.)

Value of Match

Cash

35,000

Cash

240,OOO

9. PROJECT STEWARDSHIP AND RESPONSIBILITY:
Long-term maintenance of the site is a requirement for funding consideration.

Attachment

1

Project Application
4

to what degree the sponsoring agency and/or long term property manager is
provide
prepared to
long-term stewardship (maintenance, management, etc.) for the proposed
project site. Detail existing programs or plans that may apply to the site. ln addition, please
describe if there is the potential for future private business use on the site. Finally, please note
that award of Conservation Futures funds requires development and submission of a
Maintenance Plan with the funding agreement or contract.
Please describe

The City of Marysville is committed in both the development ond long term stewardship of this
project. Troils ond trail development are the number one priority in the current Parks ond
Recreation Comprehensive Plan. The City continues to provide odditional funding for pork

development renovotion and daily maintenonce. With the addition of the Morysville Community
Porks Foundation the city is capable in monaging this property for many years to come.

Attachment

1

Project Application
5

SECTION III

- PROJECT REVIEW CRITERIA

PROJECT REVIEW CRITERIA! Snohomish County Code Section 4.14.100 (2) and 4.14.100 (3)
establishes baseline criteria with which projects are to be evaluated. Please respond to the
questions below and explain which of the following criteria the proposed project addresses and
how the criteria are addressed.
NOTE: Each project criterion in the application is referenced
criterion in Attachment 2.

to a corresponding

evaluation

1,. How does the acquired property preserve wetland resources and/or wildlife habitat?
The property is adjocent to the proposed Qwuloolt Restoration Area owned by the Tulalip
Tribe. The restoration project will reclaim historical use of 348 acres of doiry land for fishery
enhoncement. The Crane property will serve as a trail opportunity the will provide access to
this restoration site. A portion of the property is a Class ll/ll wetland ond will be preserved.
It is contiguous to this site has been eased to the Tribe to accomplish the benefits of the
restoration project.

2.How does the project address the preservation of a State of Washington priority habitat
and/or species, Federal threatened or endangered species, or qualify as an early action
project with respect to potential listing as a threatened or endangered species?
lf acquired the property will not be developed for housing which in turn will maintain
existing sensitive habitøt. This project will provide occess for scientific research, stewordship
and interpretive educationol sites in a passive recreationol environment. The focus of the
Qwuloolt Restoration project which is contiguous to the proposed park prioritizes fishery
enhancement as on objective and goal.

3. How does the project

conserve opportunities which are otherwise threatened by

development?
The property became available os a result of a private failed sale which would have sought
development of several proposed dwellings. The City has presented an offer to purchase
and this application is submitted prior to a completed tronsaction. The City hos considered
this site threatened for future development and hos submitted a Purchase Sale Agreement
for considerotion. Through the acquisition of this 70.L3 acre site, additional development
will be eliminoted in this sensitive corridor and a connection to the Qwuloolt Project can be
achieved providing additionol occess to 346 acres ond severol miles of future trails. All
existing structures on the property will be removed by the city.

Attachment
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4.

How does the project establish trail corridors and/or natural linkages?
This project will provide both o connection to the existing Jennings Memorial and Jennings
Noture Trails. This site will provide a trail heod parking opportunity and may be utilized for
public restrooms, interpretive kiosks and trail connection to the proposed Qwuloolt Trail. The
first phase of the Qwuloolt Troil will be constructed in 2015. Additional phases will be
developed on new levees thot will be constructed. New access is anticipated in 2077/201.8.
This proiect will complete o link to a hiahlv utilized communitv trail svstem.

5.

How does the project comprise a portion of a continuum of projects which collectively
implement a complete project or objective?
This site will complete the extension of public access in a lineor trail connection that includes
two highly utilized regional porks. The property will provide a very suitable bridging
connection to the City's Jennings Nature Pork and Jennings Memorial Park ond their
respective trails which in turn will be a direct connection the Qwuloolt Trail at a later dote.

6.

How does the project enhance or complement an ongoing conservation or preservation
program?
This site hos been identified in the City's Comprehensive Plon as on ideol opportunity to
provide shoreline access and new trail opportunities thot connect existing infrastructure for
public access. This project meets Goals ond Policies described within the current plan:
P K- 7, P K-4, P K-5, P K-6, P K-8, P K- L0, P K- 1. j, P K- L 6 a n d P K- 78

7.

8.

Will the project provide regional or community-wide significance?
This project is literally the missing link that will now provide
connection to a Community trail corridor development.

a direct public

access

How does the project comply with one or more open space program policies and criteria?
This site has been identified in the City's Comprehensive Plan as an ideal opportunity to
provide preservation of open spoce, increose publicly owned possive recreationol properties,
opportunities to provide conservotional resources and programs, shoreline access, new trail
opportunities thot connect existing infrastructure for public access.

Attachment
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9.

How does the project provide multi-jurisdictional benefit?
This project will support new tourism opportunities thot will provide access to several key
oreds of the community for a well balanced recreational experience. As o result of the many
partnerships through the joint Qwuloolt Trail project, access will be provided and monitored
jointly by the Tulalip Tribes, Army Corps of Engineers, Deportment of Notural Resources,
Department of Fish and Wildlife, Natural Resources Conservation Service, Department of
Ecology ond Snohomish County.

10. How will the project provide for public use and enjoyment?
This project will allow new access to a regionally sized facility
access to a 3 + mile trail corridor.

for non motorized public

11. Does this project represent a unique or special.opportunity?
The city's onlv public access to its shoreline is /ess than 800 feet in length. Through the
association and connectivity to this trail, visitors will be able access the shoreline system to
access over 3 miles of new shoreline accessible trail corridors. This is a unique opportunity
that the city considers rare considering the growth in development applications for
unimproved or suitable land zoned for development.

Other Criteria:
For each question, please respond yes or no and provide supporting information.

A.

The CFPAB will evaluate how proposed projects compare with existing Conservation Futures
funded sites and promote the goal of distributing Conservation Futures funding throughout
the County.

B.

Does

the project comprise an entire project?

YES

NOx
C,

Does the project site involve contributions from groups or agencies that
need to utilize Conservation Futures Program funds?
YES x

will reduce the

NO

D. ls the project
YES X

sponsor prepared to provide long-term stewardship for the proposed project?

NO

Attachment
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COST WORKSHEET

Baseline inventory
Closing (escrow/recording
fees)

Cultural resources study

1s00
City Forces/Dump Fees

Hazardous subsidence report

Noxious weed control

Title reports/insura nce
Wetland delineation

Project Application

Parks and Recreation
6915 Armar Road
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svitte

Marysville, Washington 98270
Phone (360) 363-8400

HINGTON

Fax (360) 651-5089

marysvillewa,gov

December 29,2014

Michael B Crane or Legal Representative
5222 6O'h place NE
Maiysville,WA.98270
RE: Pnrk Properfy Voluntary Acquisition Notice

-

Crane Properfy Äcquisition

Deat Mr'. Clane or Legal Representative:
The City of Malysville, tluough its Department of Parks and Recreation, desires to pursue
purchase of property adjacent to Sunnyside Blvd and the Qwuloolt Restoration Area that is in
close proximity to the City's Jennings Nature Palk Access and provides habitat conservation
value and tlail access. The city has an opportunity to request funding assistance frorn the
Snohomish County Conservation Futues program to putchase land to preserve open space. The
County has a limited period to spend the funds to purchase open space lands for habitat and
recreation pulposes.

Botli the City and Snohomish County Parks are unique facilities that are designed based upon the
input of the sunounding community and user grcr¡ps. Parks are intended to address the recreation
and open space needs of both the imrnediate arca and the sunounding regíon. Your property,
located at 5928 Sunnyside Blvd and 5222 60th Place NE and further ãesCribed by Tax Account
Numbers 300534-002-008-00, 300527-003-038-00, 300527-003-046-00 and 300527-003-08200, has been identified as a site of interest and this lettel is intended to detetmine your interest in
sell-ing your land for inclusion with the public park. Actua.l futule purchase of the property is
subject to a signed Pulchase. Sale Agreement ancl funding support, Please sign the sþature
block on page 2 andrieturn it to the attehtion of Ml. Iim Ballew- Directoi' of Parks and
Recreation, 6915 Annar road, Marysville WA 9827A by using the starnped return envelope
addlessed to the City Parks Department.
Because state or fecleral money may be used in the pulchase, we are required to let you know
that the sale is voluntary. Because the purchase would be voluntary, you would not be eligible

for telocation payments or other relocation assistance under the federal Uniform Retocatión
Assistance and Real Property AcquisitionPolicies Act of 1970 or the state Rea[ Property
Acquisition Policy (Chapter 8.26Revised Cocle of Washhrgton) or any other iaw or regulation.

If you

have any intelesi in discussing fruther the sale of your land, or a portion of it, for future
use for pæk purposes, we would ask that you check the "willing seller" box on the attaclred page
and complete the attached riglrt of entry form, This form gives permission to the City of
Marysville Parks Department to enter yout property for environmental studies and ploperty
appaisal purposes so we can meet the obJigations of the Purchase Sale Agreement. We can make
an offer based on the 2014 assessed value and all purchases are subject to the Marysville City
Council and Executive approval.

Again, please understand that if you do not wish to sell your property, we will take no fuither
action to acquile it, If you ate willing to sell the property, the purchase price witl be based upon
the fair market value as determined by an appraisal and review appraisal of the property, or the
2014 property assessment. You also may choose to donate a poftion of the purchase price once
the fail market value has been established. If you have any questions about this matter, please
contact me at 360-363-8400 or by email at jballew@.mar.ysvillewa,gov

of Patks and Recrcation

Parks and Recreation
6915 Armar Road

Marysviile, Washington 9t270
Phone (360) 363-8400
Fax (360) 051-5089

marysvillewa.gov

Prop erty Owner Response

I am a willing seller atthis time

[1

No, I am not a willing seller at this time

Property owner signature

CONSERVATION FUTU RES REQUEST
CITY OF MARYSVILLE- CRANE PROPOERTY ACQUISTION
REGIOINAL SITE MAP
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Crane Property Acquisition

Crane Property
Acquisition Summary
 Requesting $267,400 in Conservation Futures Funding.
 Property is 10.13 acres and contiguous to Qwuloolt
Restoration Area and 300 + acres of estuarine land
including Ebey Slough
 Property is zoned R6.5 and has high interest for high
density multi-family development.
 City has signed purchase sale agreement and is
conducting site assessment review.
 Property structures are vacant.

Crane Property Regional
Location
CRANECRAN

Crane Property
Access Road
Included in
purchase

Sunnyside Blvd.

Property Details
Property Acquisition
Elements

 3 parcels /one ownership
 Willing Seller
 Signed Purchase Sale
Agreement
 Total Assessed Valuation
$287,800

Crane Property Features

Crane Property Features

Crane Property Features

Crane Property Features

Crane Acquisition Benefits
 Eliminates threat of
development and
provides new public open
space.
 Provides 10.13 acres of
new parkland..
 Establishes a trail
corridor link to Jennings
Memorial and Jennings
nature Parks.
 Completes the project
objective.

Crane Acquisition Benefits
 Compliments the
conservation and
preservation of the
Qwuloolt Restoration
project.
 Project is supported in
Open Space Plan and
Comprehensive Plans.
 Provides multiple
opportunities for public
use and enjoyment.
 City is committed to long
term stewardship and
care.

Questions
City of Marysville Conservation Futures Funding Request

Crane Acquisition
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INTRODUCTION
The Snohomish County Conservation Futures Program (the “SCCFP”) was started in 1988 as a
mechanism for distributing Conservation Futures Property Tax Funds for the preservation of
open space land, farm and agricultural land, and timber land as authorized by RCW 84.34.230.
The purpose of the Conservation Futures Program Fund is to acquire interests or rights in real
property for the preservation of open space land, farm and agricultural land, and timber land
per SCC 4.14.010. Approximately $25,000,000 will be available for distribution in 2013-2014 for
those purposes. These resources are available through a County-issued Limited Tax General
Obligation Bond (Bond) which will be repaid by the County’s authority to levy up to six and onequarter cents per thousand dollars on all taxable property within the County for the purpose of
acquiring open space (RCW 84.34.230). The County has three years to expend the Bond issued
funding. For this reason successful applicants must acquire property within twelve months of
the date of execution of the required Interlocal or grant agreement (see Awardee Requirement
discussion below). Should successful applicants fail to acquire within this timeframe, the
funding will be returned to fund balance. Returned funding may be reallocated.

ALLOCATION POLICIES





Snohomish County allocates Conservation Futures Program funds on a competitive basis
through an application and evaluative project selection process.
Conservation Futures Program resources are allocated on a county-wide basis to assure that
the most highly rated projects receive funding.
Matching funds are encouraged.
Projects may be funded at a level below the amount requested by the project sponsor, as
recommended by the Snohomish County Program Advisory Board (the “CFPAB”) and
forwarded through the County Executive to the Snohomish County Council for review and
final consideration for funding approval.

APPLICATION SUBMISSION AND DUE DATE
Grant applications and accompanying attachments (ten color copies) should be submitted no
later than 5 pm July 19, 2013. Submissions received after this time will not be accepted.
Detailed instructions for completing the application and submitting it are found within this
packet. Final grant applications can be submitted by mail, email or hand delivery, using this
application packet. If submitting by mail, the packet submittal must be postmarked by the
submission deadline. A “.docx” of this document will be available at:
http://www1.co.snohomish.wa.us/Departments/Executive/Information/ConservationFutures.htm

Conservation Futures Program, 2013
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STAFF CONTACTS
Questions, comments and application submittals should be directed to Dianne Bailey, Sharon
Swan or David McConnell at the contact information below:

Dianne Bailey, Snohomish County Staff Contact
Phone (425) 388-6622
E-mail dianne.bailey@snoco.org
Snohomish County Conservation Futures Program
6705 Puget Park Drive
Snohomish, WA 98296-4214

Sharon Swan, Snohomish County Staff Contact
Phone (425) 388-6616
E-mail sharon.swan@snoco.org
Snohomish County Conservation Futures Program
6705 Puget Park Drive
Snohomish, WA 98296-4214

David McConnell, Snohomish County Staff
Contact
Phone (425) 388-6627
E-mail david.mcconnell@snoco.org
Snohomish County Conservation Futures Program
6705 Puget Park Drive
Snohomish, WA 98296-4214

OVERVIEW OF SCCFP GRANT PROGRAM
REQUIREMENTS
ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS
Eligible applicants include cities, county agencies, and conservation organizations as defined
below by RCW 84.34.210:
Any county, city, town, metropolitan park district, metropolitan municipal
corporation, nonprofit historic preservation corporation as defined in RCW
64.04.130, or nonprofit nature conservancy corporation or association, as such
are defined in RCW 84.34.250, may acquire by purchase, gift, grant, bequest,
devise, lease, or otherwise, except by eminent domain, the fee simple or any
lesser interest, development right, easement, covenant, or other contractual right
necessary to protect, preserve, maintain, improve, restore, limit the future use of,
or otherwise conserve, selected open space land, farm and agricultural land, and
timber land as such are defined in chapter 84.34 RCW for public use or
enjoyment. Among interests that may be so acquired are mineral rights. Any
county, city, town, metropolitan park district, metropolitan municipal
corporation, nonprofit historic preservation corporation as defined in RCW
64.04.130, or nonprofit nature conservancy corporation or association, as such
are defined in RCW 84.34.250, may acquire such property for the purpose of
conveying or leasing the property back to its original owner or other person
Conservation Futures Program, 2013
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under such covenants or other contractual arrangements as will limit the future
use of the property in accordance with the purposes of chapter 243, Laws of 1971
ex. sess.
In addition, due to the policies related to bond issuance, grants made to
nongovernmental entities, such as nonprofit historic preservation or nature conservancy
organizations are permissible, but may need to be structured to meet the standards set
forth in IRS Private Letter Ruling 200502012.

ELIGIBLE PROJECTS
For proposals to be eligible for consideration and funding, they should conform to the policies
listed below:
1. Snohomish County Conservation Futures Program resources can only be used for the
acquisition of real property, easements, development rights, covenants, or other
contractual rights necessary to protect, preserve, maintain, improve, restore, limit the
future use of, or otherwise conserve, selected open space land, farm and agricultural land,
and timber land as defined in Chapter RCW 84.34 for public use and enjoyment. Other
sources of revenue may be used to improve properties acquired with Conservation Futures
Program funds, provided they are passive improvements within the legislative intent of the
statute.
2. Any improvements to the Protected Property shall be limited to those which are passive in
nature and meet the requirements and intent of RCW 84.34.200-220.
Passive
improvements include, but are not limited to, trails, interpretive centers, viewpoints,
picnicking facilities, access, restrooms, playgrounds and restoration projects. Active
recreational improvements are prohibited. Such improvements include, but are not limited
to ball fields, use by motorized vehicles, swimming pools and recreation centers.
NOTE: Please be advised that the use of eminent domain in the acquisition of property with
Conservation Futures Program funds is expressly forbidden by statute. Projects must be
purchased from a willing seller.

PROJECT ELIGIBILITY GUIDELINES
All projects will be reviewed to assure that they fall under statutory eligibility guidelines
meeting the following criteria:
1. Does the property fall within the definitions of open space, farm and agricultural land, or
timber land as such are defined in RCW 84.34.020?
2. After satisfactorily meeting the open space eligibility criteria, does the property have
“significant recreational, social, scenic, or aesthetic values,” as defined in RCW 84.34.200?
3. Is the property immediately threatened by development or is it threatened with respect to
its truly unique or inherent physical characteristics?
4. Does the sponsoring agency have a guaranteed plan or program to manage and maintain
the property so as to preserve those characteristics that make the property eligible for
Conservation Futures Program resources?
Conservation Futures Program, 2013
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AWARDEE REQUIREMENTS
1. An Interlocal Cooperation Agreement, or other similar contractual document, will be
required of all SCCFP grant awardees and will contain provisions for annual reporting, a site
Maintenance Plan, and the requirement for placement of a conservation easement on
property acquired with Conservation Futures funding.
2. SCCFP grant awardees must submit to the County a one page long-term Maintenance Plan
for the acquired property and a description of any planned improvements within three (3)
months of the completed property acquisition. The Maintenance Plan should include
details of how the project sponsor will maintain the parcel(s) purchased using their
Conservation Futures grant award. The Maintenance Plan will be finalized in the contract, or
agreement, for successfully funded projects.

APPLICATION MATERIALS
Project application materials are located within the attachment section of this document.
Attachment 1 consists of all materials to be submitted with the completed application and
includes a submittal checklist, project application and cost worksheet. All portions of the
application must be completely filled out and applicants should address all of the questions
thoroughly. Attachment 2 provides application scoring criteria and is for information purposes
only. Please review materials thoroughly and provide all listed information with application
package.

DECISION MAKING PROCESS
REVIEW PROCESS
Application packages will be available on May 20, 2013. Completed final application packets will
be due on July 19, 2013. Staff will review application packages for completeness. Applications
will be reviewed and evaluated by the CFPAB in mid August 2013. Application review meetings
will be scheduled for date to be determined in August. Applicants will be asked to give a short
presentation of approximately 5 minutes at the meeting and address questions from the
CFPAB. Projects will be reviewed by the CFPAB for eligibility and will also be ranked for possible
funding. Funding recommendations will then be sent through the Snohomish County Executive
to the Snohomish County Council for review and final consideration of funding approval.

EVALUATION CRITERIA
Evaluation of projects will be based on the criteria found in Attachment 2 of the application
packet. The evaluation criteria detail how the applications will be evaluated for each question.
Be sure to thoroughly address each question and provide supporting evidence and
documentation.
Conservation Futures Program, 2013
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ANTICIPATED TIMELINE
Below is the anticipated timeline for the CFPAB grant process.
1. Grant application packets will be available on May 20, 2013.
2. Completed applications shall be due (or postmarked if delivered by mail) no later than
July 19, 2013.
3. CFPAB will hear 5 minute grant application presentations in August 2013 (date TBD).
4. CFPAB makes final recommendations through the County Executive to Snohomish
County Council for review and final consideration (September TBD).
5. Interlocal Cooperation Agreements and/or other contracts will accompany the grant
award letter for execution by both parties and are anticipated to be sent in October
2013.

ATTACHMENTS
Attachment 1: Grant Application Package
 Submittal Checklist
 Application
 Cost Worksheet
Attachment 2: Evaluation Criteria

Conservation Futures Program, 2013
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ATTACHMENT 1: GRANT APPLICATION

SNOHOMISH COUNTY
CONSERVATION FUTURES PROGRAM
APPLICATION FOR CONSERVATION FUTURES FUNDS

PROJECT NAME: TERRACE CREEK PARK ADDITION
PROJECT SPONSOR: CITY OF MOUNTLAKE TERRACE
APPLICATION NO (TO BE ASSIGNED BY STAFF): CF13-_________
SUBMITTAL CHECKLIST
CHECKLIST OF REQUIRED DOCUMENTS
The following documents should be submitted with the completed application. Please organize
required documents in the order below and provide ten color copies of the complete grant
application as well as one “.pdf” copy (on disk or via email) of the completed grant package.
Additional documents beyond what are listed here may be included at the discretion of the
applicant.
No.
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11

Type of Document Attached
Submittal checklist
General project information
Project review criteria responses
Cost worksheet
“Willing Seller” letter
Site vicinity map
Site aerial photograph
Any other supporting documents (please list below)

Attachment 1

Check if
Included
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Project Application

GENERAL PROJECT INFORMATION
SECTION I – APPLICANT INFORMATION
1. PROJECT TITLE: Terrace Creek Park Addition
2. AMOUNT REQUESTED (from Cost Worksheet) $175,000
3. PROJECT SPONSOR: City of Mountlake Terrace
Address: 6100 219th Street SW, Suite 200
Mountlake Terrace, WA 98043
Sponsor is:

Unit of Local Government: _____X______
Private/Non-Profit Agency*: ____________
*Eligible per RCW 84.34.250 and additional criteria associated with bond

4. CONTACT PERSON:
Name: Kevin Kinsella
________________________Title: Civil Engineer II
_________
Address: 6100 219th Street SW, Suite 200, Mountlake Terrace, WA 98043________________
Phone: 425-744-6272_________________________Hours Available: 8 am-5 pm__________
Email Address: kkinsella@ci.mlt.wa.us_____________________________________________

SECTION II – PROJECT BACKGROUND
1. PROJECT LOCATION:
Address: No current address______________________________________________________
Section: 28_______________ Township: 27N________________ Range: 4E_______________
Assessor Tax Account Number(s): 00455000201000_______________________________
Property Legal Description: GIEBNER HENDRICKSON AC HOME TRS 1 BLK 002 D-00 - ALL LOTS 10
& 11 PLUS VAC ST SUBJ TOR/W ESE PUD 1 ON EACH LOT________________________________

2. EXISTING CONDITIONS:
Number of Parcels: 1_________________ Total Acres: 1.77____________________________
Addition to Existing Site: YES _X_ NO ___If yes, which site: Terrace Creek Park______________
Current Zoning: Single Household Residential (RS 8400)________________________________
List Existing Structures/Facilities: None______________________________________________
Current Use: Undeveloped, mature second growth forest_______________________________
Waterfront? (name of body of water): Lyon Creek_____________________________________
Shoreline? (lineal ft.): N/A________________________________________________________
Owner of Tidelands/Shoreline (State or private): N/A__________________________________

3. CURRENT OWNERSHIP:
Current Owner(s): Dennis S Tasoff Living Trust__________________________________
Is the property owner a willing seller? YES* _X_ NO ___
Mr. Tasoff is willing to sell the property to the City and he thinks that using the property for an
addition to Terrace Creek Park is a good idea. The City is currently working on obtaining an
appraisal and making an offer to purchase the property from Mr. Tasoff.
*Please include an owner signed “Willing Seller” letter or real estate listing and attach with
application.

4. TYPE OF INTEREST:
Please describe the type of interest contemplated for the acquisition process.
Warranty Deed: _X_
*Easement: ___
**Other: ___
*Please note that acquired easements must comply with the intent of the Conservation Futures
Program and the text must be preapproved by Snohomish County staff listed within the Staff
Contact Section.
**If ‘Other,’ please explain:

5. SITE DESCRIPTION:
Please summarize the physical characteristics of the site which is proposed for acquisition
with Conservation Futures Program funds including: vegetation, threatened or endangered
species, topography, surrounding land use, relationship to other parks, trails, or open space
and related history, as appropriate. At a minimum, please attach an aerial photograph and
vicinity map for the property in the supporting documents section of the application and, if
the acquisition adds to an existing site, please show relationship to existing site on the
vicinity map.
The Terrace Creek Park Addition Property is a 1.77 acre parcel contiguous to Terrace Creek
Park, a 47 acre park owned and maintained by the City of Mountlake Terrace. The property is
steeply sloped and abuts Lyon Creek, which flows through Mountlake Terrace and the City of
Lake Forest Park before reaching Lake Washington. The north side of the property abuts
residential parcels, the west side abuts unopened right-of-way, and to the east and south is
Terrace Creek Park.
Lyon Creek in the vicinity of the site is a type Ns water (Washington Administrative Code 22216-030) as it runs dry in the summer months. Lyon Creek is listed as a Class III stream in the
Critical Area Designations section of the Mountlake Terrace Municipal Code (MTMC Section
16.15.080) meaning that it is not used by anadromous fish.
Vegetation

The project site is largely vegetated by a second growth forest type with conifers in the 80 to
120 year old age range. Native conifer species consisting of Douglas fir, western hemlock and
western red cedar comprise the well developed overstory while the understory is largely
populated by native species. Invasive, non-native species are beginning to gain a foothold on
the property perimeter. Primary understory species include vine maple, alder, salmonberry,
salal, evergreen huckleberry, sword fern, elderberry, thimbleberry, and bracken fern. Several
intermediate size deciduous species include alder, willow, cherry, Oregon ash and bigleaf
maple. Invasive, non-native species are generally along the perimeter of the site and along
access ways and include morning glory, Himalayan blackberry, English holly, English laurel,
English ivy, foxglove, Canada thistle and herb Robert.
The condition and vigor of site vegetation and the undisturbed character of the soil has no
doubt contributed to underground base flows to Lyon Creek.
Threatened or endangered species
There are no known threatened or endangered species in the general vicinity of the project site.
The presence of Chinook salmon downstream of Mountlake Terrace within the City of Lake
Forest Park has been documented. There have been no recent reported sightings of either
Chinook or Coho salmon near the project site in recent years. Lyon Creek is tributary to Lake
Washington which provides rearing and transit habitat for threatened Chinook salmon.
Topography
Residential development along the upland terraces above Lyon Creek has significantly
encroached upon and altered the historic base flow recharge area of Lyon Creek. Lyon Creek
regularly runs dry in the summer months upstream of the project site. The project site is part of
the associated forested slopes above the creek that are now the only sources of summer base
flow into the ravine. The creek bisects the property, and the project site slopes from the west
to the east. There is approximately a 50 foot change in elevation from the west property line to
the east property line.
Surrounding land use
The subject parcel is adjacent to residential development to the north, the west side abuts
unopened right-of-way, and to the east and south is existing park property in Terrace Creek
Park that is owned by the City of Mountlake Terrace. The residential areas are zoned Single
Household Residential and the park property is zoned Recreation and Park District.
Relationship to other parks, trails or open space
The subject parcel borders Terrace Creek Park along a portion of the south margin and along
the east margin. Acquisition of this site would result in the property being incorporated into
Terrace Creek Park. A walking trail traverses the park from north to south and is located along
the southwest portion of the property. Developed park property with a playground and picnic
area is located approximately one quarter mile to the south along the walking trail.
Related history

The subject parcel has been converted from an old growth forested condition to a second
growth forest with some loss of character to the overstory in the process. Incorporation of the
City of Mountlake Terrace in 1953 resulted in residential development in the immediate area.
Although the first plat in the area was recorded in 1910, it was not until the early 1960’s that
the area surrounding the site began to see infill.

6. PROJECT COST (Cost Worksheet)*:
Estimated total cost must be derived from one or more of the following sources and include
supporting documentation:
1. Independent appraisal.
2. Opinion of value from a qualified representative of the real estate industry.
3. Valuation from recent Snohomish County property tax assessment.
Describe the basis for estimate for land and improvements (1 through 3 listed above):
Snohomish County Tax Year Valuation range from 2010 ($172,000) to 2014
($104,000).____________________________________________________________________
*Estimated total cost shall include all of the costs of acquisition and incidental costs selected by
applicant for anticipated reimbursement by Conservation Futures funding.
Estimated Total Cost from Project Cost Worksheet $175,000____________
Matching funds are not a requirement; however, additional consideration may be awarded
during the evaluation process for projects with matching funds.
Will your agency or other agencies contribute money or other resources to the acquisition
and/or passive development of the proposed site? YES _X_ NO ___

Source of Match

Type of Match (e.g.
cash, donation, etc.)

Dedicated Funds for Water
City of Mountlake Terrace
Quality and Creekside
Enhancement

Value of Match

$10,000

9. PROJECT STEWARDSHIP AND RESPONSIBILITY:
Long-term maintenance of the site is a requirement for funding consideration.
Please describe to what degree the sponsoring agency and/or long term property manager is
prepared to provide long-term stewardship (maintenance, management, etc.) for the
proposed project site. Detail existing programs or plans that may apply to the site. In

addition, please describe if there is the potential for future private business use on the site.
Finally, please note that award of Conservation Futures funds requires development and
submission of a Maintenance Plan with the funding agreement or contract.
The City of Mountlake Terrace is the sponsoring agency for this application. While there are no
existing programs or current plans for long term stewardship at this site, the property is
adjacent to the 47 acre Terrace Creek Park, which the City of Mountlake Terrace is the steward
of and currently maintains. We would extend the maintenance and stewardship program from
Terrace Creek Park to the proposed acquisition site.
Future maintenance and management would consist of identification and removal of invasive,
non-native plant species, planting of site appropriate native plants and trees, installation of
boundary markers, removal of debris, and patrolling of the sites for uses not consistent with the
open space plan.
The site is zoned Single Household Residential, so there would be no potential for business use
of the site unless a zoning change were sought by the owner. Due to the steep slopes and
proximity to critical areas there would likely be restrictions that would limit development and
the number of permissible building sites.
We understand that a Maintenance Plan will need to be submitted with the funding agreement
or contract and are prepared to develop a plan.

SECTION III – PROJECT REVIEW CRITERIA
PROJECT REVIEW CRITERIA: Snohomish County Code Section 4.14.100 (2) and 4.14.100 (3)
establishes baseline criteria with which projects are to be evaluated. Please respond to the
questions below and explain which of the following criteria the proposed project addresses and
how the criteria are addressed.
NOTE: Each project criterion in the application is referenced to a corresponding evaluation
criterion in Attachment 2.
1. How does the acquired property preserve wetland resources and/or wildlife habitat?
The existing private parcel encompasses portions of the second growth forest complex adjacent
to Terrace Creek Park. This site would be preserved in public ownership with an opportunity to
enhance existing vegetation and adjacent wetland and riparian habitat by removing invasive,
non-native plants and installing other site appropriate plants and trees. The sites would be
preserved in perpetuity under City of Mountlake Terrace ownership
2. How does the project address the preservation of a State of Washington priority habitat
and/or species, Federal threatened or endangered species, or qualify as an early action
project with respect to potential listing as a threatened or endangered species?
Terrace Creek Park and the subject parcel are listed as a State of Washington priority habitat
area by the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife. There are no Federal threatened
or endangered species on or near the site and no early action projects proposed with respect to
endangered species. However, Lyon Creek is tributary to Lake Washington which provides
rearing and transit habitat for threatened Chinook salmon. The subject site and adjacent
Terrace Creek Park are used extensively by migrating songbirds. Owls, eagles, and hawks have
been observed in the area.
3. How does the project conserve opportunities which are otherwise threatened by
development?
Acquisition of the site and incorporation into Terrace Creek Park would conserve the site in
perpetuity under City ownership and management, rather than sold for residential
development.
4. How does the project establish trail corridors and/or natural linkages?
The project preserves existing second growth forest habitat adjacent to Lyon Creek from future
development. The site would be managed by a public agency rather than private ownership.
The City already currently manages Terrace Creek Park and this project would add to the

acreage of the park and preserve the natural linkage that currently exists between the park and
project parcel. The site is accessible by trails on the unopened ROW north of the parcel and
trail traversing the SW boundary within the existing park. If the project parcel was developed
as single family residential the character and habitat value of the existing park would be greatly
altered. The site will also provide a link from the City’s Recreation Pavilion into Terrace Creek
Park.
5. How does the project comprise a portion of a continuum of projects which collectively
implement a complete project or objective?
This project would continue work begun by the City in the early 1960’s to acquire undeveloped
property in the vicinity of Lyon Creek. This project would add 1.77 additional undeveloped acres
to Terrace Creek Park.
6. How does the project enhance or complement an ongoing conservation or preservation
program?
Goal IV.D of the City’s 2008 Sustainability Strategy states in part that the City should “Explore
partnership opportunities to acquire additional land or development rights for the conservation
of green spaces and connections.” The Hall Creek acquisition project builds on this goal of the
Sustainability Strategy by acquiring just such lands.
7. Will the project provide regional or community-wide significance?
The project will provide community-wide significance through acquisition of additional lands
bordering Lyon Creek in Terrace Creek Park. Additionally Residential development in the Lyon
Creek watershed has significantly encroached upon and altered the historic base flow recharge
area of Lyon Creek. Lyon Creek regularly runs dry in the summer months upstream of the
project site. The project site is part of the associated forested slopes above the creek are now
the only sources of summer base flow into the ravine. Lyon Creek is tributary to Lake
Washington and the creek and lake provide rearing and transit habitat for threatened Chinook
salmon.
8. How does the project comply with one or more open space program policies and criteria?
The City’s Comprehensive Plan has as a goal and a policy in the Environmental section:
GOAL EN-1. Clean air, clean water, and healthy natural environment
Policy EN-1.1 Preserve significant environmental features for park, trail, and open space use.

9. How does the project provide multi-jurisdictional benefit?

The project provides additional park land to Terrace Creek Park which is used extensively by
residents and non-residents. Additionally this project will preserve remaining summer base
flows to Lyon Creek providing rearing and transit habitat for threatened Chinook salmon.
10. How will the project provide for public use and enjoyment?
Terrace Creek Park is a public use area open to all City residents and other citizens in the Puget
Sound area. The project will add 1.77 additional acres to the existing 47 acres now preserved as
park land.
11. Does this project represent a unique or special opportunity?
At 1.77 acres in size, this parcel is the only parcel of its size in the City that is contiguous to an
existing City park. Currently there is strong development pressure within the City of Mountlake
Terrace and it is possible that the property will be developed in the near term if not preserved
now.

Other Criteria:
For each question, please respond yes or no and provide supporting information.
A. The CFPAB will evaluate how proposed projects compare with existing Conservation
Futures funded sites and promote the goal of distributing Conservation Futures funding
throughout the County.
B. Does the project comprise an entire project?
YES _X_
NO ___
C. Does the project site involve contributions from groups or agencies that will reduce the
need to utilize Conservation Futures Program funds?
YES _X_
NO ___
City contributions will contribute for water quality, removal of noxious weeds, replanting of
native vegetation, and delineation of the site through installation of boundary markers.
D. Is the project sponsor prepared to provide long-term stewardship for the proposed
project?
YES _X_
NO ___

Should the Terrace Creek Park Addition Project be funded and approved, the City of Mountlake
Terrace is dedicated to provide and fund long-term stewardship actions for the site.

COST WORKSHEET
ESTIMATE OF COSTS
Property Costs
Land
Improvements
SUBTOTAL
Reimbursable Incidental
Costs
Applicable taxes
Appraisal review
Appraisal(s)
Baseline inventory
Boundary survey
Closing (escrow/recording
fees)
Cultural resources study
Demolition
Fencing
Hazardous subsidence report
Noxious weed control

$150,500
$150,500
Quantity $

Notes

$1,500
$4,500
$5,000
$3,500

$5,000

Other (Specify)
Signage

$2,000
$1,000

Title reports/insurance

$2,000

Wetland delineation
SUBTOTAL

$24,500

TOTAL

$175,000

Remove existing noxious
weeds
Replant native vegetation
Purchase and installation of
boundary markers.
$500 title report, $1,500
insurance

ATTACHMENT 2: EVALUATION CRITERIA
Provided for Information Only

EVALUATION CRITERIA
The following discussion describes guidelines with which the Conservation Futures Program
Advisory Board will evaluate project proposals. Evaluation judgments will be made taking into
consideration all the information and documentation provided in the application by the project
sponsor, as well as data gathered from proponent presentations.
NOTE: Projects will be evaluated and points will be assigned using the CFPAB approved
scoring method. For each question scored points will be assigned based on a point range of 1
– 10 with 1 being the lowest points possible and 10 being the highest possible points. Please
review the evaluation criteria as you write your responses to application questions. The
CFPAB, at its discretion, may apply weights to criteria it chooses to emphasize.

SCC 4.14.100 SCORING CRITERIA
Fund Allocation Criteria. To identify and select projects for acquisition by the county, each
proposal shall be evaluated against the following points:

1. TO WHAT DEGREE DOES THE ACQUIRED PROPERTY PRESERVE WETLAND
RESOURCES AND/OR WILDLIFE HABITAT?
Maximum points will be awarded to project proposals that preserve both wetland resources
and wildlife habitat. Lesser points will be awarded to those project proposals that demonstrate
the preservation of either a wetland resource or a wildlife habitat. The least amount of
potential points will be awarded to a project proposal that does not preserve wetland resources
and/or wildlife habitat.
a. Project Preserves Wetland Resources and Wildlife Habitat (highest scoring).
b. Project Preserves Wetland Resources or Wildlife Habitat.
c. Project does not Preserve Wetland Resources and/or Wildlife Habitat (lowest scoring).
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2. TO WHAT DEGREE DOES THE PROJECT ADDRESS THE PRESERVATION OF A
STATE OF WASHINGTON PRIORITY HABITAT SPECIES, FEDERAL THREATENED
OR ENDANGERED SPECIES, OR QUALIFY AS AN EARLY ACTION PROJECT WITH
RESPECT TO POTENTIAL LISTING AS A THREATENED OR ENDANGERED
SPECIES?
Maximum points will be awarded to a proposal which documents the preservation or
protection of a WDFW identified Priority Habitat or Species, a USFWS listed Threatened or
Endangered Species or that successfully argues that it may qualify as an early action project. No
points will be awarded to a project that fails to demonstrate any of these criteria.
a. Addresses preservation of WDFW Priority Habitat or Species, USFWS identified
Threatened or Endangered Species, or qualifies as an early action project (highest
scoring).
b. Does not address criteria (lowest scoring).

3. TO WHAT DEGREE DOES THE PROJECT CONSERVE OPPORTUNITIES WHICH
ARE OTHERWISE THREATENED BY DEVELOPMENT?
Maximum points will be awarded to projects that are immediately threatened by development
or because of their truly unique or inherent physical characteristics present a preservation
opportunity which may be lost. The following guidelines will guide in the scoring process:
a.

b.
c.

Significantly Threatened: Because of development, or the unique physical features of the
site, this is the last opportunity, or one of the last opportunities, to acquire a property of
this variety (highest scoring).
Moderately Threatened: Other opportunities to acquire property of this variety exist, but
this type of site or sites with these physical features is in fairly short supply.
Slightly Threatened: This variety of property is reasonably common and available today,
but may be threatened in the future (lowest scoring).

4. TO WHAT DEGREE DOES THE PROJECT ESTABLISH A TRAIL CORRIDOR
AND/OR A NATURAL LINKAGE?
Maximum points will be awarded to project proposals that create or preserve both a trail
corridor and a natural area linkage. Lesser points will be awarded to those project proposals
that create or preserve a trail corridor or a natural area linkage.
a. Establishes a Trail Corridor and a Natural Area Linkage (highest scoring)
b. Establishes a Trail Corridor or a Natural Area Linkage
c. Does not establish either a Trail Corridor or a Natural Area Linkage (lowest scoring)
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5. TO WHAT DEGREE DOES THE PROJECT COMPRISE A PORTION OF A
CONTINUUM OF PROJECTS WHICH COLLECTIVELY IMPLEMENT A COMPLETE
PROJECT OR OBJECTIVE?
This evaluation criterion responds to the desire that, as often as possible, funds from the
Conservation Futures Program, should support well defined larger projects or objectives.
a. Completes a Phase of a Larger Project: Project funding plus applicable sponsor match will
provide for a well-defined phase of a larger project for which there is a comprehensive
acquisition and passive development plan with defined completion schedule and identified
funding (highest scoring).
b. Comprises a Portion of a Project: Project funding plus applicable sponsor match provides
for a portion of a larger project for which there is no identified funding, plan, or completion
schedule (lowest scoring).

6. TO WHAT DEGREE DOES THE PROJECT ENHANCE OR COMPLEMENT AN
ONGOING CONSERVATION, OR PRESERVATION PROGRAM?
Maximum points will be awarded to those proposals for which sponsors clearly demonstrate a
relationship between the project and an adopted open space, conservation, or resource
preservation program or plan. These plans and programs may be those of the sponsoring
agency or a jurisdiction which has oversight regarding the property in question. The applicant
must cite the applicable program or plan and show how their project proposal meets the goal in
the cited plan.
a. Enhances Documented Program: The sponsor demonstrates that the proposed project
builds upon an existing adopted open space, conservation, or resource preservation plan or
program which specifically includes the project site (highest scoring).
b. Complements Ongoing Program: The sponsor demonstrates that the proposed project will
fill a need documented by an existing adopted open space, conservation, or resource
preservation plan or program without identifying a specific site.
c. Stand-Alone Project: The sponsor does not demonstrate a relationship between the project
proposal and any existing adopted open space, conservation, or resource preservation plan
or program (lowest scoring).
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7. WILL THE PROJECT PROVIDE REGIONAL OR COMMUNITY-WIDE
SIGNIFICANCE?
Points will be awarded with regard to the geographical service area of the project. The
following definitions and standards will be used as guidelines in the scoring process:
a. Regional Benefit: These sites must serve large geographical areas which may encompass
several towns, cities, and unincorporated communities with benefit to a significantly large
population. For example, Puget Sound or all of Snohomish County (highest scoring).
b. Community Benefit: These sites will typically serve a single, well defined residential area
and a relatively small number of people. For example, the area around a city of town, or a
complex of closely associated communities such as Lynnwood and south Everett or the
unincorporated area immediately surrounding Monroe (lowest scoring).

8. TO WHAT DEGREE DOES THE PROJECT COMPLY WITH ONE OR MORE OPEN
SPACE PROGRAM POLICIES AND CRITERIA?
This evaluation criteria responds to the desire that projects support and promote applicable
jurisdictional open space policies Project sponsors should demonstrate degree of compliance
with open space policy (ies) applicable to their jurisdictional location.
a. Project strongly demonstrates support of the Conservation Futures Program purpose
and compliance with more than two applicable open space policies (highest scoring).
b. Project moderately demonstrates support of the Conservation Futures Program
purpose and compliance with applicable open space policies, meeting at least one
specific policy.
c. Project generally demonstrates support of Conservation Futures Program purpose
(lowest scoring).

9.

TO WHAT DEGREE DOES THE PROJECT PROVIDE MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL
BENEFIT?

Multi-jurisdictional Benefit: Maximum points will be awarded to those proposals which serve
and/or are sponsored by several jurisdictions (i.e. DNR, WDFW, County, Cities, School Districts,
and Tribes) with associated multijurisdictional benefit.
a. High Jurisdictional Benefit: These sites serve four or more jurisdictions as listed above
(highest scoring).
b. Moderate Jurisdictional Benefit: These sites serve two or three jurisdictions as listed above.
c. Low Jurisdictional Benefit: These sites serve one jurisdiction as listed above (lowest
scoring).
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10. TO WHAT DEGREE DOES THE PROJECT PROVIDE FOR PUBLIC USE AND
ENJOYMENT?
Public Use and Enjoyment: Maximum points will be awarded to those proposals which provide
for the greatest degree of public use and enjoyment. Public use and enjoyment can be defined
in general as the ability of the public to access and appreciate the site (i.e. access to a river by a
trailhead allows appreciation of scenery, fishing & rafting; preservation of a nesting site allows
for appreciation or rare birds but may have seasonally restricted access).
d. High Jurisdictional Benefit: These sites allow for multiple kinds of use and appreciation as
listed above (highest scoring).
e. Moderate Jurisdictional Benefit: These sites allow for at least one kind of access and one or
more ways to appreciate the site as listed above.
f. Low Jurisdictional Benefit: These sites allow for appreciation of the site but may have more
limited access or restricted access as listed above (lowest scoring).

11. TO WHAT DEGREE DOES THE PROJECT REPRESENT A UNIQUE OR SPECIAL
OPPORTUNITY?
Unique or special opportunity: Maximum points will be awarded to those proposals which
provide to the greatest degree possible a unique or special opportunity that occurs infrequently
or which is one of a kind (i.e. the acquisition of a large or very rare property of great habitat,
open space, recreation, or historical value). This question will be evaluated on a case by case
basis to determine the significance and degree of the opportunity.
g. Extremely Rare and Unique: These sites allow for once in a lifetime opportunities which
rarely if ever occur (highest scoring).
h. Moderately Rare and Unique: These sites allow for opportunities that occur once in a few
decades or which are becoming increasingly rare due to growth and development.
i. Fairly Common: These sites allow for opportunities that are valuable to the conservation
futures program but which are fairly common and readily available (lowest scoring).
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OTHER BOARD SELECTED CRITERIA
A. DOES THE PROJECT PROMOTE THE GOAL OF DISTRIBUTING CONSERVATION
FUTURES FUNDING, OVER TIME, THROUGHOUT THE COUNTY?
The CFPAB will evaluate how proposed projects compare with existing Conservation Futures
funded sites and promote the goal of distributing Conservation Futures funding throughout the
County.
Yes ___ No ___

B. DOES THE PROJECT COMPRISE AN ENTIRE PROJECT?
This evaluation criteria responds to the desire that, as often as possible, funds from the
Conservation Futures Program, in tandem with matching funds and resources provided, by the
project sponsor, are used to fund entire projects. Maximum points will be awarded to fully
funded projects.
Comprises an Entire Project: Project funding plus applicable sponsor match will provide for a
complete project.
Yes ___ No ___

C. DOES THE PROJECT SITE INVOLVE CONTRIBUTIONS FROM GROUPS OR
AGENCIES THAT WILL REDUCE THE NEED TO UTILIZE CONSERVATION
FUTURES PROGRAM FUNDS?
Does the project proposal include matching fund support which, as a result, will reduce the
need to utilize Conservation Futures Program funds? The sponsoring agency must clearly
document that the matching funds are indeed available. Documentation should accompany the
proposal worksheet. Consideration will reflect the percentage of total project costs that is
provided by outside resources. If match falls through, the sponsor must provide alternative
resources. No Conservation Futures Program resources will be expended prior to contractual
provision of match.
Yes ___ No ___

Attachment 2
6

For Information Only

Evaluation Criteria

D. IS THE PROJECT SPONSOR PREPARED TO PROVIDE LONG-TERM
STEWARDSHIP FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT?
Does the Maintenance Plan guarantee long-term maintenance and upkeep of the project site?
Sponsors should detail their maintenance and upkeep program including their readiness to
implement the program, who will do the job, and how the job will be done. Non-profit agencies
can have arrangements with local government or some other agency for long-term care of the
project site.
Yes ___ No ___
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ATTACHMENT F

Snohomish Counïy
Porks ond Recreolion
John Lovick

(425) 388-óó00
FAX (425) 388-óó45

County Executive
ó705 Puget Pork Drive
Snohomlsh, WA 9829ó

Jan.20,2015
Chairperson Dave Somers
Conservation Futures Program Advisory Board
6705 Puget Park Drive
Snohomish WA 98296

Dear Chairperson Somers,

The Snohomish County Department of Parks & Recreation (Parks) appreciates the chance to provide
information on emergent opportunities for property acquisition, which are proposed for potentialfunding
through the Conservation Futures Program Advisory Board (CFPAB). At the November 7,2014
CFPAB meeting, Parks staff presented information on the Hwy 530 Memorial Sites and Meadowdale
Park projects. ln addition to these previously presented projects, I would also ask for consideration of

the McKinley Property, as an alternate to the Seabrook property if that project cannot be completed,
and also consideration of funding for a Southwest County Community Park site.

Additional information on each of these projects is attached and staff will be present at the Jan. 28th
CFPAB meeting to answer any questions that the board may have.

Thank you for your consideration

Tom Teigen, Director
Snohomish County Parks & Recreation
6705 Puget Park Dr.
Snohomish WA 98296
425-388-6617
tom.teioen@snoco.oro

porks.

deportmenl@co.snohomlsh.wq, us
www.snocoporks.org

McKinley

Description: The proposed acquisition is 4.76 acres and is located adjacent to and southwest
of the Seabrook project. Negotiations between the Çity of Lynnwood (Seabrook project
proponent) and the owners of the Seabrook property have been progressing, but there have
been indications off and on that an agreement for acquisition may not be reached. lf that were
to occur, Parks proposes that the McKinley property be approved as an alternate for acquisition.
Benefits of Acquisition:

.
.

Preserves property in open space
Provides wetland and creek
protection

a

a

Provides similar values as Seabrook
property
Assemblage with City of Lynwood and
Snohomish County ownerships

Amount Reguesúed To be determined. Property value would be based upon a site appraisal
and review and would not progress unless the Seabrook project was terminated.

ATTACHMENT G

Snohomish County
Polks ond Recleolion
John Lovick

(425) 388-óó00
FAX (425) 388-óó45

County Executive
ó705 Pugel Pqrk Drive
Snohomish, WA 9829ó

Jan.20,2015
Chairperson Dave Somers
Conservation Futures Program Advisory Board
6705 Puget Park Drive
Snohomish WA 98296

Dear Chairperson Somers,

The Snohomish County Department of Parks & Recreation (Parks) appreciates the chance to provide
information on emergent opportunities for property acquisition, which are proposed for potential funding
through the Conservation Futures Program Advisory Board (CFPAB). At the November 7,2014
CFPAB meeting, Parks staff presented information on the Hwy 530 Memorial Sites and Meadowdale
Park projects. ln addition to these previously presented projects, I would also ask for consideration of

the McKinley Property, as an alternate to the Seabrook property if that project cannot be completed,
and also consideration of funding for a Southwest County Community Park site.

Additional information on each of these projects is attached and staff will be present at the Jan. 28th
CFPAB meeting to answer any questions that the board may have.

Thank you for your consideration

Tom Teigen, Director
Snohomish County Parks & Recreation
6705 Puget Park Dr.
Snohomish WA 98296
425-388-6617
tom.teioen
oco.orq

porks.

deportment@co.snohomish.wq. us
www.snocoporks.org

Southwest County Park

5

,

H

Description: The proposed project

is to acquire land in the Southwest County Urban Growth Area,
west of l-5 for a Community Park. The 2007 Snohomish County Comprehensive Park and
Recreation Plan identified the need for a Community Park in this area and recent public comment

received as part of Snohomish County's Comprehensive Plan update has emphasized the need for
open space in this rapidly growing area. Parks proposes to utilize Conservation Futures funding to
acquire park land in this area and implement a master planning process to identify amenities to
serve the area residents.

Benefits of Acquisition.

o
¡

Preserves open space
Provides recreational amenities

a

Contributes to quality of life

Arnount Reqaresfed: lt is estimated that a minimum of $1,000,000 dollars will be needed to
acquire a suitable piece of property to serve the identified need. A refined ask will be submitted
upon identification of a target property.

ATTACHMENT H

McKinley

Subject
Property

McKinley
Seabrook

• 4.76 acres
• Adjacent to Meadowdale
and City of Lynnwood
ownership – contributes

City of
Lynnwood

to assemblage
• Similar benefits to
Seabrook project
• Willing seller
City of
Lynnwood

• Proposed as substitution
for Seabrook, if Seabrook
does not go forward

McKinley

Subject
Property

Seabrook

City of
Lynnwood

Meadowdale Park

City of
Lynnwood

Meadowdale Park

Meadowdale Park
• 1.3 acres

• $519,950 request
• Adjacent to Meadowdale
County Park– contributes to
assemblage
• Preserves parking, playground

Proposed
Acquisition

and current access to park
• Eliminates development
potential
• Preserves existing grades

Meadowdale Park

Southwest County Park

Southwest County Park

• Proposed acquisition
within Southwest Urban
Growth Area, west of I-5
• Preserve open space
• Provide recreational
amenities
• Identified in current Park
Plan
• 2015 update process
supports identified need

Highway 530 Memorial

Highway 530 Memorial

• 13.37 acres (3 parcels)
• $134,150 request
• Secures property for memorial
purposes
• Provides safe ingress/egress
from Hwy 530
• Contributes to recovery of area

Highway 530 Memorial

Highway 530 Memorial

Highway 530 Memorial

ATTACHMENT I

2013 Bond Balancing - 1/22/2015
Original Bond Projects- Motion #13-353
City of Brier-Brier Nature Park
City of Edmonds- Edmonds Waterfront
City of Lynnwood - Seabrook Property
City of Mountlake Terr- Park Addition
City of Mukilteo- Japanese Gulch
City of Snohomish - Stocker Farms
City of Stanwood - Overnell Port Susan
City of Sultan - Sultan River Nature Trail
Forterra - Anderson Farm
PCC Farmland - Bailey Farm
Snohomish County - East Side Rail Corr
Snohomish County - Flowing Lake
Snohomish County - Esperance
Snohomish County - Lake Stickney
Snohomish County - O'Reilly Acres
Snohomish County - Steelhead Co. Park
Town of Darrington - Dashiell Land Purch
Town of Woodway - Deer Creek Park
Project Commitments:

Original Allocation
To Bond Fund Bal
Expended
Project Balance
713,320.00
-159,985.00
-553,335.00
0
500,000.00
0
0
500,000.00
5,000,000.00
0
0
5,000,000.00
300,000.00
0
0
300,000.00
2,497,500.00
0
-2,497,500.00
0
500,000.00
0
-500,000.00
0
2,295,000.00
-1,005,785.00
-1,289,215.00
0
324,600.00
0
0
324,600.00
1,100,000.00
-1,100,000.00
0
0
582,000.00
0
0
582,000.00
5,000,000.00
0
0
5,000,000.00
1,829,950.00
-199,040.00
-1,630,910.00
0
-8,620.00
823,950.00
0
815,330.00
734,950.00
0
0
734,950.00
612,400.00
0
-449,290.00
163,110.00
190,000.00
-19,622.00
-170,378.00
0
150,000.00
-414
-149,586.00
0
1,656,826.00
-24,317.00
-1,632,509.00
0
24,810,496.00

New Bond Projects
Snohomish County - Hooven Bog

-2,509,163.00
From Bond Fund Bal

-8,881,343.00
Expended

0

1,462,433.00

-1,462,433.00

24,810,496.00

-1,046,730.00

-10,343,776.00

Other Moti
Interl-Motion 13-486;Fnd Bal Motion 14-437
Interlocal- Motion #14-070
Interlocal- Motion #14-007
Interlocal- Motion #14-149
Interlocal- Motion #13-440
Interlocal- Motion #14-069
Interl-Motion 14-225; Fnd Bal Motion 14-437
Interlocal- Motion# 14-235
Fund Bal Motion #14-188
Agreement- Motion #14-392
Purch Motion#14-040; Fnd Bal Motion#14-188

Purchs-Motions 14-092;14-305
Purch Motion #13-439; Fnd Bal Motion#14-188
Interl Motion #13-426; Fnd Bal Motion#14-188
Interl Motion#14-008; Fnd Bal Motion#14-188

13,419,990.00
Project Balance

Motion
0 Motion #14-189 - bal of 187,567 out of CF non-bond

13,419,990.00

ATTACHMENT J

Town of Woodway
Deer Creek Park
Conservation Futures Grant Application

Presented by:
Eric A. Faison
Town Administrator

Woodway’s Critical Areas

The Park Site
 Current Park: 4.38 acres
Proposed Addition: 2.46 acres
 Adjacent to Deer Creek
Watershed, which extends to Puget
Sound
 Much of the site is heavily wooded
 Many significant old-growth and
second-growth trees
 Observed species include bald
eagles, pileated woodpeckers,
coyotes, deer

Draft Site Plan

Mature second-growth trees

Understory of young trees, native bushes, and ferns

Local support

Letters of support have been provided by:
• Edmonds Community College
6600 196th Street S.W., Lynnwood, WA
• Edmonds Senior Center
220 Railroad Avenue, Edmonds, WA
• Sherwood Elementary School
22901 106th Avenue W., Edmonds, WA

