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Pursuant to RCW36.70A.120 all capital budget decisions the City makes 
must conform to the Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, the Capital Facilities 

Element of  the Comprehensive Plan plays a significant and unifying role in how 
the city develops.  That’s one reason the Washington State Growth Management 
Act (GMA) makes it a mandatory element.

The Capital Facilities Element provides the guiding policies for the city’s Capital 
Facilities Plan (CFP).  While the element is more generalized, the CFP is very 
specific with lists of  capital projects, cost estimates, and funding proposals.  
Together, the Capital Facilities Element and the CFP serve as reality checks on 
the goals and objectives described throughout the Comprehensive Plan.  The 
Comprehensive Plan can only include projects that are feasible.  If  the CFP 
cannot show how a project would be financed then it should not be included in 
the Comprehensive Plan. 

The GMA requires the Capital Facilities Element to include: 
• An inventory of  existing capital facilities owned by public entities;
• A forecast of  the future needs for such capital facilities;
• Proposed locations and capacities of  expanded or new capital facilities; &
• A discussion of  how future capital facilities will be paid for.

CApitAl fACilities
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Also, the element must be consistent with Snohomish County Countywide 
Planning Policies.

The Capital Facilities and Land Use Elements are intimately related, especially 
how land use changes to accommodate growth can trigger the need for new or 
improved capital facilities.  The demand for capital facility projects is affected by 
three factors.  

1. The need to accommodate growth;
2. The need to maintain or rehabilitate existing facilities; and 
3. The need to address existing deficiencies.

The City of  Mukilteo is in a fortunate position as it currently only has one capital 
facility deficiency, the SR525/Harbour Pointe Boulevard S intersection. However,   
and a project to address that deficiency has already been identified and is financed 
with construction expected to be completed in 2016.  

The table on the following page shows that with that project there will be no 
deficiencies after 2016.  In most cases the city has not adopted a level of  service 
standard so the standard listed is the result of  research supporting the city’s current 
Capital Facilities Plan (see page 26 and Appendix F).

Because Mukilteo’s current population is 97% of  its target population (21,290 vs. 
21,812), no land use changes are necessary to accommodate the population target.  
Thus, reaching that target will not result in any new capital facilities deficiencies 
with the possible exception of  some intersections on SR525.  Some intersections 
on the state route are near capacity and are projected to fall below the City’s adopted 
LOS (Level of  Service) E standard.  However, if  this happens it will not be the 
result of  new growth in Mukilteo. Rather, it will be the result of  growth outside of  
the city that will generate traffic driving through Mukilteo on SR525 which the city 
has little control over.

Despite these facts, the City still needs a robust CFP that can implement the 
Comprehensive Plan vision for expanded capital facilities; not to accommodate 
growth but to further improve the quality of  life enjoyed by Mukilteo residents and 
visitors.  This element provides the policies necessary to guide the CFP towards 
that vision.
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tabLe 7: deficiencY anaLYsis

fACility stAndArd need existing

City Hall
1 Building with 324 SF 
per employee

1 Building of  9.720 SF
1 Building; 16,000 SF Building, 
• Built in 2008

Community Center
1 Building of  25,000 SF  
per 25,000 residents

1 Building of  25,000 SF
1 Building: 29,000 SF Building, 
• Built in 2010

Fire Station(s)
1 Station per 11,000 
Residents

2 Stations

Fire Station 24: 5,040 SF Building  
• Built in 1994
Fire Station 25: 14,148 SF Building 
• Built in 1993

Parks

Neighborhood Parks

Community Parks

Off-Leash Dog Park

Conservation Areas

.39 acres per 1,000 Res.

2.00 acres per 1,000 Res.

1 acres per 1,000 Res. 

10.00 acres per 1,000 Res.

None

None

None

None

569.04 Acres

8.05 Acres (Neighborhood)

50.35 Acres (Community)

.69 Acres (Off-Leash)

509.95 Acres (Conservation)

Police Station
1 Station Per 40,000 
Residents

1 Station
1 Station: 14,000 SF Building, 
• Built 2003

Transportation LOS E LOS E
All Intersections at LOS e or Better 
Except SR 525/HP Blvd South**. 

*Per PROSA Appendix C. Additional facilities related to Park Amenities, Waterfront Amenities, and Indoor Spaces 
are listed under PROSA Appendix C as well. 
**Project identified and financed will be built in 2016 that will improve the intersection to LOS  E or better. 
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The following maps and tables describe the capital facilities located within the city.  Map 8: City Facilities, shows 
the facilities and properties that are owned by the City of  Mukilteo that are on lots larger than a quarter of  an acre.  
(For graphic clarity, facilities on lots less than a quarter acres are not shown.)  For more detailed information about 
park, recreation and transportation capital facilities refer to the relevant element in this plan.  Also, 
additional information about stormwater facilities can be found in the Stormwater Facilities Atlas  on 
the City of  Mukilteo website (www.ci.mukilteo.wa.us).

The GMA requires the Capital Facilities Element to account for all capital facilities within city limits that were paid 
for by public entities, not just city facilities.  Therefore, this inventory of  capital facilities includes those owned by 
the City of  Mukilteo (Map 8) as well as those owned by the Mukilteo School District and the special utility districts 
that provide services to Mukilteo. Facilities owned by Mukilteo School District and the special utility districts can 
be found on Map 9: Outside Public Agencies Facilities.

inventory
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mAp 8: City fACilities

PLease note: citY faciLities of 
Less tHan a qUarter acre are not 
sHown dUe to graPHic cLaritY.
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mAp 9: outside publiC AgenCy boundAries
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level of serviCe

Level of  Service (LOS) standards are a tool that establishes benchmarks to 
determine the adequacy of  public services provided.  LOS is used to gauge 

whether there are adequate capital facilities to meet the standard and whether new 
or expanded facilities will be necessary to accommodate growth.

Washington State law establishes that “those public facilities and services necessary 
to support development shall be adequate to serve that development at the time 
the development is available for occupancy and use without decreasing current 
levels below locally established standards.” [RCW 36.70A.020(12)].

LOS standards are typically expressed as a ratio of  facility capacity to demand.  
For example, a park LOS would most likely be stated as number of  acres of  parks 
per 1,000 people. However, LOS standards are quantitative and not qualitative.  
Therefore, they measure the output and not necessarily the outcome of  providing 
public services. 

LOS should reflect local values. Because the values and needs of  each community 
differ, the LOS standards they adopt should reflect this uniqueness.  When LOS 
standards are debated and adopted, it is important to acknowledge that sometimes 
desires have to be modified to reflect fiscal and physical realities.

If  funding shortfalls or increases in demand make it difficult or impossible to meet 
LOS standards then either new revenue sources must be identified or the standard 
must be lowered.
  
cf1:  tHe citY sHaLL adoPt LeveLs of service standards and 
otHer bencHmarks tHen continUoUsLY monitor tHe adeqUacY 
of its caPitaL faciLities to meet tHose standards.

For details about specific adopted LOS standards refer to the Parks & Open Space 
and Transportation Elements. 
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CApitAl proJeCt lists

Many variables can be considered when making decisions about which capital projects to undertake, be they 
projects to maintain or expand existing facilities or projects to build new facilities.  To ensure the decision-

making process accurately reflects the values and the needs of  the community, the process must be methodical 
and predictable. It should be noted that because there currently are no deficiencies in the city’s infrastructure nor 
will growth create new deficiencies, all of  the projects on Mukilteo’s capital project lists are aspirational and not 
required.  All of  the projects are intended to build upon the already high quality of  life enjoyed in Mukilteo.

cf2: two caPitaL Project Lists, a 6-Year and a 20-Year List, sHaLL be adoPted annUaLLY 
bY citY coUnciL resoLUtion.

Projects on the 6-year list require detailed analysis of  construction costs and financing requirements to ensure 
their feasibility.  The 6-year capital project list should only include projects for which revenue sources have 
been identified. The 6-year capital project list shall be reviewed annually and, if  necessary, revised to 
accommodate projected demands and revenues  (CF2a).  While costs for projects on the 20-year list should 
be estimated, because they won't be undertaken in the near future, identifying specific revenue sources to pay for 
them is not required.  For the process to be predictable there should be a relationship between the 20-year and 
6-year lists.  Projects added to the 6-year list shall always come from the 20-year list except for the rare 
circumstances where a deficiency arises unexpectedly (CF2b). The City practice will be to adopt new capital 
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facilities lists every year by City Council resolution during the annual budget process.

Because there will always be a limit on how much money is available to pay for capital projects it is advisable to 
prioritize them.    Projects that address a current or projected deficiency are the highest priorities (CF2c). 

Generally, capital projects will be categorized as:
• City Facilities/Buildings
• Transportation (Roadways, Sidewalks, Bikeways)
• Stormwater
• Parks and Recreation
• Shoreline & Habitat Management

Many factors may be considered in compiling the project lists.  Those factors could include urgency of  the need, 
the cost, the availability of  funds, the size, the length of  time to construct, and more.  However, to ensure the 
capital facility project lists reflect the needs and desires of  the community, the most relevant factors should be 
identified. Some factors, independent of  need, should be considered when placing a project on the list, especially 
given the fact there currently are very few existing or predicted capital facility deficiencies.  The following factors 
not related to addressing a deficiency, which are in priority order, should be considered when placing 
projects on the 20-year capital project list:

1. Protection of  public health, safety and welfare.
2. Potential to receive grants or outside dollars to help pay for the project.
3. The severity and nature of  threats the project would address.
4. The number of  funding sources a project is eligible for.
5. Cost to operate and maintain the facility
6. Maintenance or redevelopment of  existing facilities to extend their useful life
7. Conservation of  energy and natural resources (CF2d).

A ranking system shall be developed to determine the process by which projects on the 20-year list are 
moved to the 6-year list.  The system shall be designed so:

• Projects from each capital project category are on the 6-year list;
• The cost for ongoing operations and maintenance of  the facility is considered;
• Priority is given to projects which: 

• fill service gaps; 
• serve the greatest number of  people; 
• address gaps in service;
• equitable distribution, both geographically and social-economically, of  capital project dollars 

spent is considered; 
• are intended to meet state and federal requirements (CF2e).
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The following factors may be considered to prioritize the projects (this list 
is in priority order of  importance): 

1. Improvements that increase safety and reduce threats to life and 
property.

2. Fulfill immediate Level of  Service standard issues.
3. Resolve major infrastructure maintenance needs
4. Have financial commitments have in place.
5. Identified as having only a minor effect on maintenance or safety but 

reflect desires of  the community (CF2f).

It is natural to want to take advantage of  unexpected opportunities when they 
present themselves.  For capital projects unexpected opportunities can be new 
funding sources or the sudden availability of  land or a facility for purchase.  While 
these opportunities should be considered when determining if  a project should 
be placed on a capital projects list, generally they should not be the only reason a 
project gets listed.  A project may be placed on a capital projects list solely 
because an unexpected opportunity presented itself, but not if  doing so 
means reducing the city’s ability to address an inadequacy (CF2g).

For some projects, volunteerism can lower the cost of  the project itself  or the cost 
to operate/maintain the facility built.  Volunteerism should be encouraged to 
lower costs to build, operate and maintain capital projects (CF2h).

The physical environment that surrounds and pervades the Mukilteo built 
environment is the most significant factor in creating the livable and high-quality 
of  life residents and visitors enjoy.  

cf3: tHroUgH site seLection and design, oPPortUnities to 
minimiZe tHe imPact of caPitaL faciLities on tHe environment, 
and if PossibLe enHance tHe natUraL environment, sHoULd be 
soUgHt. 

The mandatory requirement of  the Capital Facilities Element is to ensure capital 
projects that address deficiencies are identified and funded.  In part because the City 
does not face overwhelming deficiencies that must be addressed, this element can 
also provide guidance for capital projects that reflect community desires.  Capital 
projects whose primary objective is to protect the environment and enhance 
natural habitat should be considered, evaluated and constructed (CF3a). 



finAnCing

cf4: financing PLans for caPitaL Projects sHaLL be acHievabLe, reasonabLe and sHaLL 
consider a varietY of fUnding soUrces.

Identifying adequate revenue sources to pay for capital projects requires a broad approach.  Revenue to pay for 
projects come from one or more of  the city’s funds, including the city’s general fund, Real Estate Excise Tax (REET) 

Fund, Surface Water Management Enterprise Fund and other special funds.  The revenue that is deposited in these 
funds has come from the city’s share of  sales and property taxes, state and federal grants and loan programs, and impact 
mitigation fees collected from new development.   However, there are other revenue sources available that have not been 
used.  Both traditional and non-traditional funding sources can play a role in providing adequate funding for projects.  
All available funding and financing mechanisms which a capital project is eligible to use should be considered 
when developing a financing plan for that project (CF4a). The following table lists revenue sources that can be used 
to help pay for capital projects and describes any limitations on how the funds can be spent. 

State Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax Transportation Projects
Transportation Impact Fees Transportation Capacity Projects
Transportation Benefit District Transportation Projects
Local Improvement District Projects for Specific Geographic Areas
Grants

Recreation and Conservation Office (State) Parks, Recreation, and Habitat Projects
Conservation Futures Fund (County) Parks and Open Space Acquisition
Safe Routes to Schools (State) Sidewalks
Federal As Appropriated
Direct State Legislative Funding Awarded for a specific project and not related to a grant program
General As Appropriated

Stormwater Management Fees Surface Water Infrastructure Projects
Park Impact Fees Park Capacity Projects

Real Estate Excise Tax - REET I General Purpose Capital Improvement
Real Estate Excise Tax - REET II Capital Projects Listed in the Comprehensive Plan
Sales Tax & Utility Taxes Typically Used to Fund Operations
Local Infrastructure Finance Tool Public Infrastructure Improvements
Public Works Trust Fund Streets and Surface Water Infrastructure
General Obligation Bonds

Currently, all new development in Mukilteo is required to pay traffic mitigation fees and all new residential 
development is required to also pay park mitigation and school mitigation fees.  While the City collects all 
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impact mitigation fees, the school mitigation fees are forwarded to the Mukilteo School District so the district 
can increase its capacity to accommodate new students as necessary.  Impact mitigation fees can help fund capital 
projects designed to address capacity deficiencies that result from new development but cannot be used to address 
existing deficiencies.  These programs are designed to ensure the costs to expand the capacity of  streets, schools 
and parks to meet the increased demands created by new development is not entirely borne by existing taxpayers.  
Impact mitigation fee regulations shall be regularly reviewed to ensure they reflect current information, 
potential projects, and estimated costs (CF4b).

The City should continuously monitor new development and how it impacts the ability of  existing facilities to 
meet needs and standards.  If  additional or improved facilities are necessary to meet the demand generated by new 
development, the developers are responsible for paying for them and to ensure they are operational at the time the 
new development is available for occupancy.    The cost of  expanding existing or building new capital facilities 
to meet the demands created by population growth shall be paid by new development. It shall not be borne 
by existing taxpayers (CF4c). New development can pay for the capital facilities directly by building them or 
through payment of  impact mitigation fees.  

In addition to impact fees, the city can fund capital projects from its own funds and/or use state and federal grant 
and loan programs.  The City also has other potential sources for funds that are not used frequently and may not 
be the most desirable, but still should always at least be considered.  The City should consider selling land assets or 
facilities that are not needed to meet LOS standards or for the delivery of  the services.  Any funds generated by 
a sale should be used on capital projects designed to meet a level of  service standard or to provide a new 
service (CF4d).

Virtually no community ever has an adequate revenue flow to fund all of  its identified capital projects in its long-
term (20-year) vision.  Capital planning is a long-term challenge that requires discipline to achieve.  That discipline 
is especially important to fund large very high-cost projects.  Funding for extremely high-cost projects which 
cannot reasonably be paid for through a single year budget allocation, may be secured by setting aside 
dollars every year over a period of  years to compile the necessary funds or by issuing debt (CF4e).  Extra 
steps may be necessary to protect the integrity of  the city’s capital project process when saving for a large capital 
project that will take several years.  Except for the most extraordinary circumstances, funds designated for a 
project over multiple years shall not be spent on any other capital project or to fulfill another financial need 
(CF4f).  Also, high-cost capital projects for which funding must be accumulated over several years shall not 
be started until funding for the entire project has either been banked or identified (CF4g).  
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The Growth Management Act is intended to not only direct growth to urban areas but also to anticipate 
the impacts that growth will cause and plan accordingly.  This is why a forecast of  future needs is a 

required part of  the Capital Facilities Element.  The forecast should identify improvements necessary to address 
existing deficiencies or to preserve the capacities of  existing facilities and to identify improvements necessary to 
accommodate new development.  Because Mukilteo is nearly fully developed it is not expected future growth will 
create any additional deficiencies in capital facilities.  However, that doesn’t mean the City should not concern 
itself  with analyzing the impacts of  growth on capital facilities.

cf5:  tHe citY of mUkiLteo sHaLL continUe to assess tHe adeqUacY of its own caPitaL 
faciLities to meet citY standards and sHaLL work witH aLL oUtside service Providers to 
determine tHeir abiLitY to continUe to meet tHeir service standards over tHe 20-Year 
time frame of tHe comPreHensive PLan.

Coordination between the City and the providers of  services to Mukilteo can improve the efficiency of  service 
delivery.  Mukilteo should work with other agencies to coordinate capital infrastructure projects to reduce 
project costs and the frequency of  disruption due to construction activity in the same locations (CF5a).

The Capital Facilities Plans adopted by public entities that own or operate facilities or programs in Mukilteo are 
hereby referenced.  Capital facility and land use decisions made by the City should be consistent with those plans 
and if  not, efforts shall be made to achieve consistency.

School mitigation impact fees are collected by the City so new development will help pay for the cost to 
expand school capacities necessary to accommodate that new development.  The most recent version of  the 
Capital Facilities Plan of  Mukilteo School District No. 6 is expressly incorporated into this Capital Facilities 
Element of  the City of  Mukilteo Comprehensive Plan as the basis for imposing school impact mitigation fees 
as provided for by the GMA.

Capital facilities can become deficient if  demand increases, LOS standards are raised, or if  deterioration of  the 
facility reduces their capacity or makes their operation inefficient.  The City of  Mukilteo should strive to 
ensure proper maintenance of  capital facilities is regularly performed in order to reduce the rate of  
deterioration of  facilities(CF5b).   The City of  Mukilteo shall identify deficiencies in capital facilities 
based on adopted levels of  service and facility life cycles, and determine the means and timing for 
correcting these deficiencies (CF5c).

foreCAst
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Mukilteo Water District
The Mukilteo Water District was formed in 1920 and is the oldest active district in the State of  
Washington, providing service to Mukilteo and South Everett areas. The District was authorized 
to provide sewer service to its South Everett customers in 1975. In November 2007 voters approved 
the merger of  Olympus Terrace Sewer District and the Mukilteo Water District. In 2008 the name 
was changed to Mukilteo Water and Wastewater District. Olympus Terrace Sewer District had been 
created in 1969 to provide sewer service to the subdivision of  Olympus Terrace and expanded over time 
to eventually provide sewer service to the greater Mukilteo area.

- Credit to Mukilteo Water & Wastewater District
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Appendix i: CApitAl fACilities lists

The Capital Facilities Lists include the following tables:
• 6 Year Proposed REET II Fund Capital Project Plan - Revenues
• 6 Year Proposed REET II Fund Capital Project Plan - Expenditures
• 2015-2035 Capital Facilities List - Projects Under $200,000
• 2015-2035 Capital Facilities List - Projects Over $200,000 
• 2015-2035 Capital Facilities List - MUGA Projects

Both the 6 Year Proposed REET II Fund Capital Project Plan - Revenues & Expenditures are subject to change 
with the adoption of  the annual budget. This is to reflect changes in market costs and changes with revenue 
opportunities. 

tabLe i-1: 6 Year ProPosed reet ii fUnd caPitaL Project PLan - revenUes

REVENUES
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Estimated Beginning Fund Balance $333,753 $83,478 $55,919 $29,760 $36,746 $63,107 
2014 Carry Forward Projects

Pavement Preservation $300,000
Street Maintenance & Repair $80,000 

Sidewalk Repair $10,000 
Annual Sidewalk Construction  $50,000 

Annual ADA Improvements $10,000 
Bike Path Construction $25,000 

Projected REET II Taxes $511,541 $504,891  $530,640 $548,682 $567,337 $567,337 
Grant Funds $464,443 $2,089,358 $2,329,260 $14,177,700 $3,000,000 
61st Pl Retaining Wall FEMA Grant* $75,688 $662,102 
Interest/Other $2,336 $584 $391 $208 $257 $442 
Total Resources Available $1,862,761 $3,340,413 $2,916,211 $14,756,350  $3,604,340 $630,886 



Appendix I • Capital Facilities Lists     121  

tabLe i-2: 6 Year ProPosed reet ii fUnd caPitaL Project PLan - exPenditUres

EXPENDITURES
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Rosehill Bond Payment (LTGO)  ($69,980)  ($66,354)  ($66,256)  ($66,354)  ($66,233)  ($66,269)

2014 Carry Forward Projects
Pavement Preservation  ($300,000)

Street Maintenance & Repair  ($80,000)
Sidewalk Repair  ($10,000)

Annual Sidewalk Construction  ($50,000)
Annual ADA Improvements  ($10,000)

Bike Path Construction  ($25,000)
SR 526 Shared Use Pathway (1)(2)  ($211,803)

2015 Capital Budget Projects
Facility Renewal (2)  ($68,000)

Transportation Comp Plan (2)  ($42,500)
ADA Transition Plan (2)  ($7,500)  ($20,000)

Additional Secure Parking  ($12,000)
2015 Street Light Retrofit  ($40,000)

Annual Capital Projects
Annual Traffic Calming (2)  ($25,000)  ($25,000)  ($25,000)  ($25,000)  ($25,000)  ($25,000)

Annual Street Preservation (2)  ($300,000)  ***  ($300,000)  ($300,000)  ($300,000) ($300,000)
Sidewalk Construction (2)  ($25,000)  ($50,000)  ($50,000)  ($50,000)  ($50,000)  ($50,000)

Bike Path Construction (2)  ($25,000)  ($50,000)  ($50,000)  ($50,000)  ($50,000)  ($50,000)
Annual ADA Improvements  ($15,000)  ($15,000)  ($50,000)  ($50,000)  ($50,000)  ($50,000)
Grant Funded Projects

HPB & 5th Street Pavement 
Preservation (1)(2)

 ($50,000)  ($747,000)

HPB Widening (1)  ($75,000)  ($216,030)  ($1,265,520)  ($75,500)
61st Pl Retaining Wall (1)  ($87,500)  ($765,435)

Ped Bridge (1)(3)  ($329,675)  ($329,675)  ($2,752,750)
Harbour Reach Drive Extension (1)(3)  ($250,000)  ($1,000,000)  ($750,000) ($11,350,000)  ($3,000,000)

Total Expenditures ($1,779,283)  ($3,284,494)  ($2,886,451) ($14,719,604) ($3,541,233) ($541,269)
Total Resources Available $1,862,761 $3,340,413 $2,916,211 $14,756,350  $3,604,340 $630,886 

Ending Fund Balance  $83,478 $55,919  $29,760  $36,746  $63,107  $89,617 

(1)Grant Funded Project
(2) Proposed REET I projects to be moved to REET II
(3) Anticipated future grants
Note: WSDOT Mobility Grant for the Pedestrian Bridge is matched $350,000 from POE and $300,000 from WSF
Note: REET II revenue estimates for 2015-2019 are based on the State's forecast
*** HPB and 5th Street Pavement Preservation substituted for 2016 Annual Street Preservation
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transPortation

roadwaY
pedestriAn 

fACilities
bikewaY stormwater Parks

citY 
bUiLdings

sHoreLine 
& Habitat 

management

TR1: Annual 
Pavement 
Preservation 
Program

TB1: Annual 
Bikeway 
Program

SW1: Annual 
Stormwater 
Facility 
Maintenance

P1: Annual Park 
Improvements

TR2: Annual 
PROW Traffic 
Calming Program

P2: Restoration of  the 
BMX Jump Track Area

TR3: Annual 
PROW ADA 
Improvements

P3: Japanese Gulch 
Entrance Kiosk and Maps

P4: Japanese Gulch - Trail 
Signage

P5: Japanese Gulch - 
Install Bollards at the 
Community Garden 
Entrance
P6: Repaint Red Exterior 
Sections of  Rosehill

P7: Install Volleyball 
Sleeves on Grass Area at 
Rosehill (Poles, Net, Rope 
for Court Outline)

P8: Big Gulch Trail -  
Plexiglass Maps for Kiosks

P9: Re-do all Gates and 
Hardware at the Dog Park

P10: Annual Beach 
Enhancement  & 
Restoration
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*TR4: Harbour 
Reach Drive 
Extension

TS1: Annual 
Pedestrian 
Facilities 
Construction  
Program

TB2: 
Harbour Pointe 
Boulevard 
Shared-Use Path 
Reconstruction

SW2: Park Avenue 
Outfall

P11: Harbour 
Pointe Village 
Park

CB2: Fire 
Station 25 
Interior 
Expansion 
and Training 
Tower 
Renovation

HM1: North 
Mukilteo 
Nearshore 
Habitat/Buffer 
Replacement

*TR5: Chennault 
Beach Road 
Widening

TS2: 53rd 
Avenue 
Sidewalks 
from 84th 
Street to 81st 
Place

*TB3: 
Paine Field 
Blvd. Shared-
Use Path 
Reconstruction

SW3: 2nd 
St. Drainage 
Improvements and 
Loveland Outfall

P12: Japanese 
Gulch Trail 
Phase 3

CB3: Public 
Works Storage 
Facility 
Improve- 
ments (2nd 
Street) (Repave 
Parking Lot 
and Replace 
Stair Well to 
Loft

HM2: Japanese 
Gulch 
Daylighting and 
Habitat/Buffer 
Replacement

*TR6: Harbour 
Pointe Boulevard 
(South) Widening

*TS3: 
Pedestrian 
Bridge Over 
BNSF Tracks

SW4: Canyon Drive 
and 62nd Place W. 
Storm Drainage 
Improvements

P13: 
Lighthouse 
Park Phase 3-4

CB4: Chamber 
of  Commerce 
Building 
Parking Lot 
& Pedestrian 
Access 
Renovation

HM3: Big Gulch 
Estuary Phase 1

*TR7: Cyrus Way 
Widening

TS4: Loveland 
Avenue 
Sidewalks – 
2nd Street to 
3rd Street

SW5: Smuggler's 
Gulch Creek 
Crossing

P14: Entrance 
Signs/
Community 
Organization 
Signs

CB5: City Hall 
Parking Lot 
Repair

HM4: Big Gulch 
Estuary Phase 2

TR8: Cyrus 
Way (South) 
Improvements

TS5: SR526 
from 84th 
Street to 
Airport Road

SW6: 46th Place 
W. and 45th Place 
W. Drainage 
Improvements

P15: Park 
Renovation and 
Major Repairs 
Program

CB6: Station 
25 Mezzanine 
Work Area for 
Crew

HM5: Big Gulch 
Estuary Phase 3

*TR9: Bernie 
Webber Drive Park 
and Ride Plus

TS6: 53rd 
Avenue 
Sidewalks 
from 88th 
Street to 92nd 
Street

SW7: 44th Avenue 
W

P16: Parks and 
Open Space 
Acquisition

CB7: St. 
25 Extend 
Building 
for More 
Office Space 
for Staffing 
Enhance-
ments

HM6: Big Gulch 
Estuary Phase 4

*TR10: 47th Ave 
W/107th St. SW 
Reconstruction

TS7: 84th 
Street 
Sidewalks 
from  SR525 
to 53rd 
Avenue

SW8: 64th Place 
W Drainage 
Improvements

P17: Sports 
Field 
Development

HM7: Big Gulch 
Estuary Phase 5
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tabLe i-4: 2015-2035 caPitaL faciLities List - Projects more tHan $200,000
transPortation

roadwaY
Pedestrian 
faciLities

bikewaY stormwater Parks
citY 

bUiLdings

sHoreLine 
& Habitat 

management

*TR11: Downtown 
Waterfront Parking 
Facility

TS8: 5th 
Street 
Sidewalks 
from Lincoln 
Avenue to 
City Limits

SW9: Smuggler’s 
Gulch Drainage 
Analysis

P18: Waterfront 
Promenade

HM8: Big 
Gulch Beach 
Enhancement

TR12: 2nd 
St. Pedestrian 
Improvements

TS9: 2nd 
Street 
Sidewalks 
from SR525 
to Loveland 
Avenue

SW10: Marine View 
Place - Flow Control

P19: Big Gulch 
Pedestrian 
Access to 
Shoreline

HM9: Chennault 
Beach Tidelands 
Enhancement

*TR13: SR525 
Bridge

TS10: Park 
Avenue 
Sidewalks 
from 2nd 
Street to 3rd 
Street

SW11: 46th/88th 
Detention Pond 
Improvement/
Relocation 

P20: Shoreline 
Trail

HM10: 
Possession View 
Waterfront 
Access

TS11: 
88th Street 
Sidewalks 
from SR525 
to 46th Street

SW12: Naketa Beach 
improvements

P21: Cascadia 
Trail

HM11: Forest 
Management 
Plan & 
Reforestation

TR15: Park 
Ave. Pedestrian 
Improvements

*TS12: 
Harbour 
Pointe 
Boulevard 
Southside 
Sidewalks 
from Cyrus 
Way to SR525

SW13: 15th Place 
Detention Pond 
Improvements

P22: Harbour 
Heights to 
Waterfront 
Pedestrian Path 
and Bridge

TR16: Street 
Lighting Program

TS13: Cyrus 
Way Sidewalks 
from 
Evergreen 
Drive to 
South Road

SW14: Olympic 
View Middle School 
Bioretention Swale

P23: Picnic 
Point Gulch to 
Harbour Pointe 
Boulevard 
Segment
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transPortation

roadwaY
Pedestrian 
faciLities

bikewaY stormwater Parks
citY 

bUiLdings

sHoreLine 
& Habitat 

management

TR17: Tank 
Farm Interim 
Improvements

TS14: Cyrus 
Way Sidewalks 
from Harbour 
Pointe 
Boulevard to 
Evergreen 
Road

SW15: 49th Avenue 
W. and 44th Avenue 
W. Bioretention 
Swales

P24: Possession 
Way to Beverly 
Park Road Trail

TR18: 13124 
Beverly Park Road 
(Peterson Property) 
Improvements /
Sale

TS15: SR525 
Totem Park 
Sidewalk

SW16: Mukilteo 
Estates Detention 
Pond Retrofit

P25: Boat 
Launch 
Relocation 
Study

TR19: SR 525 
Pedestrian / Bike 
Access Feasibility 
Study

TS16: 
76th Street 
Sidewalks 
from SR525 
to 44th 
Avenue W.

SW17: 61st Culvert 
Replacement

P26: Japanese 
Gulch Master 
Plan for Phase 
3

TR20: 61st Street 
Reconstruction 
(Smugglers Gulch)

TS17: Cyrus 
Way Sidewalks 
from Harbour 
Pointe 
Boulevard to 
SR525

SW18: 56th Avenue 
Bioretention Swale

P27: 
Lighthouse 
Park Band Shell 
Post Covers

TR21: Left Turn 
Lane at Goat Trail 
Road – Turn Lane 
Pockets on SR525

TS18: 
Chennault 
Beach Road 
Sidewalks 
4400 Block

SW19: Naketa Beach 
Outfall

P28: Tank Farm 
Lot 3 / Tract 2 
Development

TR22: Russell Road 
Widening

TS19: SR525 
Sidewalks 
from 92nd 
Street to 86th 
Street

SW20: Decant 
Facility

P29: Replace 
Rubber 
Sidewalks at  
Lighthouse 
Park & 
Lighthouse  
Station

TR23: 91st Street 
Reconstruction

TS20: 
3rd Street 
Sidewalks

SW21: Chennault 
Beach Street 
Drainage 
Improvements

P30: Replace 
Grinder Pumps 
at Lighthouse 
Park
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tabLe i-4: 2015-2035 caPitaL faciLities List - Projects more tHan $200,000
transPortation

roadwaY
Pedestrian 
faciLities

bikewaY stormwater Parks
citY 

bUiLdings

sHoreLine 
& Habitat 

management

TR24: 84th 
Street Widening 
and Grade 
Reconstruction 
Alignment 
84th Street to 
53rd Avenue 
W. Pedestrian 
Improvements

TS21: 
Sidewalks 
from 73rd 
Street SW to 
48th Avenue 
W.

SW22: Mukilteo 
Lane Storm 
Drainage 
Improvements

P31: Replace 
Boat Ramp 
at Lighthouse 
Park

TR25: 53rd Street 
Improvements

TS22: DB 
Subarea Plan 
Sidewalks

SW23: 84th 
Street SW (West) 
Storm Drainage 
Improvements

P32: Repave 
Commuter 
Parking Lot

TR26: Mukilteo 
Lane Repair

TS23: SR525 
Under Bridge 
Pedestrian 
Path

SW24: 66th Place 
W Street Drainage 
Improvements

P33: Japanese 
Gulch Trails

TR27: Lamar 
Drive Road 
Reconstruction

SW25: Central Drive 
Storm Drainage 
Improvements for 
Big Gulch Basin

P34: Japanese 
Gulch Trail 
Heads and Way 
Finding Signs

TR28: 53rd Avenue 
Traffic Calming 
Improvements

SW26: 10th 
Street and 
Loveland Avenue 
Storm Drainage 
Improvements

P35: Japanese 
Gulch 
Playground 
Equipment

TR29: 92nd Street 
Slope Stability 
from Mahalo to 
91st Place SW

SW27: Horizon 
Heights Storm 
System Extension

P36: Japanese 
Gulch - 76th 
Street Parking 
Lot

TR30: Harbour 
Pointe Boulevard 
North Right Hand 
Turn Lane

SW28: Lighthouse 
Park Storm Drainage 
Improvements

P37: Japanese 
Gulch - 
Playfields

TR31: Cheannault 
Beach Road 
Widening from 
SR525 to Harbour 
Reach Drive

SW29: Whisper 
Wood Pond W.

P38: Projects 
from the 
Japanese Gulch 
Master Plan

SW30: Upper 
Chennault Culvert 
Improvement (access 
Road)

P39: 92nd 
Street Park 
Split Rail Fence 
Around Pond
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transPortation

roadwaY
Pedestrian 
faciLities

bikewaY stormwater Parks
citY 

bUiLdings

sHoreLine 
& Habitat 

management

TR33: Beverly Park 
Road to Harbour 
Reach Drive 
Widening

SW31: 88th 
Street (East) 
Storm Drainage 
Improvements

P40: Purchase 
Property in Big 
Gulch

TR34: Cyrus Way 
new alignment 
from Chennault 
Beach Road to 
Russell Road

SW32: 5th Street 
Storm Drainage 
Improvements

P41: Big Gulch 
Trail and 
Estuary

SW33: Park Avenue 
Storm Drainage 
Improvements

P42: Big Gulch 
– Expand 
Wetland at 
SR525

SW34: Park Avenue 
Tidegate

P43: Dive Park

SW35: 63rd Place 
W. Storm Drainage 
Improvements for 
Big Gulch Basin

P44: Tank Farm 
Lot 1 - Mixed 
Use Building

SW36: 63rd Place 
W. Storm Drainage 
Improvements for 
Chennault Beach 
Basin

P45: Mary Lou 
Morrow Park 
Development

SW37: Japanese 
Gulch/Brewery 
Creek Headwater 
Wetland Creation/
Enhancement

P46: Projects 
from the 
Downtown 
Waterfront 
Master Plan

SW38: 88th 
Street (West) 
Storm Drainage 
Improvements

P47: 
Community 
Garden/
Precht Property 
Parking Lot

SW39: Goat Trail 
Pipe Restoration

P48: Picnic 
Shelter at 
LHP Wedding 
Shelter

SW40: 2nd Street 
Pipe Restoration

P49: Speedway 
Park
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tabLe i-4: 2015-2035 caPitaL faciLities List - Projects more tHan $200,000
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roadwaY
Pedestrian 
faciLities

bikewaY stormwater Parks
citY 

bUiLdings

sHoreLine 
& Habitat 

management

SW41: 64th Place 
W. Street Drainage 
Improvements

P50: Mukilteo 
Dive Park and 
Beach Access

SW41: 64th Place 
W. Street Drainage 
Improvements 

P51: Central 
Waterfront Park

SW42: Smuggler’s 
Gulch/Big Gulch 
Basin Analysis

P52: Japanese 
Gulch Creek 
Park

SW43: Centralized 
Storm Drainage 
Facilities for Bluff  
Properties – Formed 
Through LID

P53: Edgewater 
Beach 
Restoration and 
Promenade

SW44: Cornelia 
Avenue/3rd Street 
Storm System 
Extension

P54: 
Downtown 
Waterfront 
Gateway

SW45: 63rd Place W. 
Slope Stabilization

P55: Interim 
Waterfront 
Promenade

SW46: Brewery 
Creek Outfall
SW47: 92nd Street 
Park Wetland 
Restoration and 
Expansion
SW48: 102nd Street 
SW Storm Drainage 
Improvements
SW49: Upper 
Smugglers Gulch 
Restoration
SW50: Upgrade 
Culverts for Fish 
Passage (Japanese 
Gulch, Big Gulch, 
Picnic Pointe)
SW51: North Fork 
of  Big Gulch Stream 
Restoration and 
Wetland Creation 
(Privately Owned)
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transPortation

roadwaY
Pedestrian 
faciLities

bikewaY stormwater Parks
citY 

bUiLdings

sHoreLine 
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management

SW52: 44th Ave. 
Storm Drainage 
Improvements
SW53: 53rd Ave. 
Storm System 
Extension
SW54: Purchase 
Vacant Land to 
Restore Natural 
Detention Areas 
(Can Apply to all 
Basins)
SW56: Harbour 
Pointe Boulevard 
and 47th Place W. 
Stream Corridor 
Enhancement 
(Privately Owned)
SW57: Central Drive 
Storm Drainage 
Improvements for 
Chennault Beach 
Basin
SW58: 92nd Street/
Hargreaves Storm 
Drain Extension

transPortation

roadwaY sidewaLk bikewaY stormwater Parks
citY 

bUiLdings

sHoreLine 
& Habitat 

management

P48: Picnic Point Elementary School to 
Harbour Pointe Boulevard Trail

HM12: Lund’s 
Gulch Estuary 
Habitat

P49: Lake Serene Loop Pedestrian Path HM13: 
Shipwreck Point

P50: Lincoln Way Pedestrian Pathway HM14: Picnic 
Point Creek 
Restoration

P51: SR99 Pedestrian Connections HM15: Norma 
Beach Boathouse

P52: St. Andrews Rd. to Wind and 
Tide Drive Pedestrian Paths

P53: Norma Beach Rd. to Shoreline Trail

P54: 148th Pedestrian Paths


	City Application 4407 76th ST. Rezone to PSP from OS Docketing
	AB20-35 EXH 4 Japanese Gulch MP excerpt
	AB20-35 EXH 6 2018 Comprehensive Plan Capital Facilities Element Excerpts



