516 Third Avenue, Council
Chambers, 10th Floor,

King County Seattle, WA 98104

Meeting Agenda
KING COUNTY
FLOOD CONTROL
DISTRICT

King County Flood Control District

Boardmembers: Reagan Dunn, Chair; Sarah Perry, Vice Chair;
Claudia Balducci, Jorge L. Barén, Rod Dembowski,
Steffanie Fain, Rhonda Lewis,

Teresa Mosqueda, Pete von Reichbauer

1:30 PM Tuesday, November 3, 2026 Hybrid Meeting

SPECIAL MEETING

Hybrid Meetings: Attend King County Flood Control District meetings in person in Council Chambers (Room
1001), 516 3rd Avenue in Seattle, or through remote access.

HOW TO PROVIDE PUBLIC TESTIMONY: The King County Flood Control District values community
input and looks forward to hearing from you. Testimony must be limited to items listed on the agenda for
Board action.
There are three ways to provide public testimony:
1. In person: You may attend the meeting in person in Council Chambers.
2. By email: You may testify by submitting a COMMENT email. If your testimony is submitted before 10:00
a.m. on the day of the Flood District meeting, your email testimony will be distributed to the Supervisors
and appropriate staff prior to the meeting. Please submit your testimony by emailing
kcc.flood@kingcounty.gov.
3. Remote attendance on the Zoom Webinar: You may provide oral public testimony at the meeting by
connecting to the meeting via phone or computer using the ZOOM application at https://zoom.us/, and
entering the Webinar ID: 873 0459 1515.

If you do not have access to the ZOOM application, you can connect to the meeting by calling
1-253-215-8782 and using the Webinar ID. Connecting in this manner, however, may impact your ability to
be unmuted to speak.

Sign language and interpreter services can be arranged given sufficient notice (206-848-0355).
TTY Mumber - TTY 711.
Council Chambers is equipped with a hearing loop, which provides a wireless signal that is picked up
‘ \ by a hearing aid when it is set to 'T' [Telecoil] setting.
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King County Flood Control District Meeting Agenda November 3, 2026

Language access services: Sign language and interpreter services are available at no cost to you. To
request these services, contact King County Council’s Equity and Social Justice Office at 206-477-9259
(TTY Relay 7-1-1) or kccesj@kingcounty.gov at your earliest opportunity. Please provide notice by 9 AM at
least three (3) business days prior to the meeting to better secure availability.

If you do not wish to be called upon for public comment during the meeting, please help us manage the
callers and use one of the options below:

1. Stream online via this link: https://kingcounty.gov/kctv, or input the link web address into your web
browser.

2. Watch King County TV on Comcast Channel 22 and 322(HD), and Astound Broadband Channels 22
and 711 (HD).

3. Listen to the meeting by telephone — See “Connecting to the Webinar” above.

1. Call to Order

To show a PDF of the written materials for an
agenda item, click on the agenda item below.

2. Roll Call

3. Public Comment

Items for Discussion Only

4. FCD Resolution No. FCD2026-11 Pg.3
A RESOLUTION relating to the operation and finances of the King County Flood Control Zone District,

adopting the 2027 budget and work program and authorizing improvements.

5. FCD Resolution No. FCD2026-12 Pg. 29
A RESOLUTION relating to the finances of the King County Flood Control Zone District ("District");
authorizing a property tax levy to implement the District's 2027 budget; reserving banked capacity; and
protecting up to $.25 per $1,000 of assessed value of the District's property tax levy from proration.

Briefings

6. FCD Briefing No. FCD2026-B08 Pg. 33

District Bonding Policy.

Adjournment

Sign language and interpreter services can be arranged given sufficient notice (206-848-0355).
TTY Mumber - TTY 711.
Council Chambers is equipped with a hearing loop, which provides a wireless signal that is picked up
‘ \ by a hearing aid when it is set to 'T' [Telecoil] setting.
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KI N G C 0 U N TY King County Courthouse

516 Third Avenue

FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT Room 1200

Seattle, WA 98104

Signature Report

KING COUNTY
FLOOD CONTROL
DISTRICT
FCD Resolution
Proposed No. FCD2026-11.1 Sponsors

A RESOLUTION relating to the operation and finances of
the King County Flood Control Zone District, adopting the
2027 budget and work program and authorizing
improvements.
WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 86.15.140, the King County Flood Control Zone
District ("the District") held a public hearing on the proposed 2027 budget of the District

on , and

WHEREAS, the board of supervisors (""the Board") desires to adopt the King
County Flood Control Zone District's 2027 budget, and

WHEREAS, by Ordinance 15728, the King County council adopted the District's
initial comprehensive plan of development for flood and stormwater control, which is
titled "2006 King County Flood Hazard Management Plan," and by Resolution
FCD2011-05.1, the District Board amended the initial plan to include a project in the city
of Seattle (collectively, "the District Comprehensive Plan"), and

WHEREAS, pursuant to RCW 86.15.110, the Board must approve by resolution
all flood control and storm water control improvements, prior to the extension,
enlargement, acquisition or construction of such improvements, and

WHEREAS, RCW 85.15.110, further provides that such approval resolution must

state whether the improvements are to be extended, enlarged, acquired or constructed;
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FCD Resolution

state that the comprehensive plan has been adopted; state that the improvements generally
contribute to the objectives of the comprehensive plan; state that the improvements will
benefit the county as a whole; state the estimated costs of the improvements; and identify
the data supporting the estimated costs, and

WHEREAS, since 2008, the District has implemented countywide flood risk
reduction policies and projects protecting life and property of King County residents
while advancing various benefits including equity and social justice, sustainable
livelihoods, habitat protection, salmon recovery, recreation, and resilient communities,
and

WHEREAS, the Board desires to continue addressing flood risk county-wide
through a "worst-first" paradigm balancing risk, severity, and consequence of a flood
risk, and

WHEREAS, the Board desires to approve improvements in the District's 2027
budget that are not in the District Comprehensive Plan, or that have been modified by the
District's 2027 budget, in accordance with RCW 85.15.110;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS OF THE KING COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL ZONE DISTRICT:

SECTION 1. The Board hereby adopts the 2027 Budget for the District, as set
forth in Attachments A ("Work Program"), B ("2027 Annual Budget"), C ("2027 Annual
Operating Budget"), D ("2027 Annual Capital Budget"), E ("2027 - 2032 Six-Year CIP"),
F ("2027 Annual District Oversight Budget"), G ("2027 Subregional Opportunity Fund
Allocations"), and H ("2027 - 2032 Six-Year CIP Project Allocations") to this resolution;

provided that King County, or other jurisdictions contracted to implement projects, shall

2
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FCD Resolution

submit predesign reports for capital projects to the District executive director, and shall
seek approval from the District executive director of project charters. Furthermore, King
County and other service providers as appropriate shall provide to the District executive
director communications and outreach plans for authorization to implement, thirty
percent design project reports for authorization to proceed to sixty percent design, sixty
percent design project reports for authorization to proceed to ninety percent design, and
ninety percent design project reports for authorization to proceed to one hundred percent
design.

SECTION 2. The Board approves the extension, enlargement, acquisition, or
construction, as applicable, of the improvements that are included in the District
Comprehensive Plan, that are included in the District Comprehensive Plan but have been
modified by Attachments C, D, and H to this resolution, or that are not included in the
District Comprehensive Plan but are identified in Attachments C, D, and H to this
resolution (collectively, "the Improvements"). The District Comprehensive Plan includes
the streams or water courses upon which the Improvements will be enlarged, extended,
acquired, or constructed. The Board determines that the Improvements generally
contribute to the objectives of the District Comprehensive Plan and will be of benefit to
the county as a whole.

SECTION 3. The estimated costs of the Improvements are stated in Attachments
C, D, and H to this resolution and the supporting data for the estimated costs are on file
with the director of the King County water and land resources division.

SECTION 4. For the Improvements that will be constructed, preliminary

engineering studies and plans either have been prepared or will be prepared, and have
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FCD Resolution

been filed or will be filed, with the director of the King County water and land resources
division.

SECTION 5. The Board directs the District executive director to continue to
implement flood risk reduction policies and projects countywide that protect life and
property of King County residents while advancing multiple benefits including equity
and social justice, sustainable livelihoods, habitat protection, salmon recovery, recreation,
and resilient communities.

SECTION 6. The Board directs the District executive director to continue a
thorough review of the 6-year CIP list, including robust discussions with King County
and other service providers, and the Advisory Committee and Joint Basin Technical
Committee, to recommend a paradigm to reduce expenditures and/or re-prioritize projects
to align with District revenue. This paradigm shall include recommendations to evaluate
flood risk reduction projects county-wide incorporating risk, severity, and consequence
while implementing the principles of integrated floodplain management consistent with
FCD20-07, the District's Multi-Benefit Motion.

SECTION 7. The Board directs District executive director to work with King
County water and land resources division to provide a quarterly report on the progress of
the Sammamish River Capital Investment Strategy to interested stakeholders.

SECTION 8. The Board directs the District executive director to provide
members of the District Advisory Committee with regular reports on capital and financial
projections, including additional information on the "right-sizing" process for expenditure

projections for all District service providers.
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FCD Resolution

SECTION 9. The Board directs all District services providers to provide a
monthly report to the District executive director on the status of projects that service
provider is implementing on behalf of the District. The format of the monthly report
shall be provided to all District service providers by the District executive director.

SECTION 10. Section 3.5 of the interlocal agreement between the District and
King County provides a process allowing King County to modify or reprioritize capital
projects in the District’s approved annual budget and workplan. King County shall notify
the District executive director and Board Chair in writing of the proposed modification or
reprioritization, providing background information on, and the rationale for, the proposed
change, including estimated applicable costs. The proposed modification or
reprioritization must be approved by either the Board or the District Executive
Committee if the Board has authorized the Executive Committee to approve
modifications or reprioritizations. King County's notifications to the District executive
director and Board Chair shall include information regarding variations within project

budgets of more than twenty percent in the "acquisition," "design," "construction,"
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FCD Resolution

103 "contingency" and "total" expenditure categories, shown on Attachment D to this

104  resolution.

KING COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Reagan Dunn, Chair
ATTEST:

Russell Pethel, Clerk of the District

Attachments: A. Work Program (Place Holder), B. 2027 Annual Budget, C. 2027 Annual Operating
Budget, D. 2027 Annual Capital Budget, E. 2027 - 2032 Six-Year CIP, F. 2027 Annual District
Oversight Budget, G. 2027 Subregional Opportunity Fund Allocations, H. 2027- 2032 Six-Year CIP
Project Allocations
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FCD2026-11 Attachment A Placeholder

Attachment A "Work Program" will be provided prior to final passage.
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King County Flood Control District

2027 Annual Budget
Attachment B
9/9/2026
2025 2026 2026 2027

Program Actuals Approved Revised Requested
Flood District Administration 2,177,473 2,488,637 2,488,637 2,488,637
Maintenance and Operation 14,052,128 17,535,208 17,905,208 18,426,992
Construction and Improvements 53,353,349 146,684,694 400,117,194 108,173,232
Bond Retirement and Interest 0 0 0 0
Total 69,582,950 166,708,539 420,511,039 129,088,861
Projected Capital Reserves - Cash Fund Balance ! 31,574,284 25,339,396 (13,937,625) (26,446,169)

Projected Capital Reserves - Budgetary Fund Balance 2 (236,750,153) (235,121,485) (296,245,502) (337,854,415)

' The cash fund balance assumes an expenditure rate of 18% of the capital budget in 2026, informed by prior year actuals.
2The budgetary fund balance assumes 100% expenditure of all budgeted amounts and is used to understand budgetary commitment.

KING COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT November 3, 2026
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King County Flood Control District

2027 Annual Operating Budget

Attachment C
9/9/2026

2025 2026 2026 2027
Actuals Approved Revised Requested
Annual Maintenance 2,010,638 3,152,743 3,522,743 3,593,197
Policy, Performance, and Communications " 1,203,747 1,612,520 1,612,520 1,628,451
Flood Hazard Studies, Maps, Technical Services 1,833,814 1,313,299 1,313,299 1,339,565
Flood Preparation, Flood Warning Center 1,618,774 1,259,865 1,259,865 1,285,062
Program Management 1,130,303 1,678,733 1,678,733 1,892,308
Basin Planning & Portfolio Mgmt 1,275,352 1,763,501 1,763,501 1,798,771
Capital Program Administration 2,636,490 3,514,882 3,514,882 3,585,180
Overhead / Central Costs 2,343,009 3,239,665 3,239,665 3,304,458
Total 14,052,128 17,535,208 17,905,208 18,426,992

" This category was renamed from "Flood Hazards Plan, Grants, and Outreach" to better describe the team's current work.

KING COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT

November 3, 2026
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King County Flood Control District

2027 Annual Capital Budget

Attachment D
9/9/2026

Basin Acquisition Design Construction Contingency Total

Snoqualmie River Basin 20,493,166 11,438,915 77,500 - 32,009,581
Cedar River Basin 9,500,000 6,435,334 1,501,348 - 17,436,682
Green River Basin - 3,871,776 3,736,064 - 7,607,840
White River Basin - 5,542,375 - - 5,542,375
Effectiveness Monitoring - 1,570,866 - - 1,570,866
Countywide Miscellaneous - 7,891,000 - - 7,891,000
Opportunity Fund - 8,796,135 - - 8,796,135
Grant Fund - - 27,318,753 - 27,318,753
Total 29,993,166 45,546,401 32,633,665 - 108,173,232
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King County Flood Control District

2027 - 2032 Six-Year CIP

Attachment E
9/9/2026

2025 2026 2026 2027 2027 - 2032

Name Actuals Approved Revised Requested 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 Total
Snoqualmie River Basin 6,501,038 $27,453,389 58,248,963 32,009,581 27,551,831 42,394,964 27,783,109 27,046,247 42,793,560 199,579,292
Cedar River Basin 4,595,585 $35,153,991 51,324,947 17,436,682 36,950,726 17,138,133 21,862,194 13,791,710 14,321,895 121,501,341
Green River Basin 11,886,438 $11,230,366 118,380,081 7,607,840 90,278,168 135,471,710 79,311,149 19,090,492 5,000,000 336,759,359
White River Basin 724,634 $32,415,280 38,934,443 5,542,375 2,984,732 1,195,225 56,726 - 387,809 10,166,866
Effectiveness Monitoring 637,303 $892,035 1,455,605 1,570,866 1,107,756 879,641 726,981 715,941 907,220 5,908,405
Countywide Miscellaneous 1,066,404 $4,525,067 10,364,763 7,891,000 3,506,000 2,025,000 1,350,000 1,185,000 1,675,000 17,632,000
Subregional Opportunity Fun 10,358,907 $8,651,037 31,087,223 8,796,135 8,902,467 8,902,467 8,902,467 8,902,467 8,902,467 53,308,468
Grants Programs 17,583,041 $26,363,529 90,321,169 27,318,753 28,294,543 29,263,739 30,231,048 31,223,624 32,250,245 178,581,952
Total 53,353,349 146,684,694 400,117,194 108,173,232 199,576,222 237,270,878 170,223,674 101,955,481 106,238,195 923,437,683
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King County Flood Control District

2027 Annual District Oversight Budget

Attachment F
9/9/2026

2026 2026 2027

Approved Revised Requested
Management & Support 1,341,621 1,341,621 1,341,621
Rent and Equipment 42,086 42,086 42,086
Legal Services 250,000 250,000 250,000
Accounting 130,000 130,000 130,000
State Auditor 70,000 70,000 70,000
Other Professional Services 551,131 551,131 551,131
Expenses 19,572 19,572 19,572
Insurance 84,227 84,227 84,227
Total 2,488,637 2,488,637 2,488,637
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King County Flood Control District

2027 Subregional Opportunity Fund Allocations

Attachment G
9/9/2026

Project Name

C e Opportunit
Jurisdiction Fun‘()ipAIIocati):)n Project Description
Algona $10,000|DEFERRED
Auburn $164,625|DEFERRED
Beaux Arts $10,000|DEFERRED
Bellevue $962,746|DEFERRED
Black Diamond $26,063|DEFERRED
Bothell $110,611|DEFERRED
Burien $110,123|DEFERRED
Carnation $10,000(DEFERRED
Clyde Hill $46,880|DEFERRED
Covington $48,150|DEFERRED
Des Moines $65,788| DEFERRED
Duvall $28,918|DEFERRED
Enumclaw $29,288|DEFERRED
Federal Way $181,023|DEFERRED
Hunts Point $21,743|DEFERRED
Issaquah $179,750|DEFERRED
Kenmore $90,589|DEFERRED
Kent $330,215|DEFERRED
King County $823,559|DEFERRED
Kirkland $512,636|DEFERRED
Lake Forest Park $53,315|DEFERRED
Maple Valley $73,439|DEFERRED
Medina $79,649|DEFERRED
Mercer Island $226,083|DEFERRED
Milton $10,000|DEFERRED
Newcastle $63,404|DEFERRED
Normandy Park $26,604|DEFERRED
North Bend $33,711|DEFERRED
Pacific $11,034|DEFERRED
Redmond $387,907 |DEFERRED
Renton $285,813|DEFERRED
Sammamish $352,050|DEFERRED
SeaTac $60,873|DEFERRED
Seattle $2,947,469|DEFERRED
Shoreline $171,909|DEFERRED
Skykomish $10,000|DEFERRED
Snoqualmie $51,974|DEFERRED
Tukwila $88,211|DEFERRED
Woodinville $75,112|DEFERRED
Yarrow Point $24,871|DEFERRED

Jurisdiction Totals $8,796,135

Deferrals 8,796,135
Projects -
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KingCountyFloodControlDistrict

Capital Investment Strategy Project
Grant/External Revenue Awarded

Cost Share Contribution to Others
Proposed New Add in 2027

2027-2032 Six-Year CIP Project Allocations
Attachment H

9/9/2026
2025 Inception 2026
Service to Date Inception to Date| 2026 Available 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 6-Year CIP CIS CIS Project Life
No. [Project Name Basin Provider Expenditure Budget Budget Requested Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Total Year 7-10 10+ Year Total Comments
This project will elevate or buyout individual structures in the South Fork
South Fork Skykomish River Skykomish Basin to eliminate the risk of flooding or erosion damage
1 |Repetitive Loss Mitigation SF Skykomish [ King County $6,482,785 $8,982,785 $2,500,000 $2,500,000 $2,500,000 $2,500,000 $2,500,000 $2,500,000 $2,500,000 $15,000,000 $23,982,785 |during future flood events. Assumes one home per year.
This project will continue to acquire and remove homes along a stretch of
Timber Lane Village Erosion the Skykomish River that are endangered by erosive forces as well as
2 |Buyouts SF Skykomish | King County $1,972,649 $3,472,649 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 $1,500,000 $9,000,000 $12,472,649 [inundation in some places.Assumes one home per year.
Cost-share of $8.4M levee setback project. The levee overtops at a 20-
year or greater flood, inundating undeveloped property, railway lines and
roadways. Project would reconnect 25 acres of floodplain and construct a
Bendigo Levee Upper North new levee that meets current engineering guidelines. City has submitted
3 |Bend Upper Snoq North Bend $177,739 $50,000 ($127,739) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,200,000 $4,200,000 $4,250,000 |grant application for the remaining $4.2 million.
This project will determine a preferred action to reduce long term risks
from channel migration in the Circle River Ranch Neighborhood on the
Circle River Ranch Flood Risk South Fork Snoqualmie River. Being conducted concurrent with South
4 |Reduction Upper Snoq King County $2,000,406 $2,124,400 $123,994 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,124,400 |Fork Snogualmie Corridor Plan.
City of Snoqualmie Riverwalk City of Snoqualmie. Acquire several flood-prone homes in the areas
5 |Acquisitions Upper Snog Snoqualmie $951,560 $3,000,000 $2,048,440 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,000,000 |around Walnut St and Northern St.
City of Snoqualmie Home City of Snoqualmie. Elevate several flood-prone homes in the areas
6 |Elevations Upper Snoq Snoqualmie $10,609 $0 ($10,609) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 |around Walnut St and Northern St.
New project. Provide 20% local match to repair erosion to the downstream
end of the Mason Thorson Ells levee under the US Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) PL 84-99 Levee Rehabilitation and Inspection
Program (RIP). The downstream 60-feet of the levee was damaged
Mason Thorson Ells Levee during the February 2020 flood event and the proposed project will repair
7 |2022 Repair Upper Snoq King County $174,749 $205,000 $30,251 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $205,000 |the damage and reduce future erosion risk to the facility.
North Bend. Overflow channels originating from the Middle Fork
Snoqualmie River flow through neighborhoods and cross roads creating
risk to homes and infrastructure. Potential solutions include channel
Middle Fork Snoqualmie River modifications, enhancements, and culvert improvements.
8 |Flood Conveyance Upper Snoq North Bend $195,471 $1,800,000 $1,604,529 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,800,000
Near Near North Bend in unincorporated King County in unincorporated
King County. Work with willing sellers to acquire eighteen homes at risk
Middle Fork Snoqualmie River from channel migration along the Middle Fork (Project C in the Capital
9 |Residential Flood Mitigation  |Upper Snog King County $20,030 $2,020,030 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 | $12,000,000 $14,020,030 |Investment Strategy)
Near Near North Bend in unincorporated King County in unincorporated
North Fork Snogqualmie River King County. This prolject will acquire f!ood-prone propeﬁies in the North
Fork Snoqualmie basin to reduce the risk of flood, erosion, and channel
Confluence Revetment L . . .
10 |Removal Upper Snoq | King County $559,466 $874,518 $315,052 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $874,51g |Mgration damage and secure footprints for future capital projects.
This project will repair 70ft of damaged area that resulted in near vertical
Miller River Road Protection banks and scour. The facility reduces flood risk to Miller River Road and
11 |2025 Damage Repair Upper Snoq King County $0 $437,509 $437,509 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $437,509 |deters lateral migration of the river.
Emergency repair of damage to the Skykomish Town LB Levee caused by
Touncr Sghomis Lot Bar
12 |Levee 2025 Emergency Repair|Upper Snoq King County $0 $75,000 $75,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $75,000 |'“CeC between o an WiEhin the Town o Siykormish,
This project will repair multiple damage sites on the facility and over 200
Reif Road Levee 2025 linear feet that was eroded and scoured. The facility deters lateral
13 |Damage Repair Upper Snog King County $0 $1,693,785 $1,693,785 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,693,785 |migration towards a house and a sole access road.
This project will repair damage to the Mason Thorson Ells levee caused by
the December 2025 flood event, including loss of rock, levee slumping and
Mason Thorson Ells Levee Zver stCeepenedebaljks. This (F;L 84-.99 ggl/er]?edncy lrfpacl; will be led by US
14 |2025 Damage Repair Upper Snog King County $0 $150,000 $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $150,000 |'MY ~OTPS OTENGINSETS and receive o federal funding.
After making short-term, temporary repairs, this project will fully repair or
Reinig Road Revetment 2025 rebuild a damaged, destabilized section of the Reinig Road Revetment,
15 |Damage Improvements Upper Snoq King County $0 $177,500 $177,500 $0 $1,092,519 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,092,519 $1,270,019 |following the December 2025 flood event.
This project will address permitting mitigation requirements in the greater
Snoqualmie basin to offset environmental impacts from repair projects
R after the December 2025 event. Having this project on the CIP is thought
Snoqualmie River 2025 beneficial for securing permits for the damage repair projects
16 [Damage Repair Mitigation Upper Snoq King County $0 $200,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $200,000 '
Page 1 of 10
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2025 Inception 2026
Service to Date Inception to Date| 2026 Available 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 6-Year CIP CIS CIS Project Life
No. [Project Name Basin Provider Expenditure Budget Budget Requested Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Total Year 7-10 10+ Year Total Comments
Near Near North Bend in unincorporated King County in unincorporated
King County. This project will acquire flood-prone properties in the North
. Fork Snoqualmie basin to reduce the risk of flood, erosion, and channel
North Fork Snoqualmie River o . ) :
17 |Residential Flood Mitigation  |Upper Snoq | King County $53 $2,000,053 $2,000,000 $2,000,000 |  $2,000,000 |  $2,000,000 |  $2,000,000|  $2,000,000 |  $2,000,000 | $12,000,000 $14,000,053 |M9ration damage and secure footprints for future capital projects,
Near North Bend in unincorporated King County. Improve SE 92nd Street,
Norman Creek Up Stream east of 428th Street, and alleviate roadway flooding by installing a new box
18 |2024 Culvert Replacement Upper Snoq King County $129,899 $1,100,000 $970,101 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,100,000 |culvert.
Snoqualmie. The Pump Station Revetment reduces erosion risk to a City
of Snoqualmie sewage pump station. Erosion to the embankment at the
upstream end of the Pump Station Revetement threatens the upstream
. end of the facility. The project would consider and implement
Pump Station Revetment . . S
19 |Repair Upper Snogq King County $502,610 $1,105,147 $602,537 $286,760 |  $1,395,360 $162,440 $0 $0 $0|  $1,844,560 $2,049,707 |mProvements to the facility to reduce future erosion risk.
North Bend. Address flooding from Ribary Creek at Bendigo Blvd in North
Ribary Creek Flood Risk Bend as the Snoqualmie levees prevent drainage to the river during high
20 |Reduction Project Upper Snoq North Bend $423,980 $7,121,653 $6,697,673 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $7,121,653 |flows.
South Fork Snoqualmie River Near North Bend in unincorporated King County. Implement projects
Capital Investment Strategy identified in the Capital Investment Strategy, approved as policy direction
21 |Long Term Projects Upper Snog King County $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $57,100,000 $57,100,000 |by the Executive Committee.
South Fork Snoqualmie River Near North Bend in unincorporated King County. Implement projects
Capital Investment Strategy identified in the Capital Investment Strategy, approved as policy direction
22 [Medium Term Projects Upper Snoq King County $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $47,200,000 $47,200,000 [by the Executive Committee.
This project will reevaluate and reprioritize the approved Snoqualmie
Basin Capital Investment Strategy (CIS) documents (Middle Fork CIS,
Upper Snoqualmie River South Fork CIS) and identify new projects and programmatic actions that
Capital Investment Strategy reduce flood risk, increase community flood resilience, and achieve multi-
23 [Reprioritization Upper Snoq King County $0 $100,000 $100,000 $0 $240,000 $242,000 $0 $0 $0 $482,000 $582,000 |benefit outcomes.
This project will conduct a feasibility study for replacing or improving Tate
24 |[Tate Creek Scour Repair Upper Snoq King County $3,228 $500,000 $496,772 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $500,000 |Creek Bridge.
In and around Snoqualmie. This project will continue to acquire or elevate
flood-prone structures in the Upper Snoqualmie basin to reduce the risk of
flood, erosion, and channel migration damage. Partnership with City of
R Snoqualmie to elevate homes and cost-share acquisition of homes where
Upper Snoqualmie River Citv is planning t nstruct the Riverwalk proiect
25 |Residential Flood Mitigation  |Upper Snog King County $14,993,056 |  $25,118,782 $10,125,726 $6,000,000 |  $6,000,000 |  $6,000,000 |  $6,000,000 |  $6,000,000 |  $6,000,000 | $36,000,000 $61,118,782 | 'Y 'S Planning fo constructine Riverwalk project.
Near Redmond. Alleviate flooding on this sole access road by replacing
264th Avenue NE at SR202 the existing culverts and raising the roadway to elminate over-topping
26 |Flood Reduction Lower Snoq King County $0 $540,000 $540,000 $27,500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $27,500 $567,500 |during flood events.
Near Fall City in unincorporated King County. Improve drainage to
334th Place SE at SE 43rd alleviate neighborhood flooding by constructing a drainage system to flow
27 |[Place Flood Reduction Lower Snoq King County $0 $500,000 $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $500,000 |to the Snoqualmie River.
Near Near Duvall in unincorporated King County in unicorporated King
County. Repair approximately 200 feet of revetment. Dutchman Road in
this location provides the sole access to residences and business on the
west side of the Snoqualmie Valley downstream of Near Duvall in
unincorporated King County. Continued erosion of the revetment could
result in erosion of the road (West Snoqualmie Valley Road NE) which
Dutchman Road Revetment would severely limit access to the downstream property owners during or
28 |Repair Lower Snoq King County $2,105,494 $2,649,549 $544,055 $7,485,182 $36,970 $0 $0 $0 $0 $7,522,152 $10,171,701 [following a flood event.
Near Carnation in unincorporated King County. This project provides
technical and cost-sharing assistance to agricultural landowners in the
Lower Snoqualmie floodplain to help them better withstand the impacts of
Farm Flood Task Force flooding. Specific project actions include farm pads and elevation or flood
29 [Implementation Lower Snoq King County $855,900 $863,997 $8,097 $9,600 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $5,000 $34,600 $898,597 |proofing of agricultural structures.
Near Duvall in unincorporated King County. Strengthen the bridge
structure to stabilize it after the most recent flood event, rebuild the east
approach roadway to address the current issue and to protect it against
Fish Hatchery Road Bridge major flood events in the future, and restore the eroded creek bed and
30 |#61B Lower Snoq King County $206,015 $700,000 $493,985 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $700,000 |riverbank profile to buffer the bridge against scour.
Near Fall City in unincorporated King County. The river is scouring the
road away and David Powell Road is collapsing into the river. This project
repaired an existing failing revetment and extend MSE wall to prevent
Lower Snoqualmie River 2019 undercutting of the riverbank and roadway. Completed in September
31 |Bank Repair Lower Snoq King County $1,078,929 $2,200,000 $1,121,071 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,200,000 (2020.
Near Carnation in unincorporated King County: This project will acquire or
. elevate flood-prone structures in the lower Snoqualmie basin to reduce the
Lower Snoqualmie River i ) . :
32 |Residential Flood Mitigation  |Lower Snog King County $4,027,686 |  $10,253,573 $6,225,887 $3,100,000 |  $3,162,000 |  $3,225240 | $3.289745| $3,355540 | $3,422,650 | $19,555,175 $20,808,748 |15k Of flood or channel migration damage during future flood events.
Near Duvall in unincorporated King County. Regional flooding in the
Snoqualmie Valley cuts off access to eastern cities. Determine which
major roadway(s) that cross the Snoqualmie Valley would be the most cost
Snoqualmie Valley Feasibility effective to improve in the valley with chronic flood issues impacting over
33 |Study Lower Snog King County $500,192 $1,300,000 $799,808 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,300,000 |25,000 daily drivers.
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2025 Inception 2026
Service to Date Inception to Date| 2026 Available 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 6-Year CIP CIS CIS Project Life
No. |Project Name Basin Provider Expenditure Budget Budget Requested Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Total Year 7-10 10+ Year Total Comments
This project will construct long-term improvements to the Stossel Bridge
Stossel Revetment Major Right Bank Revetment (RM 22.5 to 22.7), to prevent future bank erosion

34 |Repair Lower Snoq King County $1,316,632 $4,016,632 $2,700,000 $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $4,066,632 |and protect the revetment.

This project rebuilt approximately 1,200 feet of failed riprap river bank
protection at the Winkelman facility on the Snoqualmie River in order to
provide necessary protection of Seattle Public Utilities' Tolt River water
supply pipelines and adjacent farmlands from bank erosion and channel

35 |Tolt Pipeline Protection Lower Snoq King County $10,745,450 $10,810,450 $65,000 $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 $10,860,450 |migration.

This project will set back the Girl Scout Camp Levee to reduce flood risks
to the Girl Scout Camp and Remlinger Farms, improve levee integrity,
increase the lateral migration area and area for ongoing sediment
deposition, reduce long-term levee maintenance costs, and improve
. instream, floodplain and riparian habitat functions. This project is tied to
Girl Scout Camp Levee ; . o .

36 |Setback Tolt King County $95,774 $145,774 $50,000 $0 $447,900 | $1,661,200 $966,200 $823,000 $640,000 |  $4,538,300 $4,684,074 |2"d contingent on the FCD's decisions on the Tolt Level of Service study.
Near Carnation in unincorporated King County. Facility failure has
consequences for property owners immediately landward of facility.

37 |Holberg Levee 2019 Repair | Tolt King County $0 $0 $0 $0 $82,850 $83,166 $25,000 $0 $0 $191,016 $191,016 | Otential for high flows and erosive damage to residences and property.
Near Carnation in unincorporated King County. Feasibility study to
determine the nature and extent of levee improvements necessary to
remove four homes in unincorporated King County from the regulatory

Holberg Levee Feasibility Channel Migration Zone as mapped in the Tolt River Channel Migration

38 |[Study Tolt King County $371,832 $394,845 $23,013 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $394,845 |study
Near Carnation in unincorporated King County. Capital Investment
Strategy. Design, based on level of service analysis, the highest priority
levee setback for flood risk reduction. Phase 2 construction estimated in

39 |Lower Frew Levee Setback Tolt King County $4,358,717 $8,847,760 $4,489,043 $3,616,973 $947,000 $18,339,000 $4,246,285 $811,000 $590,000 $28,550,258 $37,398,018 |CIS at $14.5M-$16.7M
Near Carnation in unincorporated King County. Acquire high-priority flood
risk reduction properties in the lower two miles of the Tolt River consistent

40 |[Lower Tolt River Acquisitions |Tolt King County $698,102 $2,126,312 $1,428,210 $1,400,000 $1,200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,600,000 $4,726,312 |with the adopted Capital Investment Strategy.

Near Carnation in unincorporated King County Repair approximately 250
feet of the Remlinger Levee. Scope of project may be modified once Tolt
Remlinger Levee River Level of Service project is completed; schedule is contingent on
41 |Improvements Tolt King County $0 $0 $0 $0 $185,657 $109,273 $73,158 $1,153,088 $236,654 $1,757,830 $1,757,830 |FCD direction on the Tolt level of service project.
Near Carnation in unincorporated King County. Capital Investment
42 |Rio Vista Acquisitions Tolt King County $2,641,468 $4,973,455 $2,331,986 $1,983,566 $1,983,566 $1,983,566 $1,983,566 $1,983,566 $1,983,566 | $11,901,395 $16,874,849 [Strategy: Acquire at-risk homes from willing sellers.
San Souci Neighborhood Near Carnation in unincorporated King County. Capital Investment
43 [Buyout Tolt King County $5,046,463 $5,760,463 $714,000 $0 $750,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $750,000 $6,510,463 |Strategy: acquire at-risk homes from willings sellers.
Near Carnation in unincorporated King County Implement projects
Tolt River Capital Investment identified in the Capital Investment Strategy, approved as policy direction

44 |Strategy Long Term Projects |Tolt King County $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 0% $0 $0 $0 $28,800,000 $28,800,000 [by the Executive Committee.

Tolt River Capital Investment Near Carnation in unincorporated King County Implement projects
Strategy Medium Term identified in the Capital Investment Strategy, approved as policy direction
45 |Projects Tolt King County $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 | $56,250,000 $56,250,000 |by the Executive Committee.
This project will reevaluate and reprioritize the approved Tolt Basin Capital
Investment Strategy (CIS) document and identify new projects and
Tolt River Capital Investment programmatic actions that reduce flood risk, increase community flood
46 |Strategy Reprioritization Tolt King County $0 $100,000 $100,000 $0 $100,000 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $200,000 $300,000 |resilience, and achieve multi-benefit outcomes.
Near Carnation in unincorporated King County. Capital Investment
Tolt River Levee Level of Strategy: Conduct a detailed hydraulic analysis to optimize the elevation
47 |Service Analysis Tolt King County $1,012,119 $1,132,951 $120,832 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,132,951 |of new levees to maximize flood risk reduction benefits
Tolt River Natural Area Near Carnation in unincorporated King County. Capital investment

48 |Acquisitions Tolt King County $5,166,648 $6,578,102 $1,411,454 $0 $1,435,370 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,435,370 $8,013,472 |strategy: acquire at-risk homes from willing sellers.

Near Carnation in unincorporated King County Capital Investment
Strategy: Initiate design for elevation of one road location to reduce or
Tolt River Road NE eliminate isolation. Implement additional road elevations as funds become

49 |Improvements Tolt King County $0 $0 $0 $0 $91,301 $250,000 $150,000 $2,342,329 $30,000 $2,863,630 $2,863,630 |available.

Near Carnation in unincorporated King County. Capital Investment
Strategy: Initiate the levee setback design. Levee setback to increase
sediment storage and floodwater conveyance; protect adjacent

50 [Upper Frew Levee Setback Tolt King County $25,386 $37,386 $12,000 $0 $396,338 $2,234,079 $3,044,155 $2,572,725 $17,685,690 $25,932,987 $25,970,373 [development; reduce damage to trail bridge.

Alpine Manor Mobile Home Near Preston in unincorporated King County. Acquisition of at-risk homes

51 |Park Acquisitions Raging King County $1,753,880 $2,633,880 $880,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,633,880 |in the Alpine Manor neighborhood.

Snoqualmie-South Fork

52 |Skykomish Subtotal $70,604,977 $128,873,940 $58,268,962 $32,009,581 $27,551,831 $42,394,964 $27,783,109 $27,046,247 $42,793,560 [ $199,579,292 | $103,450,000 $85,900,000 $517,803,232

53

54
Sammamish. To address chronic flooding on this sole access roadway
with approximately 200 properties, look at upstream and downstream

Allen Lake Outlet rDeten:ion/det?r;ion (:tptionT; studydroa;j-rfitr)lingt] optt.ions; prepare Concept

55 |Improvements Sammamish | King County $128,554 $2,791,256 $2,662,702 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,791,256 |~ CoPMENt REPOTE, analyze and Select best options.
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2025 Inception 2026
Service to Date Inception to Date| 2026 Available 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 6-Year CIP CIS CIS Project Life
No. [Project Name Basin Provider Expenditure Budget Budget Requested Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Total Year 7-10 10+ Year Total Comments
Sammamish. This project will restore access to one river mile of high
quality kokanee salmon habitat and reduce the risk of flooding by reducing
56 [George Davis Creek Passage [Sammamish Sammamish $0 $400,000 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000 |sediment deposition.
Near Issaquah in unincorporated King County. Further damage to the
Irwin Right Revetment 2020 facility could cut off the sole access to one resident (via a private road and
57 |Repair Sammamish King County $821,757 $836,037 $14,280 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $836,037 |bridge over the creek).
Near Issaquah in unincorporated King County: Identify and prioiritize near-,
Issaquah Creek Capital mid-, and long-term capital projects for Flood Control District funding along
58 [Investment Strategy Sammamish King County $554,734 $654,734 $100,000 $0 $150,000 $505,033 $0 $0 $0 $655,033 $1,309,767 |Near Issaquah Creek in unincorporated King County.
Issaquah. The Jerome Revetment protects three private residences in the
City of Issaquah. Erosion of the revetment could result in loss of property
Jerome Revetment 2020 and damage to private utilities. Loss of bank in front of middle property. 70
59 [Repair Sammamish Issaquah $171,668 $221,668 $50,000 $0 $600,000 $22,249 $0 $0 $0 $622,249 $843,917 |linear feet (LF) of erosion.
Near Issaquah in unincorporated King County. Damage to the SE 156th
St. road next flood season could cut off the sole access to a community of
about 30 homes. More erosion at the downstream end of the facility may
further destabilize the steep slope of the landslide and threaten
60 |Momb Revetment 2020 Repair |Sammamish King County $668,216 $805,459 $137,243 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $805,459 |downstream homeowners.
Redmond, Woodinville, Bothell, and Kenmore: Identify and prioiritize near-
Sammamish River Capital , mid-, and long-term capital projects for Flood Control District funding
61 [Investment Strategy Sammamish King County $2,619,653 $3,276,796 $657,143 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,276,796 |along the Sammamish River.
Woodinville. The project will construct a permanent repair to damage
Sammamish River at River along the left bank of the Sammamish River constructed channel at river
62 |Mile 7.2 Left Bank Repair Sammamish King County $0 $500,000 $500,000 $236,588 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $236,588 $736,588 |mile 7.2.
Redmond. Willowmoor Floodplain Restoration Project seeks to reduce the
frequency and duration of high lake levels in Lake Sammamish while
maintaining downstream Sammamish River flood control performance and
enhancing habitat. Design only, does not include implementation costs.
The project will reconfigure the Sammamish transition zone to ensure
ongoing flow conveyance, downstream flood control, potential extreme
lake level reduction, habitat conditions improvement, and reduction of
Willowmoor Floodplain maintengnce impacts and cqsts. Project is currently on hold pending
63 |Restoration Sammamish | King County $4,981,224 $5,704,960 $723,736 $0 $300,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $300,000 $6,004,960 |COMPletion of a 3rd party review.
Bellevue. Conduct a site assessment and initiate preliminary design to
progress toward construction of best drainage treatments and resilient
design to reduce or eliminate roadway flooding on 148th Ave SE. Improve
high water flow capacity for Larsen Lake/Lake Hills Greenbelt to Kelsey
148th Ave SE Larsen Lake Creek where it floods 148th Avenue SE during moderate to severe storm
64 |Flood Reduction Bellevue Lk Wash Tribs Bellevue $474,600 $538,500 $63,900 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $538,500 |and longer duration rainfall periods.
Near Issaquah in unincorporated King County. Prepare a feasibility
analysis report which will include, but is not limited to, surveying,
geotechnical analysis, traffic analysis, and hydraulic analysis to idenify
potential solutions to bridge deficiencies, including a constructed hydraulic
Issaquah Creek Tributary opening with piles that collect debris and pose risks to the stability of the
65 |Feasibility Study Lk Wash Tribs | King County $323,371 $350,000 $26,629 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $350,000 |bridge.
Near Renton in unincorporated King County. Reduce surface water
May Valley 186th Ave SE flooding by replacing the culvert on East-West ditch under 186th Avenue
66 |Culvert Replacement Lk Wash Tribs | King County $806 $500,000 $499,194 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $500,000 |SE.
Newcastle. As recommended in the May Creek Basin Plan, two sediment
traps will be constructed on May Creek tributaries (Cabbage and Country
Creeks) to limit sediment loading. FCD funding is for initial feasibility
analysis, landowner outreach, and acquisition of property from willing
67 [May Valley Drainage Lk Wash Tribs | King County $434,403 $530,000 $95,597 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $530,000 |sellers for a future sediment facility.
Near Renton in unincorporated King County. Critical facilities (Utilities,
CRT, SR 169). Regional impact extents. Potential human injury from
sudden change in conditions. Generally exposed bank - damage likely to
68 |Belmondo Levee 2020 Repair |Cedar King County $1,995,734 $2,025,734 $30,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,025,734 |occur next major high-flow event.
Near Renton in unincorporated King County. Capital Investment Strategy:
Take several actions to reduce flood risk including construction of an
emergency egress route, acquisition of flood-prone homes, and possible
elevation of neighborhood roads. The Cedar CIS will be reviewed by the
Byers Curve Levee District in light of changed conditions from the 2020 flood disaster
69 |Neighborhood Improvements |Cedar King County $7,954 $220,000 $212,046 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $220,000 )
Near Renton in unincorporated King County. This project will acquire
strategic real estate upon which several large Flood Control District capital
Cedar River Pre-Construction projects are dependent (Project J in the Capital Investment Strategy).
70 |Strategic Acquisitions Cedar King County $6,217,627 $23,330,532 $17,112,905 $4,500,000 $3,000,000 $3,000,000 $3,000,000 $3,000,000 $5,000,000 $21,500,000 $44,830,532 [Assumes 3 homes per year.
Cedar River Capital Near Renton in unincorporated King Countylmplement projects identified
Investment Strategy Long in the Capital Investment Strategy, approved as policy direction by the
71 |Term Projects Cedar King County $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $35,400,000 $35,400,000 |Executive Committee.
Cedar River Capital Near Renton in unincorporated King Countylmplement projects identified
Investment Strategy Medium in the Capital Investment Strategy, approved as policy direction by the
72 |Term Project Cedar King County $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $22,000,000 $22,000,000 [Executive Committee.
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73

Cedar River Capital
Investment Strategy

Reprioritization

Cedar

King County

$0

$125,000

$125,000

$25,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$25,000

$150,000

This project will reevaluate and reprioritize the approved Cedar River
Capital Investment Strategy (CIS) and identify new projects and
programmatic actions that reduce flood risk, increase community flood
resilience, and achieve multi-benefit outcomes.

74

Cedar River Downstream

Cedar

King County

$0

$150,000

$150,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$150,000

This project will improve Cedar Grove Road near Byers Road SE and

75

Cedar River Residential Flood

Mitigation

Cedar

King County

$5,575,448

$18,575,448

$13,000,000

$5,000,000

$4,500,000

$4,500,000

$4,500,000

$4,500,000

$4,500,000

$27,500,000

$46,075,448

This project will acquire flood-prone properties or elevate individual
structures in the Cedar River basin to eliminate the risk of flood damage
when river flows overtop the existing levees.

76

Cedar River Gravel Removal

Cedar

Renton

$11,321,471

$12,835,100

$1,513,629

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$12,835,100

Renton. The project ensures the minimum required 100-year flood
conveyance capacity along the lower 1.25 miles of the Cedar River.
Project is a required maintenance action by the Army Corps of Engineers
Section 205 Flood Control Project. Maintenance dredging took place in
2016. Project funding shown herein represent post construction mitigation
monitoring and reporting as well as the planning and design of the next
dredging project. Additional funding will be needed beyond 2026 to cover
permitting, mitigation plan development, construction, mitigation and post-
construction monitoring work associated with the next cycle of dredging.

77

Cedar River Gravel Removal

Phase Il

Cedar

Renton

$0

$500,000

$500,000

$500,000

$500,000

$0

$10,500,000

$0

$0

$11,500,000

$12,000,000

Renton. The project ensures the minimum required 100-year flood
conveyance capacity along the lower 1.25 miles of the Cedar River.
Project is a required maintenance action by the Army Corps of Engineers
Section 205 Flood Control Project. Maintenance dredging took place in
2016. Project funding shown herein represent post construction mitigation
monitoring and reporting as well as the planning and design of the next
dredging project. Additional funding will be needed beyond 2026 to cover
permitting, mitigation plan development, construction, mitigation and post-
construction monitoring work associated with the next cycle of dredging.

78

Renton City Levee Certification

Cedar

Renton

$1,393,139

$4,187,922

$2,794,783

$812,078

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$812,078

$5,000,000

Renton. Levee improvements necessary to satisfy levee certification
engineering recommendations.

79

Cedar River 2025 Damage

Repair Mitigation

Cedar

King County

$0

$200,000

$200,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$200,000

This project on will address mitigation requirements from the permitting
agencies to offset environmental impacts from other repair projects after
the December 2025 event. Having this project on the CIP is thought
beneficial for securing permits for the damage repair projects.

80

Cedar River Trail Revetment 1
2025 Emergency Repair

Cedar

King County

$0

$350,000

$350,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$350,000

Emergency repair of approximately 120 feet of damage to the CRT1
revetment caused by the December 2025 flood. Located between Renton
and Maple Valley, the work will protect a regional fiber-optic trunk line, the
Cedar River Trail, and SR 169 in unincorporated King County, WA.

81

Cedar River Trail Revetment 3

2025 Repair

Cedar

King County

$46,564

$300,000

$253,436

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$300,000

Emergency repair of approximately 230 feet of damage to the CRT3
revetment caused by the December 2025 flood. Located between Renton
and Maple Valley, the work will protect a regional fiber-optic trunk line, the
Cedar River Trail, and SR 169 in unincorporated King County, WA.

82

Orchard Grove Levee 2025

Damage Repair

Cedar

King County

$0

$100,000

$100,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$100,000

This project will repair damage caused by overtopping of the levee that
created a gully on the landward side.

83

Tabor-Crowall Revetment

2025 Repair

Cedar

King County

$13,266

$165,000

$151,734

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$165,000

Emergency repair of approximately 60 feet of damage to the
Tabor—Crowall revetment caused by the December 2025 flood. Located in
Renton, WA, the work will protect a regional fiber-optic trunk line and SR
169.

84

Young Revetment 2025

Damage Repair

Cedar

King County

$0

$596,000

$596,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$596,000

This project will repair 75 feet of missing rock, undercut bank, and erosion.
The facility is at high risk for further damage before or during the next
major high-flow event.

85

Cedar River Trail 5 Revetment

2020 Repair

Cedar

King County

$1,079,839

$3,243,743

$2,163,904

$3,376,522

$18,522

$0

$0

$0

$0

$3,395,044

$6,638,787

Near Renton in unincorporated King County. Erosion and scour have
resulted in loss of toe and bank rock, oversteepened and undercut banks
(some portions cantilevered). Scour has undermined numerous large
trees, likely to fall into the channel likely resulting in further damage of the
bank. Damage is observed along approximately 350 feet of facility, near
the upstream end.

86

Brassfield Revetment 2020

Repair

Cedar1

King County

$160

$50,000

$49,841

$49,999

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$49,999

$99,999

This project will repair damage to a section of revetment near RM 7.2
caused by toe scour, loss of rock, and trees that have fallen into the river.
This project is on the bank opposite the 2022 Riverbend project, adjacent
to several residential properties. FEMA reimbursement has been secured
for this project.

87

McDonald Levee 2020 Repair

Cedar1

King County

$0

$50,000

$50,000

$50,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$50,000

$100,000

This project will repair a damaged section of levee near RM 11.6. The
facility reduces flood risks to four residential parcels (two occupied
structures) and is prone to further damage. FEMA reimbursement has
been secured for this project.

88

Maplewood Revetment 2020

Repair

Cedar1

King County

$0

$25,000

$25,000

$50,000

$320,078

$370,078

$3,031,005

$47,500

$22,500

$3,841,161

$3,866,161

This project will repair a damaged section of revetment near RM 4.3
between the SR 169 bridge and non-motorized golf course bridge. The
facility provides protection for the SR 169 bridge abutment and is
susceptible to further damage. FEMA reimbursement has been secured
for this project.

KING COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT

Page 5 of 10

November 3, 2026

20




No.

Project Name

Basin

Service
Provider

2025 Inception
to Date
Expenditure

2026

Inception to Date

Budget

2026 Available
Budget

2027
Requested

2028
Forecasted

2029
Forecasted

2030
Forecasted

2031
Forecasted

2032
Forecasted

6-Year CIP
Total

CIS
Year 7-10

CIS
10+ Year

Project Life

Total

Comments

89

Dorre Don Revetment 2020
Repair

Cedar1

King County

$0

$50,000

$50,000

$50,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$50,000

$100,000

This project will repair damage to a section of the Lower and Upper Dorre
Don revetments near RM 16.55 caused by scour under the Cedar River
Trail bridge. The facility provides erosion protection for the Cedar River
Trail bridge, Lower Dorre Don Way SE, and a buried water line. FEMA
reimbursement has been secured for this project.

90

Dorre Don Revetment
Neighborhood Improvements

Cedar

King County

$0

$800,000

$800,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$800,000

Near Renton in unincorporated King County. Capital Investment Strategy:
This project will acquire flood-prone homes per the Cedar CIS, as well as
evaluate if changes to the levee and road elevation will result in
meaningful flood risk reduction and to determine what level of protection
can be provided. The study would also evaluate other structural
improvements such as raising Lower Dorre Don Way SE upstream and
downstream of the trail crossing and farther downstream near RM 16.3.
The Cedar CIS will be reviewed by the District in light of changed
conditions from the 2020 flood disaster.

91

Herzman to Camp Freeman

Cedar

King County

$5,432,745

$6,132,745

$700,000

$0

$1,595,569

$8,655,925

$831,189

$6,244,210

$4,799,395

$22,126,289

$28,259,034

Near Renton in unincorporated King County. Capital Investment Strategy:
Setback levee; excavate side-channel to reduce pressure on revetment;
reconstruct, reinforce and/or extend revetment; acquire up to 5 properties.

92

Jan Road Levee Setback

Cedar

King County

$15,251,755

$15,288,306

$36,551

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$15,288,306

Near Renton in unincorporated King County. Capital Investment Strategy:
Suite of solutions to be determined as part of feasibility study. Includes
raise road, partial removal of Jan Road levee, construction of side
channel, and mitigation of at-risk properties. Construction completed in
2022.

93

Lower Cedar River Feasibility
Study

Cedar

Renton

$251,566

$975,239

$723,673

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$975,239

Renton. Capital Investment Strategy: Conduct feasibility study of Lower
Cedar reach in City of Renton to 1) quantity economic damage potential 2)
determine infrastructure modifications to improve flood resiliency and
sediment storage potential, and 30 conduct cost-benefit analysis.

94

Lower Jones Road
Neighborhood Improvements

Cedar

King County

$682,906

$2,654,203

$1,971,297

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$2,654,203

Near Renton in unincorporated King County. Capital Investment Strategy:
Raise in place or setback Jones Road; excavate and stabilize right bank to
increase conveyance capacity; reinforce one revetment; remove portion of
another revetment; acquire 8 at risk properties.

95

Madsen Creek Culvert 2017
Repair

Cedar

King County

$3,238,413

$3,326,000

$87,587

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$3,326,000

Near Renton in unincorporated King County To address a culvert failure
affecting approximately 10 properties, prepare Concept Development
Report to analyze and select best culvert replacement and road-raising
option; and analyze upstream and downstream retention/detention
impacts.

96

Progressive Investment Levee
Removal

Cedar

King County

$163,431

$387,431

$224,000

$1,200,000

$40,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$1,240,000

$1,627,431

Renton. This project will remove the Progressive Investment Levee. ltis
a companion project for the CRT 5 and CRT 5B projects and will provide
effective habitat lift not provided at these project sites. The Progressive
Investment Levee, near River Mile 8.4 on the Cedar River, is a vestigial
flood protection facility that is on public land, is currently eroding and is not
directly adjacent to critical infrastructure.

97

SR 169 Flood Reduction

Cedar

King County

$5,273,505

$5,331,917

$58,412

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$5,331,917

Near Renton in unincorporated King County. Conduct feasibility study in
coordination with WSDOT to evaluate flood risk reduction opportunities,
such as elevating SR 169, upgrading the local drainage infrastructure, and
/ or installation of back flow prevention gates. Funding added in 2019
pending FCD decision to move forward with preliminary design.

98

Tabor-Crowall-Brodell
Revetments 2020 Repair

Cedar

King County

$3,173,400

$4,801,538

$1,628,138

$1,586,495

$25,926,557

$84,848

$0

$0

$0

$27,597,900

$32,399,438

Near Renton in unincorporated King County. Critical facilities (Utilities,
CRT, SR 169). Regional impact extents. Potential human injury from
sudden change in conditions. Generally exposed bank along 200 feet -
damage likely to occur next major high-flow event.

99

Cedar-Sammamish Subtotal

$72,297,910

$123,886,268

$51,588,360

$17,436,682

$36,950,726

$17,138,133

$21,862,194

$13,791,710

$14,321,895

$121,501,341

$22,000,000

$35,400,000

$302,787,609

100

101

102

Black River Pump Station Fish
Passage Improvements

Green

King County

$5,180,441

$5,181,249

$808

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$5,181,249

Renton. This project will design and build the fourth phase of renovations
to the Black River pump station, revising and replacing the obsolete fish
passage systems.

103

Black River Pump Station High-
Use Engines

Green

King County

$13,494,118

$15,491,076

$1,996,958

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$15,491,076

Renton. This project will design and build the first phase of renovations to
the Black River pump station, replacing the three smaller pump engines
which run much more frequently than the other, larger pump engines.

104

Black River Pump Station

Improvements

Green

King County

$0

$6,057,421

$6,057,421

$3,813,684

$71,433,673

$121,347,229

$35,897,590

$12,443,805

$0

$244,935,981

$250,993,402

This project will make extensive improvement to the Black River Pump
Station such as a) replacing the control building, trash rake system, and
screen spray system; b) replacing important support systems such as
engine control panels, cooling systems, oilers and hoists; c) replacing and
improving the fish passage system; d) replacing the large engines and
overhauling the large pumps; and €) making improvements for seismic
stability.
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2025 Inception 2026
Service to Date Inception to Date| 2026 Available 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 6-Year CIP CIS CIS Project Life
No. |Project Name Basin Provider Expenditure Budget Budget Requested Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Total Year 7-10 10+ Year Total Comments
Briscoe Meander Levee 2025 This project will repair a ning-foot crack on the Ieyee crlown and se\I/(.eraI

105 |Damage Repair Green King County $0 $244.000 $244.000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $244,000 sand boils on the landward side that threaten the integrity of the facility.

Emergency repair of multiple voids up to 3 feet deep identified during the
Briscoe School Levee 2025 December 2025 flood. Work will prevent levee failure and protect dense

106 |Emergency Repair Green King County $2,658 $30,000 $27,342 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $30,000 |commercial development in Kent, WA.

Black Diamond. Remove the three 6-foot diameter culverts where Lake
Covington Creek Black Sawyer flows into Covington Creek and replace with a b.ridge to eliminate

107 |Diamond Green Black Diamond $659,386 $2,768,500 $2,109,114 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,768 500 |PPStructions for water flow and allow passage for migrating salmon.

Emergency repair of a levee breach that occurred during the December
Desimone Levee Breach 2025 2025 flooq. Work will re§tore Ievge functi.on and protect densely developed
108 |Emergency Repair Green King County $15,374 $125,000 $109,626 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $125,000 |cOMMercial and industrial areas in Tukwila and Renton, WA.
Advanced measures implemented ahead of the December 2025 flood to
install a 1,200-foot seepage blanket along a levee segment with known
Desi seepage issues. Work reduces the likelihood of levee failure and protects
esimone Levee Flood : : : . .

109 |Contingency Plan Green King County $143,371 $193,371 $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $193,371 |commercial and industrial development in Tukwila and Renton, WA.
Tukwila. Construct a floodwall to design elevation for 18,800 cfs plus 3
feet of freeboard, repairing slope failures, laying the levee embankment
slope back and shifting the levee alignment (and trail) landward where
possible. The floodwall will connect previously constructed floodwalls at

110 |Desimone Levee Major Repair [Green King County $1,688,824 $3,745,855 $2,057,031 $2,229,064 $3,738,694 $6,000,423 $38,394,546 $1,646,687 $0 $52,009,414 $55,755,269 [Desimone reaches 1 and 2.

Damage increases vulnerability of the heavily used regional Green River
trail and regional soccer complex (Starfire) and Tukwila Park. Erosion

111 [Fort Dent Levee 2020 Repair |Green King County $1,547,184 $5,352,527 $3,805,343 $58,092 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $58,092 $5,410,619 |increases vulnerability to trail and soccer fields.

Gilliam Creek Fish Barrier This project will address the existing fish passge barrier at the mouth of

112 |Removal Green Tukwila $0 $300,000 $300,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $300,000 |Gilliam Creek.

This project on will address mitigation requirements from the permitting
agencies to offset environmental impacts from other repair projects after
Green River 2025 Damage Lhe nggelrr;ber 2025 event. ?a;/lngt;hthlj project on the CI-ID If thought

113 |Repair Mitigation Green King County $0 $200,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $200,000 |°C"e"C!a! for SECUNNgG permits for the damage repair projects.

Auburn. Improve SE Green Valley Road near SE Auburn Black Diamond
Green River Improvements Road and alleviate roadway flooding by raising the road through the

114 (2024 Green King County $0 $150,000 $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $150,000 |application of a thick layer of overlay.

Auburn, Kent, Near Renton in unincorporated King County, Tukwila. This
project will acquire strategic real estate upon which future large Flood
Green River Pre-Construction Control District capital projects are dependent, thereby reducing risks to
115 [Strategic Acquisitions Green King County $13,711,082 $22,577,724 $8,866,642 $0 $5,000,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000 $25,000,000 $47,577,724 [construction schedules for those projects.
Kent. This project will reconstruct the Horseshoe Bend Levee at the Breda
reach (RM 24.46-24.72) to a more stable configuration in order to reduce
flood risk to the surrounding areas. The project will also raise levee crest
elevations to contain the 500-year (0.2% annual chance) flood. This
Horseshoe Bend Breda Levee segment of the levee has the lowest factor of safety rating of the

116 [Setback Green Kent $931,214 $15,430,509 $14,499,295 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $15,430,509 [Horseshoe Bend levee.

Kent. This USACE repair project replaces the SWIF capital project

originally planned by the FCD. The repair project is anticipated to stabilize

the failure of the levee slope, construct a ring levee around an isolated
Horseshoe Bend McCoy utility, and shift the alignment of the federal levee back to the City of Kent's

117 |Revetment Realignment Green USACE $769,598 $1,019,598 $250,000 $0 $328,546 $1,300,668 $19,013 $0 $0 $1,648,227 $2,667,825 |secondary containment levee.

Kent Airport Revetment 2022 Kent: New flood damage repair project. Stabili;e over steepfaned bank and

118 |Repair Green King County $624,772 $874,772 $250,000 $0 $182,000 |  $1,823,390 $0 $0 $0|  $2,005,390 $2,880,162 |/OCK revetment that has been undercut by rotational bank failure.

Lower Green .Rlver Corridor Auburn, Kent, Renton, Tukwila. Lower Green River Corridor Planning and
Plan and Environmental Environmental Impact Statement

119 |Impact Statement Green King County $701,593 $1,198,519 $496,926 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,198,519 )

Kent. Remove and replace the existing flood containment system of levee
and revetments along the right (east) bank of the Green River between
river mile 17.85 (S 212th St) and river mile 19.25 (S 231st Way) in the City
of Kent to provide long-term flood protection and improve riparian and
aquatic habitat. Increased expenditure authority to match interim SWIF

120 |Lower Rusell Levee Setback |Green King County $57,895,782 $57,965,925 $70,143 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $57,965,925 |adopted by Board of Supervisors.

This project will support ongoing acquisitions of identified habitat priorities

121 |Middle Green Acquisitions Green King County $0 $200,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $200,000 |within the Middle Green watershed.

This project will support improving and riparian habitat conditions in Mill

122 [Mill Creek 2 Expansion Green Kent $0 $200,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $200,000 |Creek.

Kent. Prepare an analysis and study of design and construction
alternatives to provide flood protection, scour protection, enable levee

123 |Milwaukee Levee #2 Setback |[Green Kent $2,264,190 $19,400,000 $17,135,810 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $19,400,000 [certification and secure necessary land rights.

O'Connell Revetment 2021 Kent: Stabilize the O'Connell revetment slope, and move or replace the

124 |[Repair Green King County $385,891 $397,891 $12,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $397,891 |road shoulder and guardrail.
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Emergency repair of seepage identified by flood patrol during the
December 2025 flood. Approximately 230 feet of levee (200 feet of
Pipeline Levee and 30 feet of Okimoto Levee) will be repaired to prevent
Pipeline and Okimoto Levees failure and protect dense residential condominium development in Kent,
125 |2025 Emergency Repair Green King County $32,048 $125,000 $92,952 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $125,000 |WA.
This project repairs depressions between the Reif Road Levee and the
Pipeline-Okimoto (Myers Golf) riverbank up to two-feet in diameter, caused by the December 2025 flood
126 [Levee 2025 Damage Repair |Green King County $0 $250,000 $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000 |event.
Emergency rental of pumps to restore pumping capacity following pump
Pump Station 17 2025 failure quring the.De.cember.2025 flogd. Wgrk protegts commercial and
127 |Emergency Backup Green King County $8,493 $15,000 $6,507 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $15,000 industrial properties in Tukwila, WA, including Westfield Southcenter.
This project will conduct a study of sea level rist affecting a neighborhood
. . along the Duwamish River in the South Park Neighborhood. Costs
Sea Level Rise Adaptation . :
128 |Study Duwamish King County $0 $400,000 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000 |INClude staffing, a consultant study, outreach and engagement.
Kent. Project provides increased level of protection to 1.5 miles of Lower
129 |Signature Point Levee Setback |Green Kent $1,520793 |  $47,150,164 $45 620,371 $0|  $9.595,255 $0 $0 $0 $0|  $9,595,255 356,745,419 | Green River Corridor. Alternative selected by Executive Committee.
This project will repair multiple mounds, boils, and holes in the levee
identified in the Somes Dolan levee after the 2025 December flood event.
Somes Dolan Levee 2025 King County performed an emergency repair on the levee during that
130 |Damage Repair Green King County $0 $250,000 $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $250,000 |same event.
Emergency repair of levee seepage identified by flood patrol during the
Somes Dolan Levee 2025 December 2025 flood. Work will reduce the risk of levee failure and
131 |Emergency Repair Green King County $14,956 $50,000 $35,044 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $50,000 |protect dense residential development in Kent, WA.
Seattle. Installation and maintenance of a temporary barrier along the
Duwamish River in South Park, including project management, staging
and demobilization, and related work; culturally appropriate flood-related
education, outreach, and engagement on near and long-term flood
132 [South Park Flood Prevention |Duwamish Seattle $1,866,636 $4,661,615 $2,794,979 $1,507,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,507,000 $6,168,615 |reduction strategies, and communication materials.
Tukwila. This project will construct a facility to bring this levee segment in
Tukwila 205 Levee Gunter compliance with certification requirements for structural stability and raise
133 |Floodwall Green King County $2,104,858 $10,784,969 $8,680,111 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $10,784,969 [the levee to roughly the 500 year event.
Tukwila. This project will construct a 0.15 mile floodwall and sloped
embankment to protect adjacent businesses from flooding. The floodwall
Tukwila 205 Levee Ratolo alignment (ingluding embankmgnt slope, factors qf safety, and necessary
134 |Floodwall Green King County $4.554 $350,000 $345,446 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $350,000 real estate) will be finalized during the project design phase.
Emergency repair of a levee piping failure identified by flood patrol during
the December 2025 flood. Work will prevent potential levee failure and
Tukwila 205 Levee Sinkhole protect commercial and industrial properties in Tukwila, WA, including
135 |2025 Repair Green King County $12,414 $75,000 $62,586 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $75,000 |Westfield Southcenter.
Tukwila. US Army Corps led project to replace 3500 ft. of Tukwila 205
levee in-place replacement to bring up to 500-year level of protection per
Tukwila-205 Levee Gaco- the adopted interim SWIF. The USACE will cost-share up to 100 year
136 [Segale Segment Green USACE $1,179,021 $1,932,647 $753,626 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,932,647 |level of protection. Requires cooperation agreement.
137 |Green-Duwamish Subtotal $106,768,254 $225,148,332 $118,380,081 $7,607,840 $90,278,168 | $135,471,710 $79,311,149 $19,090,492 $5,000,000 | $336,759,359 $0 $0 $561,907,691
138
139
212th Avenue SE at SR 164 Enumclaw. Improve the drainage system to alleviate neighborhood
140 |Flood Prevention White King County $0 $190,000 $190,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $190,000 |flooding. May require improvements outside of the road right-of-way.
Charlie Jones Downstream Auburn. This project will analyze culvert replacement and road-raising
141 [Culvert Repair White King County $319,839 $1,650,000 $1,330,161 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,650,000 |options and implement the preferred option.
Charlie Jones Upstream Auburn. This project will analyze culvert replacement and road-raising
142 [Culvert Repair White King County $934,991 $992,852 $57,861 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $992,852 |options and implement the preferred option.
Pacific. Complete. Reduces flood elevations that impact residential
neighborhoods in the City of Pacific (200 homes, with $52 million of
assessed and $13 million content value), improves sediment storage and
143 |A Street 2022 Hescos White King County $313,229 $351,570 $38,341 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $351,570 |enhances habitat.
Government Canal HESCO Emergency reconstruction of the damaged flow-control structure at
144 |Barriers 2025 White King County $280,514 $1,340,514 $1,060,001 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,340,514 |Government Canal to prevent flooding in the City of Pacific.
Emergency installation of approximately 520 feet of seepage blanket on
Oravetz School Revetment the landward side of the Oravetz School revetment to reduce flood risk in
145 |2025 Emergency Install White King County $12,966 $1,000,000 $987,034 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,000,000 |the City of Auburn.
City of Pacific HESCO Barrier Emergency repair of thfa Paci'fic City 'P.ark HES(?O facili.ty damaged in the
December 2025 flood, including additional repairs and improvements at
2025 Breach Emergency ) . : e
146 |Repair White King County $872,352 $4,872,352 $4,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 34,872,352 |°ther HESCO locations to reduce flood risk to the City of Pacific.
City of Pacific HESCO Barrier Lrlw_:l; grgsi iﬁﬂ'(fﬁeagi |nosfteF1>I;eC<iiﬁiupersacks during the December 16th
147 12025 Emergency Installation  |White King County $192,762 $692,762 $500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $692,762 y '
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Roegner Park HESCO Barriers Emergeml::y cs?strugnon ]:|)f 455. figt C;L SeéprkaAEico structure in
148 |2025 Emergency Construction |White King County $3,553 $1,093,553 $1,090,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,093,553 | ~oegner rarkio reduce flood niskin the Lity of Aubum.
White River Right Bank Emergency work to repair and improve the A-Street Trailer Court HESCO
Upstream of A Street 2025 facility to reduce flood risk for residents in Auburn and Pacific
149 |Emergency Construction White King County $1,170 $401,170 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $401,170 '
This project will install 1,000 feet of HESCO flood barriers to replace aging
HESCOs from A Street to Government Canal, as well as extend existing
White River Urgent Flood Risk Apts and remove and dispose somaminatea sate,
150 |Reduction White King County $0 $12,000,000 $12,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $12,000,000 P P )
This project on will address mitigation requirements from the permitting
agencies to offset environmental impacts from other repair projects after
Wit Rer 2025 e
151 [Repair Mitigation White King County $0 $200,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $200,000 ) '
This project will acquire flood-prone properties in the White River basin to
eliminate the risk of flood damage when river flows overtop the existing
152 [White River Acquisitions White King County $0 $18,725,000 $18,725,000 $2,500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,500,000 $21,225,000 |[levees or to provide right of way for levee construction.
This project will investigate and determine the feasibility of two emerging
issues on the White River: a) ongoing seepage at the Roegner Park and
White River Levee Oravetz School revetments, and b) erosion risk to the HESCO barriers
153 [Improvements Feasibility White King County $0 $300,000 $300,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $300,000 |along the A Street Trailer Court revetment.
White River Capital Pacific. Identify and prioiritize near-, mid-, and long-term capital projects
154 [Improvement Strategy White King County $51,806 $150,000 $98,194 $300,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,300,000 $1,450,000 |for Flood Control District funding along the White River.
Pierce County. Complete. Reduces flood elevations that impact residential
neighborhoods in the City of Pacific (200 homes, with $52 million of
Countyline to A Street Levee assessed and $13 million content value), improves sediment storage and
155 |Setback White King County $23,901,145 $24,285,569 $384,424 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $24,285,569 |enhances habitat.
Pacific. Construct a new levee setback in the City of Pacific, extending
Pacific Right Bank Flood from BNSF railroad bridge embankment to endpoint at Butte Ave. by
156 |Protection Project White King County $17,235,673 $21,464,524 $4,228,851 $2,742,375 $1,984,732 $1,195,225 $56,726 $0 $387,809 $6,366,866 $27,831,390 [White River Estates neighborhood.
157 |White Subtotal $44,119,998 $89,709,866 $45,589,867 $5,542,375 $2,984,732 $1,195,225 $56,726 $0 $387,809 $10,166,866 $0 $0 $99,876,732
158
159
Steve Bleifuhs Memorial Flood Compe.titive grant program for flood reduction projects. Increases as a
160 |Reduction Grant Program Countywide Grant $53,755,735 | $102,306,072 $48,550,337 |  $14,825619 | $15,355,171 | $15,881,144 | $16,406,093 | $16,944,754 | $17,501,891 | $96,914,672 $109,220,744 [Proportion of total FCD tax revenue.
Issaquah: Funding for a near-term grant program to help fund flood
mitigation options for lakeside landowners, such as floating docks,
Lake Sammamish Dock and relocation or elevation of outbuilding and other damage-reduction and
161 |Shoreline Grant Program Sammamish Grant $119,297 $1,000,000 $880,703 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,000,000 |floodproofing measures. Established pursuant to FCDEM2021-3.
Cooperative Watershed Management Grant Program; priorities
Water Resource Inventory recommended by watershed groups. Increase based on assumed inflation
162 |Area (WRIA) Grants Countywide Grant $66,537,793 $107,427,922 $40,890,129 $12,493,134 $12,939,372 $13,382,595 $13,824,955 $14,278,870 $14,748,354 $81,667,280 $189,095,202 |rate.
Flood Program Effectiveness Evaluation of capital projects to determine effectiveness and identify
163 |Monitoring Countywide King County $8,018,908 $9,474,513 $1,455,605 $1,570,866 $1,107,756 $879,641 $726,981 $715,941 $907,220 $5,908,405 $15,382,918 |project design improvements.
Allocation to all King County jurisdictions for flooding, water quality, or
watershed management projects. Increases as a proportion of total FCD
164 |Subregional Opportunity Fund |Countywide Grant $71,563,937 $102,651,160 $31,087,223 $8,796,135 $8,902,467 $8,902,467 $8,902,467 $8,902,467 $8,902,467 $53,308,468 $155,959,628 |tax revenue.
165 |Central Charges Countywide King County $2,517,056 $3,278,064 $761,008 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000 $2,400,000 $5,678,064 |Central charges related to the FCD's capital fund.
The FCD directed King County to develop and implement an expansion of
the county Flood Warning Center to include forecasted King Tide events
166 [Duwamish King Tide Forecast |Countywide King County $0 $625,000 $625,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $625,000 |on the Duwamish River by October 1, 2024.
Creates or augments an existing internship program focused on
developing workforce pathways creating, career opportunities, and living
wage jobs for youth related to climate change, habitat restoration and/or
167 |Climate Corps Countywide King County $675,984 $750,000 $74,016 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $750,000 |flood risk reduction.
This project supports a defined portion of EarthCorps’ personnel and
associated costs required to implement environmental restoration, public
land stewardship, and community engagement activities on public lands
within King County. This work directly contributes to King County’s climate
adaptation and resilience priorities, including strengthening ecosystem
function, reducing climate-related risks, and improving the resilience of
168 |Earth Corps Countywide EarthCorps $0 $1,300,000 $1,300,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,300,000 |communities and natural systems.
Directs King County to lease 30 acres of farmland consistent with the
169 [Farmland Lease Countywide King County $26,430 $200,000 $173,570 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $200,000 |guidelines of the King County Farmland Lease Program.
Countywide Strategic This project acquires properties with a connection to flooding as directed
171 |Acquisitions Countywide King County $6,536 $4,000,000 $3,993,464 $4,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,000,000 $8,000,000 |by the Flood District Board of Supervisors.
Flood Warning Center IT Replace existing IT systems that are outdated and at risk for failure
172 |Upgrades Countywide King County $1,246,490 $1,334,461 $87,971 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $1,434,461 P g1l sy '
This project will secure missing easements for flood facilities enrolled in
173 |PL 84-99 Easement Initiative [Countywide King County $0 $430,000 $430,000 $1,610,000 $1,641,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,251,000 $3,681,000 |the US Army Corps of Engineers PL84-99 program.
Page 9 of 10
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2025 Inception 2026
Service to Date Inception to Date| 2026 Available 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 6-Year CIP CIS CIS Project Life
No. |Project Name Basin Provider Expenditure Budget Budget Requested Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Forecasted Total Year 7-10 10+ Year Total Comments

This is an ongoing program for multi-year technical studies, such as the
levee breach analysis, sediment hazard analysis, and general flood

174 |Technical Flood Studies Countywide King County $0 $1,815,000 $1,815,000 $1,781,000 $1,265,000 $1,425,000 $750,000 $585,000 $1,075,000 $6,881,000 $8,696,000 |studies on various rivers.
Contingency for emergency response actions during a flood event and for

175 |Flood Emergency Contingency |Countywide | King County |  $1,064,308 | $2,169,042 $1,104,734 $0 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000 | $1,000,000 $3,169,042 |StoCkpiling materials so s to be readily available for project construction.

176 |Countywide Subtotal $205,532,475 $338,761,234 $133,228,760 $45,576,754 $41,810,766 $41,070,847 $41,210,496 $42,027,032 $43,734,932 | $255,430,825 $0 $0 $594,192,059

177

178 |Grand Total $499,323,614 $906,379,640 $407,056,030 $108,173,232 | $199,576,222 | $237,270,878 | $170,223,674 | $101,955,481 | $106,238,195 | $923,437,683 [ $125,450,000 | $121,300,000 $2,076,567,323
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DRAFT: Actual and Forecasted Flood District Expenditures by Type

October 26, 2026
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King County Flood Control District

Flood Program Financial Plan: 2027 Budget and 6-Year CIP
9/9/2026

2025 2026 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032
Actual Adopted Revised Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected
Beginning Balance 20,077,312 26,295,068 31,574,284 (13,937,625) (26,446,169) (36,947,720) (42,675,067) (78,115,919) (105,636,792)
Revenue
Flood District
Flood District Levy1 83,757,531 84,565,371 85,127,871 85,983,713 86,881,810 87,788,625 88,708,216 89,633,414 90,571,599
Interest Earnings 2 2,316,075 2,070,902 3,642,341 (1,607,814) (3,050,773) (4,262,209) (4,922,903) (9,011,283) (12,186,031)
Miscellaneous Revenue * 306,504 250,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000
King County
Grants * 651,593 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Miscellaneous Revenue ° 59,764 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000
Total Revenue 87,091,468 86,926,273 89,110,211 84,715,898 84,171,037 83,866,417 84,125,313 80,962,131 78,725,569
Expenditure
District Administration ° (2,177,473) (2,488,637) (2,488,637) (2,488,637) (2,563,296) (2,563,296) (2,640,195) (2,640,195) (2,719,401)
Operating Expenditure (14,052,128) (17,535,208) (14,324,166) (15,662,943) (16,132,832) (16,616,816) (17,115,321) (17,628,781) (18,157,644)
Capital Expenditure (59,364,895) (67,858,101) (117,809,318) (79,072,862) (75,976,461) (70,413,650) (99,810,650) (88,214,029) (92,372,884)
Total Expenditure (75,594,495) (87,881,946) (134,622,121) (97,224,443) (94,672,588) (89,593,763) (119,566,165) (108,483,005) (113,249,929)
Ending Fund Balance (Cash) 31,574,284 25,339,396 (13,937,625) (26,446,169) (36,947,720) (42,675,067) (78,115,919) (105,636,792) (140,161,153)
Target Fund Balance 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Budgetary Carryover Reserves (268,324,438) (266,885,029) (282,307,876) (311,408,246) (435,008,008) (601,865,236) (672,278,259) (686,019,712) (699,885,022)
Ending Budgetary Fund Balance ® (236,750,153) (235,121,485) (296,245,502) (337,854,415) (471,955,728) (644,540,302) (750,394,178) (791,656,504) (840,046,175)
-1of2-
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Flood Program Financial Plan: 2027 Budget and 6-Year CIP
Notes:
1 Property tax forecast provided by the Office of Economic and Financial Analysis in March 2026, less undercollection assumption of 1%.
2 Future interest earnings approximated using the ration of prior year interest to prior year fund ending fund balance.
3 District miscellaneous revenue due to multiple sources such as state forest sales, private timber harvest tax, unrealized investments, leashold excise taxes, and immaterial corrections from prior years.
4 Grant revenue is assumed only for grants that have been awarded or where an award is likely and imminent.
5 Miscellaneous revenue due to multiple sources such as state forest sales, private timber harvest tax, rent from tenants of acquired real estate, and immaterial corrections from prior years.
6 Costs based on contract established under FCD 2008-07 for District executive services, and inflated at 3% in succeeding years.
7 In general, construction projects assume inflationary increases of 3% per year.
8 The budgetary fund balance assumes 100% expenditure of all budgeted amounts and is used to understand the District's total budgetary commitment.
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KI N G CO U N TY King County Courthouse

516 Third Avenue

FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT Room 1200

Seattle, WA 98104

Signature Report

KING COUNTY
FLOOD CONTROL
DISTRICT
FCD Resolution
Proposed No. FCD2026-12.1 Sponsors

A RESOLUTION relating to the finances of the King
County Flood Control Zone District ("District");
authorizing a property tax levy to implement the District's
2027 budget; reserving banked capacity; and protecting up
to $.25 per $1,000 of assessed value of the District's
property tax levy from proration.

WHEREAS, every year, King County faces threats from flooding, the impacts of
which are far-reaching and pose significant threats to public health and safety and
economic activities throughout the county, and

WHEREAS, the one hundred-year floodplain in the county covers more than
25,000 acres or almost forty square miles, and

WHEREAS, more than five hundred flood protection facilities throughout the
county protect property with an estimated assessed value of more than $7 billion, and

WHEREAS, flood control facilities provide vital protection to the regional
economy, and

WHEREAS, one of the most fundamental functions of government is to protect
residents and public and private property from the ravages of natural disasters, such as
flooding, and

WHEREAS, the board of supervisors of the King County Flood Control Zone

1
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FCD Resolution

District ("District"), after holding a hearing on , and after duly considering
all relevant testimony presented, desires to increase its property tax revenue from the
previous year by the additional amounts permitted under RCW 84.55.010, if any,
resulting from new construction, improvements to property, newly constructed wind
turbine, solar, biomass and geothermal facilities, any increase in the value of state-
assessed property, any annexations that have occurred, and refunds made, in order to
implement the 2026 budget and work program in the best interests of the District and to
meet the expected expenses and obligations of the District, and

WHEREAS, the board of supervisors finds it necessary to protect the District's tax
levy from prorationing by imposing up to $0.25 per $1,000 of assessed value of the levy
outside of the $5.90 per $1,000 assessed value limitation under RCW 85.52.043(2), and

WHEREAS, the board of supervisors duly considering all relevant evidence and
testimony presented, determined that the District requires a regular levy in the amount of
$ , and amounts resulting from the addition of new construction and
improvements to property and any increase in the value of state-assessed property, and
amounts authorized by law as a result of any annexations that have occurred and refunds
made, in order to discharge the expected expenses and obligations of the district and in its
best interest;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS OF THE KING COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL ZONE DISTRICT:

SECTION 1. The District's actual levy amount from the previous year was

$ . An increase in the regular property tax levy is hereby authorized for

the levy to be collected in the 2027 tax year. The dollar amount of the increase over the

2
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FCD Resolution

actual levy amount from the previous year shall be $0, which is a percentage increase of
zero percent from the previous year. This increase is exclusive of additional revenue
resulting from new construction, improvements to property, newly constructed wind
turbine, solar, biomass and geothermal facilities, any increase in the value of state-
assessed property, any annexations that have occurred, and refunds made.

SECTION 2. As authorized by RCW 84.55.092, the District continues to reserve
its "banked capacity" for future regular tax levies of the District.

SECTION 3. Pursuant to RCW 84.52.815, the District shall protect the property
tax levy of Section 1 of this Resolution from prorationing under RCW 84.52.010 by

imposing up to $0.25 per $1,000 of assessed value of such tax levy outside of the $5.90

KING COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT November 3, 2026
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FCD Resolution

53 per $1,000 of assessed value limitation under RCW 84.52.043, if the taxes raised by such

54  tax levy would otherwise be prorated under RCW 84.52.010.

KING COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

Reagan Dunn, Chair
ATTEST:

Russell Pethel, Clerk of the District

Attachments: None
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OHS DRAFT 10/ /2026

Standard
1. Introduction

This debt policy sets forth the parameters for issuing debt by the King County Flood Control
District (the “District”), engaging with King County, Washington (the “County”) in connection
with debt issued on behalf of the District by the County, managing the District’s debt portfolio and
providing guidance to decision-makers within the District. This debt policy aims to ensure that all
debt is issued prudently and cost-effectively. This debt policy recognizes a long-term commitment
to full and timely repayment of all debt as a requirement for entry into the capital markets.
Adherence to policy helps to ensure that the District maintains a sound debt position, the District
is able to effectively and meaningfully participate in the debt issuance process by the County in
connection with the issuance of debt on behalf of the District and that the District’s reputation and
credit quality is protected.

Maintaining a formal debt policy is an effective business practice that lenders, bondholders and
credit rating agencies recognize as a source of credit strength. The Board of Supervisors of the
District (the “Supervisors”) shall review and approve this policy. The policy shall be reviewed and
approved at least as frequently as every four years.

2. Allocation of Responsibilities

[The Executive Director has the responsibility for all finance functions, including financial and
utility reporting, budget and cash and investment management, and debt financing.][NOTE:
PLEASE PROVIDE INPUT ON RESPONSIBILITIES]

3. Purpose

Adoption of a policy regarding the appropriate management of debt issued by or on behalf of the
District is an important step in maintaining the District’s financial performance and condition and
the provision of facilities and services within the District. Proper use and management of
borrowing power can yield significant advantages. From a policy perspective, the District may
use debt, either issued by the District or on behalf of the District by the County as a mechanism to
equalize the costs of needed improvements to both present and future citizens, preserve cash for
other purposes and undertake capital expenditures prior to accumulating sufficient funds necessary
for the completion of an entire project and leverage the debt capacity of the County.

In the issuance and management of debt, the District shall:

a. Comply with the Washington State Constitution, RCW 86.09, and Chapter 39
RCW regarding Public Contracts and Indebtedness, including all other applicable
legal requirements imposed by federal, state, and local laws, rules and regulations.

b. Obtain approval from the Supervisors prior to the issuance of all debt, unless
otherwise delegated.

c. Notify the Treasurer of the County in writing at least 30 days in advance of any
debt issuance by the District.

Page 1
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DEBT MANAGEMENT POLICY
Policy No. [ ]

d. Use long-term debt for capital expenditures that cannot be optimally paid for from
current revenues and to fulfill the purposes set forth in the preceding paragraph.

e. Except in extraordinary circumstances, use short-term debt only to provide interim
financing for capital expenditures.

4. Responsibility

a. [The primary responsibility for debt management or negotiation and collaboration
with the County rests with the District’s Executive Director or designee. The
Executive Director shall (or shall cause the following to occur):][PLEASE
CONFIRM OR IDENTIFY OTHER PARTIES]

4129-3135-5760.1

Submit to the Supervisors all recommendations to issue debt or approve a
debt issuance by the County on behalf of the District not already delegated
to the Executive Director;

Provide for the issuance of debt by the District or the County at the lowest
cost and risk practicable to the District, while remaining consistent with the
District’s objectives for issuing the debt;

Determine the available debt capacity of the District;

Provide for the issuance of debt by the District or the County at appropriate
intervals and in reasonable amounts as required to fund approved projects;
In the case of debt issued by the District, determine the method of sale of
bonds and structural elements of the sale, upon authorization by Supervisors
in an ordinance as the District’s “Designated Representative”;

In the case of debt issued by the County on behalf of the District, coordinate
with the County to determine the method of sale of bonds and structural
elements of the sale, upon authorization by Supervisors in an ordinance as
the District’s “Designated Representative”;

Negotiate any interlocal agreements with the County in connection with the
issuance of any debt by the County on behalf of the District;

Monitor opportunities to refund debt and recommend such refunding as
appropriate;

Provide information for and participate in the preparation and review of
bond offering or disclosure documents;

Provide for the distribution of pertinent information to rating agencies;
Make presentations to rating agencies, when appropriate;

Comply with all Internal Revenue Service, Securities and Exchange
Commission and Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board rules and
regulations governing the issuance of debt pursuant to the Issuance
Compliance Procedures and provide reasonable assistance to the County in
connection with any of the foregoing related to debt issued on behalf of the
District;

Comply with any interlocal agreements entered into in connection with any
debt issued by the County on behalf of the District;

Page 2
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DEBT MANAGEMENT POLICY
Policy No. [ ]

J Comply with all terms, conditions and disclosures required by governing
the debt issued;

o Maintain a database with all outstanding debt;

o Apply and promote prudent fiscal practices;

o Account for and pay all bonded indebtedness for the District by specifically

providing for the timely payment of principal of and interest on all debt, and
ensure that the fiscal agent or lender receives funds for payment of debt
service on or before the payment date; and

o Perform its obligations and account for and pay all amounts that the District
has agreed to pay to the County by written agreement.

b. The Supervisors shall:

o Approve the Debt Management Policy;

o Approve ordinances and resolutions necessary to incur indebtedness or
authorize the participation of the District in connection with any debt
issuance by the County on behalf of the District; and

o Approve budgets sufficient to provide for the timely payment of principal
and interest on debt.

Practice
1. Type, Use and Limitations of Debt
a. Unlimited Tax General Obligation (“UTGO”) Bonds

o The District is authorized to sell UTGO bonds as provided by
Chapters 39.36, 39.40, 39.46, 39.53 and 86.15.170 RCW and other
applicable laws of the State, subject to the approval of the Supervisors, and
subject to voter approval.

o UTGO debt will be used for capital purposes when the use of an excess tax
levy is necessary for debt service payments, and the requisite number of
voters have approved the debt and the additional property tax.

o Per Washington state law, the bonds may not exceed an amount, together
with any outstanding general obligation indebtedness, equal to three-fourths
of one percent of the value of taxable property within the District.

b. Revenue Bonds

° The District is authorized to sell revenue bonds under Chapter 35.57,36.67,
39.46 and 86.15.178 RCW, and other applicable laws of the State, subject
to the approval of the Supervisors.

J Revenue bonds will be issued to finance the acquisition, construction or
improvements to flood control improvement or stormwater control
improvement facilities upon a finding by resolution of the Supervisors that
the improvements will benefit the District.

Page 3
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Local Improvement District Bonds

The District is authorized to sell local improvement district (special
assessment) bonds (“LID Bonds”) and utility local improvement district
bonds (“ULID Bonds”) under Chapter 36.94 and other applicable State law,
subject to the approval of the Supervisors.

LID Bonds are issued to finance projects that will provide special benefit to
certain property owners. The specially benefiting property owners are
levied an assessment, based upon a formula developed to fairly reflect the
benefit received by each property owner in the local improvement district.
After consideration and review, the District may form local improvement
districts upon petition of benefiting property owner(s), unless the
Supervisors determines to establish such districts by resolution, pursuant to
statutory authority.

LIDs for utility improvements may be authorized as ULIDs, which may be
financed through issuance of Revenue Bonds.

Short-Term Debt

The District is authorized to incur short-term debt under RCW 39.50,
subject to the approval of the Supervisors. Short-term debt may be issued
to meet: (1) the immediate financing needs of a project for which long-term
financing has been identified and assured or secured but not yet received;
or (2) cash flow needs within authorized budgets and anticipated receipts
for the budget year.

Short-term debt may bear interest at fixed or variable interest rates, as
recommended by the Executive Director, if the analysis determines that
variable rates are appropriate.

2. Method of Sale of Bonds

Unless provided otherwise in the bond ordinance, it is the policy of the District to delegate to the
Executive Director, as the District’s “Designated Representative”, decisions regarding the method
of sale of bonds that have been authorized by the Supervisors.

a.

4129-3135-5760.1

Competitive Sale

The Executive Director may determine to sell debt on a competitive bid basis.
District debt issued on a competitive bid basis will be sold to the bidder proposing
the lowest true interest cost to the District consistent with the bid parameters set
forth in the bond ordinance and in the bid documents.

Negotiated Sale

The Executive Director may determine to sell debt on a negotiated basis to an
underwriter selected, based on a comparison of the terms offered by the underwriter
with prevailing terms and conditions in the marketplace for comparable issues.

Page 4
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DEBT MANAGEMENT POLICY
Policy No. [ ]

Private or Direct Placement

When deemed appropriate to minimize the costs or risks of a debt issue, the
Executive Director may determine to sell debt through a private placement or direct
bank purchase to a financial institution or other purchaser selected, based on a
comparison of the terms offered by the underwriter with prevailing terms and
conditions in the marketplace for comparable issues.

Debt issued by the County on behalf of the District

The Executive Director shall consider the same factors as described in in
paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) in this Section in its discussions related to the method of
sale and structuring of any debt issued by the County on behalf of the District.

3. Refunding Bonds or Notes

a.

Refundings will be conducted in accordance with RCW 39.53. The District may
refinance debt to either achieve debt service savings, as market opportunities arise,
or to eliminate restrictive covenants.

Unless otherwise determined to be in the District’s best interests, an “advance
refunding” transaction will require a present value savings of at least [five] percent
of the principal amount of the debt being refunded. When calculating the savings,
any determination to refund debt should take into consideration all costs and
negative arbitrage in the refunding escrow.

A “current refunding” transaction, unless otherwise determined to be in the
District’s best interest, will require present value savings in an amount or
percentage to be determined by the Executive Director.

4. Structural Elements

4129-3135-5760.1

Maturity. The District shall issue debt with a final maturity less than or equal to
the expected useful life of the assets being financed. Unless otherwise stated in
law, the final maturity of the debt shall be no longer than 40 years (RCW
39.46.110).

Debt Service Structure. Unless otherwise determined by the Executive Director to
be in the District’s best interest, debt service should be structured to provide for
approximately level annual aggregate payments. Refunding bonds should be
structured to produce debt service savings to be in the best interest of the District,
as determined by the Executive Director. If appropriate, debt service reserve funds
may be used for revenue bonds.

Maturity Structure. The District’s long-term debt may include serial and term
bonds. Unless otherwise justified, term bonds should be sold with mandatory
sinking fund requirements.

Page 5
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DEBT MANAGEMENT POLICY
Policy No. [ ]

d. Price Structure. The District’s long-term debt may include par, discount and
premium bonds. Discount and premium bonds must be demonstrated to be
advantageous relative to par bond structures, given applicable market conditions
and the District’s financing goals.

e. Interest Payments. Unless otherwise determined to be in the District’s best interest,
long-term debt will bear interest payable semiannually.

f. Redemption Features. For each transaction, the District shall evaluate the costs and
benefits of call provisions.

g. Capitalization of Debt Service Reserves; Capitalized Interest. The District may
include in the principal amount to be borrowed, amounts necessary to finance
deposits to debt service reserves for revenue bond issues for enterprise activities
only. Interest costs may be capitalized when consistent with State law and in the
best interest of the District.

h. Tax-exemption. The Executive Director may determine whether debt will be issued
on a tax-exempt basis or a taxable basis. The District shall have a preference for
issuing its debt on a tax-exempt basis, assuming that it provides the lowest cost of
financing. Taxable debt may be justified based on a need for flexibility in use of
proceeds (or in use of bond-financed facilities), or when expected to reduce risks
and burdens on the District relative to IRS rules and post-issuance compliance.

1. Variable-Rate Debt. Unless otherwise determined to be in the City’s best interest,
the City shall have a preference for issuing its debt with fixed interest rates for each
maturity. Variable rate debt may be used if the Executive Director determines it is
in the District’s best interest, for example, based on a need for flexibility in interim
financing projects in anticipation of longer term fixed debt.

] Credit Enhancements. The District may evaluate the costs and benefits of credit
enhancements on a case-by-case basis. If economically advantageous to the
District, the District may utilize credit enhancements such as bond insurance to
raise the rating of its bonds, with the objective of producing an overall debt service
savings.

k. Conduit Debt and Derivatives. The District will not issue conduit debt or engage
in the use of derivatives.

L. Debt issued by the County on behalf of the District: The Executive Director shall
consider the same factors as described in in paragraphs (a) through (k) in this
Section in its discussions related to the structuring of any debt issued by the County
on behalf of the District.
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5. Credit Objective

In managing the District’s debt, the Executive Director shall seek to maintain and improve the
District’s bond rating(s) (if any), to the extent consistent with District public policy priorities that
may be adopted from time to time by the Supervisors.

6. Use of Professionals and Other Service Providers

a. Bond Counsel. All debt issued by the District will be sold only upon receipt of a
written opinion by bond counsel affirming that the District is authorized to issue
the debt, and that all statutory requirements have been met. The bond counsel
opinion and other documents relating to the issuance of debt will be prepared by
nationally recognized bond counsel with extensive experience in municipal finance
and tax issues. Bond counsel will be appointed by the General Counsel to the
District, in consultation with the District. The District may utilize bond counsel in
connection with the issuance of any debt by the County on behalf of the District.

b. Municipal Advisor. The Executive Director may determine the need for and
appoint a municipal advisor for each debt issue, or for a specified term, consistent
with the District’s general authority to contract. The municipal advisor shall be
nationally recognized, have comprehensive municipal debt experience, including
debt structuring and pricing of municipal securities, and have knowledge of State
laws relating to District’s finances. The District’s municipal advisor is to be
available for general purposes, and will assist the District with financing issues, as
requested. In no case shall the municipal advisor serve as underwriter for the
District’s debt issues. The District may utilize a municipal advisor in connection
with the issuance of any debt by the County on behalf of the District.

c. Underwriter. The Executive Director will select an underwriter for any negotiated
sale of bonds. The selection of an underwriter may be for an individual bond issue,
series of financings or a specified time period, as determined by the Executive
Director. Depending upon the nature and amount of each financing, the Executive
Director is authorized to appoint more than one underwriter for each financing and
to designate one underwriting firm as the managing underwriter.

d. Other Service Providers. Professional services, including but not limited to
verification agent, escrow agent or rebate analyst, shall be appointed by the
Executive Director.

e. Other District Policies and Procedures. The Executive Director shall work with its
advisors to develop the following policies and procedures if determined by the
Executive Director to be necessary or desirable in connection with the District’s
financings or financings by the County on behalf of the District:

o Post-Issuance Tax Compliance Procedures
o Publicly Offered Bond Disclosure Procedures
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7. No Alteration of this Policy
This policy may only be amended by resolution of the Supervisors.

Approval

Executive Director Date
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