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Proposed 

6034MOTION NO. 

A MOTION authorizing the King County Executive to 
enter into an agreement with the Cities Auburn t 

Kent, Renton and Tukwila for the purpose of imple­
menting a Management Agreement for the Green 
River. 

WHEREAS, the Green River flows through geographical boundaries of 

King County and the Cities of Auburn, Kent, Renton and la and is a 

common drainage course for surface waters originating within these jurisdic­

tions, and 

WHEREAS, flows in the Green River have been regulated by U.S. Army 

Corps of Engineers since the construction of Howard Hanson Dam and Eagle 

Gorge Reservoir in 1962, and 

WHEREAS, King  and the Cities of Auburn, Kent, Renton Tukwila 

are parties to an interlocal agreement (May, 1978) whi estab11 shed the 

Green River Basin Program for the purpose of coordinating the implementation 

of drainage and flood control improvements and which established the Green 

River Basin Executive Committee to oversee a long range program to improve 

basin-wide surface water management, and 

WHEREAS, since the establishment of the Green River Basin Program» King 

County and the Valley Cities have adopted other interlocal agreements whi 

cooperatively seek solutions to surface water and flood problems in 

the Green River Valley inclUding, but not limited to; regulatory responses 

to urban drainage; flood hazards and landfill encroachment on oodpla'ins ; 

construction and enhancement plans for the Black River outlet channel; 

redesign, environmental mitigation and long term financing ans for the 

East Side Watersked Project; and recreation and open space plans for the 

Green River corridor, and 

WHEREAS, King County and the Valley Cities recognized need for a 

Green River Management Agreement subsequent to their collective decis'ion 

withdraw from the Soil Conservation Service East Side Watershed Project in 
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July 1982 and as a result of the Corps of Engineers change in icy con­

cerning discharges into the river from interior pumping facilities during 

flooding conditions, and 

WHEREAS, in January 1983 King County Valley Cities aaoDtea an 

interlocal agreement directing the preparation of a management agreement for 

the Green River to consist of procedures, guidelines and programs rel 

iog river flows to pumped interior discharges provisions coordi 

ing levee monitoring and flood fighting operations, and 

WHEREAS, King County and the Valley Cities recognize the use of 

Green River for conveyance of floodwaters also creates responsibili es for 

improvement of the Green River channel and related facilities and the shar­

ing in the costs of programs to plan, design, admi , construct and 

maintain those required structural improvements, particularily in the 

absence of an expressed federal interest (Corps of Engineers) in those 

improvements, and 

WHEREAS, there are mutual advantages to these juri ctions joi ng in 

a management agreement for the Green River which provides a coordinated 

levee monitoring and pump operation plan, a programmatic approach to levee 

improvements on the Green River and related interior drainage projects, an 

equitable approach to long term financing of flood control improvements, and 

a participatory role for each party in setting priori eSt schedules and 

annual work program bUdgets; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT MOVED, by the Council of King County: 

The King County executive is authorized to enter into and carry out the 

provisions of an agreement implementing the Green River Management Agreement 

" 
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GREEN RIVER MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT
 

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into by and among the CITY OF BURN, a 
municipal corporation of the State of Washington, (hereinafter referred to 
as "Auburn"}, the CITY OF KENT, a municipal corporation of the State of 
Washington (hereinafter referred to as II Kent" ), the City Renton, a 
municipal corporation of the State of Washington (hereinafter referred to as 
II Rerrtcn" , the City of Tukwila, a municipal corporation of the State of 
Washington (hereinafter referred to as "Tukwlla") and COUNTY OF 
KING (hereinafter referred to as liKing County"), 

WHEREAS,	 the Green River flows through the geographical boundaries of 
the parties hereto and is a common drainage course for the 
parties; and 

WHEREAS,	 the Green River flow has been regulated by Corps 
Engineers since the construction of Howard A. Hanson Dam 
and the Eagle Gorge Reservoir in 1962; and 

WHEREAS,	 the Green River has been legislatively recognized by tne par­
ties hereto as an important recreation and envi ronmental 
resource of the region in their approval of The River of 
Green as a general planning guide for river related recreation 
and open space; and 

WH EREAS, there are mutual advantages to the parties hereto joining 
coordinated cost sharing and the management operations 
contributing inflows to the Green River; and 

WHEREAS, the parties hereto recognize that the benefits of using the 
Green River as a resource also creates responsibilities for 
sharing the costs of planning, administration, construction, 
operation and maintenance of the Green River channel and 
related facilities; and 

WHEREAS, the parties hereto resolved through a 1978 Intergovernmental 
Agreement to jointly seek solutions to Green River manage­
ment problems through the creation of the Green River Basin 
Program and the Green River Basin Executive and Technical 
Committees and subsequent intergovernmental agreements 
related to flood protection projects and surface water manage­
ment in the Green River Basin; and 

WHEREAS, the parties hereto agreed to withdraw from the Soil Conser-ve­
tion Service Green River Eastside Watershed Drainage Project 
at a sponsors' meeting on July 1, 1982, and more recently 
Renton has moved to reactivate portions of the Eastside 
Project, and the parties recognize a need for Green River 
management policies precipitated by these actions. 

Therefore, the parties to this agreement hereby join together for the 
purpose of coordinating their activities over management of the Green 
River in the following manner: 

1.	 PROCEDURES RELATING RIVER FLOWS TO EXISTING PUMPING 
FACILITIES 

1.0	 The parties hereto agree to operate the following pumping stations, in 
the manner hereinafter described, for the purpose of draining interior 
flood waters consistent with reducing the risk overtopping or 
failure of the Green River levee system. 
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1 .1 a. The pumping stations requirl control, and their capacities are 
as follows: 

Installed Operating Responsible 
Capacity Capacity Party 

Black River (P-1) 2,945 cf's 1,375 cfs King County 
Tukwila (P-17) 100 cfs 100 cfs King County 
Kent 90 cf's 90 cfs Kent 

b.	 The parties hereto agree to endeavor to seek agreements with 
operators of privately operated pump stations currently discharg­
ing into the Green River to ensure that their operations are 
compatible with the Pump Operations Plan set forth in para­
graphs 1.3 and 1.4. In the event that a party hereto assumes 
control of an existing privately-operated pump station, its opera­
tion will be regulated by the provisions of paragraph 1.4.a 
herein and will be added to the operating per-ties' current dis­
charge allotment per paragraph 2.3.1. 

1.2	 When Green River flows are predicted by the Corps of Engineers to 
exceed 9,000 cfs at the Auburn gage, the Pumping Operations Plan, 
described in paragraphs 1.3 and 1. will go into effect. 

1.3	 In accordance with the Pumping Operations Plan, all plants will be 
subject to shutdown by the King County Director of Public Works or 
his designee in the event the King County Director of Public Works 
or his designee determines that there exists a substantial risk of 
imminent levee failure or overtopping or for public safety emergency. 

1.4	 Pump operators will operate according to the following guidelines: 

a.	 Pump installations at Kent and P-17 will operate as required. 
However, when the King County Director of Public Works or his 
designee determines that river monitoring observations, describ­
ed in paragraph 4.1 indicate a substantial risk of imminent levee 
failure and/or overtopping, the shut down of pumping will occur 
at all of the foregoing stations. 

b.	 At the P"1 Pump station, operations II be according to Table 1 
and the following rule curve: 
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TABLE 1 

Measured P-1 

Flows at Auburn gage Ccfs) Maximum allowable pumping (cfs) 

Less than 9,000 cfs As requi'18d
 
9,000 cf's 2,945 cfs
 
9,500 cfs 2,500 cf's
 

10,000 cfs 2,000 cfs 
10,500 cf's 1,500 cfs 
11,000 cfs 1,000 cts 
11,500 cfs SOD cfs 
More than 11,500 cfs SOD cts to zero depending on levee 

monitoring by K County Director 
of Public Works or his designee. 
P-1 Pump station discharges will not 
exceed the rule curve of allowable 
pumping flows. Further restrictions 
on P-1 pumping capacity may be 
required per paragraph 1.3. 

1Assumes full installed capacity is available 
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2. GUIDELINES FOR FUTURE DRAINAGE SYSTEMS AND LEVEE 
IMPROVEMENTS 

2.1 GREEN 

2.1.1 

2.1.2 

2.1.3 

2.1.4 

2.1.5 

2.1.6 

2.1.7 

RIVER LEVEE IMPROVEMENTS 

The parties hereto recognize the need to improve sections 
of the Green River channel from the State Highway 18 
bridge near Auburn to the Interstate 5 bridge crossing the 
Duwamish River, to provide necessary freeboard, to rein­
force levees requiring strengthening, and to accommodate 
future drainage inflows. 

The parties hereto agree to develop a Green River Levee 
Improvement Plan. This plan will be prepared under the 
technical direction of King County in accordance with pro­
cedures noted in paragraph 3. 

The Levee Improvement Plan II result from comprehensive 
planning, engineering, and financial studies and will in­
volve: 

a. predicting future drainage inflows to the Green River 
based on adopted comprehensive plans for each party; 

b. comparing levee improvement costs against local costs 
for pumping and at-site storage to achieve an economi­
cal and practical balance; 

c. integrating proposed levee improvement and on-site 
storage requirements with Corps of Engineers operation 
of Howard Hanson Dam. 

d. considering the effect of drainage inflows from devel­
opment of tributary lands beyond the boundary limits 
noted in paragraph 2.1.1.; 

e. investigating alternative financing 
River channel improvements. 

plans Green 

The plan will incorporate the preservation of wetlands, 
water quality, recreation and other environmental factors as 
set forth in The River of Green report. 

The plan will be designed to reduce known hazards the 
levee system and to accommodate the projected Mill Creek 
and northeastern Auburn inflows described in section 2.2. 

A mutual agreement will be sought the U. S. Army 
Corps of Engineers and the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency on the channel freeboard requirement for the Green 
River levee system. 

Should any party to this agreement modify levees 
their jurisdictional boundaries for purposes other than levee 
heightening or maintenance, the costs associated with that 
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modification are the sole responsibility of that party. It is 
understood that if said city or county makes these modifica­
tions and they are altered due to a levee project resulting 
from this agreement, the payment for replacing structures 
or facilities (ex: jogging trails, park bui ) lies within 
the party who installed the facility. 

2.2	 FUTURE DRAINAGE FROM MILL CREEK AND NORTHEASTERN 
AUBURN 

2.2.1	 The parties hereto agree that by implementing a Green 
River Levee Improvement Plan, an outlet will be provided 
adequate to accommodate II Creek and northeastern Au­
burn drainage inflow into the Green River. The outlet, 
determined from some combination of on-site storage and 
pumping into Green River, as set forth in paragraph 2.3.4, 
will provide the opportunity to develop! an interior drainage 
plan for the Mill Creik Basin (P-4) and the northeast 
sector of Auburn (P-7). 

2.2.2	 Estimates of future drainage from Mill Creek and north­
eastern Auburn will be determined from the same time frame 
as estimates for other future drainage inflows which are 
considered in the Green River Levee Improvement Plan. 
The Green River Levee Improvement Plan will be designed 
to accommodate Mill Creek and northeastern Auburn inflow 
requirements, as noted in 2.2.1, in a phased levee improve­
ment program. 

2.2.3	 The drainage plan for Mill Creek and northeastern Auburn 
will be coordinated with King countv's farmland preserva­
tion program in the lower Green River to ensure that pro­
gram objectives are mutually compatible. 

2.3	 FUTURE DISCHARGE CAPACITY GUIDELINES 

2.3.1	 Any future pump discharges into the Green River father 
than these identified in paragraphs 1.1.a, 1.1.b or 2.3.2, 
will require improvement of and increased Green River 
channel capacity. However, an existing discharge allotment 
may be changed from one geographical area to another, if 
there is no increase in the total discharge within jurisdic­
tional boundaries, and providing river profile studies show 
that the river channel can accommodate the changed inflow 
discharge. 

2.3.2	 At less than 9,000 cfs river discharge at Auburn, additional 
pumping drainage inflow is permitted, providing that suffi ­
cient storage capacity is available so that when the river 
reaches 9,000 cfs at the Auburn gage (or some other 

"1 

1 Sectors identifiecfTn the U. S. Soil Conservation Service Report, West Side
 
Green River Watershed Work Plan, April, 1966. --- ­
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agreed flow) { drainage pumping shall cease and further drainage inflow 
shall be stored until the Green River recedes to 9000 cf's , 

2.3.3 

2.3.4 

2.3.5 

2.3.6 

2.3.7 

2.4 INTERIOR 

2.4.1 

2.4.2 

The parties may agree to compatible added drainage pump 
discharges in the event river regulation is modified by 
Corps of Engineers changes to the operation of Howard 
Hanson Dam or if the Green River channel capacity changes 
with time. 

The design discharge capacity of new drainage systems or 
increases in capacity to existing installations Which dis­
charge into the Green River will consider the alternative 
costs and benefits of on-site storage and drainage outlet 
peak reduction to alternative costs and benefits of increas­
ing Green River levee capacity as provided per paragraph 
2.1.3. 

New or added pumped or pressurized drainage discharges 
into Green River 1 for drainage flows less than 30 cfs are 
permitted, provided that they are limited to operational 
periods when Green River at the Auburn gage is less than 
9,000 cf's , All other requests for new drainage capacity 
into the Green River will be reviewed and approved by the 
Basin Technical Committee. 

The parties hereto recognize that maintaining designated 
Green River channel rights-of-way is necessary to preserve 
the integrity of planned drainage improvements. The 
parties agree to attempt to obtain rights-of-way for channel 
improvements and any designated floodway storage through 
land use approvals. 

Any future interior drainage channel plans and installations 
will be coordinated, on an individual basis, between neigh­
boring jurisdictions during the planning stage. 

DRAINAGE RESPONSIBILITIES 

The primary responsibility for planning, design, construc­
tion, operation and maintenance of an interior drainage 
channel system within a municipality is the responsibility of 
that municipality, subject only to the provisions of this 
Agreement with respect to discharges into the Green River. 

When more than one municipality and/or King County may 
be involved in an interior drainage project, the responsibili­
ties may be mutually shared, as determined by the respec­
tive parties. 
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GREEN RIVER WORK PROGRAM 
(Administration &logistical Support) 

SPECIFIC OBJECTIVE: Administer work program and budget and logistical support to the 
Basin Technical and Basin Executive Committees. 

STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS: 

COSTS: 1985 $10tOOO 

RESPONSIBILITY: Donald J. laBel let Director 
Department of Public Works START DATE: January 1985 

COMPLETION DATE: June 1986 

RESC. 
ACTIONS RESPONSIB ILITV SCHED. REQO. NOTES 

Set up monitoring of 1985 work program PW 850100 

Coordinate work with cities P~J 860600 

Briefing and coordination with BTC and PW 860600 
BEC 
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1985 Work Program
Cost Allocation By Party And Task 

a. Cost ~llocation by Task 

TASK TOTAL COST %BY PARTY COST BY PARTY 

Pump Operation Plan 
Green River Levee Imp. 
Mill Creek Drainage 

River &Levee Monitoring 
Fi nand ng PIan 
Annual Report 
Administrative 

$ 4.000 
120,000 

409000 

12.000 
To be done 

10,000 
10.000 

$196,000 

20% Each 
20% Each 
50% Auburn 
25% King County 
25% Kent 
20% Each 

in 19R6 
20% Each 
20% Each 

$ 800 
,000 

20,000 
10,000 
10,000 
2,400 

2,000 
2,000 

b. Cost Allocation By Party 

Party Cost 

Auburn 
Kent 
Renton 
Tukwila 
King County 

$51,200 
41,200 
31,200 
31,200 
41,200 

$196,000 
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June 18, 1984 

r 
INTRODUCED BY: Lois North 

PROPOSED NO.: 84-308 

MOTION NO. ail 5 
A MOTION relating to control of smoking 
in Legislative Branch facilities and 
vehicles. 

WHEREAS, there is substantial research and lnical 

evidence demonstrating that smoking is harmful to the health 

of smokers and non-smokers exposed to tobacco smoke, and 

WHEREAS, the King County Council intends to protect 

and promote the health of its employees and maintain a e 

and healthful environment for pUblic usi council 

facilities, and 

WHEREAS, the council recognizes the preferences of 

non-smokers not to breathe unwelcomed tobacco smoke, and 

MiEREAS, the council recognizes the preferences of 

smokers provided that they limit the infringement of their 

smoke upon the rights of others, and 

WHEREAS, the preferences of both groups can be respected 

only by a spirit of compromise within the existing limitations 

of the mechanical ventilation systems of the county buildings; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT MOVED by the Council of King County: 

Smoking in Legislative Branch facilities is prohibited 

except in designated locations and private offices assigned to a 

single individual. 

Supervisors i.n the Legislative Branch shall: 

Inform all potential candidates for employment that the 

council has a policy limiting workplace smoking. 

Identify all areas in which smoking is prohibited. 

Identify all areas ln which smoking is allowed. 

Inform all 

in non-smoking 

employees about prohibition of smoking 

areas .
• 
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1 Post signs so that it is clear whether smoking is 

2 prohibited or allowed. 

3 With the consent of each of the occupants» separates 

• enclosed offices may be designated as smoking areas as long 

S as the door to the office remains shut while smoking is in 

6 progress to limit the exposure of non-smokers to the resulting 

1 smoke. Occupants of such a designated office shall refrain 

8 from smoking during the presence of an individual making 

9 such a request. The council administrator shall resolve any 

10 complaint concerning this policy which any other legislative 

11 Branch Supervisor has not resolved. 

12 PASSED this I'O~ day of ~ , 1984. 

13 KING COUNTY COUNCIL 
KING COUNTY» WASHINGTON
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