WATER DISTRICT NO.

125,

KING COUNTY

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OCTOBER 13, 1993
The meeting was called to order in the District's office at
7:00 P.M. by Mr. Johnson, P res ident.
Those present were:

COMMISSIONERS:
STAFF:
CONSULTANTS:
GUEST:

GARY JOHNSON
TAROLYN SCOTT
WM BROWNFIELD
ANN WILSON
RUSS AUSTIN
BOB STANTON
STEVE PAUL HOEN
PAUL BUTRIM

COMMISSIONERS:
M1nutes of the September 8.

1993 meeting were approved as written.

Vouchers audited and certlfied by the audit1ng offlcer as required
42.040.080 and those expense reimbursement claits cer i£ied
by R.C.W. 42.040.090 have been ade available to the Board.
As of
this date, all vouchers numbered 053 10 the total a o\nt o£ $3,987.50
and vouchers numbered 10051 -10 ~~ in the totai amount o£ $57,187.26
were approved for payment.
by R.C.W.

RESOLUTION PRESENTED FOR SIGNATURE:
RESOLUTION 93 10 13 -275 p A Resolution establishing Cross
Connection controls.
Unanimously adopted and sig ed.

Mr. Brownfield reported on the Washington Association Waterl
Wastewater Association convention activities of interest to the
Board and staff.
Paul Butrim request for adJustment on General Facilities Charge
(Mr. Paul Butrim's letter of 9/14/93)
Mr. Stantoo's written
recommendatlon submitted. (See attached)
Mot10n made t seconded and app oved, accepting the engineer's
recommendation allowing General Facilities adJustment ior up
sizings residential meter mandated by the C~ty of Tukwlla.
Ms.
Scott requested engineer and attorney prepare an amendment to the
General Facilities charge.
The Resolution call1ng for s1 ilar
treatment of iuture customer requests sor residential connections.
Commissl0ners Johnson and Brownfield concurred.
ENGINEER:
Larry's Market Developer E~tension:
Mr. Stanton submitted
letter dated 10/13/93 consir ing completion of this project.
Motioo made, seconded and carried approving Resolution 276
accepting the extens10n.
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SUPERINTENDENT:
Contract 93-2 (29th Avenue South) Mr. Austin reported that the
projec is under way.
Superintendent reeo wended we replace the 2 steel watermain
an 8" ductile ~ron water ain in conjunction with our compre
hensive plan.
Esti ated cost would be $30,000.00 and could he
done by the s all works roster.
w~th

Motion duly made, seconded and carried the Commissioners approved
developing a proposal through Small Works Roster procedure .
Salary and Benefits Surv~y:
Commissioners received copies o£
survey done by H~ghline Water D1str1ct.
Motion made,

seconded and carried to adjourn meeting.

~fL=

;i~~

'7h'7J!~
COMMISSIO

RS

Penhallegon Associates Consulting Engineers, Inc.
Engineering • Planning • Consulting

October 13, 1993

The Board of Commissioners
King County Water District # 125
2849 South 150th
Seattle, Washington 98168
SUBJECT:

WATER METER AND FACILITIES CHARGE
MR. PAUL A. BUTRIM

Dear Commissioners:
We have reviewed the request by Mr. Paul Butrim as stated at the last meeting, and further
formalized in his letter dated September 14, 1993, to reduce his meter charge as well as his
General Facilities charge. The foi'lowing are our comments and recommendations for these
charges.
First is the issue as to whether the two houses should be grandfathered in as a result of the plat
being done more t,han a year ago. We feel that since the District has no control as to when these
houses might be built, the charges in effect at the time of connection should be the ones used.
The fact that two vacant lots were created over a year ago is no different than an existing lot that
has never been built on, but has existed for some years. If the developer wished to guarantee
the connection rate he could have had all three meters set and started paying the monthly rates.
However, depending upon when the houses were constructed, this could have been even more
expensive. We therefore recommend the District use the charges now in effect.
The meter charge was established by Water District staff as the actual cost to install a water
meter for a service. This cost was established using actual cost to purchase the meter and related
materials, and the labor and equipment cost to install the meters and connections. Since this is
an actual cost to the District we feel it would not be appropriate to install a 1" meter and only
charge for a 5/8" meter. This could be construed as if the District were giving materials and
services away free. We recommend the District charge the rate for a 1" meter as presently
established.
The purpose of the general facilities charge is to collect revenues from new connections to
provide for those future capital improvements which will be required to support the demand for
new facilities placed on the District by development. This includes not only commercial, and
multifamily but also infill of single family residences, as all of these produce an increased demand
on the system and staff. These additional lots put such an additional demand on the system and
staff and some General Facilities Charge should be levied.
The position taken by Mr. Butrim is that at the time of the initial plat approval by the City of
Tukwila he had the option to put in a fire hydrant and some main extension or put in a sprinkler
system in each house. At the time the sprinklers in the houses was the most economic solution.
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Had he known what the charge for a 1" meter would be, it might have been more economical to
build the line and hydrant. In addition his position is that this meter is only required for fire flow
and if the house were not sprinkled the flow would have come from a hydrant.
The issues as we see them are as follows:
A.

The use of sprinklers in a single family residence under this circumstance is not
a common occurrence, but rather a requirement by the City of Tukwila in lieu of
a much more expensive alternative. The builder only had the two options.

B.

Unlike a commercial or multihousing project which require sprinklers with separate
lines serving the sprinklers and domestic service, as well as the requirement for
substantial flows above normal domestic use, the single family residence flow,
under a fire condition, would not be of a significant amount. Sprinklers are normally
only required for buildings of a fairly significant size and require not only a
separate sprinkler line but also double detector check valve assemblies.

C.

Mr. Butrim has indicated that the City of Tukwila has required him to sign a no
protest agreement when a water LID of ULiD is formed to construct a new
watermain in his area. This would mean that potentially he would be assessed for
a new main and hydrants and when installed the houses would no longer need the
sprinkler systems.

Based on the above issues it appears that the 1" meter requirement while necessary does not
constitute a day to day additional demand on the system nor will it require any more flow during
a fire than if the fire department used a hydrant. Also, when the District upgrades the main in the
area the requirement for the 1" meter would no longer be necessary, although the home owner
may want to keep the system active.
After reviewing the issues we recommend the District charge Mr. Butrim a General Facilities
Charge based on a 5/8" meter for the two remaining lots.
If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact us.
Sincerely,

Robert D. Stanton, P.E.
Vice President
bs

