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REQUESTED ACTION: Authorize the AL!..-fi 11 ~ (otAfl"h1 f"flO~~r to execute an 
inter-local agreement with the City of Ridgefield to maintain and monitor the previously constructed 
EF-20 habitat enhancement project on the county's Upper Daybreak property. 

'X Consent __ Hearing __ County Manager 

BACKGROUND 
EF-20 was one of 13 projects selected for conceptual design during development of the Lower East 
Fork Lewis River Aquatic Habitat Restoration Plan, adopted by the Lower Columbia Fish Recovery 
Board in 2009. Permit level project design was completed in 2011 by Clark County but outside 
funding was needed to implement the project. 

The City of Ridgefield, through the process of obtaining a water right for its Junction Well, was 
required to provide mitigation. The city proposed to fund the completion of habitat project EF-20 
on the East Fork of the Lewis River to satisfy mitigation requirements. 

In 2014, the city and county entered into an interlocal agreement calling for the county to prepare 
final plans, specifications, and manage construction of habitat mitigation project EF-20. 
Construction of the project was completed summer/ fall 2014 and planting the site occurred in 
spring 2015. 

The City of Ridgefield's permitting for this project requires a 5-year maintenance and monitoring 
period. The city has requested that Environmental Services provide the project management, annual 
maintenance of the project, environmental permitting, monitoring, and reporting to complete 
maintenance for habitat mitigation project EF-20 over the 5-year period The city will fully reimburse 
the county for expenses incurred in maintenance and monitoring of the project. 

COUNCIL POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
This action does not propose a new policy, change in policy, or refinement of an existing policy. The 
action does confinn an existing policy. The county routinely enters into interlocal agreements with 
other jurisdictions to optimize service delivery. Furthermore, the interlocal agreement with the City 
of Ridgefield serves as a continuation of an existing project and a previously executed interlocal 
agreement. 

ADMINISTRATIVE POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
See Council Policy Implications above. This action does not propose a new policy, change in policy, 
or refinement of an existing policy, but does confinn an existing policy. 

COMMUNITY OUTREACH 
Community outreach was a component of the watershed planning efforts carried out by the Lower 
Columbia Fish Recovery Board in identifying the EF-20 project and as a component of the 
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permitting for the City of Ridgefield's Junction Well. No additional community outreach is planned 
for this action. 

BUDGET IMPLICATIONS 

YES NO 
x Action falls within existing budget capacity. 

x Action falls within existing budget capacity but requires a change of purpose within 
existing. appropriation . 

x Additional budget capacity is•.necessary "and will be requested at the next supplemental. 
lfYES, please complete the budget impact statement. If YES, this action will be 
referred to the county council with a recommendation from the countv manaQ:er. 

BUDGET DETAILS 

Local Fund Dollar Amount $23,521 
Grant Fund Dollar Amount 

Account General fund 
Company Name 

DISTRIBUTION: 
Board staff will post all staff reports to The Grid. http://www.clark.wa.gov/thegrid/ 

~evin Tyler 
Division Manager 

Attachments 

kPl:S 
Don Benton 
Environmental Services Director 

Budget Impact Statement; lnterlocal Agreement; BOCC Staff Report 249-13 

APPROVED:~ 
CLARK COUNTY--~, W-A'Sfi=s ,,.I_N_G_T_O_N __ 

BOARD OF COUNTY COUNCILORS 

DATE: f1u~· 11 , ;iot5" 
SR# -se- t IP~-- 15' -

APPROVED: ________ _ 
Mark McCauley, Acting County Manager 



BUDGET IMPACT ATTACHMENT 

Part I: Narrative Explanation 

I. A - Explanation of what the request does that has fiscal impact and the assumptions for developing revenue and costing 
information 

Through the interlocal agreement with the City of Ridgefield, Environmental Services will provide 
project management, annual maintenance of habitat including labor, tools, equipment and materials, 
environmental permitting, monitoring, and reporting to complete maintenance for habitat mitigation 
project EF-20. The city will reimburse the county for all costs associated with this work over the 5-
year maintenance and monitoring period. 

Part II: Estimated Revenues 

Current Biennium Next Biennium Second Biennium 
Fund#/Tide GF Total GF Total GF Total 
0001 - Geneail Fund 14,346 14,346 6,610 6,610 2,565 2,565 

Total 14,346 14,346 6,610 6,610 2,565 2,565 

II. A - Describe the type of revenue (grant, fees, etc.) 
Revenue for the project will be fully reimbursed by the City of Ridgefield. 

Part III: Estimated Expenditures 

III. A - Expenditures summed up 

Current Biennium Next Biennium Second Biennium 
Fund#/Tide FrE's GF Total GF Total GF Total 
0001 - General Fund 14,346 14,346 6,610 6,610 2,565 2,565 

Total 14,346 14,346 6,610 6,610 2,565 2,565 

III. B - Expenditure by object category 

Current Biennium Next Biennium Second Biennium 
Fund#/Tide GF Total GF Total GF Total 
Salarv /Benefits 9,600 9,600 5,175 5,175 1,734 1,734 
Contractual 2,856 2,856 840 840 336 336 
Suoolies 1,890 1,890 595 595 495 495 
Travel 
Other controllables 
Capital Outlays 
Inter-fund Transfers 
Debt Service 

Total 14,346 14,346 6,610 6,610 2,565 2.565 



Upper Daybreak Stream Habitat Enhancement (EF20) 
PLANTS Year 1 •LUl :i1 Year:z 1nnn1 nar 11 120111 Year 4 1201111 Year Ci 1;,u1111 

'-'lnlmumSIZI Specla Common Name Price Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total Q1111ntlty Total Quantity Total 

24" baniroot Pstludalsuaa menzlesU Ooualasfir 100 
24" bareroot Tlluta p/ll;ata WeltSm reel cedar 100 

TOTAL 200 

,MATI:RIALS Tear 1 1"u1:11 Tearz \.<\1101 Year J 1"u17) Tear 41'lu1a1 Years 1'lu19) 

I tom Price Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total 

DriWater 11 carton/lnlltl $2.00 200 $400.00 200 $400.00 
Hertllclde $150.00 $150.00 $100.00 $100.00 $100.00 

1uTAL Ulill.00 i&I0.00 1100.00 1100.DU 1100.00 

LABOR and WllSC Tear 1 (2015) Yoar z 1;,w101 Toar J (2017) Toar 41'lul6) Year 5 l'lU19J 

ll8m Price Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total 

Veaaiation TemD Staff,_ control) $21.00 48 $1,008.00 32 $872.00 24 $504.00 16 $336.00 16 $338.00 
Veoetation T ~ Staff lllllmlinn, DriWator inllldlalion $21.00 32 $872.00 24 $504.00 
v-tallon M ....... -i 1naoec1or flfmlD. staff overal11hll S95.39 32 $3,052.48 32 $3,052.48 24 $2,289.38 16 $1,526.24 8 $783.12 
Clark Countv 'llllmlils $395.00 1 $395.00 1 $395.00 1 $395.00 1 $395.00 
DES (plant prOCUniment, monitoring, reporting) $97.09 26 $2,524.34 10 $970.90 10 $970.9D 4 $388.38 10 $970.90 

TOTAL 57,851.82 Sl,194.38 54.119.28 $2,250.ID $2.485.02 

SUBTOTALS Year 11.<U15) Year :Z 1;.w101 Year J 1"u111 Year 41..u1a1 Year51;,cu19) 

plants I I I I I 
materials I $550.00 I $550.00 I $100.00 I $100.00 I $100.00 
labor I $7,851.82 I 55,594.38 I $4,159.28 I s2.2so.eo I $2,465.02 
SUBTOTALS $8,201.82 $8,144.38 $4,269.28 $2,350,IO SZ,586.02 

Project Total (5 years) $23,521.08 



CLARK COUNTY 
STAFF REPORT 

DEPARTMENTIDMSION: Environmental Services I Polley & Planning I Legacy Landa Program 

DATE: 

REQUEST: 

December 10, 2013 

Authorize the Director of Environmental Servicaa to executa an inter-local 
agreement with the City of Rldgefield to construct the EF-20 habitat 
enhancement project on the county's Upper Daybreak property. 

CHECK ONE: ~Consent 0 Hearing 0 Chief Adminlatratlve Officer 

BACKGROUND: EF-23 was OM of 13 projeda selected for conceptual design during development of 
the Lower East Fork Lawis River Aquatic Habitat Restoration Plan, adopted by the Lower Columbia Flah 
Recovery Board In 2009. Pennit level project design was completed In 2011 by Clark County but outside 
funding is needed to Implement the project. 

The City of Ridgefield is in the process of obtaining a water right for lt8 Junction Well, a critical new 
water supply source for the city's economic development. and is required to provide mitigation for the 
Impacts of this water right The city has proposed to fund the completion of habitat project EF-20 on the 
East Fork of the Lewis River to satisfy mitigation requirements. The Department of Ecology has agreed 
that construction of EF-20 as generally indicated on attachment B of the intertocal agreement, Permitting 
Plan Set dated August 1, 2011, will satisfy city mitigation requirements. 

The intertocal agreement calla for the county to prepare final plans, specifications, and manage 
construction of habitat mitigation project EF-20. The city will fully reimburse the county for expenses 
incurred in designing and constructing the project. 

COMMUNITY OUJREACH: The Lower Columbia Fish Recovery Board Is the lead agency for watershed 
planning in the Lewis, Salmon, and Washougal river basins (state Water Resource Inventory Areas 27· 
28). The Board worked through a 38-member committee Including, local govemmenta, tribes, dtlzens, 
elected officials, and agency personnel to addreaa long-term management of the region's water 
resources and adopted watershed management plans in 2006. Detailed implementation plans, adopted 
in 2008, establlahed water supply policies that reserved a block of water for future public water supply 
that would not be subject to the closures and.tor instream flows estabfl&hed by rules for WRIAs 27 and 
28. However, It la required that new municipal water right requeata evaluate potential effac:ta on atraam 
flow and an a11easment of an.natives that could avoid impact& to stream flow, such as retirament of 
existing water rights. If the only feasible supply will affect stream flow, then off-setting and mitigating 
actions are to be Included in the water supply development proposal. 

The City of Ridgefield conducted such an analysis for the Junction Well water right proposal which was 
reviewed by the WRIA 27128 Planning Unit in 2012. The Unit recommended that the Department of 
Ecology approve the water right with the construction of EF-20 satisfying the mitigation raquirament. 

BUDGET AND PQLICY IMPYCADQN8: The City of Ridgefield wlll fully reimburse Clark County for 
expenses lncund In designing, permitting and constructing the project. Sufficient budget authority will 
be proposed In the 2014 budget to execute the intertocal agreement. 

The City of Ridgefield will have sole responsibility for the monitoring and maintenance plan required by 
Water Right Application No. G2·29174 to ensure performance of the mitigation far a tan year life span. 
The city may request the county to perform monitorfng and rnafntenance services. Specific duties and 
reimbursement of the cost of monitoring and maintenance wDI be articulated by separate agreement. 
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Fl§CAL IMPACTS: 181 Yea (see F"ISC81 Impacts Attachment) D No 

ACTION ftEAUE§TED: Authorize the Director of Environmental Services to execute an inter-local 
agraement with the City of Rldgeftald to construct the EF-20 habitat enhancement project on the 
County's Upper Daybreak property. 

DIUftlBUDON: Please forward a copy of the approved staff report to Envlronmental Services 
Administration. 

(PTURW/bt) 

Enclosures: 
F"l8Cal Impact Attachment 
Draft lntertocal Agreement 
Attachment B 

ES13-037 



FISCAL IMPACT A'ITACBMENT 

Plojecll involvell enb"""""""'t of a side dmmd ofdlD I...ower East Pod!: Uwll River, primlri1y to bc:nefit salmon. by felling trem In the viciniW of 
tbe p-ojec:t area IDd Placins dllm aaroa tbe tide dlmd to provide hllbitlll aomplexity, dli1kml lliah flow refbgia, md to supplll!!lmt fluvill 
proaascs dmilla biP flow evads. 'Ille City ofRidp&cJd bu propmed fimdina this projoc:l CO lllisfy l>epnmlllof&ology mitiptim 
requinimmts for thtl Cit;J'B 1um:tion Well Wlfa' ri&bll applicllion. 

000 Fund 

D.A- Jle.aibe the type OfJCVeDUO (&rant, foes, Cllc.) 

'Ibo lntcrloclll lplllDmlt lllipalma dill thtl 09 ofllldpfield will tblly nimbune COUll1y tilr daip, permiufDa IDd OGllllnlction apemes fbrtbe 
-20 hahitat eMIM!!llM!Dt project. The City ofBidpfteld will have IDie rapomibilitJ fbr the lllODlfming ad majntaienm plan required by Water 

llipt Applioltioa No. 02-29174 to ensure perfomumoe of the mitipdan for a ten yec life 1p111. 

~_:;;·_,_:_gt:~'"'---:.,~;_- -Y- ::-J - -

JD.A.- mmmeclUD 
Cumnt Biamlam Nex&Bieanium Second Biennium 

Fund #ll'ide F'l'B's GP Total OF Total OF Total 
0001 ·--·Fund SU.842 s 88,842 It s - so $0 

Toma: OlllB,842 .. Mi M :M. SC 

m.a-- '~· ohloc:I C8!mrmY 

CUrrmt Biennium Next Biemiium Second Biennium 
OF Total OP Tocal OF TOllll 

IY $34,645 $34,645 M so so $0 
Cmdnclua1 $54,197 $54,197 l(J so so so 
!lmmHes 

Tnwel 
Olher ommollables 
amilaJ. OutlAVS 

Insrr-fimd Tr8nsfera 
Debt Service 

TOIBI: :nB,842 188.842 Ml Ml :Ml :Ii( 



ATTACHMENT A page 1 of 2 

UPPER DAYBREAK EF-20 SIDE CHANNEL ENHANCEMENT 

Project Scoping Report 
1112&12013 

PrpJ!Ct Pwdpllon 
Project Name: Upper Daybreak EF-20 Side Channel Enhancement 

Project Type: Habitat enhancement/restoration for water right mitigation 

Budget/Sources: City of Ridgefield 

Project Stakeholders: Clark County, City of Ridgefield, Washington Department of Ecology, 
Lower Columbia Fish Recovery Board 

Pmlact Buclaet 
Tab 

Prolect M ... - .. ent/CitY Coordination 
Final Deslan 
Permittina 
Bid SD&ciflcations/Contractor Recruitment 
Construction 
Invasive Plant TreatmentlPlantlna 
Total 

Protect 1.oc1t1on 

Cost Eatlnll8 

$12 287 
$3020 
$5061 
$9061 

S511n 
$8238 

saa.aa 

Project involves enhancement of a side chamel of the Lower East Fork Lewis River. Side 
Channel outlet la at, approximately, main stem river mile 10.87. Side channel Inlet la at, 
approximately, main stem river mile 11.00. 

Protect Pwdatlon 
Project Involves diversifying in-stream habitat, primarily to benefit salmon, by felling trees in the 
vicinity of the project area and placing them acroaa the aide channel to provide habitat 
complexity, additional high flow refugla, and to supplement fluvial proCl8888 during high flow 
events. 

Prolect Btndta 
Construction d the project will enable the City of Ridgefield to mitigate for the impact of its 
Junction Well, an Important fadllty needed to 88CW9 Ridgefield's future public water supply. 

EF-20 was one of 13 projects selected for conceptual design during development of the Lower 
East Fork Lewis River Aquatic Habitat Restoration Plan, adopted by the LCFRB in 2009. Permit 
level project design was completed In 2011 by Clark County. Phyaical benefila of the project 
ant to enhance quality and quantity of habttat features lndudlng pools and rlfllas, bank 
complexity and cover and ln-etream woody debris. Biological benefite Include enhanced winter 
high flow refuge for Coho salmon and steelhead, enhanced spawning for Coho and steelhead, 



ATTACHMENT A page 2 of 2 

increased habitat complexity and cover for rearing fish that Will provide diverse foraging 
opportunities and protection from predators. 

Protect ll!U!I 
Once Project construction is completed, the City of Ridgefield will have sole 1'88f)Onsibility for 
developing and implementing the monftorfng and maintenance plan requirad by Water Right 
Application No. G2-29174 to ensure perfonnanca of the mitigation for a ten year life span. 
Ridgefield may request the County to perfonn monitoring and maintenance aervlees. Specific 
duties and compensation, If any, will be articulated by separate agreement. 

Malor Mllntpna 

Sub!nltlad 8Y; 
ProjectManager ________________________________ ___.Date.._ __ __ 

Aaproyal1; 
Client ------------------------------------0.ate _____ __ 



INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT 
CITY OF RIDGEFIELD AND CLARK CoUNTY 

HABITAT MITIGATION PROJECT EF-20 

This lntertocal Agreement (AGREEMENT) between the munlclpalltles is made and executed 
this day of_ 2013, by and between the CITY OF RIDGEFIELD, (CITY) and 
CLARK COUNTY (COUNTY), pW8uant to RCW 39.34.080. 

WHEREAS, the COUNTY haa completed permit-level planning and design of habitat mitigation 
project EF-20 on the East Fork of the Lewis River, hereinafter called the •Project.• 

WHEREAS, County requires funding to implement the Project. 

WHEREAS, the CITY is in the process of obtaining a water right for Its Junction Well and, aa 
mitigation for the lmpacta of this water right. the city has proposed to fund the completion of 
habitat project EF-20 on the East Forte of the Lewla River. 

WHEREAS, it Is mutually beneficial for the CITY and COUNTY to work cooperatively to 
complete the Project as generally described in AITACHMENT A, Project Scoping Report 

WHEREAS, the Department of Ecology has agreed that construction of EF-20 88 generally 
indicated on AITACHMENT a. Permitting Plan Set dated August 1, 2011, will satisfy city 
mitigation requirements. 

WHEREAS, the CITY and the COUNTY agree that COUNTY wiU prapare final plans. 
specifications, and manage construction of habitat mitigation project EF-20 and the CITY will 
reimburae the COUNTY for these aervlces. 

WHEREAS, The COUNTY and the CITY plan to construct the Project In 2014. 

NOW THEREFORE it is mutually agreed between the parties hereto as follows: 

1. The COUNTY agrees to provide services which will include without limitation, project 
management, final engineering design, environmental permitting, bid and award services, and 
construction management to complete habitat mitigation project EF-20 as described In 
ATTACHMENTS A AND B. The CITY, in consideration of the work described agrees to 
reimburse COUNTY for all costs incurred in executing the Project as set forth herein. 

2. Except 88 otherwise provided in this section 2, any modification to this AGREEMENT 
must be In writing and subjed to the consent of each party. The COUNTY agrees to not exceed 
the estimated budget amounts described in AITACHMENT A for each category of work 
iricluding Final Engineering Design, Environmental Permitting, and Construction without fiJst 
providing an explanation for exceeding the estimated amount and receiving written pennisllon 
(email acceptable) from the CITY. CITY undenltanda that project changes such 88 those 
brought about by final design raftnements, contractor bidding resulta, etc. may affect the Project 
Budget as shown in ATTACHMENT A, and will not unreasonably withhold approval of changes 



INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT 
CITY OF RIDGEFIELD AND CLARK COUNTY 
HABITAT MmGATION PROJECT EF-20 
Page2of4 

to the budget proposed by COUNTY. 

3. l11e CITY agrees to make progress payments to the COUNTY bi-monthly and at 
completion of the project based on current billing rates for county staff and expenses, and 
conb actor billing rates articulated In applicable professlonal and construction services contracts 
executed by county for the project. The final payment for remaining project costs shall be 
submitted within ninety (90) days after receipt of billing from the COUNTY. The final bilUng wlll 
occur after the project la accepted by the CITY. 

4. Once Project construction la completed, CITY wlU have sole 1'9SPOn&lbillty for the 
monitoring and maintenance plan required by WfJJ.er Right Application No. G2-29174 to ensure 
perfonnance of the mitigation for a ten year life span. CITY may request COUNTY to perform 
monitoring and maintenance services. Specific duties and compensation, if any, will be 
articulated by separate agreement. 

5. No llabiDty shall attach to the CITY or the COUNTY by reason of entering into this 
AGREEMENT except as expressly provided herein. This AGREEMENT is executed for the 
benefit of the parties and the public generally. This AGREEMENT is not intended and shall not 
be construed as creating any third-party beneficiary. Each party agrees to Indemnify, defend 
and hold hannless the other and all Its officers, agents, employees and consultants from and 
against any and all demands, claims, Judgments, awards of damages, cons, losses, or llabl11ty, 
including attorney's fees, for any and all claims for damages or lrtjuriea to persons, property or 
agents of the user which arise from Its negligent or Intentional acts or omissions. In the event of 
such claims or lawsuits, each party shall assume all costs of its defense thereof, and shall pay 
all resulting awards of damages, fees, costs or judgments that may be obtained against It or Its 
officers, consultants, agents, or employees. Further each party has Insured against Its own 
Dabillty herein and will promptly notify the other of any material change in such coverage. 

e. This AGREEMENT does not establish or create a separate legal or administrative entity 
or a joint board to accomplish the purposes hereof. The CllY and the COUNTY shall be Jointly 
rasponalbla for administering itha perfonnance of this AGREEMENT as provided herein. The 
CITY and the COUNTY will not acquire any Jointly-owned real or personal property in 
connection with the perfonnance of this AGREEMENT. Any real or personal property used or 
acquired by the CITY or the COUNTY in connection with the perfonnance of this AGREEMENT 
shall be disposed of by that party as it shall determine In lt8 discretion. Except as provided 
herein, the CITY and the COUNTY shall each be responsible for Its own lndMdual financial 
costs of performance of this AGREEMENT. No Joint budget will be prepa'9d to carry out the 
performance of this Agraement 

7. The duration of this AGREEMENT Is from date of execution of the AGREEMENT 
through June 30, 2015. 

8. Either party may tenninate this AGREEMENT by providing to the otta party 30 days' 



INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT 
CITY OF RIDGEFIELD AND CLARK COUNTY 
HABITAT MITIGATION PROJECT EF-20 
Page4 of4 

DATED this 3r'-day of Oroonbr 2013. 
FOR CLARK COUNTY 

~~~~01-
1300 Franklin Street 
PO Box9810 
Vancouver, WA 98666-9810 

Approved as to form only: 
Anthony F. Golilc. 
Clark County proaecutina Attorney 

&f~.1161: 
Ch ne . Cook, 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

DATED this _day of 2013. 
FOR the CITY of RIDGEFIELD 

Phil Mesalna, City Manager 
230 Pioneer Street 
POBox608 
Ridgefield, WA 98842 

By: ___________ _ 

Chris Sundstrom 
City Attorney 



IN1ERLOCAL AGREEMENT 
CITY OF RIDGEFIELD AND CLARK COUNlY 
HABITAT MmGATION PROJECT EF·20 
Paga3of4 

advance written notice of the date of termination, and by paying In full any bal4nce owing for 
servtcea rendered to the other as of the date of termination .. Writtan notice shall be deemed 
given when It is actually received by the other party at the addreSs as s8t forth with Its signature, 
below. 

9. Thia AGREEMENT shall be deemed to have been executed and delivered within the 
State of Washington. The rights and obUgationa of the parties hereunder shall be construed and 
enforced in accon:lance with, and governed by, the laws of the State of Washington without 
regard to the principles of conflict of lawa. Any action or suit brought In connection with this 
AGREEMENT shall be filed In the Superior Court of Clark County, Washington. 

1 O. The COUNTY shall not sublet or assign any of the services covered under this 
AGREEMENT without express written consent by the CITY. 

11. waiver by either party of any provialon of this AGREEMENT or any time limitation 
provided for herein shall not constitute a waiver of any other provision, or time !Imitation. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this AGREEMENT as 
of the day, month and year first above written. 



ATTACHMENT B 

Permitting Plan Set dated August 1, 2011 
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INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT 

CITY OF RIDGEFIELD AND CLARK COUNTY 

HABITAT MITIGATION PROJECT EF-20 

This lnterlocal Agreement (AGREEMENT) between the municipalities is made and executed 
this \ \ +"'"" day of llJ1t1 ~ 2015, by and between the CITY OF RIDGEFIELD, (CITY) and 
CLARK COUNTY (COLJNl'Y), pursuant to RCW 39.34.080. 

WHEREAS, the COUNTY has completed permit-level planning and design of habitat mitigation 
project EF-20 on the East Fork of the Lewis River, hereinafter called the "Project." 

WHEREAS, County requires funding to implement the Project. 

WHEREAS, the CITY is in the process of obtaining a water right for its Junction Well and, as 
mitigation for the impacts of this water right, the City has proposed to fund the completion of 
habitat project EF-20 on the East Fork of the Lewis River. 

WHEREAS, it is mutually beneficial for the CITY and COUNTY to work cooperatively to 
complete the Project. 

WHEREAS, therWASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY (ECOLOGY) has agreed that 
construction of EF-20 will satisfy City mitigation requirements. 

WHEREAS, the COUNTY prepared final plans and specifications, and managed construction of 
habitat mitigation project EF-20 and the CITY will reimburse the COUNTY for these services. 

WHEREAS, the CITY reimbursed the COUNTY for these services. 

WHEREAS, The COUNTY and the CITY constructed the Project in 2014. 

WHEREAS, ECOLOGY requires annual maintenance of the constructed habitat for five (5) 
years from the date construction was completed, beginning in 2015 and ending in 2019. 

WHEREAS, the CITY and the COUNTY agree that COUNTY will maintain the constructed 
habitat and the CITY will reimburse the COUNTY for these services. 

NOW THEREFORE it is mutually agreed between the parties hereto as follows: 

1. The COUNTY agrees to provide services which will include without limitation, project 
management, annual maintenance of habitat including labor, tools, equipment and materials, 
environmental permitting, monitoring, and reporting to complete maintenance for habitat 
mitigation project EF-20 as described in ATTACHMENT A. The CITY, in consideration of the 
work described agrees to reimburse COUNTY for all costs incurred in executing the Project as 
set forth herein. 

2. Except as otherwise provided in this section 2, any modification to this AGREEMENT 
must be in writing and subject to the consent of each party. The COUNTY agrees to not exceed 
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the estimated budget amounts described in ATTACHMENT A without first providing an 
explanation for exceeding the estimated amount and receiving written permission (email 
acceptable) from the CITY. CITY understands that project changes may affect the Project 
Budget as shown in ATTACHMENT A, and will not unreasonably withhold approval of changes 
to the budget proposed by COUNTY. 

3. The CITY agrees to make progress payments to the COUNTY monthly and at 
completion of the project based on current billing rates for County staff and expenses. The City 
shall make final payment for remaining project costs within ninety (90) days after receipt of 
billing from the COUNTY. The County shall submit its final billing after the project is accepted by 
the CITY. 

4. No liability shall attach to the CITY or the COUNTY by reason of entering into this 
AGREEMENT except as expressly provided herein. This AGREEMENT is executed for the 
benefit of the parties and the public generally. This AGREEMENT is not intended and shall not 
be construed as creating any third-party beneficiary. Each party agrees to indemnify, defend 
and hold harmless the other and all its officers, agents, employees and consultants from and 
against any and all demands, claims, judgments, awards of damages, costs, losses, or liability, 
including attorney's fees, for any and all claims for damages or injuries to persons, property or 
agents of the user which arise from its negligent or intentional acts or omissions. In the event of 
such claims or lawsuits, each party shall assume all costs of its defense thereof, and shall pay 
all resulting awards of damages, fees, costs or judgments that may be obtained against it or its 
officers, consultants, agents, or employees. Further each party has insured against its own 
liability herein and will promptly notify the other of any material change in such coverage. 

5. This AGREEMENT does not establish or create a separate legal or administrative entity 
or a joint board to accomplish the purposes hereof. The CITY and the COUNTY shall be jointly 
responsible for administering the performance of this AGREEMENT as provided herein. The 
CITY and the COUNTY will not acquire any jointly-owned real or personal property in 
connection with the performance of this AGREEMENT. Any real or personal property used or 
acquired by the CITY or the COUNTY in connection with the performance of this AGREEMENT 
shall be disposed of by that party as it shall determine in its discretion. Except as provided 
herein, the CITY and the COUNTY shall each be responsible for its own individual financial 
costs of performance of this AGREEMENT. No joint budget will be prepared to carry out the 
performance of this Agreement. 

6. The duration of this AGREEMENT is from date of execution of the AGREEMENT 
through December 31, 2019. 

7. Either party may terminate this AGREEMENT by providing to the other party 30 days' 
advance written notice of the date of termination, and by paying in full any balance owing for 
services rendered to the other as of the date of termination. Written notice shall be deemed 
given when it is actually received by the other party at the address as set forth with its signature, 
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below. 

8. This AGREEMENT shall be deemed to have been executed and delivered within the 
State of Washington. The rights and obligations of the parties hereunder shall be construed and 
enforced in accordance with, and governed by, the laws of the State of Washington without 
regard to the principles of conflict of laws. Any action or suit brought i·n connection with this 
AGREEMENT shall be filed in the Superior Court of Clark County, Washington. 

9. The COUNTY shall not sublet or assign any of the services covered under this 
AGREEMENT without express written consent by the CITY. 

10. Waiver by either party of any provision of this AGREEMENT or any time limitation 
provided for herein shall not constitute a waiver of any other provision, or time limitation. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this AGREEMENT as 
of the day, month and year first above written. 

DATED this \ \ ~y of (lU * 2015. 
FOR CLARK COUNTY 

Mark McCaule ~cting County Ma 
1300 Franklin Street 
PO Box 9810 
Vancouver, WA 98666-9810 

Approved as to form only: 
Anthony F. Golik, 
Clark County Prosecuting Attorney 

By:&J~~~ 
Christine M. Cook, 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 

DATED this _day of ____ 2015. 
FOR the CITY of RIDGEFIELD 

Steve Stuart, City Manager 
230 Pioneer Street 
PO Box 608 
Ridgefield, WA 98642 

By: _____________ _ 
Janean Parker 
City Attorney 



Attachment A 

Upper Daybreak Stream Habitat Enhancement (EF20) 
PLANTS Year 1 (2015) Year 212016f Year 3 (2017) Year4(2018) Year 5 (2019) 

Minimum Slz1 Species Common Name Price Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total 

24" bareroot Pseudotsuga menziesii Douglas fir 100 
24" bareroot Thuja plicata Western red cedar 100 

TOTAL 200 

MATERIALS Tearl (2015) Year 2 (2016) Year 3 (2017) Year 4 (2018) Year 5 (2019) 

Item Price Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total 

DriWater (1 carton/tree) $2.00 200 $400.00 200 $400.00 
Herbicide $150.00 $150.00 $100.00 $100.00 $100.00 

TOTAL $550.00 $550.00 $100.00 $100.00 $100.00 

LABOR and MISC Year 1 (2015) Year 212016) Year ;s \2017) Year 4 (2018) Year 5 (2019) 

Item Price Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total Quantity Total 

Vegetation Management Temo Staff lweed contrail $21.00 48 $1,008.00 32 $672.00 24 $504.00 16 $336.00 16 $336.00 
Vegetation Manaamnent Temo Staff (planting, DriWater installation $21.00 32 $672.00 24 $504.00 
Vegetation Management Inspector (temp. staff oversight) $95.39 32 $3,052.48 32 $3,052.48 24 $2,289.36 16 $1,526.24 8 $763.12 
Clark County monitoring permits $395.00 1 $395.00 1 $395.00 1 $395.00 1 $395.00 
DES (plant procurement, monitoring, reporting) $97.09 26 $2,524.34 10 $970.90 10 $970.90 4 $388.36 10 $970.90 

TOTAL $7,651.82 $5,594.38 $4,159.26 $2,250.60 $2,465.02 

SUBTOTALS Year 1 (2015) Year 2 (2016) Year 3 (2017) Year 4 (2018) Year 5 (2019) 

plants I I I I 
materials I $550.00 $550.00 I $100.00 I $100.00 I $100.00 
labor I $7,651.82 $5,594.38 I $4,159.26 I s2.25o.6o I $2,465.02 
SUBTOTALS $8,201.82 $6,144.38 $4,259.26 $2,350.60 $2,565.02 

Project Total (5 years) $23,521.08 

J 


