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 2007 Everett Comprehensive Water Plan 
Responses to Comments Received on March 2007 Draft Plan

No. Reviewer Section/Page # or 
Topic Comment Response

1 DOH System Design 
and Analysis

Section 2.1.9 Removal of Retail Customers from Transmission Lines - 
Strongly support the action and encourage Everett to start developing 
a plan to remove existing retail customers from the transmission lines

The City continues to work with its wholesale customers to 
identify any opportunity to remove retail customers from the 
transmission lines. 

2 DOH System Design 
and Analysis

Please comment on distribution system redundancy for a large system 
such as Everett.  All incoming water from the transmission lines must 
be pumped (essentially through the Evergreen Pump Station) to reach 
the highest zone.  If there is ever a catastrophic failure (fire, 
earthquake, etc.) at Evergreen, there does not appear any other way to 
pump water to higher pressure zones.  

See response to Comment #10.

3 DOH Conservation/ 
Water Use 
Efficiency

Your leakage volume appears to be 6% based on wholesale customer 
volumes subtracted from authorized consumption.  The reported 
volume of 2.6-2.8 mgd compared to retail use of 10.3 mgd results in 
the range of 25-27% leakage.  In your next WSP Update you must 
describe transmission line leakage and efforts taken to minimize 
transmission line leakage and identify where you believe gains and 
costs in supply efficiencies reside from both the transmission lines and 
distribution grid.  

As noted on page 3-15, the configuration of meters does not 
permit differentiating non-revenue water in the transmission 
system from non-revenue water in the retail distribution system. 
Therefore, the non-revenue water number you refer to in Table 3-
3 (2.6 mgd in 2005) represents 3 components: 1) leakage in 
Everett’s distribution system, 2) unbilled authorized consumption 
in Everett's distribution system, and 3) leakage and unbilled 
authorized consumption in the transmission system. Your 25% 
leakage number appears to be based on a calculation of 2.6 mgd 
non-revenue water divided by 10.3 mgd of retail sales, which 
results in systemwide non-revenue water as a percent of retail 
sales, rather than distribution system leakage (DSL) as a percent 
of production. Regardless, Everett plans to install meters near the 
entry to its distribution system and track unbilled authorized 
consumption to accurately calculate its DSL, in accordance with 
the DSL requirements of the new Water Use Efficiency Rule. 
Also, Everett will address transmission system leakage in its next 
WSP. 

4 DOH Operation and 
Maintenance

The O&M Manual should be updated to reflect any operational 
changes since the March 2007 turbidity event.  More specifically, it 
should include a brief discussion on when backwash recycling will 
occur and under what conditions it should not occur. 

Everett staff will provide a separate memorandum to DOH that 
describes any operational changes (including backwash recycling 
procedures) that are the result of the turbidity event in March 
2007.  

5 DOH Operation and 
Maintenance

It would be helpful, if possible, to relate CIP projects to specific system 
deficiencies or objectives; for example - replacement, low pressure, 
upgrades, capacity development, etc. 

For Tables 9-3 and 9-4, text in the third column describes the 
type of project (distribution improvement, storage, treatment, 
etc.).  An additional column was added to the tables to describe 
the justification for each project. 

6 DOH Operation and 
Maintenance

Given that we have identified the Panther Creek screen house as a 
high priority for cross connection control, please describe further how 
CIP item RS-2 relates to the necessary changes.  More specifically, 
please detail which specific improvements are related to each year of 
cost. 

The City is currently evaluating eliminating the open channels 
that currently exist at the Panther Creek Screenhouse and 
hardpiping through the facility which would include installation of 
air gaps between the industrial and portable water lines.  
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 2007 Everett Comprehensive Water Plan 
Responses to Comments Received on March 2007 Draft Plan

No. Reviewer Section/Page # or 
Topic Comment Response

7 DOH Operation and 
Maintenance

Page 1-19 of the Plan references the potential cross connection of 
filtered and unfiltered water at portal 4 and/or portal 6 on the north 
transmission lines.  Please describe the cross connection controls that 
are currently in place and whether this is adequate. 

All pipes at Portal 4 have air gaps installed to meet DOH 
requirements for cross connection control.  The text will be 
modified in the CWP to reflect this. 

8 DOH Operation and 
Maintenance

It is noted that a separate Emergency Response  Program is available 
at the City.  We would like to schedule a time to review this document 
and will be contacting you to set up a meeting. 

Everett staff will be available to discuss the Emergency 
Response Program with DOH staff.  Carl Baird is Everett's 
contact person and he can be reached at (425) 257-8800.  

9 DOH Other 
Documentation

Please provide a signed SEPA document and a signed Determination 
of Nonsignificance (DNS) with the final WSP document. 

A signed version of the previous SEPA document has been 
included in the Appendices.  In addition, a Memo from Allen 
Griffen is also included in the Appendices, explaining the reason 
for using 2001 SEPA for this Plan.  

10 Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

Reservoir 3 and 
Pipeline 5

Throughout the Plan, it is stated that over 70 percent of the treated 
water produced by Everett currently flows through Reservoir 3.  Supply 
to the reservoir comes from Everett's Pipeline 5.  Given that Pipeline 5 
and Reservoir 3 are the primary water supply source for the District 
and other neaby water district's, we are concerned about the long term 
supply to this reservoir, it's lack of redundancy, and Everett's ability to 
deliver water to all of our customers given the growth projected in the 
plan.  In addition, the continued growth in water deliveries from this 
system could significantly impact the District's operation of its pump 
stations at this site, including the hydraulics of our station and the head 
available on the suction side of the pumps.  The District believe that 
Plan did not provide enough evaluation of the impact of the growth of 
this service area on Reservoir 3, Pipeline 5, the Evergreen Way Pump 
Station, and Alderwood's Pump Stations 1 and 2.

The Everett water system has several redundancy features built 
into the system to reliably serve Everett’s wholesale and retail 
customers.  Some of the existing features include: extra capacity 
and backup power at the Evergreen Pump Station; and the 
construction of the Clearview facilities, which comprise an 
additional connection from Transmission Line No. 5 that serves 
Alderwood and other wholesale customers.  In addition, a cross-
tie pipeline is being planned to tie Transmission Line Nos. 2 and 
3 with Transmission Line No. 5, in order to further increase the 
reliability of the Everett transmission system.  To address 
Alderwood’s concern at the Reservoir 3 site, MWH recent 
analysis of Reservoir 3 suction piping showed that there is 
adequate suction head to provide flows to Alderwood Pump 
Stations Nos. 1 and 2 in addition to Everett’s Evergreen Pump 
Station.  

11 Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

Page 1-51, Line 
242+93

The Utility identified at this location should be the "Clearview Water 
Supply Agency" rather than the "Clearview Tap."

Text was changed in Table to read 'Clearview Water Supply 
Agency'. 

12 Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

Page 2-7, Section 
2.1.13  Wholesale 
Connection 
Charge

The District is very interested in any changes to the structure of the 
wholesale customer rates.  As the largest of Everett's wholesale 
customers, the District would appreciate the opportunity to participate 
in the development of the new wholesale rate structure and have the 
opportunity to review these changes prior to implementation.

Comment noted.  Everett will solicit District comments if changes 
are planned for the structure of wholesale customer rates.  

13 Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

Page 4-14,     
Table 4-6 and 
Table 3-16

The projected demands is different in each table.  Tables in Chapter 4 have been edited to match the tables in 
Chapter 3.  Text has beed edited as well to reflect revised values 
in the tables.
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 2007 Everett Comprehensive Water Plan 
Responses to Comments Received on March 2007 Draft Plan

No. Reviewer Section/Page # or 
Topic Comment Response

14 Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

Page 4-15, Casino 
Tank and 
Reservoir 6 
Service Area

The District is concerned about the demand projections shown in this 
service area.  It is not clear how much of this demand is from growth in 
population and employment versus annexations. In the event that it is 
annexations, District's currently supply water to these customers and 
have constructed pump stations, transmission lines and reservoir to 
meet their needs.  These customers have already paid a share of the 
capital costs associated with their water supply.  Everett building 
pumping and storage capacity for customers getting service from 
District's may not be cost effective.

The majority of this demand is due to growth in population.  

15 Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

Page 2-4,         
Section 2.1.3

We encourage the City to conduct the analysis described in this 
section which states: "Everett may determine after an analysis that it is 
more cost effective to enter into agreement with the existing water 
provider to continue service after annexation" prior to the construction 
of source, pumping and reservoir storage that would serve annexation 
areas.  In addition, District's working cooperatively with Everett could 
result in a reduction in the City's investment in water delivery capital 
projects.

Comment noted.  As stated, Everett will conduct an evaluation of 
potential annexation areas as necessary to determine whether 
taking over the water system is reasonable and cost effective.  
Everett will continue to work cooperatively with Alderwood Water 
District to efficiently provide excellent water service to its existing 
and future customers.  

16 Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

Reservoirs 3 and 6 Throughout the Plan, the City assumed that 1/2 of Reservoir 3 and 6 is 
for wholesale customers.  Does the City have any data or other 
information to support this assumption? In addition, why is this 
important to the City? Does it have a rate implication? Which wholesale 
customers benefit from these reservoirs?

The assumption was removed.  No storage will be reserved for 
wholesale customers as they each have their own storage.  All 
tables and text will be updated to reflect this.  
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 2007 Everett Comprehensive Water Plan 
Responses to Comments Received on March 2007 Draft Plan

No. Reviewer Section/Page # or 
Topic Comment Response

The water rights shortfall is addressed in Section 6.2.4. 
Comparison of Water Rights with Water Demand.  The following 
4 statements are made: 1) "By comparing the City’s existing 
water rights to the existing and projected demands for the typical 
six-year and 20-year planning periods, it can be seen that the City 
has much more than adequate existing water rights to meet 
these projected demands."  2) "It is noted however, that for the 50-
year planning period, the projected demand for instantaneous 
quantity is slightly less than the City’s existing water rights and 
the projected demand for annual quantity exceeds the City’s 
existing water rights by approximately 27,000 acre feet per year."  
3) "Therefore, Everett will need its pending water right application 
of 200 cfs (130 mgd) Qi to make-up for this projected shortfall. 
The City will continue to monitor demands over the next planning 
horizon to assess the best time to request approval of the 
pending water right application."   (response continued below)

(response continued from above)  4) "This figure shows that the 
projected demands, including conservation and reuse, for ADD 
and MDD will exceed the City’s existing water rights between the 
years 2040 and 2050."  The first two groups of bolded words 
("much more than" and "slightly") have been deleted and the 
bolded dates (2040 and 2050) have been changed to 2035 and 
2045 to better reflect the graph.

18 Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

Section 8.4.6,       
Page 8-6

The District would like to see Everett describe their emergency 
response operations for water supply events more fully in the Plan, 
including the role of it's wholesale customers.

For security reasons, Everett made the decision not to include 
detailed discussion of emergency response operations in the 
Plan.  Alderwood Water District staff are welcome to set up an 
appointment to review the Emergency Response Plan with 
Everett staff at Public Works office.  Please contact Carl Baird at 
(425) 257-8800 to review the City's Emergency Response Plan. 

19 Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

Figure 9-1,         
Page 9-3

The District is concerned about the capacity expansion of the 
Evergreen Way Pump Station and it's impact on the District's Pump 
Station 1 and 2 operations. 

MWH recently completed a study that determined that Reservoir 
3 has the the capacity to deliver AWWD maximum flow of 50 
MGD in addition to Evergreen Way Pump Station maximum flow 
of 30 MGD.  

20 Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

Table 9-2,         
Page 9-4

The District is similarly concerned about storage plans that could 
impact the operations of the District's Pump Station 1 and 2.

The Everett water system has adequage storage to supply 
Everett's retail service area and all of its wholesale customers.  
See response to Comment No. 19. 

This figure indicates that the system demand will exceed the available 
annual quantity of supply (Qa) in 2035.  However, this is not consistent 
with the text in the plan.  A discuss of this and the potential implications 
should be added to the plan.

Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

17 Figure 6-1,         
Page 6-11
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Responses to Comments Received on March 2007 Draft Plan

No. Reviewer Section/Page # or 
Topic Comment Response

21 Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

Table 9-3 and     
Table 9-4

The District is very interested in the allocation of projects to the 
distribution system versus the transmission and storage system. The 
District requests that the capital projects be identified as allocated to 
wholesale versus direct service customers.

All of the CIP projects are sorted according to the type of project 
(storage, transmission, etc.) as noted in third column of Table 9-3 
and 9-4.  The project type identifies whether the project is 
allocated to wholesale customers or to direct service customers. 

22 Alderwood 
Water & 

Wastewater 
District

Chapter 10 The Plan identifies a significant capital improvement program for the 
City over the next 20 years.  The District anticipates that the City will 
include contributions from its wholesale customers, either through rates 
or other means, to fund these improvements.  The District would like to 
meet with the City and discuss how and where costs will be allocated 
and any changes to the structure of the wholesale customer rates.

Comment noted.  The City has already done this through EWUC 
meetings.  A subcommittee including Alderwood, Silver Lake, 
Snohomish PUD and Everett was formed to review and evaluate 
the cost allocation of the CIP proejcts.  The committee presented 
its recommendation to EWUC.  The recommendation was 
accepted by all of the EWUC members.  

23 Mukilteo Water 
District

Table 3-6, Peaking 
Factor for 
Wholesale 
Customers

MWD maximum day demand peaking factor is shown as 2.20 and note 
(c) indicated the MWD 1997 Water System Plan (WSP) was used.  
The MWD current WSP is 2003 and our peaking factor is 1.85.  A copy 
of my August 31, 2006 letter recommending the City review and utilize 
the current 2003 plan is enclosed.

The peaking factor used for Mukilteo Water District (MWD) is 2.0, 
based on MWD's 2003 Water System Comprehensive Plan.  
That plan documents that while MWD's historical peaking factor 
was 1.85, 2.0 was used in the demand forecast in order to be 
conservative.  Table 3-6 in the Everett Comprehensive Water 
Plan has been changed to reflect using the 2.0 peaking factor.  

24 Mukilteo Water 
District

Page 3-22 At a peak day ratio of 1.85 the MWD peak day demands would be: 
2006 at 5.1 MGD, 2011 at 5.2 MGD, 2025 at 5.7 MGD, and 2050 at 7.0 
MGD.

See response to Comment #23.

25 Mukilteo Water 
District

Table 1-9 "City of Mukilteo" should be "Mukilteo Water District." Change was made.

26 Mukilteo Water 
District

Page 4-1, last 
paragraph

"City of Mukilteo" should be "Mukilteo Water District." Change was made

27 Mukilteo Water 
District

Page 4-17, Table 
4-9

Shouldn't the system-wide numbers at the bottom of the second and 
third sections of the table be bracketed (negative) and the same 
numbers shown at the bottom of the fourth section after 2011?

The table is correct.  The values in the second and third section 
of the table are the amount of additional source that will be added 
to offset the deficiency.  Thus in 2020 we are adding 26.4 mgd 
source (second section) for a total of 26.4 mgd of new source 
(Section 3) resulting in elimination of the deficiency.

28 Mukilteo Water 
District

Page 4-18 and 
Table 4-10

On page 4-18 it is stated that the demand in the storage analysis is 
only Everett retail, that wholesale customers must provide their own 
storage, yet in Table 4-10 it is assumed that half of the storage in 
Reservoirs 3 and 6 is reserved for wholesale customers.

Storage calculations have been changed to eliminate the storage 
reservation for wholesale customers.  The full available volume 
for each reservoir will be included in the calculations.  The 
appropriate tables have been changed.

29 Mukilteo Water 
District

Page 4-22, Table 
4-11

Why is the peak hour demand in 2005 higher than in all other years 
except build-out?

There was a math error in the cell; a corrected table is included in 
the document.

30 Mukilteo Water 
District

Page 4-24, Table 
4-12

Table 4-12 assumes half of the storage in Reservoir 6 is used by 
wholesale customers.  MWD provides its own peak hour storage and 
the Silver Lake Water District has reduced its demand on the Everett 
distribution system by about 80%.

See response to Comment #28.
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No. Reviewer Section/Page # or 
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31 Mukilteo Water 
District

Page 4-26, Table 
4-14

This table shows that existing water rights can serve up to 628,403 
average and 658,795 peak day ERUs, which is more than the Build-out 
(2050) number of ERUs shown in Table 4-6 on Page 4-14, yet at page 
6-11 in Figure 6-1 demand is shown as exceeding water rights (with 
conservation) after 2035 (average) and 2040 (peak day).

See response to Comment #44.  The water rights table (Table 4-
14) has been modified to reflect the amount of water rights that 
are set aside for non-potable use and only calculates the 
maximum number of potable ERUs.

32 Mukilteo Water 
District

Table 9-3 This table identifies City proposed capital improvements including 
estimated project costs in 2006 dollars. My observation recently has 
been that many project have been coming in over the engineering 
estimate, including the Casino Road Reservoir Project.  It may be 
prudent to re-estimate project costs.  (May 6, 2007 news article 
enclosed.)

Comment noted.  The City used a 7% inflation rate for cost 
estimates for years 2007, 2008 and 2009 and a 5% inflation rate 
thereafter.  The City feels this configuration to be adequate over 
the long range.

33 Snohomish 
County PUD

Page 1-14,     
Table 1-3

The table and accompanying narrative indicate that the approximate 
capacity of "Tunnel No. 1" is 171 MGD.  Calculations by the District's 
engineers place the capacity closer to 122 MGD (189 cfs).  While this 
constraint may be of limited consequence so long as the hydro project 
continues to function and can provide up to approximately 380 cfs/245 
MGD, should the power tunnel or pipeline be inoperative for an 
extended period of time for any reasons, the City might face source 
capacity limitations in the near future during peaking periods.

The City is in discussions with the PUD on this matter.

34 Snohomish 
County PUD

Page 2-5,    
Section 2.1.8

In April 2005, the City of Everett created the Spada Lake Recreation 
Policy.  The existence and content of this policy have not been 
reviewed, publicized and discussed with all of the major landowners in 
the Sultan Basin, nor has the policy been introduced into the Jackson 
Project relicensing process for stakeholder consideration.  The District 
recommends that work continue with Snohomish County for adoption 
of a suitable ordinance protecting water quality in the watershed and 
that the City advise relicensing stakeholders of its policy and the water 
quality reasons and history behind the policy.

The section and appendix have been modifed to clarify that this is 
a position paper and not a policy for the recreational use of 
Spada Reservoir.

35 Snohomish 
County PUD

Page 2-5,    
Section 2.1.8

The second paragraph in this section indicates that the U.S. Fish & 
Wildlife Service is the landowner in the Sultan Basin.  However, federal 
lands in the Sultan Basin are managed by the U.S. Forest Service.

The reference to U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has been 
changed to U.S. Forest Service.
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36 Snohomish 
County PUD

Page 2-7, Section 
2.1.13 Wholesale 
Connection 
Charge

Converting the 1.2 rate surcharge to a connection fee based on new 
retail connections in the wholesale customers' service area will cause 
the District to pass-through the connection charge that would be 
collected by the District and paid to the City. Due to the sustained 
levels of growth experienced in the District's service area, imposing an 
additional connection fee to each new service connection supplied with 
water from Spada Lake will have a considerable impact on developers 
and the building community.  Should the results of Everett's rate study 
indicate implementing this change, the District will require adequate 
time to conduct its own public process to incorporate the Everett 
connection charge into its rates and fees policy.

Comment noted.  At this time, Everett has no plans for pursuing 
the implementation of a connection charge in its wholesale areas. 

37 Snohomish 
County PUD

Pages 2-7, 2-8, 
Sections 2.1.14 
and 2.1.16;    Page 
6-14;   Section 
6.4.1                       
Potential Intertie/ 
Wholesale Service 
Area 
Expansion/Swap 
Alternative

All of these matters would involve sending water from Spada Lake to 
King County; the first intertie might be limited to emergency conditions 
but the other proposals would be indefinite.  Each of these choices 
requires prior fundamental modification of the underlying agreement 
between the City of Everett and the Public Utility District No. 1 of 
Snohomish County governing construction and management of the 
Jackson Hydroelectric Project and use of the water resource. 

Section 2.1.14 Potential Intertie with Seattle, Section 6.4.1 
Snohomish River Water, and Section 2.2.3. Snohomish River 
Regional Water Authority Water Right each note that any intertie 
with Seattle and/or swapping Snohomish River and Sultan River 
water would be subject to approval by the PUD.  In Section 
2.1.14 Potential Intertie with Seattle, the text has been modified 
to reflect that this intertie would be for emergency purposes only.  
(Souheil: See attached document with recommended edits via 
tracked changes.)  In Section  2.1.16 Wholesale Service Area, 
the extension of Everett's wholesale service area into King 
County is related to the use of Snohomish River Regional Water 
Authority water, which has a place of use that includes King 
County.  

38 Snohomish 
County PUD

Pages 2-7, 2-8, 
Sections 2.1.14 
and 2.1.16;    Page 
6-14;   Section 
6.4.1                       
Potential Intertie/ 
Wholesale Service 
Area 
Expansion/Swap 
Alternative

Any decision to offer or to send Spada Lake water across the county 
line would have to be very carefully considered because of its potential 
implications for all of the citizens of Snohomish County.  Not only might 
such an action potentially limit the availability of water for the future 
growth of Snohomish County, once the transfer has been made, it will 
be difficult or impossible to recall or limit.  

See response to Comment #37.
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39 Snohomish 
County PUD

Pages 2-7, 2-8, 
Sections 2.1.14 
and 2.1.16;    Page 
6-14;   Section 
6.4.1                       
Potential Intertie/ 
Wholesale Service 
Area 
Expansion/Swap 
Alternative

Further, the Jackson Hydro Project has been constructed and 
maintained largely at the expense of the county's electric ratepayers, 
and the cost of any lost generation that must be covered by other 
energy purchases, losses due to stranded investment, and 
contributions electric ratepayers may have made toward the City of 
Everett's water system should be recognized and fairly compensated 
or reimbursed.

See response to Comment #37.

40 Snohomish 
County PUD

Pages 2-7, 2-8, 
Sections 2.1.14 
and 2.1.16;    Page 
6-14;   Section 
6.4.1                       
Potential Intertie/ 
Wholesale Service 
Area 
Expansion/Swap 
Alternative

Any decision to send water outside of Snohomish County must be 
carefully considered by the full range of affected interests, and all 
impacts determined and addressed effectively before any 
commitments can be made or significant steps taken to deliver Spada 
Lake water to King County. The City of Everett's proposed expansion 
of its water service area is a significant step that should not proceed 
without evaluation and approval by affected interests, including the 
District, after public input.

See response to Comment #37.

41 Snohomish 
County PUD

Page 3-32, Table 
3-21, Figure 3-4

The District encourages continued implementation of a regional 
conservation program maximizing all cost-effective water conservation 
measures.  Encouraging the efficient use of water extends supply to 
meet future needs; both for drinking water and generating electricity at 
the Jackson Hydro Project.

The conservation program contained in Chapter 5 is a robust 
program that works to maximize cost effective conservation.  The 
savings from that program are incorporated into the forecast 
labeled Demand with Conservation and Reuse, which is the 
forecast Everett anticipates to occur.  The forecast labeled 
Demand without Conservation and Reuse is only provided for 
comparison purposes.

42 Snohomish 
County PUD

Page 4-2, last 
paragraph and 
Figure 4-2, Page 4-
5

Should the reference to "June" diurnal demands be "July"? Text was changed to July.  

43 Snohomish 
County PUD

Page 4-17, Table 
4-9

The system-wide numbers at the bottom of the second and third 
sections of the table should be bracketed (negative) and the same 
numbers shown at the bottom of the fourth section after 2011.

The table is correct.  The values in the second and third section 
of the table are the amount of additional source that will be added 
to offset the deficiency.  Thus in 2020 we are adding 26.4 mgd 
source (second section) for a total of 26.4 mgd of new source 
(Section 3) resulting in elimination of the deficiency.
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44 Snohomish 
County PUD

Page 4-26, Table 
4-14

This table shows that existing water rights can serve up to 628,403 
average and 658,795 peak day ERUs, which is more than the "build-
out" (2050) number of ERUs shown in Table 4-6, page 4-14; however, 
at page 6-11, Figure 6, demand is shown as exceeding water rights 
(with conservation) after 2035 (average) and 2040 (peak day).  This 
deserves some explanation.

The water right calculation shown in Table 4-14 did not consider 
the non-potable water use that needs to be removed from that 
available for potable water.  Table 4-14 will be revised to only use 
the water right available for potable uses by subtracting the 
amount needed for non-potable use from the available water right 
prior to calculating the number of ERUS that can be met by the 
existing water right.  Additionally, text will be added at the start of 
Chapter 4 to identify that calculations in this chapter pertain  to 
potable water only.

45 Snohomish 
County PUD

Financial Analysis,  
Chapter 10

Revenue and expense projections are addressed on a system-wide 
basis, and presented in a way that combines transmission and 
distribution system costs.  Since the breakdown of these costs and 
planned future expenditures for capital and other projects is very 
important to wholesale customers, and this approach would not likely 
be used for rate-setting in the future, it seems appropriate that the plan 
would clearly segregate projected transmission and distribution needs 
and costs.

The CWP identifies the projects and the rate-setting plans 
allocate the expenditure to the appropriate category.  

46 Snohomish 
County PUD

Financial Analysis,  
Chapter 10

Based upon the CIP, it appears that the City is planning significant 
increases in distribution system projects more than six years in the 
future.

Comment noted. To keep up with growth in Snohomish County, 
provide consistent and reliable service and produce superior 
quality water for its retail and wholesale customers, Everett is 
planning for significant improvements to distribution, transmission 
and treatment facilities within its system.  

47 Snohomish 
County PUD

Appendix 6-2,  
Section 2.1

The Climate Change discussion states that hydro power is "an ancillary 
benefit" in the operation of Spada Lake reservoir.  While the various 
agreements governing construction and operation of the Jackson 
Hydro Project undoubtedly have elevated water supply and instream 
flow management for fish over hydro power production, it must be 
recognized that "but for" the construction of Stage II by the district, 
increasing the volume of the previous Stage I reservoir by four times, 
the City today would be at the edge of its operating capacity due to 
limited source storage.  Hydro facilities currently deliver water to the 
City directly from Spada Lake, improving the City's raw water quality 
often well beyond what it would have been in the absence of "Stage II 
of the Project."  The hydro power system has provided an essential 
benefit to the City's water system.

Everett staff agrees with this statement and will remove the word 
ancillary from the text in Appendix 6-2 and replace it with 
'additional'.  
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 2007 Everett Comprehensive Water Plan 
Responses to Comments Received on March 2007 Draft Plan

No. Reviewer Section/Page # or 
Topic Comment Response

48 Snohomish 
County PUD

Appendix 6-4, 
Section 2.5, at 
pages 10 and 15 
(Watershed 
Control Program)

The City notes that its Lake Chaplain lands are managed first for water 
quality and then for wildlife habitat under the Wildlife Habitat 
Management Plan approved by FERC.   Article 44 of the FERC license 
stipulates that water quality has precedence over other land use 
consideration.  Together these requirements help to provide regulation 
assuring water quality control.

No response required.  The City agrees with this statement. 

49 Snohomish 
County PUD

Appendix 6-4, 
Section 2.5, at 
pages 10 and 15 
(Watershed 
Control Program)

The third paragraph of this section indicates that wildlife mitigation was 
required as a part of mitigation for Stage II of the Jackson Project.  
While this is technically true, it was understood (and so noted in the 
1981 FERC License Order at p.6) that mitigation for construction of the 
original Stage I water supply reservoir was to be postponed until 
completion of Stage II; therefore, construction of Stage II did not trigger 
an obligation that did not already exist.

No response required.  The City agrees with this statement. 

50 Snohomish 
River Regional 
Water Authority

Section 2.2.3 Make changes to Section 2.2.3 Snohomish River Regional Water 
Authority Water Right per the SRRWA's lawyer Tom Mortimer, as 
provided by Souheil on 7-16-07.

These text changes were made.

51 Woodinville 
Water District

Section 2.1.16 Change the text in Section 2.1.16 Wholesale Service Area line 5 to 
read "This includes the service area of Northshore…"

This text change was made.
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Department of Health Checklists 

• Water System Plan Checklist 

• Municipal Water Law Checklist 



 
Washington State Department of Health 

Water System Plan Submittal Form 
 
This form is required to be submitted along with the Water System Plan (WSP).  It will serve to expedite review and 
approval of your WSP.  WSPs will not be reviewed until submittal form and checklist are completed. 

City of Everett  24050 L  City of Everett 
1. Water System Name  2. PWS ID#  3. System Owner Name 
Jim Miller  425-257-8880  Engineer 

4. Contact Name for Utility   Phone Number   Title 
3200 Cedar St  Everett  WA, 98201 

 Contact Address   City   State Zip 
Souheil Nasr  425-257-7210  Principal Engineer 

5. Project Engineer   Phone Number   Title 
3200 Cedar St  Everett  WA, 98201 

 Project Engineer Address   City   State Zip 
     

6. Billing Contact Name (required if not the same as #4)   Billing Phone Number   Billing Fax Number 
     

 Billing Address   City   State Zip 
 

6. How many services are presently connected to the system? 24,301 

7. Is the system expanding? (seeking to extend service area or increase number of approved connections)  Yes  No 

8. If number of services is expected to increase, how many new connections are proposed in the next six 
years? 

See Section 3.6 for 
demand forecast. 

9. If the system is private-for-profit, is it regulated by the State Utilities and Transportation Commission?  Yes  No 

10. Is the system located in a Critical Water Supply Service Area?  Yes  No 

11. Is the system a customer of a wholesale water purveyor?  Yes  No 

12. Will the system be pursuing additional water rights from the State Department of Ecology in the next 
ten years?                                                    (The City has a pending application for the Sultan River)  Yes  No 

13. Is the system proposing a new intertie?                                              (See Section 2.1.14 for discussion)  Yes  No 

14. Do you have projects currently under review by the Department of Health?  Yes  No 

15. Are you requesting distribution main project report and construction document submittal exception, 
and if so, does the WSP contain standard construction specifications for distribution mains?  Yes  No 

16. Are you requesting distribution related project report and construction document submittal exception, 
and if so, does the WSP contain distribution facilities design and construction standards, including 
internal engineering review procedures?  Yes  No 

17. Have you sent copies of the draft WSP to adjacent purveyors and the County for their review and 
comment?  Yes  No 

If answer to question 17 is yes, list adjacent utilities/entities that have received a copy of the draft WSP: A copy of the planning 
data was sent to wholesale customers and Snohomish County for early input.  This document was called the Planning 
Data Memorandum and included Chapters 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 of the CWP. 

Is this plan:  an Initial Submittal  a Revised Submittal  

Please enclose the following number of copies of the WSP:  
2 copies for Department of Health (note only 1 copy needed for Revised Submittal) 
1 copy for Department of Ecology ___2___ Copies Required 
1 additional copy if you answered “yes” to question 9 
 ___2__ Total copies attached 

DOH 331-040 (5/2/03) 



WSP Checklist 
 CONTENT DESCRIPTION MUST BE 

SUBMITTED ( )* 
Section (unless 
otherwise noted) (IN 
WSP 

Chapter 1 DESCRIPTION OF WATER SYSTEM   
 Ownership and Management ( ) 1.2, 1.3, 8.2 
 System Background ( ) 1.3, 1.6 
 Inventory of Existing Facilities ( ) 1.6, 1.7 
 Related Plans (e.g., CWSP) ( ) 2.3, 2.4 
 Existing and Future Service Area and Characteristics ( ) 1.4 
 Agreement (   ) 2.2 
 Map ( ) Figure 1-1 
 Service Area Policies (Including SMA Policy and Conditions of Service ( ) 2.1.1 
Chapter 2 BASIC PLANNING DATA   
 Current Population, Number of Service Connections, and ERUs ( ) Tables 3-1, 3-8, 3-10 
 Current Water Use and Data Reporting ( ) 3.2.1, 3.3.1, 3.5 
 Current and Future Land Use ( ) Figures 2-1, 2-2 
 Future Population, Number of Service Connections, and ERUs (6 and 20 years) ( ) Table 3-10, Sec. 3.6 
 Future Water Use (Demand Forecast for 6 and 20 years) ( ) 3.6 
Chapter 3 SYSTEM ANALYSIS   
 System Design Standards ( ) 8.5 
 Water Quality Analysis ( ) 7.0 
 System Description and Analysis ( ) See below 
 Source ( ) 4.3, 4.5, 4.6 
 Treatment (   ) 1.7.2 
 Storage ( ) 4.4 
 Distribution System/Hydraulics ( ) 4.1, 4.2 
 Summary of System Deficiencies ( ) 4.3, 4.4, 4.5, 4.6, 9.1 
 Analysis of Possible Improvement Projects ( ) 9.1 
Chapter 4 CONSERVATION PROGRAM AND SOURCE OF SUPPLY ANALYSIS   
 Conservation Program ( ) 5.6 
 Water Right Evaluation ( ) 6.2 
 Source of Supply Analysis (   ) 6.4 
 Water Supply Reliability Analysis with Water Shortage Response Plan ( ) 6.5, 6.6 
 Interties (   ) 6.7 
Chapter 5 SOURCE WATER PROTECTION (CHECK ONE OR BOTH)   
 Wellhead Protection Program (   ) n/a 
 Watershed Control Program (   ) 6.8 
Chapter 6 OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE PROGRAM   
 Water System Management and Personnel ( ) 8.2 
 Operator Certification ( ) 8.3 
 Routine Operating Procedures, Preventive Maintenance and Record Keeping ( ) 8.4, 8.6, 8.8, 8.9 
 Water Quality Sampling Procedures (Comprehensive Monitoring Plan) ( ) 7.0 
 Coliform Monitoring Plan ( ) 7.5.3 
 Emergency Response Program ( ) 8.4.6 
 Safety Procedures ( ) 8.4.5 
 Cross-connection Control Program ( ) 8.6.2 
 Customer Complaint Response Program (   ) 8.6.3 
 Summary of O & M Deficiencies ( ) 8.10 
Chapter 7 DISTRIBUTION FACILITIES DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS   
 Standard Construction Specification for Distribution Mains (   ) 8.5 
 Design and Construction Standards for Distribution Related Projects, including Internal 

Engineering Review Procedures (i.e., Alternative Review) 
(   ) 8.5 

Chapter 8 IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM   
 Selection and Justification of Proposed Capital Improvements Projects (   ) 9.1 
 Selection and Justification of Non-Capital Projects (   ) n/a 
 Improvement Schedule (6 and 20 years) ( ) 9.1 
Chapter 9 FINANCIAL PROGRAM   
 Identification of Cost of Capital and Non-Capital Improvements ( ) 11.4 & 11.5 
 Identification of Annual O & M Expenses ( ) 11.5 
 Six-Year Balanced Operating Budget ( ) 11.5 
 Discussion of Water Rates Including Proposed Increases and Rate Structures ( ) 11.5 & 11.6 
 Financial Viability Test (for systems serving less than 1000) (   ) n/a 
 UTC Financial Viability and Feasibility Test (for UTC regulated systems) (   ) n/a 
Chapter 10 MISCELLANEOUS DOCUMENTS   
 County/Adjacent Utility Correspondence ( ) Appendices 
 State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) Determination (   ) Appendices 
 Agreements (   ) 2.2 
 Satellite Management Program (   ) n/a 
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