Everyother year the City of Lacey collects pavement conditdata for its entire roadway
network® | SNBQ&a | &dzyYYFNEB 2F [ O0OSeQa adiNBSGay

U 34.8centerline miles ofrterial streets

U 24.4 centerline miles otollectorstreets and

U 122.1 centerline miles ofesidential(local) streets for a total of
U 181.3centerline miles of roadway within City limits.

All public roads are visually inspected forvpment surface defects. These defects are
documented and tallied in the pavement management database. The purpose of this report is
to putthe raw data in a form that allows the City ttetermine the current status ofhese streets

on a network levelaswell as make intelligent pavemeng¢lated repair and funding decisions

Having a pvementmanagementprogram in placerovides a valuable opportunity to evaluate

pavement condition trends. By studying these trends we can estimate and propose future
budgedary and maintenance requirementgrioritize projects to maximize cosftfectiveness,

and evaluate past performanceThis report includeseverald ¢ Kx Bi¢ aOSy I NA2a 3ISy
the pavement management softwarevhich analyze how varying budget amounts will impact
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Annexations

The City of LacgyassedOrdinance 1618vhich added roadway to the existing network in 202
(See Figure @n the next page)1.46centerline miles of roadway in total were annexih this
ordinance. See the chart below for a detailed breaktn of quantitiesand PClvaluesfor the
added roadwaysRefer to Pagé2 for more information regarding PCI scores.

. . Sections PCI
e Y A e Adked (weieaty
P Modified area)
Carpenter Rd. SE 0.16 0.64 1 89
Arterial
Pacific Ave SE 0.40 2.04 2 72
Collector Kinwood St SE 0.28 0.56 1 83
6" Ave SE 0.30 0.60 1 82
Kenneth Ct SE 0.04 0.08 1 76
Residential
Lake Lois Rd SE 0.14 0.28 1 59
Kinwood Ct SE 0.13 0.26 1 86
Totals 1.46 4.46 8 77.9
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New Developments

The City of Lacegdded five (5) sections of roadway from ne@velopmentsn 2022 and 2023
(See Figure3,3 & 4on thefollowingpages). 0.90centerline miles of roadway in total werelded

to the network via these developmentsSee the chart below for a detailed breakdown of
guantitiesand PCI values for the addeoadways.

Neighborhood/Road  Centerline Lane SCEEIENE . 2ol
Description Miles Miles ALY W o)
Modified area)
: Stephanie Lp NE 0.27 0.54 1 100
Nisqually P P
PI
ace Carlos Way NE 0.03 0.06 1 100
Bradley St NE 0.26 0.52 1 100
Bradley radiey
Park
ar Savannah Lp NE 0.21 0.42 1 100
Nelvele Century Pl NE 0.13 0.26 1 100
Court
Totals 0.90 1.80 5 100
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Network Audit

The City of Lacegdded two (2) sections abadwaythat were missingrom an audit of the

current roadway networSee FigureS§ & 6on the following pages). 0.90centerline miles of

roadway in total were dded to the network via the network reviewSee the chart below for a
detailed breakdown ofjuantitiesand PCI values for the added roadways.

. : Sections PCI
N TS e dced (egneoty

P Modified area)

Arterial Carpenter Rd NE 0.25 0.50 1 86

Residential Hilmes Ct SE 0.08 0.16 1 80

Totals 0.33 0.66 2 84.4




Fig5
Carpenter Rd NE




Fig6

Hilmes Ct SE
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Pavement Condition Index (PCI) Scores

The condition categories listed below are ranges in the PCI scale that compare similar sections of
pavement and make generalizedsasptions about their condition.

12

OVERY GOGQGOPCI Scoresf 85to 100)

These streetmay berelatively new. They have few,
if any defects, and what defects they do have are ,
likely cosmetic. Routine maintenance, such as crack -
sealingor a surface seamay be enough to provide
a smooth ride for many years to come.

\
[

a D h h(PCI Scoresf 60to 84)

These are streets that are beginning to show their
age, due to climate and traffic. Common defects
include various forms of cracking and raveling. The
defects are generally not serious in nature, but |
could indicate a need for additional maintenance or S o
localized treatment, such gmatching Their base is i
still intact and can provide several more years of
service.

OFAIR (PCI Scoref0 of to 59)

Defects, such aalligator cracking and depressigns
have become more prevalerdnd more severe
Pavement edges may start to ravel awayhese
roads are functional, but require rehabilitation if
they are to remain an asset in the futuréSome
structural deficiencies and surface roughness are
evident

OPOOR (PCI Scoresf 0to 39)

In this category, the pavement is overshadowed by
large areas of cracking and depressions. The
surfaces are uneven and may be prone to rutting.
Failures in both the pavemerdnd subgrade are
easy to identify. These sectioase near the end of
their services lives andsually requie a complete
road reconstruction.




Remaining Service Life (RSL)

Some of the essential functions of pavement management are to (1) keep track of pavement
condition using ways to measure performance and (2) forecast future pavement performance in
order to planahead formaintenance and rehabilitationOne of the main idicators for the above
isassessinghe remaining service liféRSLdf a pavement.

Pavement RSk the estimated number of yeatisat a pavement section adequately performs to
a desired level of service, after which titie pavement is providing substandard service quality.
CKAAa QFftdzS Aa OFfOdgZ F SR dzaAy3a GKS RAAGNBaa R

RSlis a measuref the amount of pavemenservicet A FS3 y20 LI @SYSyid (AT
possible for a road section to have an RSL value of e#ioh meanghat it has droppedbelow
the threshold of the desired level of service.

Functional Classifications

Roadways @ groupedinto functional classes based on the kind of service they are expected to
provide. Transportation planners use functional classificatiotetgign a safe and efficient flow

of traffic throughout the street network. The most basic categoarsarterials, collectors, and
residential streets.

U ARTERIAL STREETS
This system of streets serwéhe major centers of
urban activity andsupports the highest traffic
volumes. Itgurpose igo move people and goods
efficiently and quickly with the highet level of
access control.

i COLLECTGRREETS
These streets collect traffic from residential (local)
roads and connect them with arterials. Compared
to arterial streets, collectors provide a level of
service at a lower speed for shorter distances
maintaining a balance between mobility and access

U RESIDENTIATREETS
The great majority of streets in the network are
meant to provide the most accesstesidences and
other properties but with a lowr level of mobility
These generallyterconnect with each other and to
collector streets.
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NETWORK TRENDS
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*Increase in PCI due software update andeviseddefinition of weathering and raveling.

Thenetwork Pavement Condition Index (PCI) score is determined from a weighted average based
on section area.Recent neighborhood development (new streets), along with a history of road
improvement projects, have helped to slow down the rafegpavement deterioratia over the

entire network.
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Arterial & Collector Streets
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hyS 2F (GKS 1Se& 32Ffta 2F LI SSYSyid LINBaSNDI (GAz2y
from deteriorating. For roads with PCI scores in the 50s and t6@s are left unmaintaineg
pavementdeteriorates at an accelerated ratdRoadtreatments¥ 2 NNX F2 NJ a L2 2 NE & G N
much more expensives it is often necessaryp repair structural damager evenrebuild the

road. Thed ¢ 2-RBA 8B G ¢ to pakadidnl néakKagemenis costly, time consuming, and

disrupts traffic flow for extended periods time.

The concept of avement preservationelates to extending LI dSYSy 4§ Qa aSNIBAOS
choosingsurface treatmentsvhile the pavement is still in good conditioWarious strategies for
roadway treatmeninclude

U Routine Maintenance:
Schedled, dayto-day activities(examples: crack sealing, repairing potholes,
patchesmaintaining channelization)

U Preventive Maintenance:
Series of lowcost treatments mtended to reduce the rate of road deterioration
and preserve the existing road systéaxanples: seal coats, thin asphalt overlay)

U Rehabilitation/Reconstruction:
Milling or removal of existing pavement, addressing subgrade problems, and
constructing new asphalt structures

Thesuccess and cosdiffectiveness of these treatments depend on choogimgoptimal timeto

apply them, in order to get the greatest improvement possible for the lowest cost. By taking a
proactive approach to maintaining our road network, we can provide the public with improved
mobility and safer, smoother, longéasting paementsck YR YF EAYAT S GKS NBG dzt
investment.
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Effect of Treatments

Example:cost persquare yardor aresidential roadover 55years
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= Qriginal Pavement YEARS

—"Reactive" Maintenance  Total$120/SY Life Avg. PCI =76
—Preventive Maintenance Total $78/SY Life Avg. PCI =90

In the chart above the red descending curves represent theNB | Qribdelddd pavement
treatment, in which roads deteriorate unchecked until they trigger major road rehabilitation. The
blue curves illustrate the concept of pavement preservation, in which roads receive preventive
maintenance regularly while still in goodrdition. Although prices for road treatments
fluctuate and increase over time, thexampleserves to illustrate the obvious advantages to
applying preventive maintenance.

Counting over the same period of time, the sum of the costs of preventive maintenan
substantially less than road reconstructioithis approach sustains a higher level of pavement
performance and delays the need for rehabilitatioBenefits also include improved ride quality
and safety, increased customer satisfaction, and redu@affic congestion associated with major
roadrepair.
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Elements of Pavement Preservation

Expected
Treatment Description Life of Advantages Disadvantages
Treatment
Crack Seal Localized treatment  3-5 years 9 Low cost 9 Short life span
preventing water and  Common, widely T Only addresses
debris from entering used cracks
the roadbase and . : ,
subbase 1 Effective i POSSI.b|e reflective
cracking later
Slurry Seal Surface treatment of 5-8 years | Waterproofs and 1 Cure time
fine aggregate and protects surface dependent on
or asphalt emulsion. 1 Reduces pavement  Weather conditions
_ _ Makes a cold mixed oxidation 1 Success depender
Microsurfacing material that cures 1 Slows surface on experienced
quickly to a hard raveling contractor and
wearing surface o proper mix of
1 Addssurface friction ingredients
1 Improves ride and
profile
Chip Seal Similar to slurry seal, 7-10 yeas 1 Similar advantages 1 Aggregate can
with larger aggregate as for slurry seals become dislodged
placed on top of 1 More effective at 1 Associated with
asphalt binder sealing medium increased road
severity cracking noise and rougher
than other surface
treatments
Cape Seal Chip seal applied, witr 10-15 years { Smoother ride than { More expensive
layer ofslurry sedl chip seal alone than other seals
microsurfacingon top {1 Extended treatment
life
1 Asphaltlike finish at
lower cost
Thin HotMix Thin layer (up to 10-12 years 9 Works well in all 9 Provides no
Asphalt Overlay m ®H p € 0 | LJL. climate conditions additional
surface T Improves ride structural capacity
quality 9 Subject to

9 Corrects surface
irregularities

delamination and
reflective cracking

19



In order to run budget scenarios and ultimately develop an effective maintenance and
rehabilitation strategy, théStreetSaveprogram first determine§ KS Y| A ynéeflg/ | § S K S
roadway network Because it costs less to maintain roads in good comditdreetSaver
calculates what it would take to improve thhead system overalio an optimal PCWwith no
backlogged maintenanand then maintain it at that levéupper 80s/lower 90s) In this analysis

a budget was calculated féen years based onurrent treatment selections and unit costssing

an inflation factor o8% For each management section, the program projects the condition with

and without treatment, recommends one or more treatments over the analysis period, and
estimatestreatment costs. The calculation tends to identify funding early for the poorer roads,

so the estimated budget varies fromyeartoyetrf 1 K2 dz3K 3INBI Gf & SEOSSRAYy
levels, the budget needs analysis represents an ideal funding stradeggalculated by
StreetSaver

The table below shows the level of expenditurestimated atbout$62.0million, that isneeded

G2 NIA&S (GKS /AdeQa LI o=Serafeffarovdddy, add maintdig'thal 2 |y
level while eliminating maintenance backlog. Of this amountearly $16.7 million was

designated for preventive maintenangkfe-extending treatments)andabout $45.3 million for

the more expensiveehabilitationand reconstruction treatments.The analysis also shows that

if no roadmaintenance is applied over the neeh years, theoverallPClscorewill dropto 71 by

2032.

Year PCI Treated PCI Untreated PM Cost Rehab Cost Cost
2023 89 84 54,464 266 $11,654,235 $16,118,500
2024 86 83 $306,868 $3,622,172 $3,929,040
2025 88 81 5379591 $2,308,642 $2,778,233
2026 87 80 $122 546 $1.985,876 $2.118 422
2027 86 79 $235,237 $1,983,303 $2,218,539
2028 86 7T 547472 $3,058,465 $3,155,937
2029 86 76 §1.037.213 $2.029,104 $3.066,117
2030 85 T4 $316,263 $1,275,954 $1.592.218
2031 86 T3 56,253,091 $14,539,384 $22,792,474
2032 87 71 $1.508,849 52,768,732 $4.277,581

% PM PM Total Cost Rehab Total Cost Total Cost

26.95% 516,721,396 $45,325,866 $62,047,262



Once maintenance needs are established for the road network, weNcddry & S @ SANT & a g K
analysesto develop a coseffective maintenance and rehabilitation strategyl'he impact of

various budget scenarios can be evaluated by projecting pavement condition values and deferred
maintenanceover a period of timg and make ¢ear the advantages and disadvantages of

different funding levels and maintenance strategies.

Foreach analysia portionof the annual budget was allocated to preventive maintenance, such

as crack and surface seal8s was the case with the budget neadsdule,the scenarios take

into account current unit costwith inflationand treatment options. Each scenario also forecasts

a cost for deferred maintenance based on projected PCI sc@referred maintenance refers to
pavementrehabilitation that is needed but cannot be performed due to budget limitations.

Putting off neededtreet repairsallows pavement quality tgraduallydecrease, but it also makes

those treatments much more expensive later on, as those street sectidns fdl y 12 G KS a T
G L2 2 NE O DricSdeamediirbrieatl of reconstruction, the software no longer considers a
sectionfor preventivemaintenance.Deferred maintenance values relay a general trend and are

prone to vary depending on actual maintenarce.

U Scenario 1:Unfunded(No Budge}
The first scenaripredictsthe impact on pavement condition if no fundingpst
toward roadway projects for the next ten yearsThe network PCI value is
estimated to drop fron84.4to 71.

i Scenario 2:$3.5Million Annual Budget
The City of Laceyormed a Transportation Benefit Migt (TBD) and proposea
0.2% increase in sales taxorder to fund street maintenancdn July of2017, the
City began collectingevenues generated by this measu®ased orearly returns,
the annual income isstimated at$3.5 million through theyear2032 (assuming
the TBD fund passes a vote after the current 2027 expiratidhg PCI drops to
83 overthe duration of theten-year analysis period.

0 Scenarid3: Maintain Current PCI (&.6 million/year)
In this targetdriven scenarioStreetSaveestimatedwhat it would cost to sustain
the current PCof 84.4during a teryear period. The total cost came to ab@46.5
million, an average afoughly$4.6 million each year.

U Scenariod: Unconstrained BudgetApprox. $6.2 million/year)
¢ KS a0 dzR 3t8dy(se¢ a§a)calculatecthat it would take$62.0million
to immediately raise the network pavement condition to an ideal level and sustain
that level for nine additional yeard’he amount per year varied depending on the
maintenance backlog, betquated to roughly 6.2million annually.ThePClI score
would increase from 8.7 to 87 in the 10 year period
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Scenario 1:Unfunded (No Budget)

In the first scenarig no funds are set aside for pavement preservatioithe network PQs

estimated todecreaseto 71 from the current value 084.4 By the year 282, only 13.8% of
322 R&andOF 1 S3I2NR S A
16%of all streets Deferred maintenancis estimated to increase toearly$71 million.

streets would land in thévS NEB

Summary from Scenario 1:

Unfunded
Year PCI Deferred Maintenance
2023 84 $16,118,500
2032 71 $70,934,663

Gvdolildhmékeupl Y R

Scenario k PCI vs. Deferred Maintenance
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Scenario 2:$3.5Million Annual Budget

This scenario shows the effects of an anr&@bmilliond dzR3ISG &G NI §S3e (2461 NR
network, beginningin 223 and ending in 282. The overall PCI score would steadily decrease
from 83.3to 82 by 2032. The cost of deferred maintenance wouyd upfrom $16.1million in
2023 to $24.8million in 22, asan increasing number aftreets would require reconstruction.
At this investment leveinten® S NERIB: G R ¥FSGUKS y S 62N casyoxt R
ora L2 2 NE A MK I@WNEp: 2F (GKS ySig2N] o6SAy3a OF

Summary from Scenarig:
$3.5 Million Annual Budget

Year PCI Deferred Maintenance
2022 84 $16,118,500
2031 82 $24,761,838
Scenario 2 PCI vs. Deferred Maintenance
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Scenario 3:Maintain Current PCI

This scenario showshat it would take to maintain theurrent PCbf 83.3 over aten-year period.

The StreetSaveprogram calculatean amount of &.6 million peryearto reach this goal.The

cost ofdeferred maintenance woulthcrease slightly from $16.1 million to $17.9 milliddv.4%

of the network would be classified &s3 2 2 & € S ARJurde ®isn&estment schedule The
RATFSNBYOS Ay LISNOSyGl3IsSa {GNBSGAlF OSNI YFAYQl A
versus 45.7%) in this scenario compared to Scena@n®/0.8% of the network would fall under

the Poor categoy.

Summary from Scenari8:
Maintain Current PCI

Year PCI Deferred Maintenance
2023 83 $16,118,500
2032 83 $17,933,649
Scenario 3 PCI vs. Deferred Maintenance
$90.0 100
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Scenariod: Unconstrained Budget

In this scenario,an unconstrained amount appliedin 2023 to bring the network PCI to the
Budget Needs condition afpproximately90. Each successive yean amount igplaced towards
preventative maintenance baserh demand of the StreetSavegakithm. Approximately $2.0
million would be spent over the 1Cegr period averaging to roughl\6® million annually. By

the year 22, 72.2% ofi KS y S g2N)] ¢62dAZ R 0S Ay GKS

ad S NB

288%lieAy GKS a322Ré OFGSI2NRO 5 S ¥ SnNsBdenanol A y (i Sy
based on eachoad being constantly maintained to stay above the StreetSaver threshold for
reconstructionin the 10 year windovand the unconstrained budget able to exceed the yearly

recommendations for preventative maintenance and rehabilitation.

Summary from Scenav 4:
Unconstrained Budget

Year PCI Deferred Maintenance
2023 89 $0
2032 87 $0

Scenario 4 PCI vs. Deferred Maintenance
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Scenario Comparison

Scenario ComparisonPCI vs. Deferred Maintenance
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2022 Overlay

The 202 Overlay Projectomposed of6 locations See Project Vicinity Map on the following
page.

9 Reconstruction of1.08 lane miles of residential streets in The Arbors
neighborhoodwith 3¢ 2 F T A 0 S NA. RBvioys Pe| NdorSshf 5B @ 76.

f Reconstruction 0f0.66 lane miles ofCampus Highlands Db A G K cé¢ 2F FTA0S)
reinforced HMA.Previous PQcore of 77

1 Overlay of 1.61 lane miles ofGalaxy Dr, Quinault Dr, #4Ave, and the -I
5/Galaxy/Quinault Roundabowtith 2.5 2 F T A 0 SNJ NEvioysteza NOSR | a! ¢
scoresof 74 to 81

f Reconstruction of 0.08¥aS YA f Sa 2F w2elf {d 6AGK oé¢ 27
Previous Elscore of60.

T wSO2yaidNUHzOGA2Y 2F ndotr fFyS YAESE 2F bSftaz
Previous Elscore of57.

T wSO2yaiNHzOiA2y 2F Mmooy flLyS YAftSa G o 20
reinforced HMA.Previous Elscoresof 68 to 74
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Marvin Rd NE I-5/Galaxy/Quinault RAB

Galaxy Dr NE Quinault Dr NE
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Nelson Rd SE Campus Highlands INE

The Arbors Royal St
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Rainier Road Pavement Repair

TheRainier Road Pavement RepBiojectcomposed ofa segment of Rainier Rd SE which was
damaged from localized flooding

f  Reconstruction 00.15lane miles oRainier REE A 1K cé¢ 2F FAOSNI NBAY T
near theCity Limit line at the train trestle.Previous EBlscorebeforeflood related
damages of 63.
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2022 Overlay Utilities

¢CKS HnHH h@SNIFe ! GAfAGASAE tNR2SOG gl & + 22Ay
utility funds. The project comprised of the followg improvements.See Project Vicinity Map

below.

1 Waterline improvements anceconstruction of 0.96 lane miles of Ave SE, Golf
/ £dzo wR {9 IyR D2t F [/ f dzo Prévioys®lscord i K cé¢ 27F

of 67 to 75.

1 Waterline replacement andeconstruction of 0.95 lanailes of 14" Ave SE with
cé¢ 2F TFTA0SN ABduyBISHNEIBR | a! @

1 Waterline improvements and reconstructiaf 0.27 lane mines of Franz St. SE
GAUK cé 27F T AoRBcNbublBldcofFoBNIOSR | a! &
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7" Ave SE

14" St SE

Franz St SE
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2022 Carpenter Rimprovements

The 202Zarpenter Rd ImprovemenBroject was a jointly funded project between the TBD and
GKS OAGeéeQa dziaAftAaide FTdzyRo ¢tKS LINRP2SO0 O2 YLINR A&
Map below.

1 Waterlinereplacementand reconstructio of1.52lane milesCarpenter R&E with
cé 2F TFAoSN BiduyEBI&N®OS 6Btol74.! @

1 Waterline replacement and reconstruction of a portion of Carpenter Rd Extension
FYR ' fFyyl 5N {9 &A0KPrevibus ElFcorddi7a. SNJ NBA Y T2 NDO

§
§

PROJECT SITE

l / l‘ VICINITY MAP weey

A m“) CITY OF LACEY, WASHINGTON I

N SCALE : 17 = 1000’

I LACEY e , B G e

41



42




2023 Mullen Rd Sewer Improvements

The2023 Mullen B Sewer ImprovementBroject was a jointly funded project between the TBD
¢KS LINR2SOi

YR GKS OAGEQA dziAtAGE Fdzy RO
Vicinity Map below.

1 Sewer main replacemergnd reconstruction oD.76lane miles oMullen Rd SE

g AGK

c ¢

2T T A oR3eNibublBidcofes ot 39ID SR
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PROJECT SITE
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2023 Overlay Phase 1

The 203 OverlayPhase Projectmade improvements tonultiple locations. See Project Vicinity
Map on the following page.

T

Reconstruction of 1.01 lane miles of Rainier Rd SE and the Rainier/Balustrade
w2dzy RF62dzi 6AGK cé Préviols BlscBrisbf838vY. F2 NOSR | a'!

Reconstructiorof 0.98lane miles o66™ Ave SEvith4¢ 2 F FA 0 SNJ NBAY T2 NOS
Previous Elscoresof 80 to 81

Reconstruction and minor drainage improvemeot2.16lane miles ofesidential
streets in the Emerald Hilsnd Thornbury Meadowseighborhood with 3¢ 2 F
fiber reinforced HMA .Previous Elscoresof 71 to 82.

Reconstructiorand drainage improvementsf 0.02lane miles of34" St SEwith
0é 2F TFAO0SNI BidugyBEIZNEER | a! @

Reconstruction 0f0.95 lane miles ofCarpenter Hills Lp SEAGK o0¢ 2F FAOS|
reinforced HMA.Previous Elscore of74.
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Rainier Rd SE

66" AveSE

T

Rainier/Balustrade RARE
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58" Ave SE (Thornbury Meadows

34" Ave SE

Carpenter Hills Lp SI
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2023Crack Seal Program

The 203 Crack Seal Programas a jointprogram between Citgtaff ard contracted work to
provide crack seal to roadways in needrefatment. Seehe listprovidedbelow for locations

1 Shop Crack Seal

o College St SE (Efic Aveg Martin Way& Ydm Hwyc 45" Ave)

o 22" Ave SE (Ghb & Gutter @ 224 Roundabou)

0 Rainier Loop SE (Yehvy¢ RainierRd)

0 Colunbia WayNE (Marvn Rd; Vasion Dr Roundabout)

o Gateway BIviNHBritton Pwky Roundabout, CabehQ)
1 ContractCrack Seal

o Willamette Dr NE & 4% Ave NE (MarviRdg 31% Ave)

o Cameron Dr NE (Campus HagidsDr ¢ CampudParkDr)

o 34Ave SE (City LimitgsMarvin Rd)

o 6™ Ave SEleater KinneRd; CollegeSi)

o Pacific Ave SE (4207 Padifi@olf Club Roundabout)

o ClearbrookDr SELacey Bd ¢ PacificAve)

o Carpenter Rd S®Voodland Trait 71" Ave)

o 25" Ave SE (Ruddell RdHicks Lake Rd)

o The Arbord\Neighborhood (North of £1Ave

o Corporate Ctr C& Lp (Entire Limit)

o 5349 Ave SE (College SParksideRoundabout)

o Parkside Dr SE (BRoundabout; YelmHwy)

o Rainier Rd SE (6&\vec YelmHwy)

0 Balustrade BlvéERainierRdg YelmHwy)

0 Ruddell Rd SB" Avec YelmHwy)

o 70" Way SERainier Rdg Radius Lp)
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Willamette Dr NE































