SAN JUAN COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

135 Rhone Street, PO Box 947, Friday Harbor, WA 98250
(360) 378-2354 | (360)378-2116 | FAX (360) 378-3922

cdp@sanjuanco.com |  www.sanjuanco.com
MEMO
REPORT DATE: October 15, 2018
TO: San Juan County Planning Commission
ccC: Mike Thomas, County Manager

Lopez Village Planning and Review Committee {(LVPRC)

FROM: Linda Kuller, AICP, Planning Manager ﬂ’a

BRIEFING: DRAFT Lopez Village Plan (a sub area plan of the San Juan County
Comprehensive Plan), development regulations, standard details and
implementation plan

HEARING AND October 26, 2018
DELIBERATIONS
ATTACHMENTS: A. Lopez Village Planning Review Committee Oct. 12, 2018 draft minutes and

notes from the Lopez Center for Community and the Arts October 8 meeting
B. Health regulations: Chapter 5.08 5JCC and WAC excerpts from Chapter246-
215

C. Proposed alternative Parking Plan with Entitlement Area Map 8 (B)

D. 5JCC 18.90.030 proof of mailed notice

E. Public Comments since September 7, 2018: also found at:
https://www.sanjuanco.com/1363/Public-Comments

F. Spreadsheet: LVPRC's October 12 recommendations on public comments

PURPOSE: Continuance of the September 21, 2018 public hearing and deliberations on the:

A. Draft Lopez Village Plan;

B. Draft Lopez Village Development Regulations;
C. Draft Standard Plans; and

D. Draft Implementation Plan.

PROJECT DOCUMENTS: https://www.sanjuanco.com/909/Lopez-Village-Subarea-Plan

BACKGROUND: The Lopez Village Planning and Review Committee (LVPRC) has been working on the
proposed subarea plan and implementing documents for many years and have used prior planning
processes for the Village as a basis for creation of the draft. As noted in previous briefings, there have been
many public outreach events. Public comments have been addressed during the process. The August 3,
2018, staff report included the draft hearing documents referenced above:

https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/16624/Lopez-Village-Plan-Staff-Report---2018-08-03

The August 3" staff report summarizes what each LVPRC member thought was most important about the
proposed plan and identifies topics where there was not complete LVPRC consensus. It also provides
important project background information.
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The Planning Commission and County Council held a joint public hearing on September 21, 2018 at the
Lopez Center for the Community and the Arts. The September 7, 2018 staff report for the hearing
highlighted some plan revisions recommended by the LVPRC and by the staff. The report may be
reviewed or downloaded at:

Plan-Public-Hearing-on-09-21-18. The recommendations in this report should be considered during

deliberations.

Please consider the feedback on the public comments provided by staff and the LVPRC after the public
hearing. These are outlined in their minutes (Attachment A), this staff report, and Attachment F. Staff met
with the LVPRC on October 12, 2018 where they discussed the following:

= Stormwater grants and input from the LCCA regarding parking

»  Revised proposal on the food vending unit regulations

= Revised proposal for the road and driveway standards

= Spreadsheet of public comments with the exception of food truck comments

Deliberations and Advertising Revisions to Supplement the Public Participation Process

All potential revisions proposed by the Planning Commission and Council should be identified and
advertised for continued comment at a final Council public hearing.

LVPRC Input on Public Comment Issues

1. Stormwater Grants and Parking Map (Map 8on Draft Plan Page 48)

Flexibility may be required on the proposed Parking Plan with Entitlement Area layout on Lopez Village
Road in the Farmers Market area in order to use the stormwater grant funding the County has been
offered from the Washington State Department of Ecology. The draft Parking Plan with Entitlement
Area presented in the draft plan depicts angled parking in this area that is located within the Lopez
Village Association (LVA) parking entitlement area. Long story short, lots in this area have been
guaranteed an amount of parking spaces. See the attachment to the draft development regulations.
Public works had approached the Lopez Center for Community and the Arts about potentially providing
additional easement necessary to implement the grant and proposed stormwater improvements. LCCA
was hot interested (Attachment A).

Upon much discussion, the LVPRC recommended that an alternative to this map show the area with
parallel parking (Attachment C). This map alternative would only be implemented if the County could
retain the number of parking spaces required in the LVA parking entitlement area. The maps would be
numbered Map 8(A) and Map 8(B) if the Planning Commission recommends this alternative. This would
give the County flexibility in working through the stormwater improvement design process.

After the October 12, LVPRC meeting, Public Works staff identified another possible design that may
allow the angled parking in the Parking Plan with Entitlement Area originally proposed to be
implemented. However, since this is a work in progress, the alternative map and some text explanation
of the alternatives in the draft plan would be necessary.

Staff also recommends insertion of the Parking Plan with Entitlement Area Map 8(B) alternative and the
addition of plan text to explain that Parking Plan with Entitlement Area Map &(B) is an alternative to be
used to accommodate future stormwater improvements if the LVA parking entitlements are maintained.
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2. Revised Proposal on the Mobile Food Vending Unit Regulations (Page 42 of draft regulations)

After hearing public comments at the public hearing, staff revisited the proposed regulations for mobile
vending units in that staff report and to eliminate the duplication of local and state health requirements
in San Juan County Code (SJCC) Chapter 5.08 and Chapter 246-215 of the Washington Administrative
Code (WAC) (Attachment B).

The revised proposal noted below eliminates duplication with local and state health regulations
regarding requirements for garbage disposal, restrooms for employees, and restrooms for the public
when additional seating is provided by the vendor, This proposal is more direct and concise and was
recormmended by the LVPRC at their October 12, 2018 meeting.

18.30.XXX Mobile food vending units,
Mobile food vending units:

A. Are permitted at temporary events pursuant to SJCC 18.80.060 and as specified
in SJCC 18.XX.XXX); Note: Lopez Village land use table, Page 31 of draft regulations.

B. May be located on private or public property except as prohibited by the street
vending regulations in Chapter 5.08 SICC;

C. Shall comply with the County's food service health regulations in Chapter 8.04
SICC and State health regulations in Chapter 264-215 of the Washington Administrative
Code; and

D. Must be placed at least five (5) feet from driveways, sidewalks, utility boxes,
accessibility ramps, and building entrances or exits.

3. Revised proposal for the road and driveway standards

Background: Staff met with the County Engineer regarding the proposed road and driveway standards.
The foundation for these standards were those applicable in Eastsound. The County has had difficulty
implementing some of these regulations as written and the LVPRC had tried to improve clarity in the
proposed Lopez Village regulations. Some provisions were suggested to be deleted because they were
more of a discussion of implementation and plan review processes and not regulatory and one provision
related to parking was suggested to be moved.

Issue with Proposal and Recommendation: The main issue with the proposed road standards is the
confusion created by the requirements for triggering frontage improvements. After much discussion, staff
recommends the revised version of the road standards posted below in this report section. Itis very clear
and provides for an impact based determination of when and what frontage improvement would be
required. The County Engineer would make that determination based on a traffic study required in SICC
18.60.090(A)(6):

6. A traffic study based on the most current edition of the Highway Capacity Manual shall
be performed for any proposed development that will result in an increase of 100 or more
one-way trips per day onto a County road, inside or outside of an activity center or urban
growth area. Inside of an activity center or urban growth area, all intersections that may
be affected by the proposed development must be included in the traffic study. The
number of one-way trips to be generated by the development shall be as is defined in the
most current edition of the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation
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Manual,

This revision also adopts the proposed standard plans for the Lopez Village by reference. This sets the
adoption of the standard plans in the code and is recommended by staff. This is an appropriate process
until PW adopts comprehensive road standards for the County in a different chapter or format

18.30.XXX Road and driveway standards.

A. Except as modified by this section, the public road standards in SJCC 18.60.090 and private road
standards in SJCC 18.60.100 shall apply within the Lopez Village urban growth area.

B. The County engineer shall determine the public road frontage improvements required after review
of the traffic study required by SICC 18.60.090(A)(6).

1. All development(s), which will affect the service level, safety or operational efficiency of the
County public road system in Lopez Village, are responsible to mitigate said impact. The
responsibilities of the developer are to be determined by the County before development approval.
The responsibilities depend on the condition of the impacted road system, which is described by the
level of service (LOS) and defined in the current edition of the Highway Capacity Manual. All
improvements shall be made in accordance with the Lopez Village urban growth area standards.

2. The responsibility of the developer is to construct frontage road improvements and, where
applicable, dedication of the required rights-of-way for public roads adjoining the property. Other
responsibilities include such roadway elements as sight distance, roadway width, surface condition,
and other structural/functional elements that must be improved to assure that following
development the road will function at the prescribed LOS. If the LOS falls below LOS identified in
the SIC Comprehensive Plan, the developer is to mitigate direct impacts of the development on
public streets and intersections.

3. A building permit will only be issued when all funding mechanisms necessary to improve the
road condition(s) are committed. Occupancy of the development may only occur after the required
road improvements are completed.

4. Required roadway improvements may include traveled way or shoulder widening, addition of
turn lanes, structural roadway repairs, signalization, sign installation, lighting, and/or bicycle and
pedestrian facility installation or improvements. Additionally, a voluntary contribution to scheduled
programs may be mutually agreed upon between the developer and the County engineer.

C. The following Lopez Village standard plans approved by the County engineer shall be used to
construct public road frontage improvements in Lopez Village urban growth area:

STANDARD PLAN DESCRIPTION NOTES
NO.
911 Typical Street Sections No parking and parallel parking
912 Typical Street Sections 45 angle parking and main arterial
913(a) and (b) Parking Layout Alternative b allows for pervious
concrete and street sweeping
914 Pedestrian Crossing Layout With crosswalks
915 Streetscape Details With driveway
916 Pedestrian Path Specifications
917 Pedestrian Bridge Requirements | Material Concepts
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D. The County council may adjust the Lopez Village urban growth area standard plans by adopting an
impravement plan for a specific street.

E. Property owners may request a modification of the Lopez Village urban growth area standard plans
by submitting a request in writing to the department. The County engineer may recommend a
modification of the standard plans for public or private roads. The decision shall include findings
demonstrating the need and rationale for the modification.

F. Proposed madifications, revisions or additions to Lopez Village urban growth area standard-plans
shall be presented to the department and Lopez Village Planning and Review Committee for review and
comment prior to approval by the County engineer and council.

G. Unless there is no feasible alternative, shared driveway access to more than one (1) property is
required.

Note: Move the following to the proposed code section on parking (Page 48) of the draft regulations:

On-street parking requirements in the Lopez Village Parking Plan with Entitlement Area
Map 8 are addressed in section X of this ordinance (Lopez Village parking requirements).

4. Spreadsheet of public comments and LVPRC recommendations

After the Septemebr public hearing and prior to the October 12, 2018, LVPRC meeting, staff
summarized the public comments received on the public hearing drafts prior to or at the public hearing.
The LVPRC reviewed these comments and suggested changes to the plan. Their recommendations are
noted on Attachment F. The spreadsheet provieds the LVPRC recommendation on the comment
summaries. In addition, staff has provided additional information on the LVPRC's recommendations
related to land use and movement of a parking regulation that was misplaced in the road and driveway
draft regulations below:

A. LVPRCrecommended change to address land use comments about the need for more commercial
development. Neighborhood Enterprise: Allow on any Village Residential property that receives a
conditional use permit. These changes would be made to the draft regulations:

Table 18.30.XXX Land use table — Lopez Village urban growth area land use designations.

Lopez Village®23

Land Use
Ve VI | VRE

Unnamed recreational uses c c c

Residential Uses’

Cottage enterprise P N P

Neighborhood enterprise Y N e

Notes: (Excerpt)
15-In-thevillage residential-designation;-enly-properties-identified-by-the fellowing-tax-parcels-are-eligible
for-neighberheod-enterprises:

251514003000

—25 1423006000
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—251423043000
—251423005000
—251430140000
—251450005000
—251450004000
—251450003000
—251450002000
—251450002001+
—251450001000

18.30.XXX Lopez Village parking requirements.
L. Except for parking lots proposed in permanently affordable housing projects, Aall uncovered on-site

parking lots of five (5) or more spaces in the village commercial and institutional designations shall
be designed and installed using pervious surfaces.
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ATTACHMENT A

LOPEZ VILLAGE PLANNING REVIEW COMMITTEE
Date: October 12, 2018

Location: Grace Church

Minutes approved , 2018

Committee Members in Attendance: Barbara Thomas, Annie Albritton, Sandy Bishop, Nancy Greene, Dennis Ryan

Staff in Attendance: Shannon Wilbur, Kendra Smith and Linda Kuller

Guests: Becky Presley, LCCA Secretary, Janet Baltzer, LCCA Director, Jeanne DiNicola, LCCA Board Memebr, Chuck
Schietinger

Called to order: 10:04 am

could be on west of Bio-swale. Object to get people off the public road.

Stormwater is agreed to by LCCA who is one member of LVA. LVA must
weigh in before any alternative maps that would interfere with the LVA
parking entitlements could be implemented.

Ensure county in reviewing development proposal Block A needs parking
off-lots. Too small. There are substitutions allowed for parking spaces in the
5JC code, Three motoreycles = 1 parking space, 8 bicycles = 1 space

Everyone needs to remember that going to LVA is very difficult. All
members are needed to meet and be involved in any decision-making.

Kendra: path could be on either side of the proposed bioswale.

Dennis: County must ensure that parking spaces are counted in
development review.

August 10, 2018 Minutes from August 10 approved as
Minutes written. Allin favor one abstention
(Ryan).

Consider public  |Public comments and suggestions were reviewed from the spreadsheet No change on density issue from 4-6

comments on provided by staff. and 8-12 units in UGA. Design issue.
attached
spreadsheet IAffordable housing units: cade within

UGA for affordable housing could
zive a variance for pervious parking.
Requirements: 1 yes, 1 abstain, 3
no.

Dock — marine access to Lopez
Village will still be considered by this
committee. Leave as—is in
implementation plan.

Restore beach at UGA shore access -
ves adopt suggested Friends of 5J
beach restoration language. 5 yes.
Unanimous.

Propose tree plan —leave as is.
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LOPEZ VILLAGE PLANNING REVIEW COMMITTEE
Date: October 12, 2018

Location: Grace Church

Minutes approved , 2018

Committee Members in Attendance: Barbara Thomas, Annie Albritton, Sandy Bishop, Nancy Greene, Dennis Ryan

Staff in Attendance: Shannon Wilbur, Kendra Smith and Linda Kuller

Guests: Becky Presley, LCCA Secretary, lanet Baltzer, LCCA Director, Jeanne DiNicala, LCCA Board Memebr, Chuck
Schietinger

Called to order: 10:04 am

Connectivity plan — no plans
proposed across private land unless
development.

Change UGA to mixed use — No,
leave as is.

Change: have all residential
properties within UGA have
Neighborhood Enterprise as CUP.
Yes 2 No 2

View shed map= needs legend and
arrows. Make consistent color on
map.

LVPRC |eft old gas station as
commercial — see map. = No change
on Angel property.

Comment on land east of Innsifree =
this is in a Plat already with CCR’s.

Non-conforming uses — committee
doesn’t think we've created any.

Consider changes [Food Truck — 5.08 Street Vendors SJC code, The committee agreed to the new
to mobhile food proposal for regulations presented
vending unit Chapter 215 is the WAC chapter. Typo isin County Code Chapter 5.08, by staff.

regulations Linda will ask code reviser change to reflect state code.

Alternative food facilities: state regulations are enforced by 5JC. Food
trucks have to comply with state health. No need for LVPRC to add more
regulations. Linda cleaned up language to differentiate temporary events
from full time. Agreed.

Road standards  [Linda explained that she met with the County Engineer who would like to  |[Committee approves new staff draft
move away from the current thresholds for frontage improvements that arejwith approved changes

based on the type of development and values. Instead, an impact based
approach would be more useful. Staff created an updated draft that would |Yes 5 votes Unanimous.
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LOPEZ VILLAGE PLANNING REVIEW COMMITTEE
Date: October 12, 2018

Location: Grace Church

Minutes approved , 2018

Committee Members in Attendance: Barbara Thomas, Annie Albritton, Sandy Bishop, Nancy Greene, Dennis Ryan

Staff in Attendance: Shannon Wilbur, Kendra Smith and Linda Kuller

Guests: Becky Presley, LCCA Secretary, Janet Baltzer, LCCA Director, Jeanne DiNicola, LCCA Board Memebr, Chuck
Schietinger

Called to order: 10:04 am

have to be re-advertised after Planning Commission if they agree to
recommend the changes.

Linda reported issues with Eastsound road standards which the LVPRC used
as a starting point for preparing LV draft regulations. Standard details will
be adopted into code. In development process, if a development triggers
over 100 trips a day = a traffic study will be done. If a plat or commercial
use is proposed it could trigger this.

B. edit to make more sensible. Linda will da.

D. Is new. Taken from Eastsound.

E. F. H. is taken from our earlier work. On E. remove last line.

G. Move to parking section of Plan.

Copper roofs A verbal comment made at the public hearing was discussed that suggested (Copper roofs — do not allow Barbara,
prohibiting copper roofs because of environmental concerns, moved Dennis second, Unanimous,
Linda will place in regulations.

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned.
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LOPEZ COMMUNITY CENTER FOR THE ARTS (LCCA)
October 8, 2018
DRAFT

Discussion on Ecology grant for Bioswale, pervious parking and trail on Village Road between Eads
Lane and LCCA drive.

LCCA Board Members in attendance: San Juan County:
Janet Baltzer, Director Kendra Smith, SJC
Robert Harrison, Assistant Director Shannon Wilbur, SIC

Raiti Waerness, Board Chair
Migael Scherer

Dawn Dawson Wexo

Becky Presley

Bruce Ellestad

Diane Ellestad

Todd Twigg

Barb Fulton

Kim Herrenkohl

Marcia deChadenedes

SIC Presentation Overview:

Discussed that stormwater is now handled under the ‘Clean Water Utility’ and the department
has received three Department of Ecology grants. Two of those are proposed for Lopez Village
and one for Eastsound. Discussed the benefits of pervious surfaces (i.e. concrete and pavers)
along with the treatment benefits of bioswales.

Acknowledged that what is being considered now for LCCA/Village Road is different than what
had previously been proposed by John Cook. The concepts are being revisited based on the
grant requirements and stormwater needs. There are three elements involved in the grant:
bioswale, pervious concrete parking, and pervious concrete trail.

The remainder of the discussion centered around the parking issues, including easements:
diagonal (as shown on the Lopez Village Subarea Plan exhibit) and parallel. There is currently a
dedicated 9 ft trail/parking easement dedicated just outside the road ROW. It appears likely
that parallel parking, trail and bioswale could be located within this easement. If diagonal
parking were to be developed, an additional 11 ft of easement would be required. The current
diagonal parking area shown in front of the Farmer’s Market would have 27 stalls. The
potential parallel parking in the same area would accommodate 17 stalls

It was confirmed that the grant funds are not dependent on the orientation of the parking — the
primary driver for the grant is to use pervious concrete and treat the stormwater. A long-term
maintenance agreement would also be included to maintain vegetation added to the project.
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LCCA Board Comments:

Diagonal parking would encroach into the Farmer’s Market and was voted down quite awhile
ago during one of John Cook’s presentation.

John Cook had offered to release an interior easement if the Board would grant additional
easement along the road.

Much discussion on the existence of the 9 ft trail/parking easement. Few board members were
aware of its existence. It was shown as having been dedicated in a 19897 Lopez Village
Association (LVA) record of survey.

What it boils down to is accommodating 10 more cars vs granting an 11 ft easement.

No parking at all in front of the Farmers Market. Why should the LCAA provide parking for the
rest of the Village? Look for head in parking elsewhere in the village to get the needed
numbers. (there was discussion about the LVA parking entitlement area and how the LVPRC
must accommodate a set number of parking stalls within that boundary).

What if the LCAA were to provide parking at the northern portion of their property so as to
leave the Farmers Market untouched? (stormwater grant would not apply there).

What about a Do Nothing alternative? Discussion regarding ADA parking and safety issues with
the deep ditch.

Look at other alternatives that would have no impact to the Farmers Market area.
Outcomes/Next Steps:

LCAA Board voted on considering granting an additional 11 ft easement — it was a unanimous
vote ‘No’.

The Board will send in a statement to the County website for the LV Subarea Plan and will also
attend the LVPRC meeting on Friday, October 12.

The Board was supportive of the use of pervious concrete, bioswale, trail and parallel parking.

A summary of the discussion with the LCAA Board will be shared with the LVPRC at the meeting
on Friday.



ATTACHMENT B

Summary of Foad Truck Regulations

Chapter 8.04

FOOD SERVICE HEALTH REGULATIONS
Sections:
8.04.010 Adoption of state regulations.
8.04.020 Permit - Required.
8.04.030 Permit - Fee,
8.04.040 Permit — Revocation — Appeal.
8.04.050 Repealed.
8.04.060 Repealed.
8.04,070 Permit — Nontransferable,
8.04.080 Violation — Penalty.
8.04.090 List of appendices.
8.04.100 Severability.
8.04.110 Minimum performance standards.
8.04.120 Exemptions.
8.04.130 Permit suspensions, revocations and enforcement.
8.04.140 Variances.
8.04.150 Appeals.
8.04.010 Adoption of state regulations.

Chapter 248-15 WAC, Food Service Rules and Regulations of the State Board of Health, as presently

constituted and hereafter amended, is hereby adopted by reference. (Ord. 8-2005 § 1; Res. 197-1979.
Formerly 8.08.010)

8.04.020 Permit — Required.

No person, firm or corporation may operate any food-handling establishment without having first obtained
from San Juan County health and community services, in such form as the department may require, a
permit to operate such establishment. Such permit shall be conspicuously displayed at all times upon the
premises. Said permit shall be valid from February 1st through January 31st, unless sooner revoked as
provided in this chapter. Every permit shall expire as stated in the permit, and it may be suspended for
cause by the health officer. Applications for renewal of permits shall be submitted to the health officer 30
days prior to the permit expiration date. (Ord. 8-2005 § 2; Res. 197-1979. Formerly 8.08.020)

8.04.030 Permit — Fee.

Any individual person, firm or corporation desiring to operate a food-handling establishment in the County
shall first apply for and obtain from San Juan County health and community services a permit to operate
such food-handling establishment as provided in this chapter. An application for a permit shall be
accompanied by a fee in an amount to be established by the San Juan County board of health. (Ord. 8-
2005 § 3; Res. 197-1979. Formerly 8.08.030)

8.04.040 Permit — Revocation — Appeal.

San Juan County health and community services has the authority to revoke any permit for the operation
of a food-handling establishment for violation of the rules and regulations set forth in this chapter. The
food-handling establishment involved in such revocation shall cease operation until the rules and
regulations provided under this chapter have been complied with and the revocation canceled by San
Juan County health and community services. Appeal of any revocation shall be made to the County
health officer who shall conduct a hearing as provided in this chapter. Further appeal may be made fo the
San Juan County board of health. (Ord. 8-2005 § 4; Res. 197-1979. Farmerly 8.08.040)

B.04.050 Permit — Hearings.
Repealed by Ord. 17-2007. (Ord, 8-2005 § 5; Res. 197-1979. Formerly 8.08.050)



8.04.060 Permit — Denial of application — Appeal.
Repealed by Ord, 17-2007. (Ord. 8-2005 § 6; Res. 197-1979. Formerly 8.08.060)

8.04.070 Permit — Nontransferable.

Permits shall be nontransferable in ownership or location of operation. New owners of existing permitted
establishments must submit a change of ownership application and pay the appropriate fee. (Ord. 8-2005
§ 7, Res. 197-1979. Formerly 8.08,070)

8.04.080 Violation — Penalty.

Any persan, firm or corporation who violates or fails to comply with any of the provisions of this chapter or
who conceals, aids or abets any such violation or failure to comply shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and
punished by a fine of not more than $500.00 or by imprisonment of not more than 90 days, or by bath
such fine and imprisonment. (Res. 197-1978. Formerly 8.08.080)

8.04.090 List of appendices,

The following appendices contain standards used by the department in implementing and enforcing this
code. Copies of all appendices will be kept on file at the department. Appendix A may be modified by the
San Juan County health officer. Appendices B and C are revised by the State Department of Health.*

A. San Juan County Health and Community Services Food Program Plan.

B. Washington State Retail Food Code Working Document.

C. Code Clarifications — Washington State Department of Health. (Ord. 8-2005 § 8; Res. 78-2005)

* Code reviser's note: Res. 78-2005 adopts Appendices A, B and C.

8.04.100 Severability.
If any section, sentence, clause or phrase of this chapter should be held invalid, the invalidity thereof shall
not affect the validity of any other section, sentence, clause, or phrase of this chapter. (Ord. 82005 § 9)

8.04.110 Minimum performance standards.

This chapter is based on the regulations set out in Chapter 246-215 WAC and the Washington State
Retail Food Code Working Document. Definitions used in those documents shall be applicable to this
chapter. (Ord. 17-2007 § 1)

8.04.120 Exemptions.
Exemptions from the requirement for a permit for the operation of a food establishment may be granted
by the health officer based on the criteria set out in WAC 246-215-191. (Ord. 17-2007 §2)

8.04,130 Permit suspensions, revocations and enforcement.

A. The health officer may suspend any permit to operate a food establishment according to the criteria set
out in WAC 246-215-200(2) through (5).

B. The health officer may revoke a food establishment permit following the procedures set out in WAG
246-215-200(7) through (9).

C. The health officer may enforce the provisions of this chapter by the methods set out in WAC 246-215-
200(11). (Ord. 17-2007 § 3)

8.04.140 Variances,
The health officer may grant a variance to the requirements of this chapter based on the criteria set out in
Section 8-103 of the Washington State Retail Food Code Working Document. (Ord. 17-2007 § 4)

8.04.150 Appeals.
Decisions by the health officer may be appealed to the hearing examiner using the process set out in
Chapter 8.22 SJCC, (Ord. 7-2011 § 1; Ord. 17-2007 § 5)



Washington State
Retail Food Code

| | Chapter 246-215
~:Washington Administrative Code (WAC)

Effective May 1, 2013

Y
£ Wishinglon Slale Departmentof  poH 332-033 May 2013

' ’ E l lth For people with disabilities, this document is available on requast in other formats.
r / ea Ta submit a request, please call 1-800-525-0127 (TDD/TTY call 711).

Washington State Department of Health Faod Safety Program » www.doh.wa,gov/foodsafety « 1.877.485.7316




05220

Design, construction and installation--Backflow prevention devic ~d Code
(2009 FDA Food Code 5-202.14). n
A backflow or backsiphonage prevention device installed on a water supp Eé

American Socisty of Sanitary Engineering (A.S.8.E.) standards for cons
maintenance, inspection, and testing for that specific application and type

05225 Design, construction and i|1stallatlon~-Conditloning device, design

Code 5-202.15). 4

A water filter, screen and other water conditioning device installed on w .. wies must be

designed to facilitate disassembly for periodic service and cleaning. A water filter element must

be of the replaceable type.
05230 Numbers and capacities--Handwashing sinks (2009 FDA Food Code 5-203.11).

(1)  Except as specified in subsection (2) of this section, at least one HANDWASHING SINK, a
number of HANDWASHING SINKS necessary for their convenient use by EMPLOYEES in
areas specified under 05255, and not fewer than the number of HANDWASHING SINKS
required by Law must be provided.

(2)  If APPROVED and capable of removing the types of soils encountered in the Foop
operations involved, automatic handwashing facilities may be substituted for

. HANDWASHING SINKS in a FOOD ESTABLISHMENT that has at least one HANDWASHING SINK.
05235 Restrooms--Toilets and urinals (2009 FDA Food Code 5-203.12).

(1) At least one tollet and not fewer than the toilets required by LAW must be provided, If
authorized by LAW and urinals are substituted for toilets, the substitution must be done
as specified by Law.

(2)  The FOOD ESTABLISHMENT PERMIT HOLDER shall ensure that toilet rooms are conveniently
located within 200 feet of the FooD ESTABLISHMENT and accessible to EMPLOYEES during
all hours of operation.

(3) The FOOD ESTABLISHMENT PERMIT HOLDER shall ensure that toilet rooms are conveniently
located and accessible to patrons during all hours of operation if:

(a) The establishment has customer seating for on-PREMISES consumption; and
(b) The establishment was constructed or extensively remodeled after May 1, 1992,

(4)  Toilet rooms in FOOD ESTABLISHMENTS may be used jointly by patrons and EMPLOYEES,

provided patrons accessing the toilet rooms are excluded from FOOD preparation areas
~ and FOOD storage areas with FOOD that is not PACKAGED,
05240 Service sink (2009 FDA Food Code 5-203.13).

(1) Atleast one service sink or one curbed cleaning facility equipped with a floor drain must
be provided and conveniently located for the cleaning of mops or similar wet floor
cleaning tools and for the disposal of mop water and similar liquid waste.

(2)  Toilets and urinals may not be used as a service sink for the disposal of mop water and
similar liquid waste.

05245 Backflow prevention device, when required (2009 FDA Food Code 5-203,14).

A PLUMBING SYSTEM must be installed to preclude backflow of a solid, liquid, or gas contaminant

into the water supply system at each point of use at the FOOD ESTABLISHMENT, including on a

hose bibb If a hose is attached or on a hose bibb if a hose is not attached and backflow

prevention is required by Law, by:

(1) Providing an air gap as specified under 05215; or .

(2) Installing an APPROVED backflow prevention device as specified under 05220.

05250 Backflow prevention, carbonator,

Backflow prevention systems for carbonators must be installed as specified under WAC
51-56-0600, Chapter 6 — water supply and distribution.
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PART 9: ALTERNATIVE FOOD FACILITIES

Subpart A - Mobile Food Units

09100

09105

09110

09115

09120

Flmet A, AL

Requirements and restrictions--Requirements.

(1) The PERMIT HOLDER and PERSON IN CHARGE of a MOBILE FOOD UNIT shall comply with the
requirements of this chapter, except as otherwise provided in this section.

(2)  The PERMIT HOLDER shall obtain approval from other applicable regulating agencles prior
to operating a MOBILE FOOD UNIT, including the Washington state department of labor
and industries.

(3)  The PERSON IN CHARGE of a MOBILE FOOD UNIT shall operate the MOBILE FOOD UNIT from
an APPROVED COMMISSARY or SERVICING AREA and shall return to such location for
supplies, thorough cleaning, and other servicing activities, as APPROVED in a plan of
operation. When not in operation, a MOBILE FOOD UNIT must be stored at an APPROVED
SERVICING AREA or other APPROVED locatian.

Requirements and restrictions--Restrictions.

The REGULATORY AUTHORITY may impose additional requirements to protect against health
hazards related to the operation of a MOBILE FOOD UNIT and may:

(1) Limit the FOoD preparation steps;

(2)  Prohibit some menu items; and

(3)  Restrict the mode of operation when facilities or EQUIPMENT are inadequate to protect
public health. :

Plan approval--Plan review,

The owner of a MOBILE FOOD UNIT shall submit a properly prepared plan of operation with
specifications of the MOBILE FOOD UNIT, COMMISSARY, and SERVICING AREA fo the REGULATORY
AUTHORITY for approval before:

(1)  Construction or remodeling begins;

(2)  The menu of the MOBILE FOOD UNIT is changed;
(3)  The method of FooD preparation is changed;
(4)  The vehicle is changed; or

(5)  The cOMMISSARY is changed.

Plan approval--Plan contents.
The owner of a MOBILE FOOD UNIT shall include in the plan required by 09110:

(1)  Menu and FOoD preparation steps:

(2)  Floor planm;

(3) EQUIPMENT specifications and location;

(4)  Finish schedule;

(5)  Proposed itinerary or sites to be served:;

(6)  Source of water and specifications of the on-board plumbing;
(7)  Site used for SEWAGE disposal;

(8)  Availability of restrooms for EMPLOYEES;

(9)  Operating procedures; and

(10) Cleaning schedule.

Additional requirements--Standard operating procedures.
The PERSON IN CHARGE of a MOBILE FOOD UNIT shall ensure:
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09125

09130

09135

Page 112

(1)
()
(3)
(4)

(8)
(6)
(7)

Only EMPLOYEES and other FERSONS authorized by the REGULATORY AUTHORITY are
present in the MOBILE FOOD UNIT;

All EMPLOYEES are in compliance with the provisions of chapter 69.06 RCW and chapter
246-217 WAC for obtaining and renewing valid FOOD WORKER CARDS, unless all FOops
are pre-PACKAGED and are not POTENTIALLY HAZARDOUS FOOD:

All Foops, including ice, are from an APPROVED source or COMMISSARY;

POTENTIALLY HAZARDOUS FOODS prepared on the MOBILE FOOD UNIT are served the same
day they are prepared;

Pre-PACKAGED FOODS are properly labeled;
Only SINGLE-SERVICE ARTICLES are provided for use by the customer; and

Condiments not in individual packages are provided in dispenser bottles or in other
containers protected from contamination.

Potentially hazardous foods--Temperature control.
The PERSON IN CHARGE of a MOBILE FOOD UNIT shall ensure that POTENTIALLY HAZARDOUS FOODS

are:

M
(2)
(©)

(4)

(8)

(6)
()

Not cooled on the MOBILE FOOD UNIT;
Properly temperature-controlled during transport to the place of service;

Temperature-monitored by use of a stem-type thermometer or thermocouple capable of
measuring all proper FOOD temperatures;

Reheated, for hot holding, from 41°F (5°C) to 165°F (74°C) or above within ane hour on
the MOBILE FOOD UNIT when the FOODS were cooked and cooled in an APPROVED FOOD
ESTABLISHMENT that is not & MOBILE FOOD UNIT;

Reheated, for hot holding, from 41°F (5°C) to 135°F (74°C) or above within one hour on
the MOBILE FOOD UNIT when the FOODS were produced in a FOOD PROCESSING PLANT;

Reheated no more than one time: and

Held in preheated mechanical hot holding EQUIPMENT or prechilled mechanical cold
holding EQUIPMENT, or otherwise temperature controlled by an APPROVED method.

Cooking thickness--Cooking raw meats.
The PERSON IN CHARGE shall ensure that raw MEATS greater than one inch in thickness are not
cooked on the MOBILE FOOD UNIT, unless otherwise APPROVED.

‘Water and wastewater--Water system.

The PERSON IN CHARGE shall ensure that the water system on the MOBILE FOOD UNIT:

(1)
@)
3)
(4)

(3)
(8)

(7)

Is supplied from an APFROVED source of water;
Is designed and constructed in an APPROVED manner;
Is filled from the APPROVED water source through a FooD-grade hose;

Is refiled as frequently as necessary to furnish enough hot and cold water for
handwashing, FOOD preparation, UTENSIL cleaning, SANITIZING, and facility cleaning, on
the MOBILE FOOD UNIT;

Has a water supply tank with a minimum capacity of five gallons for handwashing:

Stores liquid waste in a wastewater retention tank with at least fifteen percent more
capacity than the water supply tank; and

Retains wastewater on the MOBILE FOOD UNIT until disposed of by an APPROVED method.

Washington State Relall Food Code
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09145

09150

09155

09160

09165

09170

09175

09180

Handwashing--Handwashing facilities.

The PERSON IN CHARGE of a MOBILE FOOD UNIT shall ensure that a separate HANDWASHING SINK
for EMPLOYEES s accessible at all times of operation; allows convenient use by EMPLOYEES: is
located within 25 feet of FOOD preparation, FOOD dispensing, and WAREWASHING areas; is
installed as specified under 05210; and includes soap and paper towels.

Handwashing--Handwashing waiver.

When only pre-PACKAGED FOOD items are served, the REGULATORY AUTHORITY may waive or
madify requirements for handwashing on the MOBILE FOOD UNIT.

Employee restrooms--Toilet facilities. ‘
The PERMIT HOLDER shall ensure APPROVED toilet facilities are available for EMPLOYEES:

(1) Readily accessible within 200 feet of the MOBILE FOOD UNIT during times of operation, if
at any one location for more than one hour; and

(2)  Provided with handwashing facilities that meet the requirements specified under 05210,

Sink compartment requirements--Warewashing facilities.
The PERMIT HOLDER shall ensure:

(1)  Athree-compartment sink is available on the MOBILE FOOD UNIT with potable hot and cold
running water to wash, rinse, and SANITIZE UTENSILS when UTENSILS are reused on the
MOBILE FOOD UNIT; except

(2)  This requirement may be waived or modified by the REGULATORY AUTHORITY when:

(a) Limited FooD preparation occurs; or

(b) Additional clean UTENSILS are available and UTENSIL washing takes place at an
APPROVED COMMISSARY or SERVICING AREA.

Required postings--Business name.

The PERMIT HOLDER shall provide the REGULATORY AUTHORITY a designated business name and
ensure that name is posted on the MOBILE FOOD UNIT in @ manner easily visible to customers
during operation. :

Required postings--Permit.
The PERMIT HOLDER shall ensure the original or a copy of the currently valid FooD
ESTABLISHMENT PERMIT is posted on the MOBILE FOOD UNIT in @ manner easily visible to
customers during operation,

Food and equipment protection--Overhead protection. ;

The PERMIT HOLDER and PERSON IN CHARGE shall ensure overhead protection is provided at the
site of operation of the MoBILE FooD UNIT for all FooD handling activities.

Food and equipment protection--Food and food service supplies.

The PERMIT HOLDER and PERSON IN CHARGE shall ensure that all FOOD, EQUIPMENT, UTENSILS,
and other FOOD service supplies are contained on the MOBILE FOOD UNIT, at the APPROVED
COMMISSARY, at the APPROVED SERVICING AREA, or as otherwise APPROVED in the plan of
operation. :

Movable buildings--Lack of permanent plumbing.

The REGULATORY AUTHORITY may allow a PERSON to operate a FOOD ESTABLISHMENT with a
limited menu in a movable building without permanent plumbing under applicable provisions of
this subpart.
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Disposal facility design and construction--Other liquid wastes and rainwater (2009 FDA
Food Code 5-403.12).

Condensate drainage and other liquids and rainwater that are not SEWAGE must be drained
from point of discharge to disposal according to Law.

Subpart E - Refuse, Recyclablas, and Returnables

05500

05505

05510

05515

05520

05525

05530

Page 82

Facilitles on the premises, materials, design, construction and installation--Indoor
storage area (2009 FDA Food Code 5-501.10).

If located within the FOOD ESTABLISHMENT, a storage area for REFUSE, recyclables and
returnables must meet the requirements specified under 06100, 06200, 06235, 06260, and
06265.

Facilities on the premises, materials, design, construction and installation--Outdoor
storage surface (2009 FDA Food Code 5-501.11).

An outdoor storage surface for REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables must be constructed of
nonabsorbent material such as concrete or asphalt and must be SMOOTH, durable and sloped
to drain.

Facilities on the premises, materials, design, construction and Installation-Outdoor
enclosure (2009 FDA Food Code 5-501.12).

If used, an outdoor enclosure for REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables must be constructed of
durable and cleanable materials.

Facilities on the premises, materials, design, construction and installation--Receptacles
(2002 FDA Food Code 5-501.13).

(1) Except as specified in subsection (2) of this section, receptacles and waste handling
units for REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables and for use with materials contalning
FOOD residue must be durable, cleanable, insect- and rodent-resistant, leakproof, and
nonabsorbent.

(2)  Plastic bags and wet strength paper bags may be used to line receptacles for storage
inside the FOOD ESTABLISHMENT, or within closed outside receptacles.

Facilities on the premises, materials, design, construction and installation—-Receptacles
in vending machines (2009 FDA Food Code 5-501.14).

A REFUSE receptacle may not be located within a VENDING MACHINE, except that a receptacla for
BEVERAGE bottle crown closures may be located within a VENDING MAGHINE,

Facilities on the premises, materials, design, construction and Installation--Outside
receptacles (2009 FDA Food Code 5-501.15).

(1)  Receptacles and waste handling units for REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables used
with materials containing FooD residue and used outside the FOOD ESTABLISHMENT must
be designed and constructed to have tight fitting lids, doors, or covers,

(2)  Receptacles and waste handling units for REFUSE and recyclables such as an on-site
compactor must be installed so that accumulation of debris and insect and other rodent
attractlon and harborage are minimized and effective cleaning is facilitated around, and
if the unit is not installed flush with the base pad, under the unit.

Facilities on the premises, numbers and capacities--Storage areas, rooms, and
receptacles, capacity and availability (2009 FDA Food Code 5-501.16).

(1) An inside storage room and area and outside storage area and enclosure, and
receptacles must be of sufficient capacity to hold REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables
that accumulate.,

(2) A receptacle must be provided in each area of the FOOD ESTABLISHMENT or PREMISES
where REFUSE is generated or commonly discarded, or where recyclables or returnables
are placed.

Washington State Retail Food Code



05535

05540

05545

05550

05555

05560

(3)  If disposable towels are used at HANDWASHING SINKS, a waste receptacle must be
located at each HANDWASHING SINK or group of adjacent HANDWASHING SINKS.

Facilities on the premises, numbers and capacities--Toilet room receptacle, covered
(2009 FDA Food Code 5-501.17).

A toilet room used by fernales must be provided with a covered receptacle for sanitary napkins.

Facilities on the premises, numbers and capacities--Cleaning implements and supplies
(2009 FDA Food Code 5-501.18).

(1)  Except as specified in subsection (2) of this section, suitable cleaning implements and
supplies such as high pressure pumps, hot water, steam, and detergent must be
provided as necessary for effective cleaning of receptacles and waste handling units for
REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables.

(2)  If APPROVED, off-PREMISES-based cleaning services may be used if on-PREMISES
cleaning Implements and supplies are not provided.

Facilities on the premises, location and placement--Storage areas, redeeming
machl?a)s. receptacles and waste handling units, location (2009 FDA Food Code
5-501.19).

(1)  An area designated for REFUSE, recyclables, returnables, and, except as specified in
subsection (2) of this section, a redeeming machine for recyclables or returnables must
be located so that it is separate from FOOD, EQUIPMENT, UTENSILS, LINENS, and
SINGLE-SERVICE and SINGLE-USE ARTICLES and a public health HAZARD or nuisance Is not
created.

(2)  Aredeeming machine may be located in the PACKAGED FOOD storage area or CONSUMER
area of a FOOD ESTABLISHMENT if FOOD, EQUIPMENT, UTENSILS, LINENS and
SINGLE-SERVICE and SINGLE-USE ARTICLES are not subject to contamination from the
machines and a public health HAZARD or nuisance is not created.

(3) The location of receptacles and waste handling units for REFUSE, recyclables, and
returnables may not create a public health HAZARD or nuisance or interfere with the
cleaning of adjacent space.

Facilities on the premises, operation and maintenance--Storing refuse, recyclables, and
returnables (2009 FDA Food Code 5-501.110).

REFUSE, recyclables and returnables must be stored in receptacles or waste handling units so
that they are inaccessible to insects and rodents.

Facilities on the premises, operation and maintenance--Areas, enclosures, and
receptacles,good repair (2009 FDA Food Code 5-501.111).

Storage areas, enclosures, and receptacles for REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables must be
maintained in good repair.

Facilities on the premises, operation and maintenance--Outside storage prohibitions
(2009 FDA Food Code 5-501.112).

(1)  Except as specified in subsection (2) of this section, REFUSE receptacles not meeting the
requirements specified under 05515(1) such as receptacles that are not
rodent-resistant, unprotected plastic bags and paper bags, or baled units that contain
materials with FooD residue may not be stored outside.

(2)  Cardboard or other packaging material that does not contain FOOD residues and that is
awaiting regularly scheduled delivery to a recycling or disposal site may be stored
outside without being in a covered receptacle if it is stored so that it does not create a
rodent harbarage problem,.
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Facilities on the premises, operation and maintenance--Covering receptacles (2009 FDA
Food Code 5-501.113).

Receptacles and waste handling units for REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables must be kept
covered:
(1) Inside the FOOD ESTABLISHMENT if the receptacles and units:

(a) Contain FoOD residue and are not in continuous use; or
(b) After they are filled; and

(2)  With tight fitting lids or doors if kept outside the FOOD ESTABLISHMENT.

Facilities on the premises, operation and maintenance--Using drain plugs (2009 FDA
Food Code 5-501.114).

Drains in receptacles and waste handling units for REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables must
have drain plugs in place.

Facilities on the premises, operation and maintenance--Maintaining refuse areas and
enclosures (2009 FDA Food Code 5-501.115).

A storage area and enclosure for REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables must be maintained
free of unnecessary items, as specified under 06565, and clean.

Facilities on the premises, operation and maintenance--Cleaning receptacles (2009 FDA
Food Code 5-501.116),

(1)  Receptacles and waste handling units for REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables must be
theroughly cleaned in a way that does not contaminate FOOD, EQUIPMENT, UTENSILS,
LINENS, or SINGLE-SERVICE and SINGLE-USE ARTICLES, and waste water must be disposed
of as specified under 05420.

(2)  Soiled receptacles and waste handling units for REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables
must be cleaned at a fraquency necessary to prevent them from developing a buildup of
sail or becoming attractants for insects and rodents.

Removal--Frequency (2009 FDA Food Code 5-502.11).

REFUsE, recyclables, and returnables must be removed from the PREMISES at a frequency that
minimizes the development of objectionable odors and other conditions that attract or harbor
insects and rodents,

Removal--Receptacles or vehicles (2009 FDA Food Code 5-502.12).
REFUSE, recyclables, and returnables must be removed from the PREMISES by way of:

(1) Portable receptacles that are constructed and maintained according to Law; or
(2)  Atransport vehicle that is constructed, maintained, and operated according to Law.

Facilities for disposal and recycling--Community or individual facility (2008 FDA Food
Code 5-503.11).

Solid waste not disposed of through the SEWAGE system such as through grinders and pulpers
must be recycled or disposed of in an APPROVED public or private community recycling or
REFUSE facility; or solid waste must be disposed of In an individual ReFUSE facility such as a
landfill or incinerator which is sized, constructed, maintained, and operated according to Law.
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Chapter 5.08
STREET VENDORS
Sections:

5.08.010 Purpose.
5.08.020 Geographic applicability.
5.08.030 Prohibition for stationary vending on County streets and sidewalks.
5.08.040 Exemptions.
5.08.050 Restrictions applicable to exempt vendors.
5.08.060 Violation.

5.08.010 Purpose.
The purpose of this chapter is to prohibit stationary commercial vendors from using streets and sidewalks
as a place to sell or offer to sell goods or wares in the County. (Ord. 6-2010§ 2)

5.08.020 Geographic applicability.

This chapter shall apply to those areas of the County located within the boundaries of the unincorporated
urban growth areas of Eastsound and Lopez Village and within the boundaries of the activity centers of
Olga, Deer Harbor, and Orcas as those boundaries are established by San Juan County. (Ord. 6-2010
§3)

5.08.030 Prohibition for stationary vending on County streets and sidewalks.
Subject to SJCC 5.08.020 it shall be unlawful for any vendor to sell or offer to sell any items or products
while located on any County road rights-of-way, streets or sidewalks. (Ord, 6-2010 § 4)

5.08.040 Exemptions.

Vendors shall be exempt from the prohibition when engaged in the following activities:

A. Sales of newspapers;

B. Temporary sales and activities of charitable, religious or fraternal, nonprofit organizations, corporations
which have received tax exempt status under 26 USC 501(c)(3) or other similar civic, charitable or
nonprofit organizations (such as Girl Scouts, Lions, Kiwanis, youth groups, school groups, etc.);

C. Sales by persons who have been approved for stationary sales in connection with County-authorized
events such as fairs and parades in which the streets are closed pursuant to SICC 10.04.010 and WAC
308-330-270(7). (Ord. 6-2010 § 5)

5.08.050 Restrictions applicable to exempt vendors.

Persons exempt pursuant to SJCC 5.08.040 shall:

A. Limit the linear use of the street to no more than four fest:

B. Assure that the location of the vending space shall not reduce or obstruct pedestrian passage on the
sidewalk by allowing at least four feet to the nearest street, trees, utility poles, traffic control signs and
devices, fire hydrants, buildings, etc.;

C. Not occupy parking spaces on county property and improved county rights-of-way reserved for
vehicular traffic;

D. Not solicit or conduct business with persons in motor vehicles:

E. Not leave unattended any portion of the vending unit on a sidewalk, nor remain on the public property
between midnight and 6:00 a.m.;

F. Comply with applicable health regulations; and

G. Display any permit required by the ordinance. (Ord. 6-2010 § 6)

5.08.060 Violation.
Any violation of this chapter is a civil infraction and shall be punished by a fine of not more than $250.00.
Each day upon which a violation occurs shall constitute a separate offense. (Ord. 6-2010§ 7)
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ATTACHMENT D

Linda Ann Kuller

From: Kristine Brown <kris@printonyx.com=>

Sent: Friday, September 7, 2018 3:11 PM

To: Lynda Guernsey

Subject: Invoices for Postcard Mailings

Attachments: Merged Cards.pdf; Front 9-up.pdf; DOC046.pdf

Attached are two invoices, one for the 220 piece Lopez Postcard (printing with merged names, postcard stamps
and handwork to affix postage) and the other for the 1000 piece Vacation Rental Mailing in July (postcard
stamps and handwork to affix postage). Lisa had already paid for the Vacation Permit postcard printing in July
using our on-line site but had not paid for the handwork or postage.

The Lopez job was mailed on August 9th and I have also attached the files we printed from so you have the
merged addresses and the front.

If you have any questions, please call.

Kristine Brown, Owner
Printonyx, Inc.

Begin forwarded message:

From: accounting(@printonyx.com
Subject: Invoices for SJC CDP

Date: September 7, 2018 at 11:29:14 AM PDT
To: Kris Brown <kris@printonyx.com=>

Printonyx, Inc.
accounting(@printonyx.com
360-378-2069

PO Box 654

Friday Harbor WA 98250



By b

S5 AN COUNTY DEPARTMINT GF
| COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

Fitbim feg | 1) ha Ba, b e 5h, 0k EER
1an e, s ased
et | St v

AARDN MATTHEW STEFHENSON & WENDY OVERS STEPHENSON
195 NAVARRE LN
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ANMA ALBEATY K MILAN ALBERTY
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Sad Juati COUNTY SEPRRTHINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
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ALARITTEN FAMILY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
174 WHISKEY HILL ROAD
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ANN§ PALMER
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BARBARA GURLEY & LARRY MaMURCHIE

PO BOR 248
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 982510441
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BRIAN A & JULIE DUNCAN
PO BOK 5L
LOPEL ISLAND, WA 90261-0052

SAN JuAll COUNTT BIPARTRINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

BARBARA M GRANT
3418 5 MOUNT BAKIA OLVD
SERATTLE, WA 98144-8144

| SEN JUAN COUNTY DERERTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

BILL & JUDY CLINTON
41N MORNING STAR LN
LDPEZ ISLAND, WA 30261-0092

3AN JUAN COUNTT DERARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELDPMENT

v
Bt man e | sn iR it

BRUCE A DOTTS & JANIS MILTENBERGER

2030 FISHIRMAN BAY AD
APTA
LOPEL ISLAND, WA SR7G1-8510

BAN JUAH SQUUHTT DIPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

BELLEVUE, WA 93005.5009

SAM AN COUNTY CIPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
- ity ok, o i
it

BRET & SYDHEY PETRRION
551 100TH AVE SE

APT 11

BELLEVUE, WA B1008-8557

SAN JURN COUITY CEPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

BAUCE W CREFS
342 PORT STANLEY RDAD
LOFET ISLAND, WA S1261.3338



SR usH CTLATY DEPARTMINT OF
COMMURITY DEVELOPMENT

i 1T
b e 4T

CARQL I VOLK & ADAM SMOLINSKI
A4143 ST 145TH ST
MORTH BEND, WA 95045-9180

SAN N COUHTH ZPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

CHRISTINA SUSAN IOHNSON
PO 0N 142
LOPEL [SLAND, WA 98261-0143

SRY LA COLNTY CIFARTMEINT CF
COMMUMITY DEVELOPMENT

EHRISTOPHIR € KUEFFNER & CAROLYNN STODOARD
26 FOREST AD
STORRS, €T 082681119

SA4 UAN COUNTT DEPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELCPMENT

CATHIRINE WASHIOURN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION

PO BOX 309
LOPEL HLAND, WA 381410009

SAN JUAN COUNTY DIFARTMONT ©F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

CHRISTING CARPINTER LLC
PO BOX 33
LOPEL ISLAND, WA 81181000

[T AN AR COUNTT DIRRATMINT ©F
o] COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
e

My 38 Latn
R s ferese 38 s e

CLAYTOHN J & YVOHNE A VOLLAR
3002 FFTH AVE NE
STATTLE, WA R115-2156

SAN JURH COUNTT DIPARTMENT OF

| COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEN

CHARLES GADD & LYDIA LUKAHNOVICH
Ti6LOPE ROAD
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 98261-8707

SAH JUAH COUNTT CEPARTMOHT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEN

CHHIFTINE E DYE
364 MORNINGSTAR LN
LOPEL SLAND, WA 38281-B545

AN JURH SOUITY CIPARTVENT OF

COLLEEN PERAIN JAMES TTEE
PO BOK 700
LOPET ISLAND, WA T0261:0700



4

SAN JUAM COUNTY CIPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEN

£

ii

CORPORATION OF THE CATHOLIC ARCHRISHOF OF STATTLE
PAOPEATY & CONSTRUCTION

710 5TH AVE

SEATTLE, WA 981042037

[ AN AR COUNTT DIPARTMEHT Q7

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

i o i

DAVID I & SUSIE M CAWLEY TTEES
10231 AVENUE
ANACORTES, WA 91221-3115

| 53 JUAN CTUETY CiPARTVENT OF

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

O Bt s | AL ] e aren
"

B S B U

DEMMIS CHARLES MENG & DERORAH KAY MENG

106 CROSS AD
LOPEL ISLAND, WA 912618478

3AH AN COUHTT DIPARTMENT OF

54N JUAN COUNTT DEPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY GEVELOPMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

S (e, b

DAVID & PATRICIA SAVAGE
PO DOK TR
LOPIZ ISLAND, WA 98261-0734

DALE K & SUZANNE L ROUKNDY
AL LOPEZ AD
LOFER ISLAND, WA 38101:8494

SAH JuAn COUNTY CEPARTMEHT ©F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEN
-

S0 JUAN COUNTY BIFARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

v,
.
Prmarer | v e

Tt 1
L 1
drnfreaans s |

DELORES A FORE
PO BOX 123
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA J0261-0333

DEAM FREY
PO BOX
LOPER IHLAND, WA 38281:0334

[ 3AM RN SQUITY CIPARTAINT SF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMINT

i
H

AN JUAN COUNTT DESARTRNT ©F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

e

DILLER ASSOCIATES INC TTEE DIOCESE OF OLYMPLA
PO DOK 459 c/a GRACE EPBCOPAL CHUREH
PO BOK 114

LBPEL ISLAND, WA 90261-BdER
LOPET ISLAND, WA 30261.0524



SAN JUAN COUITY BIPARTMINT ©F
S| COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEN
i .

DONALD W & SUSAN K DICKINSON & DANIEL MIRRILL
PO AON GI6
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 30261-0834

SAH JUAN COUTY DEPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

v S
e

ELIZARETH MILE CURRIE & PETEA L3 SURRIE
99 UNION ST UNIT 1804
SEATTLE, WA 38101-5003

SAN JUAH COUNTY CIPARTVENT 5F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

P B n | AL 010 P S Vi
i g g T

P |

FAITH VARGA
1026 BETCH LN
ANCHORAGE, AK 29501.3177

S4 Juall COUNTT CIRARTMINT OF

FDWARD LANG ENRACH JA & MARIANHE LANGEINBACH
2077 BROADWAY [
SEATTLE, WA 98102:4133

55N JUAN COUNTY DIPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY D

ERIK | BARRER & ALICIA ELRINA BESH RARATR
1026 BEICH LN
ANCHORARE, AK 99501-3208

3AN AIAN COUNTT DIPARTNENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

FISHEAMAN DAY STWER DIST A MUNICIPAL CORP
PO DOK 86
LOPEL FLAND, Wa 98161-0086

SAH LN COUITY CIPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMINT

[T PR o
A e ]
e |

EDWARD R LANGENBACH IR RETIREMENT TRUST
PO BOK 1908
SEATTLE, WA 90111-2008

SaN AN COUNTY BORARTMENT GF
COMMURITY

1t

s L an i
PR | e r

ESTATE OF ELDON E WEEKS BT 4|
/o MERRILL L WEEKS

1401 MOUNTAIN VIEW LN
MOLALLA, OA 37038.7396

40 HAN SOUITY CIPARTVINE OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

FIFHEAMAN BAY WATER A3sn
PO BOK 1E4
LOPEL [LAND, WA 382810164



50 AN COUNTY CRRARTVINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

FRANCIS AHDERSON FAY & NANCY JANE CRAIG FAY
193 NAVARRE LN
LOPEZ BLAND, WA B8381-B635

SAH JUAN COUNTY GIPARTMENT &F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

FREDERICK & CONSTANCE BAESMAN
403 LOPEZ RDAD
LOPEL BLAND, WA B0261-230%

SAH KAH COUNTY GIPARTSINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

b b | e e
AT
Snpaspatia i |

GEORGE HARKNESS WILLIS & ANNE BRADY WILLIS
1028 CRO3S AD
LOPIZ BLAND, WA DE2GL-8720

S4H JUAN COUNTE DIPARTMENT &F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

e SRR}

FRANCIT M & MARY B SKIDMORE
€/0 MELODIE BAKER

9739 MARY AVE NW

SERTTLE, WA 90117-2330

LAN JuaN COUNTY BEPARTMINT OF
COMMURITY DEVELOPMENT

GEONOE B SNODY
34 CHARLIE LN
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 90261-0361

SN AN COUHTT DIPARTMENT OF

et i

QERALD & THERESA ROTH
952 1157 BAST
SEATTLE, WA 90112-4596

SAH SN COUNTE DIPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
roarn

b 3T

ooty

FRIDIAICK & DARDARA ANDREWS PROPERTIES LIC
PO DOK 138
LOPEL 5LAND, WA 98361-0135

SAH UMM SOUNTT CEPARTMAIT ©F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

GEORGE F & STEPHANIE G LEROUTILLIER
2606 FISHEAMAN BAY ND
LOPFEL SLAND, WA §0161-8280

| 3aM RN SOUHTY DIFARIMENT OF
COMBUNITY DEVELOPMENT

R e e Y

QILOERT LOPEL PROFEATIES LS

€/a CRAGO M & DARDARA S GILBIRT
PO DOX 9068

YAKIMA, WA 383050080



AN JUAN COUNTY DRPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

GLEN MCOEVITT
BIIZATHNE
BEATTLE, WA 90115-4137

SAN JUAN SOUNTY DEPARTMINT O
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

HENRY N & PATRICIA G MEACHAM
2482 FISHEAMAN BAY RD
LOPER [FLAND, WA 88161-050%

AN JUAR COUNTY EIPARTRINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

Hatar A, brdua e i o LYY
[ SR A

ISLAND SOH PROFERTIES LLT

C/0 CRYSTAL ROVENTE

1&4 SOUNDVIEW LN

LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 98281-5434

SN JUME COUNTT DEPARTHENT OF

COMMUNTY DEVELOPMENT

P P i

HEATHER ADAMS & DALE NICHARDS

8000 3W HILLVIEW TERRACE
PORTLAND, OR 07235-1346

544 AN ESiY BEPARIMIND ©F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
"

HONEY BEE LOPEZ SLAND LLC
POBDKS
LOPET ISLAND, WA B0261-0009

| 38N JUAM COUNTY DEPAATMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

ISLAMDERS BANK

&fa ELILABETH $COTT

PO BOX 909

FRIDAY HARBOR, WA 98250-0303

SAN AN COUNTY DLPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELCPMENT

Pl § Il B b
'

HELEM M RANDERS & £aRA 1 nAYER
&3 CHARLIT LANE
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 382E1-0361

SAN AN COUWITY GIPARTMENT O
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMINT

HUMMEL LAKE LLC
PO 00K 120
LOPEL (3LAND, WA 98161-0110

A0 AN COUNTY BIPARTMGNT OF

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

e e | Bl (L kg e e vt

iagare it | rwe imye

J&CLOPEZ PROPERTIES LLg

&fo THOMAS GILMAN MANAGER
1000 IND AVE

STE 3300

SEATTLE, WA #3104-1088



AN JUAH COUTY BiPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY BEVELOPMENT
e

POy aat | R, b b

il

JAMES CHARLES GORTON TTEE & CARSL ANN GORTON TTEE
PO BOX 8al
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 28201-0842

LAH JUAN COUNTT DIPARTMINT OF

TAMES MALE k LINDA O BLEY
732 NESTTHAVE
PORTLAND, OR B7211-7306

SAN AN COURTY DIRARTMNT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

e It

AEFFREY 5 B CARDL K NICHOLS
81 CHARLIELIN
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 30281-8301

FAN JUAII GOIUNTT DERRETMGHT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

JAMES D STEFHENS IR & LAUREN M STERHENS
PO ROK 776
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA DB261-0778

SAN AN COUNTY CIPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

JANE GILBERT PLATH TTEE & CLIFFORD A PLATH TTEE
1104 M TOTH AVE
YAMIMA, WA S2508-1001

58N Uk COUNTT REPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

AEFFREY 5 & TERRY LELARK
§50] LAMEVIEW DR APT D
KIRKLAND, WA 58033:735%

SAll NaN COUITD BIPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

JAMES K AUDLONGE AHSE
1319 PORT STANLEY RO
LOPEE LAKND, WA 98161-p403

544 JAH COUNTT CiPARTMINT &F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEN

b

JANNE B SPINER K MARTHA SMEKER TTEES
PO BOX 185

LOPEL ifiAND, WA 80161.010%

SAH Awan COUNTT DIFARTWGHT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

AENNIFER & E5A TURUNEN
PO BOX 104
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 38285-0301



SAH AN COUNTY CIPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
fa i 3

JENNIFER YV MENG
PO BOX BB
LOPEZ [SLAND, WA 982061:0088

[ SA RN COUNTE [HPARTMENT GF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

JOHH I MEAEE
§od LOPEL RD
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 58261:8302

SAM AN COUNTY CiPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

10 R a1 e
i

JUERGEN LANG
1523 RORAH AVE
MOZLOW, 10 838438181

JEREMIAN D JOHNFON B ALMA L DNITSCHG)
3343 MUD BAY RO
UGFEL I9LAND, WA 30161:8527

§54 JUAN COUNTY DIPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

i, vaai

JOHR L & NANCY L MONTOQMERY
1174 NE PARK DR
HSAQUAH, WA 900197410

TAN VAN GIUNTT DEPARTMINT ©F

JUUANNE DICKTLMAN K LAWRENCE M MAES
3215 CARRINGTON WAY
BELUNGHAM, Wa §8235-4100

SAH AN SQUITT SPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

JEROME H MARSHAK
383 MORNING FTAR LN
LOPEZ KLAND, WA 38261-8367

S48 AN COWMTY CIPARTYRT o7
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

JOHH T B PIXIE A ESLINGER
16963 WEST WILMOT RE
ANTIOCH, IL £0002-9164

AN AN SCLUTY SIRARTVINY OF
| COMMUNITY DEVILOPMENT

HARFN ANNE SMITH
PO BOX 8435
LOPEL HLAND, WA PRl61-0045



$3H AN COUITY CIRATYINT OF

COMMURNITY DEVELOPMENT
Nev st bt

cr vl

KATHERINE MOTTOLA ASTO A LIFT ISTATE

175 FRISMAN DR
LGPEL ISLAND, WA 98261-8360

SAN RN COURTY DERARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

KENNETH C & DIXIE A BUDKE

PG BOX 83
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA J8261-DBAT

SAN AN COUNTY GIRARTMANT GF
COMMUNTY DEVELOPMENT

KEVIN G SULLIVAN & LIFA BRAUN
126 CHARLIE LN
LOPEE ISLAND, WA 38261-8034

wisa

AN JUAN COUNTT CERPARTMENT OF
COMMUNTY DEVELOPMENT
i :

EATHLEEN M SKELTOM (1/2) & KATHLEEN M & DOUGLAS A SKELTOH H/

1855 120TH AVE ST
BELLEVUE, WA 98005-3913

L2 AN COUNTY DIPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELORMENT

& CHRISTINE A

PO BOK 56
LOPEZ ISLAND, Wh 98261-0056

AN Ak COUNTY PIRRETMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

KRANTE FAMILY PROPERTIES LLC
169 LOPEL SOUND ROAD
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 98181-8021

SAH JMUAN COUT T DiPARTVENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEN

KAYE M LOWRY & MARC C MANIFIILD & CHARELS © & ANDREW DIGGS

1754 NE HAMBLET
POATLAND, OR 87112-1654

AW Jan COUNTY BERARTMENT GF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

KEMHETH W & OLENDA L PUGERUDE
54 CABEION LN
LOPEX ISLAND, WA D0286%-8810

FAH MIEH SOURT SIRMTWENT OF

KRIS B & TER| A HANSON

7AI4- ETH AV W
SEATTLE, WA 8E10§-3001



SN JUAN COUNTT BPAATMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELORMENT

i

by e LY
i

KRsTINA J BURG ESS
ak10 FACTORIA BLVD 5§ #AZ
BELLIVUE, WA S8000-1944

Lt AsN COWITY PIPARTMENT OF
OPMEN

LEDOER INVESTMENTS LLE

P8GR 778
LOPIZ ISLAND, WA 982G1-0776

GAN AT COUNTY DIPARTVEHT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

b, 8 wa

LINHEA A ARHTION

1500 BETHET
BELLINGHAM, WA 70223-3238

[ SRN LuAl COUNTY SERRETMINT OF
COMMUMITY DEVELORMENT

- s, He e
o

LARRY B JANET O'BRYANT

P BOX 387
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 382810387

S2M ek COUNTY DIPARTMINT OF
COMMURNITY DEVELOPMENT

LEVANNE HENDRIX TTEE

PO BOX &0
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 28201-0804

LQPFET CHILDREN'S CINTIR
PO DOK 857
LOPEL ISLAND, WA S0161-0057

| 5AY AN GOUNTE BPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

SAN JUEN COUNTT PERARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMIN

s

LAWRENCE & CARDL HENDEL
PO BOX 986
LOPFI ISLAND, WA R0161.0308

AN JUAM CCUTT EIPARTNEHT CF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEN

ik e
fstepe
o

UNAYA LLERF
1133 HARVARD AVE
RILLINGS, MT 53102-183)

7] SAH JULN COUIRT RRPARTMENF OF
5| COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEN

| v
[T
v

LOFEL COMMON GROUND ASSOCIATION
tfa TREASURER

&0 TUATARA RD, Unlt 13

LOPET HLAND, WA 003810758



AN JUAN COUITE BIRARTMINT ©F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

b ps b A b T

'
R

LOPEL COMMON GROLIND ASSOCIATION
fa TREASURER

€0 TUATARA RD, Unit 1§

LOPEL ISLAND, WA 90261.0768

SAN APEH COUNTT DIFARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

LOPEL COMMON GROUND ASIGCIATION
¢fo TREASURER

&0 TUATARA RO, Unit 32

LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 382618744

SAN AN COUNTY DIPARTMAINT 5F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

LOPEL COMMOH GROUND ASSOCIATION

afa TREASURER
&0 TUATARA RO, Unit 58
LOPEE (SLAND, WA 381614768

| 544 LUAH CDUNTY CEPARTMENT CF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

P B I P

LOPEZ COMMON GROUND ASSOCIATION
c/o TREASURER

62 TUATARA AD, Univ 14

LOPEZ ISLAND, WA GA261-0758

LA AN CONNTY DIPARTMENT ©F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
i

LOPET COMMON GROUND ASSOCIATION
o TREASURER

&3 TUATARA RD, Uiy 34

LOPET ISLAND, WA 98361-8768

SAN AN COUNTT DIRABTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
i v e

LOPEZ COMMON GROLND ASSOCIATION
/o TREASURER

0 TUATARA RD, Unlx 50

LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 982C1-8783

SAH AN COUNTY DIPARTMENT F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

Fab e | e, e v

LOFEL COMMBN GROUND ASIOCIATION
cfa TREASURER

60 TUATARA AD, Unlt 28

LOPEE (SLAND, WA §8161.0708

SN JUAN COUNTY GEPARTMCHT 22
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEN

LOPEZ COMMON GROUND ASSOCIATION
cfa TREASURER

80 TUATARA AD, Unh da

LOPEL ISLAND, WA 007618728

SAN UAR SOUNTY CIRARTVENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELCOIPMENT

LOPEZ COMMON dROUND ASSOCIATION
&0 TREASURER

0 TUATARA AD, Unit 56

LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 98201-K748



SAN JUAN COUNTT DEPARTMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

g bt § AT bad, 1 g ane, e i
TR
Fmyremarins 1 T s ane

LOPEZ COMMON GROUND ASSOCIATION
&fa TREASURER

&0 TUATARA RD, Unlt &0

LOPEZ ISLAND, WA D8261-8763

SAN JUAH SOUNTY DIPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

i s § MR b e i a4 TR
s DT
Flfetie

LOPEE HISTORICAL SOCIETY
PO BOK 183
LOPEL IFLAND, WA 80361-0153

| SAN AN COTT BIRARTMONT OF

| COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

| imeteas o et wu
AR L
e

LOPEZ ISLAND ANNOLD LLE

RUA VER JOSE MARQUES 3IMOES 518
JARDIR AMALLA

VOLTA REDONDA - R 27251-183 BRAZIL,

AN JUM COPNTT BEPARTMINT F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

B P e L, e Mt a2 St
i ) o
e e b stk

LOPEL COMMUNITY CENTER ASSOC
PO BOK 291
LOPIZ ISLAND, WA 20261-0291

SAN JUAN COUNTY DEPARTMINT OF

LOPEZ HOUSING OPTIONS

&fo LORRIE HARRIZON

FODOK 78S

LDPEZ ISLAND, WA 38261-D783

SN Ak COUATY DIPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

Flfrmeen e

LOPEZ ISLAND COMMUNITY CHURCH
/0 THE ELDER AOARD

PO BOX 795

LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 983610755

SAN AN EOUNTT BLPARTAENT OF
COMMUINITY DEVELOPMENT

ian v n | R T e e, w e

LOPFL COMMUNITY LAND TRUST

0% 28
LOPEL ILAND, WA 98361-0035

SAN JUAH COUNTY CIRARTVEHT ©F

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
i i

e

LOPEL FLAND APARTMENT ASsOC
c/a DIAMOND MANAGEMENT
4800 GUIDE MERIDIAN wap1
BELUNGHAN, WA 9033k9203

SaH JUAN ZOWITY EPARTMGHT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

LOPEZ ISLAND LIBRARY DISTRICT
PO BOX 170
LOPEZ SLAND, WA 902636770



AN JEH COUNTY GEPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

LOPEZ LAND PARTHERS LLC
13711 BATH AVENE
BOTHALL, WA #ED11-2421

QP VILLAGE ASSOCIATION
PO BOX 74
LOPEL iBLAND, WA 90363-0074

| 4ay AN COUNTY BIPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

1 A1 b b 8 B
L ]

e |

LORAAINE HARRISON & ROBERT 5 & HEATHER W HARMISON

PO BOK 532
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA BEZ61-0532

SAN Al COUNTT RIPARTWENT QF
NITY DEVELOPMENT

COMMU

LOPEL PROFESSIONAL CENTER LLC
&fo DIANA HANCOCK, MANAGER
PO BOK 16D

LOPEZ ISLAND, WA SEZ61-0160

AN JudN COUNTY DEFARTMINT 27
COMMUNITY DEVELCIPMENT

LDPEZ VILLAGE HMB LLE
2821 RUCKER
EVERETT, WA §3301-342a

SR b COUNTT DIRRETMENT OT
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

e ) o
{1 ot it
i s v

LOT OWNERS OF NORMANDY HEIGHTS SHORT PLAT

POBGK 88
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 95261-0088

AN AN COUNTY DIPARTMINT OF
COMMUNTY DEVELOPMENT

LOPEL THRIFT SHOP INC
PO pOX 774
LOPEL BSLAND, WA 38201-0374

SMM JUAH COUNTY DERARTMIHT &2
COMMUNITY DEVELORMENT

g
AL rrpiaer e |

LOPEL VILLAGE LLE

&/a DUSINESS SERVICES OFTIMIZED
PO BOK 230384

TIGARD, OR 71810968

AN JUAN ST DIPARTANNT OF
COMMUNTY DEVELOPMENT

i | R R s

L¥N & KATHERINE SORENSEN
S80 NW EVEAWOOD DR
WIAQUAH, WA B8027-2454



SAN JURN COUNTY GIPARTMINT ©F
OPMENT

4 VAR
huani]

LYNDA COLOMBO TTEE
3316 GRAND AVE
EVIRETT, WA 982014211

SAH AN COUNTT DIPARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
o o

"

MARY HYNES HALTER TTEE
4730 N CENTRAL AVE

UNIT 110

PHOENIX, AZ 85012-1747

§AN Audh COLNTY CEPARTMENT CF

MICHAEL & SUTAN MUCKEL TTEES
PO BOX 817
LOPEZ BLAND, WA 38261-0817

AN JUAH COUNTT SiPRETIINT DF
COMMUNITY DEVELDIPMENT

MARIE ANH GALLANGER FORFTER
15023 5§ 42D PLACE
BELLEVUE, WA D500E-1816

SAH AN COUNTY BIPRRTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEMT

MARY HYNES HALTER TTEE
4750 H CENTRAL AVE

UNIT 118

PHOENIK, AL B3012-1747

| 3AN JUAN COUNTY DERARTURIT DF

MICHAELC & ROXANNE & WIRK
/0 JRSHIE PATRICK

114 ERIMAN DR

LOPEX BLAND, WA §82651-0060

SaN AN COUNTY DIPAATMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
®

MARINER DREAM 13 LIC
733 LITCHPIELD LN
SANTA BaRBARA, CA §3109-1729

SAM AN COUNTT BAPARTMINT OF

MELBA V GADDIS
478 LOPEL RO
LOPED ISLAND, WA P01di-3002

T SAH JUAN COURTTY BIRARTMGNT OF

COMMUNTY DEVELOPMEN
st 1t gt
past i A R

4r.

MICHAEL DAVID CHERVENY B HFID MARIF HERNANDEL

5 TUATARA RO
LOPEZ ISLAND, WA 90261-4788



544 JIAN COUNTY TRPARTMRHT ©F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

LAN JUAN GOUNTT CIPRETHMENT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEN

P

MICHAEL M SULLIVAN & PAULA L ANGERSON MILAGAA PARTHERS LLE
PO DON 517 1026 PEECH LN
LOPEE ISLAND, WA 90361-0517 ANCHORAGE, AK 99501-3201

SN AN COLNTY CIPARTMINT ©F
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
s
=

LAM Juak CSunTY DiRARTMINT OF
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMEN

T

MaIRA H Go0DE HANCY 5 NORDHOFF

PO DOX 2706 PO BOX 308

LOPEL ALAND, Wa #8361-0176 LANGLEY, WA 90260-000&
AN AR Comly BCFARTMINT OF 7] BAN AN COUNTT BIRARTMENT OF
COMMUMITY DEVELOPMENT K o COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

it e
Fine e o o

LARS OLSENIR & YN MOLSEN PAMELA B MCCABE
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Gragtings:

5an Juan County Councll and Flanning Cammiislon will be briefed on the Dralt Laper Village
Plan {DRAFT PLAN), development regulations, standard datails and implemantation plan
ut the County Cauncil's legislative hearln: room on August 17, 2018, See the agenda at
hitps:/ferww.sanj cam/SaH/pi ission. Pienia riview the Draft Plan and
retated dol:uments that will Impflm!nl it m'hwpmlmw‘hlll-

https:/ A sanjuanca.com/309/ Lopez-Village-Subarea-Plan.

Caunty Councll and Planning Commission will alsa hold a public hearing on. Friday,
Septembar Z1, 7018, an the draht prapesals beginning at 10:30 am at the Loper Center for

the Community and the Arts. The draft dacumenti for tha public haaring ( if differant than
the anes eurrently posted) will be on the project website by Septamber 5ih,

Tha drafis were racommendad by the Lopez Village Planning and Review Commines. The
Draft Plan containi s community vislan, and geals, polleies and land use maps that will
fulde future development. The propasal is to hava 3 land uve designations within the Lopaz
Villag# nat 1 [Village Commerclal) which exists now. To see the proposed land use changes,
refer to Map % in the Draft Plin.

Send comments or quastioni to: LVEPCommenti@sanjuanes.cam

£an Jusn County Counell and Planning Commission will be briefed on the Draft Loper Village
Pian (DRAFT PLAN), devalapment regulations, standard deils and implementation plin
at the County Council's feghlative hearing feam on Auguit 17, 2018 See the sgenda at
hixgs://wwaw.sanjuanco.com/583/Flanning-Commistion, Please raview Lthe Draft Plan and
ruisted dacuments that will implement It at the praject website:

htp:/fwanw tanjuanee.com/309/Lopez-Village-Subarea-Flan.

County Council and Manaing Commissian will alio hald a public hearing on Fiiday,
September 21, 2018, on the dralft propetals beginalng at 10:30 arm at the Lopaz Centar for
the Cammunity and the Arts. The draft documents for tha public hearing { If different than
the onwi currantly paited) will ba on the praject website by September 5th.

The drafis were recommended by the Lopez Village Planning and Review Committes. The
Draft Plan containg 3 community viilon, and goils, pelicies and land use mapi that wiil
guide future development, The propasal is to heve 3 land uie designations within the Lopaz
Village nat 1 {Village Commercial) which exists now, To see the proposed tand use changes,
refer to Map & in tha Draft Plan.

send or queationi ta: LVSPC @ 3anj corm

Greetings:

San luan County Council and Planning Commivsion will be briefed on the Drak Lopaz Village
Plan (DIAFT PLAN), development regulations, standard details and implementation plan
at the County Councifd legislative hearing faam sn August 17, 2018, Sea the agenda a1
hittps:// ravinw the Draft #lan and
relatad dnmmnu uutwll!lmulement h ln tha project webilte:

hitps:/fwww.sanjuance.com/203/Lopez-Village-Subarea-Plan.

County Counell and Planning Commission will also hold a public hearing on Friday,
Septembar 21, 3018, en tha draft propoesals beginning at 10:30 am at the Lopat Center far
ihe Communlty and the Arts, The drafi documenti for tha public hearing { if different than
tha anes eurrently posted) will be on the project webslle by September 5th.

The drafts were iecommended by the Lopez Village Planning and Review Committee. The
Dralt Plsn contsing & eammunity visien, and goals, policies and land use maps that will
guide future development, The propogal 1§ 16 hive ¥ lind uie dailgnatlans within the Lopsz
Village nat 1 {Village Commercial) which exists now, To see the propased land use changes,
wofar to Map § in the Draft Plan,

Sand o qui3ts

ta! LVSPE €0.C0M

Greemngs:

San Juan County Coundl and Planning Commission will be briafed on the Draft Lopet Village
Plan {DRAFT PLAN), devalopmant regulstions, standard detalls and implomentation plan
at the County Council’s leglslative hearing raom on August 17, 2018, Sea the agenda at
htips:/fwww.sanjuanes.cam/S83/Planning-Cammisiian. Plaase raview tha Draft Plan and
related decuments that will implemant It at the project web:

hitps://wwwisanjuance com/508/Loper-Village-Subarea-Flan,

County Council and Planning Commission will alse hold a public hearing on Friday.
Septembar 21, 2018, an the draft proposals baglaning at 10:30 am a1 the Lopez Canter for
the Community and the Arts, The draft documants for the public hearing { il diffatant than
the ones currently pasted) will be an the project webslie by September 5th,

The drafis were recommended by the Lopez Village Flanning and Review Committes, The
Oraft Plan contains & eomemunity visian, and goals, palicles and land uie maps that will
guide futura development, The propasal iy ta have 3 land use detignations within the Lapa:
Viflage not 1 (Village Commerclal) which exists now. To see the propased land use changes;
rafer 1o Map 5 in tha Draft Plan.

Sand of quastians ta: LVSPL Esanjuincs.com

Greetings:

San Juan County Councll and Planning Commiston will be briefed an the Drafi Lopes Village
Plan {DRAFT PLAN], development regulations, sandard detalls and implementation plan
at tha Caunty Cauneil's legilative haaring raam en August 17, 2018. Ses the agends at
http:/fwww sanjuanco.com/S89/Planning-Commistlon, Pleaie review the Draft Plan and
related documents that will Implement it at the project website:

littps://wwwi.sanjuanco.com/209/Lepez-Village-Subarea-Flan.

County Councll and Planning Commission will also hold a public hearing on Friday,
Saptambar 21, 1018, a6 the draft prapeiali beginning At 10:30 am at the Lopez Center far
tha Community and the Arts, The drafi docyments for the public hearing { IF differant than
tha ones currently posted) will ba on the project webslie by September Sth.

The drafis were recommanded by the Loper Village Planning and Review Commities, Tha
Geaft Plan eantaing & esmmunity vislen, and goals, policies and land use maps that will
guldn futurs development. The prapasal i1 1o have 3 land uie designations within the Lapez
Village nat 1 (Village Commerclal) which exists now, To see the proposed land ue changed,
vefer to Map 5 in the Draft Flan.

16: LYSPC @ cam

Send of i

Greabings;

Fan Juan County Coundl snd Planning Cammlislion will ba briofad an the Draft Lape: Villige
Flan {DRAFT PLAN), development regulations, standard dataily and implementation plan
st tha Conty Councifs legislative healing 100m on August 17, 2018, See the agenda at
hitps:/) It eom/589/Planning-Commisslon. Please review the Draft Plan and
related documents that wil Iimplament it st the praject wabaite:

hitps:/fuwnw sanjuance.com/908/Lopes-Village-Subares-Plan,

County Council and Planning Commisstan will alra hold a public hearing on Friday,
September 21, 2018, on the draft propoesals beginning at 10:30 am at the Lapez Canter far
the Cammunity ind tha Arti. The draft doeuments fer the public hearing { If different than
the anes currently posted) will be on tha project wabsite by feplamber Sth.

Tha drafis wera recommanded by the Lopes Village Planning and Review Cammittae. The
Draft Plan eontalns a community vision, and goaly, policles and land ure maps that will
quida fulure develapmant. The praposal Is 1o have 3 land use designations within the Lopez
Village not 1 [Village Commercial] which existi now, To fas the prapased land use ehanges,
refer 1o Map 5 In the Draft Plan.

t0: LVSPL: @sanj .cam

Send s ar

Greetngs:

San Juan County Council and Planning Commission will b briafed an the Oraft Lopez Village
Plan [ORAFT PLAN), davelopment regulations, standard detalls and Implementation plan
at the County Council's lagislative hearing room on August 17, 2018. Sea the agenda at
Tt/ fwww.sanjuanca.com/585/Planning-Cemmiision, Plaase review the Draft Plan and
relatad ds thit will impls iLal tha praject webslie:

httpa/hs ] fH05/1 illage-Subarea:Plan.

County Council and Planning Commisiion will also hold a public hearing an Friday,
September 21, 2018, on the draft proposals beginning at 10:30 am at the Lopez Center for
the Cammiunity sad the Aris. The draft documants for the public haaring { if different than
the enes currently posted) will b on 1he Broject websita by Sepiember Sth.

The drafts wers recommaended by the Lopaz Village Planalng and Review Commitien, The
Draft Flan contalns 3 community vislon, and goals, psliies and land uie maps that will
guide Riture develapment The proposalis ta have 1 land ura designations within the Loge:
Village not 1 {Village Commereial] which sxists now. To see the proposed land use changas,
rafer to Map 5 In the Drafs Plan,

to; LVEPC: @14 eam
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Greeting!

4an Juin Caunty Cauineil and Planning Commizsion will ba briefed on the Draft Lopez Village
Plan (ORAFT PLAN), developmant fegulations, standard detalls and implementation plan
at the County Coundil's legisiative haaring room on August 17, 2018, See tha agenda at
hilpi://www.sanjuanes.com/S83/Planning-Cammision, Pleass raview the Draft Plan and
ralated decuments that will implamant It at tha project webslte:

httpsi/ ) m/403/Lopet-Villag,

e-5ubarea-Plam,

County Coundl and Planning Commission will also hold a public hearing en Friday,
September 21, 2018, on the draft proporals beginnlng at 10:30 am at tha Lapaz Centar for
the Communlty and the Aris. The drafk docufments for the public hearing { If diffarent than
the onas eurfantly peitad) will ba an the projact webrita by September 5th,

Tha drafts wara recemmended by the Loper Village Planning and Review Committee. The
Drafk Plan contains & community viden, wnd goals, polides and land use maps that will
guide future development, The proposal iv to hive 3 land Lss designationd within the Loper
village nat 1 (Village Commerclall which &xlstz now, Ta 1ne the proposed land ure changes,
refer to Map 5 In the Draft Plin.

sund ar queitions ta: LVSPC r s

Greetings:

San Juan County Council and Planning Commissian will be briefed an tha Draft Lapez Villaga
Plan [DRAFT PLAN), development regulationy, standacd detaily and implamantstion plan
at the County Council's legislitive heariig room on August 17, 2018. See the agenda at
hittps:/fwww.ranjusnco,com/S89/Planing-Commission. Please review the Oraft Plan and
related documents that will Implament it at the prajact websits;

hittps:/fwww.sanjuance.com/808/Loper-Villige-Subarea-Plan,
Ceunty Coundl and Planning Commistion will alia hold s public hearing en Friday,
Septembar 21, 2018, an the draft proposali beginning at 10:30 am at the Lopez Center for

the Community and the Artd, Tha diaft Sacuments for the public hearing ( if different than
the ones currently posted) will be on tha project wabsite by Septambar Sth.

The drafts were recommended by the Lope: Village Planning and Review Commimtee. Tha
Draft Plan eantains 8 community vislon, and goaly, palicies snd land use maps that will
gulde future devalopment. The praposal 1o have 3 fand use designations within the Lopez
Village not 1 [Villaga Commercial} which sxists new, To sea the preposnd land use changes,
vefer ta Map 5 in the Draft Plan,

Send of tions ta: LVSPC: I £om
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ATTACHMENT E

Adam Zack

From: Joseph Angel <jangel@pacificstar.biz>

Sent: Monday, September 10, 2018 4:22 PM

To: Linda Ann Kuller

Ce: Lopez Village Subarea Planning Comments; Peter Finley Fry; Shannon Wiltz
Subject: CORRECTED Comment Letter

Attachments: LVSP Comment Letter.pdf; final map (1).pdf

Linda-

[ have attached the correct letter regarding the Lopez Village Plan; draft August 3, 2018. [ would respectfully
request that the previously sent letter be replaced by this one, both for you and the folks at

LVSPComments@sanjuanco.com

Thank you for your help,

Joseph Angel

Pacific Star

6454 N. Greeley Avenue
Portland, OR 97217
(503) 525-9100 Office
(503) 345-9745 Fax

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message transmission contains information that may be
proprietary, confidential and/or privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the individual(s) or
entity named above. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or
use of the contents of this information is prohibited. If you have received this electronic transmission in error,
please notify the sender immediately by replying to the address listed in the “From:” field.
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September 11, 2018

San Juan County Planning Commission
Lopez Sub-Area Planning Committee Chair
135 Rhone Street

Friday Harbor, WA 98250

To: Committee Chairperson:

We are writing to you regarding the enhancement of the beach at the county road
ends on Old Post Road and Weeks Point Way on Lopez Island.

We are requesting that you strongly consider removing the large rocks and restoring
this area to make the beach useable through most tides for the safe beaching of
small boats, dinghies and kayaks. We urge you to please include this enhancement
project in the Lopez Village Sub Area Plan.

Best regards,

3 &/044(-7-

Charles and Verna Walker
688 Cross Road !
Lopez Island, WA 98261



Linda Ann Kuller
M

From: Robert Porter <bbporter@rockisland.com>

Sent: Monday, September 17, 2018 11:20 AM

To: Bill Watson; Rick Hughes; Jamie Stephens; Linda Ann Kuller; DL - Council
Subject: Lopez Village Sub Area Draft Plan

TO: San Juan County Council
San Juan County Planning

| represent, at this time, 28 property owners who have personal knowledge of the hazards, safety concerns and
unsuitability of the construction of a dock at the entrance to Fisherman Bay, Lopez Island. Many of these property
owners will be writing to you directly. Cleaning up and restoring the beach is a more reasonable solution.

Several months ago the Port of Lopez began an investigation and proposal to construct a dock and float at the direct
opening to Fisherman Bay on the County access on Weeks Point Way, Lopez Island. Their alternate site was at the end of
Old Post Road by the Haven Restaurant. After further consideration and a rejection as a bad idea by property owners
and 4 former Port Commissioner’s and finally a rejection by the U.S Coast Guard for the use of either site due to a
navigational and safety hazard, the Port of Lopez has dropped the idea.

In lieu of a dock, both sites could be improved for beach landing by the increased use of kayakers and small boat owners
by removing many of the large rocks and making these landings compatible with the adjacent property owners. Asitis
now, most users are trespassing on private property to protect their equipment. It is recommended to the Lopez Village
Sub Area Planning Committee, the San Juan County Council and the San Juan Planning Committee that this
recommendation receive serious consideration and included into the Draft Plan Sincerely, BOB

Robert Porter

Former Commissioner, Port of Lopez

E-Mail sent from Bob Porter
Lopez Island, Washington



Linda Ann Kuller
m

From: Robert Porter <bbporter@rockisiand.com>
Sent: Monday, September 17, 2018 11:42 AM
To: Lopez Village Subarea Planning Comments
Subject: Fwd: Lopez Village Sub Area Draft Plan

E-Mail sent from Bob Porter
Lopez Island, Washington

Begin forwarded message:

From: Robert Porter <bbporter(@rockisland.con>
Date: September 17, 2018 at 11:23:04 AM PDT

To: Robert Porter <bbporter{@rockisland.com>
Subject: Fwd: Lopez Village Sub Area Draft Plan

E-Mail sent from Bob Porter
Lopez Island, Washington

Begin forwarded message:

From: Robert Porter <bbporter@rockisland.com>
Date: September 17,2018 at 11:19:30 AM PDT

To: billw@sanjuanco.com, rickh(@sanjuanco.com, jamies(@sanjuanco.com,
lindak{@sanjuanco.com, council{@sanjuanco.com
Subject: Lopez Village Sub Area Draft Plan

TO: San Juan County Council
San Juan County Planning

I represent, at this time, 28 property owners who have personal knowledge of the
hazards, safety concerns and unsuitability of the construction of a dock at the
entrance to Fisherman Bay, Lopez Island. Many of these property owners will be
writing to you directly. Cleaning up and restoring the beach is a more reasonable
solution.

Several months ago the Port of Lopez began an investigation and proposal to
construct a dock and float at the direct opening to Fisherman Bay on the County
access on Weeks Point Way, Lopez Island. Their alternate site was at the end of
Old Post Road by the Haven Restaurant. After further consideration and a
rejection as a bad idea by property owners and 4 former Port Commissioner’s and
finally a rejection by the U.S Coast Guard for the use of either site due to a
navigational and safety hazard, the Port of Lopez has dropped the idea.

1



Linda Ann Kuller
e e L = e

From: Tina Whitman <tina@sanjuans.org>

Sent: Tuesday, September 18, 2018 10:06 AM

To: Lopez Village Subarea Planning Comments

Cc 'Stephanie Buffum'

Subject: FSJ comments Lopez Village Plan

Attachments: FSJ Lopez Village Plan Comments September 17 2018.pdf

Attached please find comments from Friends of the San Juans on the Lopez Village Plan.
Thank you for your consideration.

Please let me know if you have any questions or issues opening the document.

Regards,

tina

Tina Whitman, M5

Science Director Friends of the San Juans

P.0. Box 1344 Friday, WA 98250
www.sanjuans.org 360-298-7616




Refine the Growth Reserve Area to Improve Protection of Significant Wetland and Shoreline Habitats

Multiple shoreline parcels with significant wetland coverage are currently included in the Village Plan’s
Growth Reserve Area (Plan pg. 28 Map 3). These same parcels also have extensive floodplain habitat
and are currently free of shoreline modifications. The shoreline south of the SIC Land Bank’s Weeks
Wetland Preserve has been identified as a top habitat protection priority in countywide salmon recovery
project planning efforts completed in 2017 by the SIC Lead Entity. Please see wetland, floodplain and
protection priority maps below.

Removal of tax parcels (or the shoreline/wetland portions of parcels) of 252211007000, 252211004000
and possibly 252214001000 would ensure that future growth isn’t being directed into these high value,
vulnerable habitats.

Map 1. Wetland habitat in the northern portion of the Growth Reserve Area
(UGA Boundary in red, growth reserve area to the south)




Map 3. San Juan County Salmon Recovery Protection Priorities
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To: "Linda Ann Kuller" <lindak@sanjuanco.com>
Subject: Agenda Public Hearing Lopez Plan and staff report

Good morning,

Attached is the Planning Commission and County Council agenda for their September
215t joint meeting at LCCA including a public hearing on proposed Lopez Village Plan
and Development Regulations:
https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/16822/09-21-

2018 CC PC SPecial-Mtg Joint-PH Notice Lop-Vil

The agenda includes a link to the project webpage containing the proposed draft plan,
development regulations, standard plans, implementation plan and staff reports.

ALL PUBLIC COMMENTS CAN BE SUBMITTED TO LVSPCOMMENTS@SANJUANCO.COM

Here is a direct link to the staff report

https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCenter/View/16868/2018-09-07 Staff-Report-
for-Lopez-Village-Plan-Public-Hearing-on-09-21-18

Page 4 addresses proposed revisions to the “food truck” draft regulations.

How to comment effectively:

Review project materials and ask questions to clarify or increase understanding. Rhetor
questions are not helpful. If you don’t support a praposal, tell us what and why,

Make your comments specific and direct, Avoid general statements such as “Protect the
environment.” Help us by identifying specific goals and policies, or changes/additions to ¢
that you think need to be made and why. Or let us knaw what part of the environment n
protection, and what it needs protection from, Make specific suggestions such as delete
page 4 and replace it with the following sentence:.....

Make your comments constructive. If you have a criticism, also try to suggest a solution
know what you think the problemn is and what possible solutions there are.

Use facts not rhetoric. The more clearly you state the facts, the better your chances are ¢
the results you seek. Rhetoric can gbscure facts,

Comment before or at public hearings. Make sure your comments are part of the officia
by commenting {either varbally in writing) during the official public comment periods for
hearings of the Planning Commission and County Council, Please read the hearing notice
special instructions on how and N s il comments. Please cleal
the topic in the subject line. Exa | 7 " tion: State share metho

Linda Kuller, AICP



Linda Ann Kuller
m

From: Margaret Mechaley <margaret@mechaley.com=

Sent: Tuesday, September 18, 2018 9:44 AM

To: jamie@sanjuanco.com; Rick Hughes; bill@sanjuanco.com; Linda Ann Kuller

Cc: Robert Porter

Subject: Cleaning up beaches at Old Post Road and the Public Access Road on Weeks Point Way

Dear San Juan County Council Members,

It has come to our attention that there has been a proposal to clean up the beach at Old Post Road and the
Public Access beach on Weeks Point Way. We wanted to voice our support of this effort. Itis our
understanding that the non-native, large quarry rock that was brought to these beaches back in 1972 would
be removed. It is also our understanding that the Friends of the San Juans would head up the work necessary
to remove these large rocks and make the beaches cleaner, uncluttered and useable through most tides for
the beaching of dinghies, kayaks, and other small boats and paddle boards. We are hoping that this cleanup
effort will be approved.

Thank you so much for your time and efforts serving this beautiful community.
Sincerely,

Margaret and Robert Mechaley



Linda Ann Kuller
%

From: Robert Porter <bbporter@rockisland.com>

Sent: Friday, September 21, 2018 2:27 PM

To: Lopez Village Subarea Planning Comments

Subject: Fwd: Cleaning up beaches at Old Post Road and the Public Access Road on Weeks Point

Way

E-Mail sent from Bob Porter
Lopez Island, Washington

Begin forwarded message:

From: Margaret Mechaley <margaret@mechaley.com>

Date: September 18, 2018 at 9:44:17 AM PDT

To: <jamie@sanjuanco.com>, <rickh@sanjuanco.com=, <bill@sanjuanco.com>,
<lindak@sanjuanco.com>

Cc: Robert Porter <bbporter@rockisland.com>

Subject: Cleaning up beaches at Old Post Road and the Public Access Road on Weeks Point
Way

Dear San Juan County Council Members,

It has come to our attention that there has been a proposal to clean up the beach at Old Post
Road and the Public Access beach on Weeks Point Way. We wanted to voice our support of this
effort. It is our understanding that the non-native, large quarry rock that was brought to these
beaches back in 1972 would be removed. It is also our understanding that the Friends of the
San Juans would head up the work necessary to remove these large rocks and make the
beaches cleaner, uncluttered and useable through most tides for the beaching of dinghies,
kayaks, and other small boats and paddle boards. We are hoping that this cleanup effort will be
approved.

Thank you so much for your time and efforts serving this beautiful community.
Sincerely,

Margaret and Robert Mechaley



Karen and Randy Wilburn
1823 Fisherman Bay Road
Lopez Island, WA 98261

September 21, 2018

San Juan County Council & San Juan County Planning Commission
c/o Linda Kuller

San Juan Co. Community Development

PO Box 947

Friday Harbor, WA 98250

Re:  Draft Lopez Village Plan
To the Honorable Council and Commission Members:

We thank you for this opportunity to provide our written comments on the proposed Lopez Village
Plan (the “Plan”). We live at 1823 Fisherman Bay Road, which is on the east side of the Village.
The Plan lists our home as one of the historic buildings of the Village (p. 22, line 29). In general,
we oppose the adoption of the plan as proposed currently. Specifically, we have the following
concerns, comments, and requests:

Proposed Viewsheds — Page 20, Map 1

The Plan references the need to preserve significant viewsheds from the east side of Fisherman
Bay Road over the rest of the Village (p. 19, lines 15-18). “Views from the Village to the
surrounding water and landforms are an integral and significant part of the character of the place.”
However, the above-referenced map does not provide any protection of the view for the property
owners located east of Fisherman Bay Road.

Please see the attached Exhibit A. This exhibit shows the existing view from the east side of the
Village to the surrounding water and landforms that future development could block if protected
view corridors remain limited to a small portion of the Village as proposed.

We ask that you modify Map 1 to extend the viewshed designation over the entire urban growth
area to ensure protection of the viewsheds from the east side of Fisherman Bay Road.

Proposed Tree Planting Plan — Page 26, Map 2

The Plan proposes planting of trees along the Fisherman Bay Road right-of-way in front of our
home. The plan proposes planting Paper Birch trees in front of our house along the east side of
Fisherman Bay Road and planting Sugar Maple trees in front of our house along the west side of
Fisherman Bay Road. According to the Arbor Day Foundation, the Paper Birch grows to a height
of 50-70 feet and a width of 35 feet, while the Sugar Maple grows to a height of 60-75 feet and a
width of 40 to 50 feet. Please see the attached Exhibit B. This exhibit shows how these trees, at

Page | of 4



maturity, would block the viewsheds for those property owners on the east side of Fisherman Bay
Road. Exhibit C shows the Fisherman Bay Road right-of-way as well as the lack of any space to
plant trees on the east side of the road. Besides the lack of space, OPALCO, Rock Island, and the
Fisherman Bay Sewer District have utilities located on the east side of the road. Planting trees
with invasive roots would be detrimental to the utilities located along Fisherman Bay Road.

We ask that you modify Map 2 to eliminate the proposed trees along Fisherman Bay Road.
Proposed Connectivity Plan — Page 46, Map 7

While we general encourage the addition of paths on the island along Center Road, which object
to the Connectivity Plan as proposed. First, the plan shows the construction of a proposed
Secondary Path across our private property... that links to nothing, Instead of the Bridge to
Nowhere, the Plan proposed the Path to Nowhere. Only one property, our neighbor Bette Shuh,
lives to the east of our property. No other property would benefit from a path across our private

property.

We also object to the proposed Primary Path on the east side of Fisherman Bay Road. A new,
parallel path to the existing primary path on the west-side of Fisherman Bay Road is incredibly
duplicative and wasteful of limited County resources. Furthermore, as show on Exhibit C, the
right-of-way for Fisherman Bay Road lacks sufficient area to construct another primary path. A
better use of these funds would be for the County to redirect the funds toward extending the path
on the west side of Fisherman Bay Road to south to the Island Marine Center or by building a path
along Center Road.

We ask that you modify Map 7 to eliminate the proposed Secondary Path across our property and
to eliminate the duplicative Primary Path proposed for the east side of Fisherman Bay Road.

Proposed Land Use Designations

The Plan proposes changing the Land Use designation for our property to Village Residential (see
page 31, Map 5). This proposed change is counter to the existing deed and plat restrictions that
run with the land. When Joyce Fralic subdivided her property via the Short Place for Fralic
recorded in Volume 6, Page 1 of the San Juan County Records, she restricted the use of each
property to one single-family residence via a plat restriction. Please see the attached Exhibit D.
Furthermore, Ms, Fralic added a deed restriction that authorized use of the western 230 feet of our
property as commercial, as shown on Exhibit E. We purchased the property specifically due to
this existing authorization outlined in the deed restriction along with the existing Village
Commercial designation for our property.

The Plan notes that the Village’s current use designation is Village Commercial (p. 28, Map 3).
The Plan further notes that the Village’s quality of life “is enhanced by its character, natural
environment, walkability, and mix of uses” (p. 27, lines 17-18) and that the existing uses within
the Village “encompass a mix of commercial, residential, institutional, park, open space, and
vacant land™ (p. 27, lines 33-35). So, the existing use designation of Village Commercial has not

Page 2 of 4



precluded the Village from developing in a manner that enhances the quality of life. Why change
it? The Plan never explains in any detail why the change in land use is necessary or even beneficial.
The Plan lacks any cost-benefit analysis of any proposed changes.

From my discussions with other property owners within the Village, we would support designation
of the entire urban growth area as Village Mixed Use. First, such a designation would recognize
the existing uses within the Village, which according to the Plan enhances our quality of life
through it mix of uses (p. 27, lines 17-18). Second, numerous economic benefits are from adopting
planning strategies, land use, practices, and regulations that foster mixed-use development.
Mixed-use development promotes a walkable, built environment, increases private investment,
leads to higher property values, promotes our main industry — tourism, and supports the
development of a good business climate. Planning studies show a clear connection between
walkable environments in a mixed-use zoning area and the economic viability of a community.
Traditional zoning practices of residential or commercial as proposed in the Plan require costly
and redundant municipal infrastructure to function, further dependence on use of cars, and hamper
the walkability of a community.

We ask that you modify Map 8 to designate the entire Village as a new land use designation of
Village Mixed Use.

Mebile Food Vending Units

Staff’s proposed revisions to “18.30.XXX Mobile food vending units” remains confusing. Section
A now states:

Mobile food vending units are permitted at temporary events pursuant to SICC
18.80.060.

Section B continues by saying that these units are allowed to be located on private or public
property.

No legitimate basis exists for limiting the ability to park a food truck on private property. The
prospect of starting a local business has become more daunting in recent years. Restaurants present
a particular dilemma due to the requirement of an immense investment of money and time,
Leasing a location, making renovations, buying equipment, and staffing are all prerequisites to
starting a restaurant. To counter the high cost involved in opening a restaurant, many local
business owners are rolling with the times and starting with food trucks. The major benefits of
this type of business include affordability, as less equipment is necessary, and mobility, which
allows the restaurant to go directly to its customers. As long as a food truck has the necessary food
service permits and permission of the property owner for parking the truck, why would San Juan
County officials wan to limit these entrepreneurs and their business opportunities? It simply
doesn’t make sense.

We ask that you remove the temporary status outlined in Section A OR modify Section B to state
that mobile food vending units may be located on private property at ANY TIME.

Page 3 of 4



Neighborhood Enterprise

A goal of the Plan rightfully states the County should “... allow home occupations and cottage
enterprises with low impact to promote affordability and economic development.” However,
pages 35 and 38 of the draft Development Regulations propose discriminating against most of the
Village and limiting the Neighborhood Enterprise designation to only a few, select properties. The
Council’s adoption of such discriminatory designations would be arbitrary and capricious, and
such a decision would not pass a rational basis test before a court,

We ask that you remove Footnote 15 from page 38 of the draft Development Regulations. We
also ask that you change the category of use for Village Residential on page 35 from C -
Conditional Use to Y - Allowed Use for Neighborhood Enterprise.

Lack of Public Input

The planning process that the Lopez Village Planning and Review Committee (“LVPRC”) utilized
did not include any significant public input. Yes, there is a long list of “public meetings” that the
LVPRC conducted. However, these meetings were all held at times inconvenient for anyone
employed during the day. Meetings held only at 10:30 am is simply not providing an opportunity
for any significant public input. The LVPRC held these meetings so that the LVPRC and County
Staff could check a box, nothing more. To be a true public meeting, the LVPRC must hold
meetings at a time and place that is most convenient for everyone in the community, not for the
County Staff.

Plan Lacks Rigor

The LVPRC consists of members who do not own property within the Village, and it included
only one member who resided within the Village. That fact alone calls into question the validity
of any recommendation from the LVPRC. This committee is making decisions that impact the
property rights of the landowners within the Urban Growth Area. Due to the lack of
representatives from the commercial, institutional, and residential owners within the UGA, neither
the Planning Commission nor the County Council may infer that the draft Plan represents the
wishes and desires of the property owners.

The Plan lacks rigor. The LVPRC and the Plan provide minimal information regarding decisions
or opposing views in an effort to make the Plan appear plausible when none of the property owners
validated these decisions. The recommendation in the Plan lack breadth and depth. Lacking
breadth in that the Plan fails to include multiple alternatives to any concern or issue. Lacking
depth because the LVPRC provides recommendations with superficial and conclusory reasoning
for any of the Plan’s recommendations. The LVPRC simply failed to provide any legitimate basis
for many of the proposals in the Plan. Moreover, in the public meeting I did attend, the LVPRC
members summarily dismissed any recommendations or requests from the public that did not meet
the LVPRC preconceived bias on the matter at hand.
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Exhibit A
Existing View




LXNIDIL D
View with Trees




Exhibit C
Fisherman Bay Right-of-Way




Exhibit D
Plat Restriction
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Exhibit D
Plat Restriction
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Exhibit E
Deed Restriction Authorizing Commercial Use

FILID AT REQUEST OF: M. Frod Waedon, Rb 2, iox 2683, Lopez, WA DE2GL

HE1L1E03

LAND USE RESTRICTIONS AND DEDICATIONS

o e

WHEREAS, JOYCE A. FRALIC is the owner of all of the
property within the confines of the SHORT PLAT FOR FRALIC,
according to Plat recorded in Volume 6 of Short Plats, pages 1
and lA, records of San Juan County, Washington; and

WHEREAS, GARY and KIMBERLY BERG, husband and wife, ara 400
purchasing Lot 1 of said SHORT PLAT FOR FRALIC, as above
described; and

WHEREAS, as a part of sald purchase and sal  the parties
hereto have agreed teo certain land use restrietions,
dedications and raeleases;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of th: mut. ) prowises,
benefits, and covenants, the parties agr:e as follows:

1. Lot 1, SHORT PLAT FOR FRA , according te Plat
H recorded in Volume 6 of Shor' Plats, page: 1 and 1A, records of
San Juan County, Washington. sholl L= sub ecked Lo the
following appurtenant lani u rastriotfons:

a. Only the wez: 230' (as neasured froun Lhe center
of the roadway! may be used for commoceclal
purposes 207 al! lands lying @acz" of said

Filed for Recard At (he Heques 1
230" shull be livlted to residentinl isae.

b. Tha -asc 50' ‘s hereby dedicatec te be =

4 s‘gma e g esn bell with no building: to L: loo:ced
L P thereon whatsoever.
al 22"‘ mll p::’»t..% <. ) oy
i  Aalt @. No ccrustures of any Xind sal: be built upon
A ke n vl 3 =aid premis s with a ieight greater than 18' &)
Cilinl Tarpen peyr 228 - 35 a3 measured from the nat ral grade of the land to ]
. ; the top of he build ng, ﬁxce%t the existing house O
i presently located on the premises. Said height w
z r limitation to include all trees and other growing g
! ! objects, except the south 50' of Lot 1 to =%
i accommodate trees.
™
d. MNo mobile homgs may be placed upon Lot 1. 5?
2. Lot 4, SHORT PLAT FOR FRALIC, aceording to Plat o
recorded in Volume 6 of Short Plats, pages 1 and lh, records of i
San Juan County, Washington, shall be subjsct to the following (=]
appurtenant land use restriction and dedication: %
P
The wast 50' is hereby dedicated te be a green :
5
I
9

=1

EL A NS A

ﬁ;u

it guh ol




Exhibit E
Deed Restriction Authorizing Commercial Use

B8151805

belt with no buildings to be located thereon
whatsoever.

3. sSeller agrees, at buyer's sole sxpense, te execute and
file a deed relsase For the west 230' (that area designated
above for commercial use) upon the reduction of the underlying
abliga;ion to an amount of FORTY THOUSAND AND WO/100 (%40,000)
DOLLARS.

':L;
DATED this /& day of June, 1988.

. . Rl . r
i JJ 1ige €E .»é?’ (e e T (}-;'-L’ 1_#,'!;’,.‘-!
GYCE A FRALIC GARY BERG z

} ~1
L , ;
1, N
AOmOette) g Sl
KEIMBERLY IsERG_’j

ICIAL REUOHRE WEL. .

OFt




Linda Ann Kuller
e o e RS e —————— = —— 0 LSS ]

From: Rick Locke <rlocke@dataweb.com>

Sent: Friday, September 21, 2018 4:32 PM

To: bill@sanjuanco.com; Rick Hughes; jamie@sanjuanco.com; Linda Ann Kuller
€ bbporter@rockisland.com

Subject: Comments regarding beach restoration on the entrance to Fisherman's Bay

Council Members;

I believe that a dock on the entrance to Fisherman Bay is unnecessary and perhaps even unsafe. Boat traffic in
and out of the bay gets moderately congested during the July/August time frame and it is not uncommon to see
several boats jockeying for position in that narrow passage. It seems to be a good site for launching kayaks or
other small craft at that site; but a dock would only further congest the area. Perhaps another location should be
considered.

My wife an I have owned a home along Weeks Point Way for about 35 years; so we have some experience on
this subject.

Richard C. Locke
Cell 206-769-8783

#¥rxk48at CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE *##%##xxxx
The information in this email may be confidential and/or privileged. This email is intended to be reviewed by
only the individual or organization named above. If you are not the intended recipient or an authorized
representative of the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, dissemination or copying of
this email and its attachments, if any, or the information contained herein is prohibited. If you have received this
email in error, please immediately notify the sender by return email and delete this email from your system.



Public Comments of Kim Pasciuto
Joint Planning Commission/County Council Meeting
Sept 21, 2019, Lopez Island

Good morning,
In my brief comment time | would like to address two issues.

First, the recently revised Vision Statement:

There are 33 whereas in the resolution adopting the amended Vision
Statement. 6 describe the requirement to update it. 25 describe the
number of times the pubic was asked and did participate or the efforts
of a paid consultant to gather public input and staff time and energy
and the planning commission review and revision.

Then it came to you.

We are disappointed. You asked for citizen participation and we
stepped up. We spent countless hours in a lengthy process that
required our participation multiple times.

We wanted you to be bold. We want you to be heroes.

Several people may speak to various concerns in public comment but
| want to ask this:

You watered down the draft Vision and you also removed 8
substantive items (drinking water, mental health, eldercare and child
care, proactive conservation measures, proactively addressing
climate change, carbon neutrality, for example) and asked Staff to
“provide follow through” to “help guide the development of goals and
policies during the Plan’s update?”

What exactly does that mean and what specifically is staff supposed
to do with those 8 areas? Why are these areas not important enough
to include in our Vision?

On the Sub-Area Plan:
1. If affordable housing is a priority can you point to
recommendations that take into consider advances in



affordable housing construction that encourage the construction
of affordable housing.

2. The layering of many small requirements often unintentionally
drives up the costs of construction. In the case of affordable
housing, economic feasibility is one of the biggest hurdles. Are
there requirements that increase the cost of affordable housing.
If affordable housing is a priority, can exceptions be made to
non-safety requirements?

3. How can you use this Sub Area Plan to demonstrate our
commitment to affordable housing and create game changing
opportunity?

Thank you for the opportunity to address you.
——Kim Pasciuto

Lopez Island

(360) 468-4944



Testimony Lopez Village Plan, September 21, 2018
Rhea Miller, Lopez

Equinox greetings!

We are in dramatically changing times. What was true 4 years ago is not
necessarily true, accurate or applicable today. The GMA is now over 25 years old
and suburbia is no longer a planning goal for sustainable living. Your own
Director of Emergency Services says that in his tour of California communities
that were victims of flood and fire—the best planned, best coiffed, most tidy,
attractive communities were the least resilient and least regenerative. Why?
Because the working people could no longer live there. They were at least 2
hours away, so when the communities experienced emergencies, there was no
one there to help.

We are at a turning point with this Village Plan. | ask you to make every effort to
foster the ability of working people to live and work in the Village. Live/work
space is essential. Strictly Residential Restricted (RR) zoning does not work for
an active, resilient community. We need extensive neighborhood enterprise
overlays to allow for live/work spaces in the Village beyond the bounds of a
cottage enterprise. Five trips a day is not enough. People can have their shops
downstairs and their living quarters upstairs or out back. We are desperate for
trades people and business employees.

You can restrict noise/lights/ after 5 p.m. in a neighborhood enterprise overlay.
You can restrict undesirable odors. But do not make a huge section of the Village
Residential Restricted. | could not oppose it more and have since the beginning
of the process, as have other members of the village planning committee.

Secondly, you do not need to add further restrictions to food trucks in the village.
The recommendation from the Village planning committee was not accurately
passed forward. It was never their intention to restrict food trucks. We love food
trucks. They enable working people to work and eat at an affordable price.

Thank you for listening.



Linda Ann Kuller
e e s T e e e e e e

From: Robert Porter <bbporter@rockisland.com>

Sent: Friday, September 21, 2018 4:40 PM

To: Lopez Village Subarea Planning Comments

Subject: Fwd: Comments regarding beach restoration on the entrance to Fisherman's Bay

E-Mail sent from Bob Porter
Lopez Island, Washington

Begin forwarded message:

From: Rick Locke <rlocke(@dataweb.com>

Date: September 21, 2018 at 4:32:11 PM PDT

To: bill@sanjuanco.com, rickh@sanjuanco.com, jamie(@sanjuanco.com, lindak(@sanjuanco.com
Ce: bbporter@rockisland.com

Subject: Comments regarding beach restoration on the entrance to Fisherman's Bay

Council Members;

I believe that a dock on the entrance to Fisherman Bay is unnecessary and perhaps even

unsafe. Boat traffic in and out of the bay gets moderately congested during the July/August time
frame and it is not uncommon to see several boats jockeying for position in that narrow

passage. It seems to be a good site for launching kayaks or other small craft at that site; but a
dock would only further congest the area. Perhaps another location should be considered.

My wife an I have owned a home along Weeks Point Way for about 35 years; so we have some
experience on this subject.

Richard C. Locke
Cell 206-769-8783

*Eierrekey CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ##***%khdk*
The information in this email may be confidential and/or privileged. This email is intended to be
reviewed by only the individual or organization named above. If you are not the intended

1



recipient or an authorized representative of the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
any review, dissemination or copying of this email and its attachments, if any, or the information

contained herein is prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please immediately notify
the sender by return email and delete this email from your system.



Linda Ann Kuller

From: Robert Porter <bbporter@rockisland.coms

Sent: Saturday, September 22, 2018 12:56 PM

To: Jamie Stephens

Cc: Linda Ann Kuller; Lopez Village Subarea Planning Comments; DL - Council; Bill Watson;
Rick Hughes; Robert Porter

Subject: RE: Draft Lopez Village Plan

TO: lamie Stephens, San Juan County Council

FROM: Bob Porter

RE: Comments regarding the Public Hearing and joint meeting of the County Council and the San Juan County Planning
Commission on September 21st at the Lopez Community Center

Good Morning Jamie,

After reviewing and analyzing my notes late last night and after listening to the public testimony yesterday, | have a few
additional abservations and comments to add to the discussion and final decision and implementation.

During the entire time that the Lopez Village Planning and Review Committee spent in putting together the draft plan for
the future development of the Village there was early on some discussion on water access and dock issues but it never
went any further. As you know, it was not a part of or included in the final draft by this Committee. The Staff revisions
were added after the final draft was published and distributed and posted on the San Juan County Web Page and
Internet. No one was aware of these additions and probably are still unaware and only learned of them yesterday and
only by those in attendance at the joint Council/Planning Commission meeting.

*. Slide titled “Staff Recommended Revisions”. Addition to the Implementation Plan - Port project regarding access to
Lopez Village (per 8-15-18 LVPRC meeting:

Several months ago, the Port of Lopez proposed the construction of a dock and float at either the end of Old Post Road
(Haven Restaurant) or the county road end beach access on Weeks Point Way. The Port proposal, while well
intentioned, was initially not thoroughly investigated or histarically researched. Within two weeks of the LVPRC Meeting
on 8/15, 28 property owners with personal knowledge of the tidal currents, past accidents, safety and navigational
hazards at the entrance to Fisherman Bay voiced a strong negative response to this proposal as a bad idea and many
have written letters on their own. In addition, four former Port of Lopez Commissioner’s who have in the past been
down this same road in both 1972 and 1992 oppose the Port’s current proposal. In 1972, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers mitigated essentially the same project down to a boat launch ramp. This is documented. San Juan County
began construction and hauled in several loads of quarry rock, which remains today. The county and public works
realized early on that this was a very poor and hazardous location for trailer launched boats and abandoned the entire
project. In 1992, essentially the same project was again proposed, this time by the Port of Lopez. After a well attended
standing room only negative public hearing and granting agency discouragement, the Port project was dropped. On or
about August 15, 2018, this year, the United States Coast Guard called Port of Lopez Commissioner Paul Henricksen and
informed him that any proposal for a dock in the channel or the entrance to Fisherman Bay would be denjed. Asa
result, the Port of Lopez is withdrawing any further plans or investigation of a dock at either of these two locations. It is
crystal clear at this point that the Staff should also withdraw this addition to the Implementation plan. However, in lieu
of a dock, there is wide public support and no visible objection for beach restoration and enhancement at bath of these
locations. If the large and non native rocks were removed from the tidal area, kayakers and small boat owners would be
more inclined to use those two beaches as they do extensively now to launch and beach their craft, rather than trespass



on private property. According to the experts shoreline small boat use does not adversely affect the habitat of either
marine growth or forage fish habitat. There is no down side.

* Slide titled "Other Public Comment Highlights”.

3rd bullet down. Dock/beach enhancement. Dock” should be eliminated, Beach restoration and enhancement should
remain.

| trust these observations and recornmendations will be seriously taken into consideration.

Sincerely,
BOB

Robert Porter, Ph.D
e-mail: bbporter@rockisland.com
Phone: 360-468-3267

E-Mail sent from Bob Porter
Lopez Island, Washington



Linda Ann Kuller
e e

From: Heather Mitchell <heatherkmitchell@gmail.com=
Sent: Saturday, September 22, 2018 9:06 AM

To: Linda Ann Kuller

Subject: Comment on LVSP

Hello Linda-

I called in yesterday because I was having trouble with the link and phone numbers--Lynda told me I
could email you. :

I am not sure where this fits in the plan--but I am concerned about the level of light pollution in the
village with more development. I live in one of the land trust houses near the land trust office and
would like us to preserve our dark nights. There are fewer and fewer places where the nights are
dark and Lopez is still one of those places. I've asked about this in relation to the plan before and
have not heard back and would like a sense of whether or not this is a consideration and if not, how
to get the conversation started.

I had hoped to come to the meeting--but it was scheduled during my work time.
Thank you!

Heather

Heather K. Mitchell
Inverness Research
http://www.inverness-research.or

email: heatherkmitchell@gmail.com
phone: (360) 622-2263



S.J.C. DEPARTMENT OF

August 31, 2018 SEP 24 2019

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
To the Planning Commission, S.J. County Council, Lopez Sub-Area
Planning Committee Chair and the Lopez Port Commission,

As homeowners that own propetty at 26 and 46 Weeks Point Way we are
resoundingly opposed to a dock being built at either the existing county
park location or at the end of the county road near Haven.

Over the last 20 years we have witnessed many accidents and potential
accidents because of tide changes, weather and cutrent. We have first hand
experience watching massive storms that would destroy any potential dock.
The idea of a dock being built at either location would be a tertible
navigational hazard. It would be difficult to estimate what the potential
County liability could be if a dock was built in one of those locations, but it
would be massive.

We currently watch and see how numetous dinghies use the end of the
county road near “Haven” to shop and enjoy the village. Many of these
boaters come from Fisherman’s Bay. It seems like that use of the shoreline
1s working well.

Rather than use county funds for a dock it would make more common
sense to clean up the rocks and boulders on the beach to make those areas
more dinghy, kayak and paddle boatd friendly.

The idea of building a dock in either of those two areas makes no rational
sense and we are both strongly opposed to that ideal

Yours truly,

Judi Westlund rian Westlund



Linda Ann Kuller
[==——me e e e e e e e e e e e 5]

From: Heather Mitchell <heatherkmitchell@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 8:41 PM

To: Linda Ann Kuller

Subject: Re: Comment on LVSP

Hi Linda

Thanks so much for your email—I really appreciate it! I am so glad the planning committee addressed the issue
of dark skies! How would the ordinance be monitored and enforced?

I have some other concerns—around density, and landscape preservation and planting’s—how long do I have to
comment?

What is done with the comments?
Thank you
Heather

On Monday, September 24, 2018, Linda Ann Kuller <lindak@sanjuanco.com> wrote:

Hi Heather,

I'm sorry you had trouble. I checked the website and the first link to the comment email didn’t work but the
second did. I also tested it by typing in the email and it worked fine. We received comments in that email box
Friday. We'll fix the first link on the webpage.

In any case Council left the public hearing open so I will get your comments posted and to the Planning
Commission and Council .

The Lopez Village Planning and Review Committee were also concerned about dark skies and proposed draft
goals about dark skies and we used the dark sky model ordinance to draft the regulations.

These links work:

https://www.sanjuanco.com/909/Lopez-Village-Subarea-Plan




Submit any further comments here:

LVSPComments(@sanjuanco.com

Draft Plan Page 68

Goal4.  Establish various height allowance overlays that protect view corridors and Village
character.

Policy 4a. Allow a maximum thirty-five (35) foot height except in view corridors where
a lower height is required based upon design review analysis.

Policy 4b. Mitigate vertical development with allowances for alternative site footprint,
Policy 4c.  Reduce the impact of height where possible by aligning open space at the

edge of a site to that of an adjoining site to expand the potential for view, solar and trail
corridors.

Goal5.  Implement night lighting standards to minimize light pollution and facilitate views
of the stunning starry night sky.

Policy 5a. Adopt dark sky regulations based on the L-21 lighting regulations from the
most current Joint IDA-IES Model Lighting Ordinance.

Policy 5b. Provide community education on lighting requirement.

Page 50 -51 Draft Regulations

18.XX.XX Lighting.

A. The basis for these lighting regulations is the low ambient lighting standards, LZ1 from the 20/ ! Joint
IDA-OES Model Lighting Ordinance (MLO). Lighting allowances are based on lumens, a unit of measure
used to quantify the amount of light produced by a lamp (the source of optical radiation; i.e. lamp, bulb, tube,
etc.), or emitted from a lighting fixture.

B. These regulations are intended to:



1. Permit the use of outdoor lighting that does not exceed minimum levels recommended for night-time
safety, utility, security, productivity, enjoyment and commerce;

2. Minimize adverse off-site impacts such as light trespass, glare and obtrusive light;
3. Minimize light pollution, reduce sky glow and improve stargazing;
4. Protect wildlife from the adverse effects of night lighting; and

5. Conserve energy and resources.

C. Any lighting term not described in this section or defined in Chapter 18.20 SJCC may be found in the
MLO.

F.

D. The following are prohibited within Lopez Village:

1. Lighting in which any single lighting fixture exceeds twenty thousand (20,000) lumens or the total
lighting load of all fixtures exceeds one hundred sixty thousand (160,000) lumens;

Aerial lasers;

Searchlights and spotlights;

4. Landscape lighting; and

5. Shielded directional flood lighting.

E. The following general lighting standards apply in the Lopez Village urban growth area:

1. All outdoor lighting shall be installed in conformance with this section, and applicable sections of the
County’s construction and electrical codes.

2. Exterior lighting shall be limited to the maximum lumens allowed for each site and shall be fully
shielded. All light emitted must be projected below the horizontal plane through the lowest light-emitting
part of the fixture.

3. Exterior lighting shall be directed downward and away from adjoining properties, public rights-of-way,
and natural and wildlife habitats. Direct glare and reflection must be contained within the boundaries of the
parcel.

No lighting shall blink or flash.

5. All sources of radiation from lamps, bulbs, tubes, etc. are to be rated at no more than three thousand
(3,000) kelvin, the sources’ temperature rating.

6. Lighting installed in parking areas shall be designed so that the light source is not visible from adjacent
property. Direct cutoff lights are recommended.
The total allowed site lumens for all commercial, institutional, mixed-use, or multiple-family residential

developments with common outdoor areas such as parking or garden areas shall be determined by one of the
following methods, as appropriate:



1. The parking space method may be used for properties having up to ten (10) parking spaces Using this
method, the site is allowed four hundred and ninety (490) lumens for each parking space, or

2. The hardscape area method may be used for all sites. Using this method, 1.25 lumens are allowed per
square foot of hardscape. Hardscape includes parking lots, drives, entrances, curbs, ramps, stairs, steps,
medians, walkways and nonvegetated landscaping improvements and that are ten (10) feet or less in width.
Additional lumens beyond the base allowance are allowed for the following:

a. Four thousand (4,000) lumens per installed fuel pump at a service station; and

b. Up to six hundred (600) square feet of lumens at intersections of site driveways and public roads
calculated on one and one quarter (1.25) lumens per square foot.

G. Lighting for residential properties including multiple family residential properties without common areas
shall be fully shielded and shall not exceed one thousand two hundred sixty (1,260) lumens for each fixture
(i.e. the total lumens of each lamp times the number of lamps in a lighting fixture). Exceptions and limitations
are as follows:

1. One partly shielded or unshielded lighting fixture not exceeding four hundred twenty (420) lumens is
allowed at the main entry.

2. Lighting installed with a vacancy sensor, where the sensor extinguishes the light no more than fifteen (15)
minutes after the area is vacated.

H. Automatic switching controls shall be required in all new lighting fixtures to extinguish lighting when
sufficient daylight is available. Outdoor lighting shall be reduced by at least thirty percent (30%), or lighting
shall be extinguished by 7:00 p.m. between November 1 and March 15, and 9:00 pm between March 16 and
October 31. Lighting reductions are not required for the following:

1. Code required lighting for steps, stairs, walkways, and residential building entrances;
2. Motion activated lighting;

3. Lighting governed by a specific development or project permit in which times of operation are
specifically identified; and

4. Other uses determined by the director where lighting levels must be maintained for safety.
I. Outdoor lighting installed after the effective date of this ordinance including replacement of bulbs shall
comply with this section unless it is exempted below:

1. Lighting within a public right-of-way or easement for the purpose of illuminating roads or trails;

2. Repairs to existing lighting fixtures for a period of up to ten (10) years after the date of adoption of this
ordinance.

3. Temporary lighting for theatrical, television, performance areas and construction sites, and temporary
seasonal lighting with individual lamps less than ten (10) watts and seventy (70) lumens. Temporary
lighting shall only be installed and operated for a period not to exceed sixty (60) day. After sixty (60) days,
the lighting shall be completely removed and not operated again for at least thirty (30) days;

4



4, Lighting used during an emergency; and

5. Lighting required by state or federal law.
J. Whenever there is a new use of a property in the village commercial and institutional designations, all
outdoor lighting on the property shall be brought into compliance with these regulations prior to the occupation

of the changed use.
K. If a major addition to a use or structure occurs on a property in the village commercial or institutional

designations, lighting for the entire use or structure shall comply with the requirements of this section. For
purposes of this section, major additions include:

1. The addition of twenty-five percent (25%) or more of additional dwelling units, gross floor area,
seating capacity, or parking spaces, in a single addition, or in cumulative additions that occur after the

effective date of this Ordinance, or

2. The addition, modification or replacement of twenty-five percent (25%) or more of outdoor lighting
fixtures in a single addition, or in cumulative additions that occur after the effective date of this ordinance.

Thank you for your comments,

Linda Kuller, AICP
Planning Manager

360-370-7572

NQTICE: All emails and attachments, sent to and from San Juan County are public records and may be subject to public
disclosure pursuant to the Public Records Act, Chapter 42.56 RCW.

From: Heather Mitchell <heatherkmitchell@gmail.com=>
Sent: Saturday, September 22, 2018 9:06 AM

To: Linda Ann Kuller <lindak@sanjuanco.com:

Subject: Comment on LVSP

Hello Linda-



I called in yesterday because I was having trouble with the link and phone numbers--Lynda told me
I could email you.

I am not sure where this fits in the plan--but I am concerned about the level of light pollution in the
village with more development. I live in one of the land trust houses near the land trust office and
would like us to preserve our dark nights. There are fewer and fewer places where the nights are
dark and Lopez is still one of those places. I've asked about this in relation to the plan before and
have not heard back and would like a sense of whether or not this is a consideration and if not, how
to get the conversation started.

I had hoped to come to the meeting--but it was scheduled during my work time.

Thank you!

Heather

Heather K. Mitchell

Inverness Research
http://www.inverness-research.org/
email: heatherkmitchell@gmail.com
phone: (360) 622-2263

Heather K. Mitchell
Inverness Research
http://www.inverness-research.org/
email: heatherkmitchell@gmail.com




phone: (360) 622-2263



Linda Ann Kuller
m

From: Heather Mitchell <heatherkmitchell@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2018 11:43 AM

To: Lopez Village Subarea Planning Comments

Ce: Linda Ann Kuller

Subject: LVSP comment

Dear Members of the LVPRC-

I am impressed with the thoughtfulness and thoroughness of the proposed plan for the Lopez Village
Urban growth area.

I support and commend your inclusion of dark sky lighting regulations especially, and also appreciate
your vision in terms of preserving view sheds, and improving connectivity and walkability. I also
appreciate your vision that the village buildings remain at human scale and align with 'island'
architecture, that open spaces, public lands, natural vegetation, and wildlife habitat and corridors are
preserved and added to, and that the impact of parking is minimized. It truly is an inspiring read,
this draft plan--thank you, I know this took an incredible amount of time and effort.

I do have one concern--about the affordable housing density bonus allowing 12 homes per acre. I
completely understand the pressing need for affordable housing on Lopez--I live in a land trust
home. Most of the land trust communities on Lopez have around 7-8 homes per acre, I believe. My
experience in living in three of these communities suggests to me that this density is ideal, and that
adding more homes will likely compromise many of the Goals for Healthy Community you've laid out
in the draft plan--for example

Open Space, Natural and Scenic Resources-Goal 3
Protect, preserve and enhance the community’s natural assets including the bay, shorelines, streams, views, wildlife

habitat, riparian corridors, wetlands, steep slopes, agricultural land, and abundant natural vegetation that are key to the
quality of life and the economic development of Lopez Island.

Landscaping-Policy 1ic
Preserve existing significant trees and understory vegetation during new development to the fullest extent practical.

Built Environment--Goal 5

Implement night lighting standards to minimize light pollution and facilitate views of the stunning starry night sky.

Housing-Goal 6, policy 6f

Provide open green ways including water features, gardens and play fields within and outside of residential
developments.

My concern is that 12 homes/acre would significantly increase noise and light pollution (homes and
cars) and would decrease natural habitat beyond what is a healthy balance for the humans, wildlife

1



and native vegetation. At the density currently allowed, our land trust communities make room for
natural vegetation and wildlife habitat between housing developments and between homes. This
provides habitat for local wildlife such as bats and many species of birds--and provides those who live
in these communities an experience of connection to the island's natural environment and through it
'rural tranquility'--one of the treasures called out in the plan and the reason most of us make the
effort to live on this island. We can see open space out some of our windows, we have the dark sky
overhead, we have wildlife corridors and wild native plants surrounding us. We have a healthy
balance between affordable housing density and preservation of the connection to the natural
environment--we live close to the village but still feel like we live on a rural island--this is crucial to
preserve!

I'm not sure if this is included in the plan--but I would like to see a policy around requiring a habitat
buffer around a certain number of homes--8 for example--to eliminate the possibility of creating
dense neighborhoods that completely lose their rural tranquility, wildlife habitat and integration with
the natural environment.

Thank you for helping all of us to preserve the beauty and rural character of Lopez!

Sincerely, Heather Mitchell

Heather K. Mitchell

Inverness Research
http://www.inverness-research.org/
email: heatherkmitchell@gmail.com
phone: (360) 622-2263




Linda Ann Kuller

From: Sorrel <sorrel@seventhstone.net>

Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2018 12:30 PM

To: Lopez Village Subarea Planning Comments
Subject: Lopez Village Plan

Hi there,

I have been looking over the Lopez Village Plan, which seems very comprehensive and well thought out. My only
comment (not surprisingly since it is next door :) are the lots directly east of the Innisfree Land Trust on Milagra Lane. On
the initial plan there are 3 lots shown with single dwelling capacity. On the proposed LVR dwelling capacity there are 4
lots shown with a proposed 2-10 dwelling capacity.

| want to point out that the land directly east of Innisfree Land Trust, which also contains the Milagra Well System, is a
watershed and (undesignated) seasonal wetlands area. | have contacted the county about this in the past, due to
concerns about drainage on the Lopez Community Land Trust owned property (Innisfree) which is directly downslape
from this wetlands area. In the winter, these parcels are literally under water. The flora consists primarily of willow,
alder and other wetland type plants. | had to install a curtain drain to semi-divert runoff, but my (and all neighbor's
downbhill) crawl spaces still fill with water during the winter manths, as do the neighbor's directly north of us.

| strongly encourage sending a wetlands specialist to this area during the rainy season before proposing an increase in
potential dwelling units. It's inconceivable to imagine this area developed in the manner proposed as it would mean a
massive filling in of natural wetlands and diversion of runoff, directly adjacent to two (and potentially three) class A
wells; Milagra Water System. Even one or two dwellings would severely impact drainage. The only place for runoff to go
is directly through the Innisfree Land Trust, which affects 8 households.

Thank you for looking into this as you move forward with the LVP.

Sincerely,

Sorrel North



Pixie Eslinger

297 Normandy Lane

$.J.C. DEPARTMENT OF 9/28/2018

Lopez Island, WA OCT 01 2018
98261 '
847-271-6617 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

eslingerpixie@msn.com

To whom it may concern,

| am writing today regarding the low to moderate income, housing situation on Lopez Island. As|am
sure you are aware, in many high tourism communities across the nation, low to moderately priced
housing is a problem. Workers are often priced out of the housing market and thus there is a shortage
of workers, causing costs to further escalate. Currently Lopez is experiencing this problem. The cost of
land in areas zoned for high density housing (Lopez Village Urban Growth District and Lopez Marine
Center) is too high to reasonably expect homes built on it would be low or even moderately priced.
While I have not researched land in the “cluster housing” zoned area in Island Center, | suspect, the
larger lot size negates any benefit.

With the master plan being re-written, | feel it is a good time to get to the bottom of the problem and
come up with a concrete plan to resolve the situation. To that end, | would like to propose a task force
be formed to investigate a second Urban Growth District in the interior of the island where land cost is
lower,

To determine housing needs, business owners should be consulted to identify what type of workers are
needed (tradesmen, technical, clerical, restaurant workers, housekeepers, farm workers, etc.) and
whether they are needed year-round or seasonally. The skill groups identified should then be consulted
as to the type of housing they would like to have available.

With this data in hand, the task force should investigate pros and cons of an interior Lopez Island Urban
Growth District which would allow for apartments, condominiums, high-density housing and possibly
dormitories for summer workers.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter. Please let me know if there is anyway | can be of
assistance.

Respectfully,

-




Lopez Village Plan Summary of Public Hearing Comments (except food truck comments)

ATTACHMENT F

[ |a/21/2018

[ [9/21/2018

[ |s/21/2018 " |Kim Pascuito

|Robert

Porter

| Porter

humans, wildlife and native vegetation.

‘If affordable housing is a priority can you point to recommendations that take inte consideration advances in affordable

housing construction that encourages construction of affordable housing. The layering of many small requirements often

|unintentionally drives up the costs of construction. In the case of affordable housing, economic feasibility Is one of the

‘higgest hurdles. Are there requirements that increase the cost of affordable housing. If affordable housing is a priority, can
exceptions be made to non-safety requirements? How can you use this Sub Area Plan to demonstrate our commitment to

affordable housing and create game changing opportunity?

'Froposal to clean up the beach at Old Post Road and the Public Access beach on Weeks Point Way. We wanted to voice our ‘

support of this effort. It is our understanding that the non-native, large quarry rock that was brought to these beaches back
in 1972 would be removed. It is also our understanding that the Friends of the San Juans would head up the work necessary
to remove these large rocks and make the beaches cleaner, uncluttered and useable through most tides for the beaching of

dinghies, kayaks, and other small boats and paddle boards.

[ believe that a dock on the entrance to Fisherman Bay is unnecessary and perhaps even unsafe, Boat traffic in and out of the |

|bay gets moderately congested during the July/August time frame and It is not uncomman to see several boats jockeying for
| position in that narrow passage. It seems to be a good site for launching kayaks or other small craft at that site; but a deck

would only further congest the area. Perhaps another location should he considered.

eliminate potential for dense
neighborhoods that logse rural
tranquility. Density bonus of 7-8 units
per acre is suggested as better.

Make exceptions to non-safety https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCen
requirements for affordable housing. ter/View/16962/2018-09-|
21 PUB Pasciuto Vision

|
Remove beach rocks - add to| https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCen
implementation plan and policies?| ter/View/16963/2018-09-
21 PUB Porter Beach

Consider other locations for docks.  https://www.sanjuanco.com/DacumentCenter/Vi
ew/16964/2018-09-21 PUB Porter Dock

A B C ] F G
: LVPRC Recommendation
Date Name Comment summary except food truck comments and those prior to the LVPRC Recommendation® Commenter's Suggested Changes Link to Comment October 12. 2018
'’
| 2 | * https://www.sanjuanco.com/1363/Public-Comments . ‘
5/30/2018  Heather Density of 7-8 homes per acre may be ideal, bonus of up to 12 might be too much and conflict with healthy living goals, Add a polley requiring a habitat buffer https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCen Nao change.
Mitchell increase noise and light pollution (homes and cars) and decrease natural habitat beyond what is a healthy balance for ‘around certain number of homes (87) to ter/View/16981/2018-09-30 PUB Mitchell

Allow a varisnce/deviation from
pervious parking requirements in
proposed 18.30.XXX Lopez Village
parking requirements item (L),
Except for parking lots proposed in
permanently affordable housing|
prajects, Aall uncovered on-site
parking lots of five (5) or more
spaces In the village commercial
and institutional designations shall
be designed and installed using
pervious surfaces. This is found on
page 67 of the draft regulations.

Add beach restoration to
implementation list: Beach
restoration proj opez

Village beaches are encouraged,

No change. Implementation plan
says: Explore options for marine
facilities that would provide access
to Lopez Village. It does not say
docks. It would cansider of|
kayak/canoe access, etc,

Page 1



Lopez Village Plan Summary of Public Hearing Comments (except food truck comments)

A B [ D F G
. LVPRC Recommendation
Date Name Comment summary except food truck comments and thase prior to tha LVPRC Recommendation™ Commenter's Suggested Changes Link to Comment October 12. 2018
'’
§/22/2018 Robert There was early on some discussion on water access and dock issues but it never went any further, As you know, it was not a Eliminate dock.| https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCen Docks are not specifically
Porter part of or included in the final draft by this Committee. The 5taff revisions were added after the final draft was published and ter/View/16965/2018-03- mentioned in the implementation

distributed and posted on the San Juan County Web Page and Internet. No one was aware of these additions and probably
are still unaware and only learned of them yesterday and only by those In attendance at the jeint Council/Planning
Commission meeting. Dock/beach enhancement. Dock" should be eliminated. Beach restoration and enhancement should
remain. Addition to the Implementation Plan - Port project regarding access to the Village per 8-15-18 LVPRC meeting:
‘Seve-ral months ago, the Port of Lopez proposed the construction of a dock and float at either the end of Old Post Road
(Haven Restaurant) or the county road end beach access on Weeks Point Way. The Port proposal, while well intentioned,
was initially not thoroughly investigated or historically researched. Within two weeks of the LVPRC Meeting on 8/15, 28
property owners with personal knowledge of the tidal currents, past accidents, safety and navigational hazards at the
entrance to Fisherman Bay voiced a strong negative response to this proposal as a bad idea and many have written letters on
their own. In addition, four farmer Part Commissioner's who have in the past been down this same road in both 1872 and
1992 oppose the Port's current proposal. In 1972, the U.5. Army Corps of Engineers mitigated essentially the same project
down to a boat launch ramp. This is documented. San Juan County began construction and hauled in several loads of quarry
rock, which remains today. The county realized that this was a very hazardous location for trailer launched boats and
abandaoned the project. In 1992, essentially the same project was again proposed, this time by the Port , After a well
attended negative public hearing and granting agency discouragement, the Port project was dropped. On or about August
15, 2018, this year, the U5 Coast Guard called Port Commissioner Paul Henrlcksen and informed him that any proposal for a
dock in the channel or the entrance to Fisherman Bay would be denied. As a result, the Port is withdrawing any further plans
or investigation of a dock at either of these twa locations. It is crystal clear that the Staff should also withdraw this addition
to the Implementation plan. However, in lieu of a dock, there is wide public support and no visible objection for beach

restoration and enhancement at both of these locations. If the large and non native rocks were removed from the tidal area, |

kayakers and small boat owners would be more inclined to use those two beaches as they do extensively now te launch and
| beach their craft, rather than trespass on private property. and no not adverse effects.

21 PUB Porter Dock 2

plan, so no change is needed. See
above regarding beach access and
restoration. Otherwise no change is
recommended.

Page 2




Lopez Village Plan Summary of Public Hearing Comments (except food truck comments)

A B c i) F G
LVPRC Recom dati
Date Name Comment summary except food truck comments and those prior to the LVPRC Recommendation™ Commenter's Suggested Changes Link to Comment Dcto:er 1 ;" :g I;t =

9/21/2018 K and R
‘Wilburn

5/21/2018

Kand R
Wilburn
Continued

'We live at 1823 Fisherman Bay Road, which Is on the east side of the Village. The Plan lists our home as one of the historic Modify Map 1 to extend the viewshed
\buildings of the Village (p. 22, line 29). In general, we oppose the adoption of the plan as proposed currently. specifically, we designation over the entire urban growth
‘have the following concerns, comments, and requests: Proposed Viewsheds - Page 20, Map 1 The Plan references the need area to ensure protection of the
'to preserve significant viewsheds from the east side of Fisherman Bay Road over the rest of the Village (p. 19, lines 15-18). viewsheds from the east side of
"Views from the Village to the surrounding water and landforms are an integral and significant part of the character of the Fisherman Bay Road.
\place." However, the above-referenced map does not provide any protection of the view for the praperty owners located We ask that you modify Map 2 to
‘east of Fisherman Bay Road. Attached Exhibit A shows the existing view from the east side of the Village to the surrounding eliminate the proposed trees along
\water and landforms that future development could block if protected view corridors remain limited to a small partion of the Fisherman Bay Road.
Village as proposed. We ask that you madify Map 1 to extend the viewshed designation over the entire urban growth area to
ensure protection of the viewsheds from the east side of Fisherman Bay Road. Proposed Tree Planting Plan - Page 26, Map 2
The Plan proposes planting of trees along the Fisherman Bay Road right-of-way in frant of our home. The plan proposes
planting Paper Birch trees in front of our house along the east side of Fisherman Bay Road and planting Sugar Maple trees in |
front of our house along the west side of Fisherman Bay Road. According to the Arbor Day Foundation, the Paper Birch grows
to a height of 50-70 feet and a width of 35 feet, while the Sugar Maple grows to a height of 60-75 feet and a width of 40 to
50 feet. Exhibit B shows how these trees, at maturity, would block the viewsheds far those property owners on the east side
of Fisherman Bay Road. Exhibit C shows the Fisherman Bay Road right-of-way as well as the lack of any space to plant trees
|on the east side of the road. Besides the lack of space, OP ALCO, Rock Island, and the Fisherman Bay Sewer District have
utllities located on the east side of the road. Planting trees with invasive roots would be detrimental to the utilitles located
aleng Fisherman Bay Road. We ask that you modify Map 2 te eliminate the proposed trees along Fisherman Bay Road.

|

:Prnpnsed Connectivity Plan - Page 46, Map 7 While we general encourage the addition of paths on the island along Center
Road, which object to the Connectivity Plan as proposed. First, the plan shows the construction of a proposed Secondary
|Path across our private property ... that links to nothing. Instead of the Bridge to Nowhere, the Plan proposed the Path to
|Nowhere. Only one property, our neighbor Bette Shuh, lives to the east of our property. No other property would benefit
from a path across our private property.  Proposed Land Use Designations The Flan proposes changing the Land Use
designation for our property to Village Residentlal (see page 31, Map 5). This proposed change is counter to the existing
deed and plat restrictions that run with the land. When Joyce Fralic subdivided her property via the Short Place for Fralic
recorded in Volume &, Page 1 of the 5an Juan County Records, she restricted the use of each property to one SFR via a plat
restriction. Please see the attached Exhibit D. Furthermare, Ms. Fralic added a deed restriction that authorized use of the
waestern 230 feet of our property as commercial, as shown on Exhibit E. We purchased the property specifically due to this
existing authorization outlined in the deed restriction along with the existing Village Commercial designation for our
praperty. The Plan notes that the Village's current use designation is Village Commaercial (p. 28, Map 3). The Plan further
notes that the Village's quality of life "is enhanced by its character, natural environment, walkability, and mix of uses" (p. 27,
lines 17-18) and that the existing uses within the Village "encormpass a mix of commercial, residential, institutional, park,
open space, and vacant land" (p. 27, lines 33-35). The Plan proposes changing the Land Use designation for our property to
Village Residential (see page 31, Map 5). This proposed change s counter to the existing deed and plat restrictions that run
‘with the land. So, the existing use designation of Village Commercial has not

Path to nowhere acros: ‘

Na change is recommended. The
viewshed is unlikely to be affected.
The proposed trees were intended

to have a traffic calming effect on

Fisherman Bay Road. There Is no

plan for the development yet and
most issues could be resolved,

| No changes are recommended. The

LVPRC did propose allowing
neighborhood enterprise use in all
Village residential designations as a
conditional use.

Fage 3




Lopez Village Plan Summary of Public Hearing Comments (except food truck comments)

A B C D F G
Date Name Comment summary except food truck comments and those prior to the LVPRC Recommendation™ Commenter's Suggested Changes Link to Comment LVPF;(;:;:«:T: ;::gtmn
'|, ’
9/21/2018 KandR precluded the Village from developing In a manner that enhances the quality of life. Why change it? The Plan never explains 'We ask that you modify Map 8 to No change Is recommended.
Wilburn /in any detail why the change in land use is necessary or even beneficial. The Plan lacks any cost-benefit analysis of any designate the entire Village as a new
Continued  proposed changes. We and other Village property owners support desighation of the UGA as Village Mixed Use. First, such a land use designation of Village Mixed
designation would recognize existing uses which according to the Plan enhances our quality of life (p. 27, lines 17-18). Use.
Second, numerous ecanomic benefits are related to mixed-use development that promotes a walkable, built environment,
increases private investment, leads to higher property values, promotes our main industry - "We ask that you modify Map 8
to designate the entire Village as a new land use designation of Village Mixed Use.
10 . . | _ .
8/31/2018 ) and B Rather than use county funds for a dock it would make more common sense to clean up the rocks and boulders on the beach Restore beaches. https://www.saniuancu.com/DocumentCen: See above.
Westlund  |to make those areas more dinghy, kayak and paddle board friendly. 'The idea of building a dock in either of those two areas ter/View/16967/2018-08-
1 |makes no rational sense and we are both strongly opposed to that ideal 31 PUB Westlund Dcn:ki
9/21/2018 R Locke |A dock on the entrance to Fisherman Bay is unnecessary and perhaps even unsafe. Boat traffic in and out of the bay gets ; 'b;gg;._:ywww.saniuancu.cum/DucumgnthnI See above,
|moderately congested during the July/August time frame and it is not uncommon to see several boats jockeying for position ter/View/16567/2018-08-
|in that narrow passage. It seemns to be a good site for launching kayaks or other small craft at that site; but a dock would only 21 PUB Westlund Dﬂck!
12 [further congest the area. |
9/21}2013' Rhea Miller |Make every effart to foster the ability of working people to live and work in the Village. Live/wark space is essential. Strictly Do not restrict a huge section of the'httns://WWW.sanluan:n.com/Doo:umentCéni Change the land use table and
Residential Restricted (RR) zoning does not work for an active, resilient community. We need extensive neighborhood Village to Village Residential. terNIew/lﬁBﬁﬂ/ZOlS-OS-l notes to allow Neighborhood
|anterprise overlays to allow for live/work spaces in the Village beyond the bounds of a cottage enterprise. Five trips a day is 21 PUB Miller Neighborhood Enterprisei Enterprises in the Village
| |not enough. People can have their shops downstairs and their living quarters upstairs or out back. We are desperate for Residential designation with a
trades people and business employees. You can restrict noise/lights/ after 5 p.m. in a neighborhood enterprise overlay. You Conditional Use Permit. See staff
|can restrict undesirable odors. But do not make a huge section of the Village Residential Restricted. | could not oppose it | report.
 more and have since the beginning of the process, as have other members of the village planning committee. :
13 | | | |
9/22/2018 H Mitchel |Concerned with level of light pollution. | https://www sanjuance,com/DocumentCen| No changes, lighting regulations are
ter/View/16970/2018-03- based on madel dark sky
i 21 PUB Mitchell Light Pollution regulations.
9/13/2013' M Mechaley 'Support proposal to clean up the beach at Old Post Road and Weeks Point Way. Clean up beaches. ‘mg@ymu_vq._sgmanco.cam/nacumentCen' See above,
' ter/View/16928/2018-09-
| 18 PUB Mechaley Beaches
15 | ‘ : .
9/17/2018 R Porter Several months ago the Port of Lopez began an investigation and proposal to construct a dock and float at the direct opening Improve beach landing. | https://www.sanjuanco.com/DacumentCen See above.
to Fisherman Bay on the County access on Weeks Point Way, Lopez Island. Their alternate site was at the end of Old Post ter/View/16931/2018-11-!
Road by the Haven Restaurant. After further consideration and a rejection as a bad idea by property owners and 4 farmer 17 PUB Porter 2nd dock
Port Commissioner's and finally a rejection by the U.5 Coast Guard for the use of either site due to a navigational and safety
hazard, the Port of Lopez has dropped the idea. In lieu of a dock, both sites could be improved for beach landing by the
increased use of kayakers and small boat owners by removing many of the large rocks and making these landings compatible
with the adjacent property owners. As it is now, most users are trespassing on private property to protect their equipment. It
is recormmended to the Lopez Village Sub Area Planning Committee, the 5an Juan County Council and the San Juan Planning
 Committee that this recommendation receive serious conslderation and included into the Draft Plan.
16
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Lopez Village Plan Summary of Public Hearing Comments (except food truck comments)

A B C D F G
u ; LVPRC Recommendation
Date Name Comment summary except food truck comments and those prior to the LVPRC Recommendation Commenter's Suggested Changes Link to Comment October 12. 2018

9/10/2018 Weeks

Garage, LLC
Weeks Barn

LLC

2262 and 2290 Fisherman Bay Road. Expand the existing commercial zoning south along Fisherman Bay Rd at Hummel Lake
Road. | control two lots; one along Fisherman Bay Rd zoned commercial {old service station site) and a larger lot abutting the

commercial lot on the west and south zoned residentially. My intention is to adjust the lot line of the commercial lot to
‘extend commercial use along Fisherman Rd to the south. The remainder of the other lot would be used for residential
‘development. Our goal is to enhance the existing quality of the Village for livability, government, and recreation. The draft
plan clearly asserts the community's intension to support the village as a distinct and memorable place that is a compact and
easily identified mixed use core. The village is to support walking/human scale development. The various clusters of
economic activity provide the Island residents/visitors with jobs and community services, Commercial, at this location,
provides other services to the island that may not be appropriate In the pedestrian oriented Village center. The site along
Fisherman Bay Rd is accessible to the island residents and reduces traffic impact on the village center. Commercial uses are
much more appropriate along Fisherman Bay Rd where the larger commercial site can screen the residentlal uses to the
west. A private road will be developed on the south side of the commercial area to provide across from Fisherman Road to
ithe higher density residential to the west. The private street also clearly marks the southern end of commercial uses on
Fisherman Bay Road. The commercial zoning allows for diversity of commaereial uses, marks a clear end to the institutional,
|government, and commercial uses on Fisherman Bay Rd, and supports a dense residential development on my property to
|the west. My property is adjacent to the south of the village's core. The proposed higher density residential use provides
|density close to the village center and reduces pressure for conversion of existing single family areas to higher residential
|density. The flat frontage on Fisherman Bay Road Is best suited for commerelal use. The commercial frontage fulfills the
|plan's goals and objectives through providing commercial at the key intersection of Hummel Lake Road and Fisherman Bay
Road. The larger commercial site supports the higher density residential on my adjoining property to the west and the
government/institutional uses directly to the north.

Request that you expand the existing: https://www.sanjuanca.com/DocumentCen

commercial zoning south along

ter/View/16932/2018-03-

No change is recommended. The
existing residential property is

Fisherman Bay Road at Hummel Lake Rd| 10 PUB Angel Weeks Gar Barn Req VC proposed to be Village Residential.

for 2262 Fisherman Bay Road and 2290

Fisherman Bay Road (see map below),

Page 5




Lopez Village Plan Summary of Public Hearing Comments (except food truck comments)

20

9/17/2018 R Porter

9/18/2018 | Friends of

San Juans

Jma T e Franaed|

EALE o]

EATEE AL

FFImRm

™~

FENianom

F|IMIM 000 !

At

:Suppnrts clean up_ of beaches at end of Old Post Rd and Weeks Point Way.

:Frlends of the San Juans commends the staff and committee that worked to develop the Lopez Village Plan. The plan
provides strong support for the protection of the natural environment, plans for climate change, and maintains the rural
|character of Lopez. The Lopez Village Plan provides an opportunity for restoration and protection actions that help forage
|fish, salmon and ultimately Southern Resident Killer Whales. One example of a shoreline habitat project within the
Lopez Village UGA is rock removal and beach restoration at the county road end on Weeks Point Way to unbury potential
forage fish spawning habitat. 5taff Note: Other comments about the Growth Reserve Area will be forwarded to the Comp

Plan Update Comments: 2. Remove high quality shareline parcels with significant wetland habitat from the Lopez Village
Growth Reserve Area (Plan pg. 28 map 3).

A ] [= D ) F G
; LVPRC Recommendation
Date Name Comment summary except food truck comments and those prior to the LVPRC Recommendation® Commenter's Suggested Changes Link to Comment October 12. 2018
.l ]
5/10/2018 Weeks https://www.sanjuanco.com/DocumentCen|
Garage, LLC s ter/View/16933/2018-09-
|Weeks Barn T mimeamans] |t d / 2514310038 17 PUB Porter Dock Beach-|
|LLe At faet 2 J el oot Al '
|continued L llege

Restore beaches.

Add a new marine shoreline hahitatﬂhttﬁs://www.san]uanco.cnm/Do:umentCen
specific goal to the Natural Systems and’ ter/View/16936/2018-09-
Habitat section of the goals and policies’ 18 PUB Friends Whitman Beachpdf

(Plan pages 72 and 73); Add a new goal |
to the Natural Systems and Habitat
section for Marine Shorelines Goal 7.
Protect and enhance significant marine
shoreline habitat in the Lopez UGA.
Policy 7a. Collaborate with landowners
and ather partners to protect and|
enhance Village shoreline habitats
through land conservation, habitat
restoration and other means.

LVPRC recommends the addition of
these proposed changes to the
goals and paolicies.

Page 6




Lopez Village Plan Summary of Public Hearing Comments (except food truck comments)

A B c D F G
Date Name Comment summary except food truck comments and those prior to the LVPRC Recommendation™ Commenter's Suggested Changes Link to Comment WPT}itE:;‘:T;“:;::ﬂm
! ¥

23

9/30/2018 Sorrel North | The Lopez Village Plan seems very comprehensive and well thought out. My only comment (not surprisingly since it Is next

PH Verbal
Comment

PH Verbal
Comment

Ken Foley

‘ Multiple

door :) are the lots directly east of the Innisfree Land Trust on Milagra Lane. On the initial plan there are 3 lots shown with
single dwelling capacity. On the proposed LVR dwelling capacity there are 4 lots shown with a proposed 2-10 dwelling
capacity. The land directly east of Innisfree Land Trust, which also contains the Milagra Well System, is a watershed and
(undesignated) seasonal wetlands area. | have contacted the county about this in the past, due to concerns about drainage
on the Lopez Cammunity Land Trust owned property (Innisfree) which is directly downslope from this wetlands area. Inthe ~ developed in the manner proposed as it
winter, these parcels are literally under water. The flora consists primarily of willow, alder and other wetland type plants. | would mean a massive filling In of
had to install a curtain drain to semi-divert runoff, but my (and all neighbor's downhill) erawl spaces still fill with water during natural wetlands and diversion of runoff,
the winter months, as da the neighbor's directly north of us. | strongly encourage sending a wetlands specialist to this area directly adjacent to two (and potentially
during the rainy season befare proposing an increase in potential dwelling units. It's inconceivable to imagine this area
developed in the manner proposed as it would mean a massive filling in of natural wetlands and diversion of runoff, directly
adjacent to two (and potentially three) class A wells; Milagra Water System. Even one or two dwellings would severely
impact drainage. The only place for runoff to go s directly through the Innisfree Land Trust, which affects 8 households,
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No change is recommended the
existing residential home is
proposed to be in VR,

| Yes, add prohibition of copper roofs

ta prevent polluted run-off to
development regulations. This
would need to be a new code

section.

‘ Yes, make changes to the viewshed

map. It was supposed to have
arrows directed at Fisherman Bay
and all of the viewshed highlights
should be the same color (blue).

Page 7




