Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Bull, Trishah <Trishah.Bull@kingcounty.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 10:32 AM

To: marywictor@comcast.net; Mike Ammerlaan

Cc: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: RE: Public Comment (0)--KC Trail ELST Segment 2B--SSDP2016-00415 Fwd3: Access to

Beach Rights easement R.M. Kantonen

Ms. Wictor,

Thank you for the email. This message is to confirm receipt of the materials and affirm that | will be your point of
contact during the review process. Moving forward, | will have a better understanding of timing after | meet with
management to scope the concern.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions.

Thank you,
Trishah

Trishah Bull
Real Property Agent | King County Parks | Capital Planning & Land Management Section
206-477-3929 | trishah.bull@kingcounty.gov

From: marywictor@comcast.net [mailto:marywictor@comcast.net]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 2:35 PM

To: Bull, Trishah; Mike Ammerlaan

Cc: lozbolt@sammamish.us

Subject: Fwd: Public Comment (0)--KC Trail ELST Segment 2B--SSDP2016-00415 Fwd3: Access to Beach Rights
easement R.M. Kantonen

Dear Trishah Bull / King County, & cc: Lindsey Ozbolt / Associate Planner at the City of
Sammamish for Public Comment on K.C. Trail - ELST

Kelly Donahue had given this request originally to Heather Marlow/K.C., who we understand is no
longer available. Kelly told us this week to forward this same request to you for actual response. [| am
also copying lozbolt@sammamish.us so that the email will be recorded along with the attachments in
the official Public Comment period which has a deadline of today at 5:00pm on this Friday, January
27,2017.] Note: R.M. Kantonen recently sold his home, and the new owner is Mike Ammerlaan who
is copied on this email.

We look forward, as Tamarack residents (many of whom have the 1968 Beach & Swimming rights
recorded by doc #6328552--attached) listed with their title/warranty deed information. Mike also had a
copy of the 1983 Short Plat #481035--now attached as well. There are about 210 lots in Tamarack
and about 175 homes have been built (80% developed now) since this historic area was recorded
directly by the King County Assessor as a Plat in 1964.

The other attachments where those couple scans made by Mr. Kantonen who was a long-time
resident of Tamarack and initiated his questions and enumerated the BOLDed "1-4 Desired
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Remedies" he puts forth at the very bottom of this email from 9/21/2016. {Heather Marlow had never
responded at all.}

Please review and respond back to the new owner Mike Ammerlaan. You can also contact me by
phone if you wish since | am re-submitting this request for consideration and response from King
County for ELST and our easement rights.

Sincerely, Mary Wictor 425-283-7253 mobile
425-836-9819 home/office
408 208th Ave NE, Sammamish, WA 98074 since 6/2000 in Tamarack

From: "marywictor" <marywictor@comcast.net>

To: "Mike Ammerlaan" <ammerlaan@live.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2017 8:04:10 PM

Subject: Fwd3: Access to Beach Rights easement R.M. Kantonen

Mike--here is the only formal reply Mark got from K.C. Their attachment refers to "Heather Marlow"...
who is no longer with K.C. or that department.

Today Kelly Donahue told me at Sammamish City Hall when | talked with them about K.C. Trail
details that this is the person to re-request from:

Trishah.Bull@kingcounty.gov

Note: Mark's original attachment/scans were dropped, but | have reattached them, plus the .pdf of
1983.10.07-0974 Short Plat #481035 Hess did in 1983 which | got recently via email from you.

Kelly suggested formally re-emailing to Trishah the information so that King County can followup up
directly with you as the new owner. ~ Mary

From: "ELST Master Plan" <ELST@kingcounty.gov>

To: kantonen5@comcast.net

Cc: "marywictor" <marywictor@comcast.net>, psanford@windermere.com
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2016 7:17:09 PM

Subject: RE: Access to Beach Rights easement R.M. Kantonen

Hello Mr. Kantonen,

Thank you for reaching out to the East Lake Sammamish Trail Hotline with your comment regarding property access.
Please see the attached response to your comment. Let me know if you have any additional questions or comments.

Regards,

Kelly Donahue
Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854

Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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From: kantonen5@comcast.net [kantonen5@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2016 8:36 PM

To: ELST Master Plan

Cc: marywictor@comcast.net; Paula Sanford

Subject: Access to Beach Rights easement R.M. Kantonen

Robert Ryes thank you for your assistance this morning.

As I mentioned during our call [ have a deeded easement for beach access on Lake Sammamish, but the access
has been blocked by the western fence that parallels the Eastlake Sammamish Trail. I have also been harassed
by members of the View Point Community, first denying that I had the rights and then saying the rights were
useless because they required the user to cross private land. There are two community beach access points that
appear to abut each other Lot 2 belonging to the View Point residents a privately held property and then just
North is the Tamarack Beach rights. The Tamarack beach rights also have a restriction that no boats are to be
buoyed that it is for water and swimming access only. The View Point residences use this strip of beach and
water access to Buoy their boats in violation of the easement stipulations. They are not inclined to accept what
some feel is an intrusion on their rights. I have dealt with this intimidation tactic for 30 years. I am ready to get
this closed.

I've attached several documents for King County Parks to review.

Copy of my deeded beach rights

Copy of the easement legal description

Copy of the location for the beach rights, Orig version and a updated KC plot map
Copy of the section map for the area

Copy of the Tamarack subdivision covenants and plot map

SNk W=

I apologize they may not be in the correct order. Please let me know if their is any other questions I might be
able to answer. I did use this beach access while the easement was under Burlington Northern Railroad and my
children were small. I'm in the process of selling my home and a potential buyer was harassed and told that the
Beach rights was a hoax. This could have been a very costly and libelous statement if I wished to pursue legal
action. I would rather just get this cleared up.

Desired remedies:

1. King County Parks install a gate access to Beach easement

2. Place signage noting the access is for Tamarack residences

3. Confirm that access is within the 100 foot right away easement controlled by King County Parks
4. Confirm this in writing

Thank you

Raymond Mark Kantonen
116 Louis Thompson Rd NE
Sammamish WA, 98074

Lot 84 Tamarack Subdivision
Mobile (425) 765-7800
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, February 3, 2017 3:56 PM

To: ‘marywictor@comcast.net’

Subject: RE: Public Comment (0)--KC Trail ELST Segment 2B--SSDP2016-00415 Fwd3: Access to

Beach Rights easement R.M. Kantonen

Dear Mary,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit
Application for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all
comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices
the City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: marywictor@comcast.net [mailto:marywictor@comcast.net]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 2:35 PM

To: Trishah.Bull@kingcounty.gov; Mike Ammerlaan <ammerlaan@live.com>

Cc: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: Fwd: Public Comment (0)--KC Trail ELST Segment 2B--SSDP2016-00415 Fwd3: Access to Beach Rights easement
R.M. Kantonen

Dear Trishah Bull / King County, & cc: Lindsey Ozbolt / Associate Planner at the City of
Sammamish for Public Comment on K.C. Trail - ELST

Kelly Donahue had given this request originally to Heather Marlow/K.C., who we understand is no
longer available. Kelly told us this week to forward this same request to you for actual response. [| am
also copying lozbolt@sammamish.us so that the email will be recorded along with the attachments in
the official Public Comment period which has a deadline of today at 5:00pm on this Friday, January
27, 2017.] Note: R.M. Kantonen recently sold his home, and the new owner is Mike Ammerlaan who
is copied on this email.

We look forward, as Tamarack residents (many of whom have the 1968 Beach & Swimming rights
recorded by doc #6328552--attached) listed with their title/warranty deed information. Mike also had a
copy of the 1983 Short Plat #481035--now attached as well. There are about 210 lots in Tamarack
and about 175 homes have been built (80% developed now) since this historic area was recorded
directly by the King County Assessor as a Plat in 1964.

The other attachments where those couple scans made by Mr. Kantonen who was a long-time
resident of Tamarack and initiated his questions and enumerated the BOLDed "1-4 Desired
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Remedies" he puts forth at the very bottom of this email from 9/21/2016. {Heather Marlow had never
responded at all.}

Please review and respond back to the new owner Mike Ammerlaan. You can also contact me by
phone if you wish since | am re-submitting this request for consideration and response from King
County for ELST and our easement rights.

Sincerely, Mary Wictor 425-283-7253 mobile
425-836-9819 home/office
408 208th Ave NE, Sammamish, WA 98074 since 6/2000 in Tamarack

From: "marywictor" <marywictor@comcast.net>

To: "Mike Ammerlaan" <ammerlaan@live.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2017 8:04:10 PM

Subject: Fwd3: Access to Beach Rights easement R.M. Kantonen

Mike--here is the only formal reply Mark got from K.C. Their attachment refers to "Heather Marlow"...
who is no longer with K.C. or that department.

Today Kelly Donahue told me at Sammamish City Hall when | talked with them about K.C. Trail
details that this is the person to re-request from:

Trishah.Bull@kingcounty.gov

Note: Mark's original attachment/scans were dropped, but | have reattached them, plus the .pdf of
1983.10.07-0974 Short Plat #481035 Hess did in 1983 which | got recently via email from you.

Kelly suggested formally re-emailing to Trishah the information so that King County can followup up
directly with you as the new owner. ~ Mary

From: "ELST Master Plan" <ELST@kingcounty.gov>

To: kantonen5@comcast.net

Cc: "marywictor" <marywictor@comcast.net>, psanford@windermere.com
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2016 7:17:09 PM

Subject: RE: Access to Beach Rights easement R.M. Kantonen

Hello Mr. Kantonen,

Thank you for reaching out to the East Lake Sammamish Trail Hotline with your comment regarding property access.
Please see the attached response to your comment. Let me know if you have any additional questions or comments.

Regards,

Kelly Donahue
Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854

Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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From: kantonen5@comcast.net [kantonen5@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2016 8:36 PM

To: ELST Master Plan

Cc: marywictor@comcast.net; Paula Sanford

Subject: Access to Beach Rights easement R.M. Kantonen

Robert Ryes thank you for your assistance this morning.

As I mentioned during our call [ have a deeded easement for beach access on Lake Sammamish, but the access
has been blocked by the western fence that parallels the Eastlake Sammamish Trail. I have also been harassed
by members of the View Point Community, first denying that I had the rights and then saying the rights were
useless because they required the user to cross private land. There are two community beach access points that
appear to abut each other Lot 2 belonging to the View Point residents a privately held property and then just
North is the Tamarack Beach rights. The Tamarack beach rights also have a restriction that no boats are to be
buoyed that it is for water and swimming access only. The View Point residences use this strip of beach and
water access to Buoy their boats in violation of the easement stipulations. They are not inclined to accept what
some feel is an intrusion on their rights. I have dealt with this intimidation tactic for 30 years. I am ready to get
this closed.

I've attached several documents for King County Parks to review.

Copy of my deeded beach rights

Copy of the easement legal description

Copy of the location for the beach rights, Orig version and a updated KC plot map
Copy of the section map for the area

Copy of the Tamarack subdivision covenants and plot map

Nk W=

I apologize they may not be in the correct order. Please let me know if their is any other questions I might be
able to answer. I did use this beach access while the easement was under Burlington Northern Railroad and my
children were small. I'm in the process of selling my home and a potential buyer was harassed and told that the
Beach rights was a hoax. This could have been a very costly and libelous statement if I wished to pursue legal
action. I would rather just get this cleared up.

Desired remedies:

1. King County Parks install a gate access to Beach easement

2. Place signage noting the access is for Tamarack residences

3. Confirm that access is within the 100 foot right away easement controlled by King County Parks
4. Confirm this in writing

Thank you

Raymond Mark Kantonen
116 Louis Thompson Rd NE
Sammamish WA, 98074

Lot 84 Tamarack Subdivision
Mobile (425) 765-7800
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maintain or otherwi €rvice any private road contained within or
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Matural Resources and Parks

Leptember 26, 2016

Hello Mr. Kantonen,

Thank you for calling the East Lake Sammarmish Trall Hotline. You will find your comment as well as the
King County response to your comment just below. Thank you for your patience.

Comment: Fence put up alongside trail prevents access to lakeside parcel owned by View ridge
Devalopment residents. Only access is through adjacent parcels and those owners are refusing access,
Estimates 140 properties should have access to specific parcel. Large impact. Very negative experience
working with adjacent property owners to gain access. Wants us to help him work through this problem.
Going to send us follow up email 1o project inbox,

King County Response: Thank you for your email. The questions you have regarding property access
have been referred to King County Parks property agent Heather Marlow. Heather can be reached at
Heather. Marlow@kingoounty.gov. | have asked Heather or a member of her team to respond your

phane call and email.

If you have any other questions or cancerns regarding this trail, please feel free to contact the project
haotline at 1-888-668-4886 or ELST@kingoounty. gov, You may also visit the project website, King County
Park's blog, and our Twitter page for up-to-date information on this and other projects.

Sincerely,

Kelly Donahue

Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854
Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886

SB-1
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EXHIBIT “A" . ' R

' Purchaser is entl_tled to all prl\rlleges and uses of Tamarack : ' ;
Beach.- Together with Beach’ nghts in and to the Easterly 10°
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_ North, Range | 6 East, W.M., lying West of the Northern Pac1f1c

' 'Ral_lway Company r1ghl: of way and lying North of the line which
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NORTHWESTERN CAPITAL CORPORRHION, asg G#ﬁntor, haraby
granta to each reajdent of that Pa1 vl of land known ag
Aagossor's Plat of Tamafack, according to the plat recorded in
Voluma 76 of Plats, pagas 36-37, records of the Auditor of King
County, Washington, the nonexclusive fight to usa for beach
and swimming purposes tha following demur@hpd-pxopaxtya

The Westerly ten feet of tha erstarly twanty fset
of that portion of Governmeni Lot 4, Section 6,
Townsahlp 24 North, Range & EBagt, Willamstte
Meridian, lying west of the Rorthern Paalfic
Railuty Company right of way and lying north or
the line which ia pavallel to and 100 fset north
of the weaterly production of the south line of
Tract "A" of View Paint park, ‘

DATED this )gg day of __ Apri ¢ 1968,

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
BE .,

)
COUNTY OF WAYNE )

Oon thi% _Jgr day of _ appil 4 1968, before me, the
undersigried, a Notary Publie in and for the State of Michigan,
duly commiszioned and sworn personally appaared

Ray Nigro ; to me known to be the
Presidant of Northwestern Capital Corporation,
the corporation that executed the foregoing instruwment, and
acknowledged the said instrument to ba tha free and voluntayy
act and dead of gaid corporétcian, for the ueses and purposes
therein mentionead, and on oath stated that ha is authoriged
Lo execute the said instrument and that the asal affixed is the
corporates seal of said corporation.

s,

WITNESS my hand and official meal hereto affixed thy
day and year in this certificate abovs writtan, (o
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Notavy Public in and L
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{C) 2006 King County i
Parcel Number 8920100096
“Address 2021 EAST LAKE SAMMAMISH PL Sk
Zipcode 980756
Taxpayer GARRITY C M

The information included on this map has been compiled by King County staff from a
variety of sources and is subject to change without notice. King County makes no
representations or warranties, express or implied, as to accuracy, completeness,
timeliness, or rights to the use of such information. King County shall not be liable for any
general, special, indirect, incidental, or consequential damages including, but not lirnited
to, lost revenues or lost profits resulting from the use or misuse of the information

contained on this map. Any sale of this map or information on this map is prohibited

except by written permission of King County."

King County | GIS Center | News | Services | Comments | Search

By visiting this and other King County web pages,

you expressly agree to be bound by terms and conditions of the site.

The details.
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4558584

“with. The powers and duties of He Re Watchle and of his designated represen=

PAMARAK ADDITION,

eaat quarter ' ange 6 east, WM., in King
 County, Washington, rein conveyed to King County,
Washington, for Loulse  deed recorded under Auditor's

~. wise affect any of the other provisions which shall remaln in full force and

L B84 el 63

outheast gquarter of the northe |

These covenants shall run with the land and shall be binding on all parties
and persons slaiming under them until Jenuvary 1, 1960, at which time said
sovenants shall be automatically extended for successive periods of ten ysars
unless by vote of & majority of the then owners of the lots it 1is agreed o
change sald covenants in whole or in parbe ~ :

If the parties hereto or any of them or their heirs and assigns, shall violate
or attempt to violate any of the covenants herein; it shall be lawful for any
other person or persons owning any real property: situated in sald development
or subdivision to prosecute any proceeding at law or in equity against the
person or persons violating or attempting to violate or to recover damages or
other dues for such violations, :

Invaliddtion»bt~;n1 er'thgse,qoianantsfﬁy judgment or court order shall in no
effecte

A1l lots in the tract shall be described as residential lotse No &tructures
shall be erected, altered, placed or permitted to remain on sny residentlal
building plot other than one detached single family dwelling, for single
family ocoupancy only, not to exceed two storles in height, and a private

garage or carport for not more than three cars.

No building shall be erected, placed or altered on any bullding plot in this
subdivision until the building plans, specifications snd plot plan showing
the location of such building have been epproved in writing as to all condl-
tions of design apd construction, and particularly as to conformity and
harmony of external design with existing structures in the subdivision and as
to locstion of the bullding with respect to topography and finished ground
elevations by He Re Watchie, or by a representative designated by him, or his
assigns. In the event said parbty, or his desigmted representative falls to
approve or disapprove such design and location within thirty days after sald
plans and specifications have been submitted to them, or in any event if no
sult to enjoin the erection of such bullding or the making of such altera=
tions hes been commenced prior to the completion thereof, such approval will
not be requived and this covenant will be deemed to have been fully compliled

tative shall cease on and after January 1, 1969, unless extended as hereto=
fore provideds

No building shall be located nearer to the front lot line or nearer to the
side street 1line than the building setback lines shown on the officlal plab
when recordeds No building, except 2 detached garage or other outbuilding
located 70 feet or more from the front lot linme shall be located nearer than
slx feet to any side lot line,

N¥o noxious or offensive trade or activity shell be carried on upon any lot
nor shall anything be done thereon which may be or become an annoyance or
nuisance to the neighborhoode

No trailer, basement, tent, shack, garage, barn or other outbuilding erected
in the tract shall at any time be used as a resident temporarily or permans=
ently, nor shall any structure of a temporsry charscter be used as a resident,
nor shell any structure be moved upon any lot without written approval of

He Re Watchis. The floor living area of the main structure of any dwelllng,
excluding one story open porches and garages, shall not be less than 900
square fests ' 1 -
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Peggy Michael Reddy <reddy@benefits-consulting.com>
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 1:56 PM

To: ‘ELST Master Plan'

Cc: Lindsey Ozbolt; karrah@benefits-consulting.com
Subject: RE: 170127 ELST South Samm B - Reddy - Meeting

Hi Kelly: Yes, | can be available at 9:00 a.m. on Tuesday January 31t at my property. Thank you.

From: ELST Master Plan [mailto:ELST@kingcounty.gov]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 12:22 PM

To: reddy@benefits-consulting.com

Cc: lozbolt@sammamish.us; karrah@benefits-consulting.com
Subject: 170127 ELST South Samm B - Reddy - Meeting

Dear Ms. Reddy,

Thank you for your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trail Project. Please see the attached regarding your email from
January 27, 2017. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Regards,

Kelly Donahue

Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854
Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Matural Resources and Parks

January 27, 2017

Dear Ms, Reddy,

Thank you for your Interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trall. Please see your comment, as well as the
Kimg County response below. Let me know I you have any questions,

Comment: Attached as a word document are my comments and questions with regard to the proposed
King County trail. | have also attached [again) the boundary adjustment of 1999 and site survey showing
the new boundary adjustment. This boundary change is not entirely and accurately reflected in the King
County survey of the trail which | understand has been recognized and will be corrected. | will be
remaoving County stakes on my property unless for some reason the County has jurisdiction on private
property. | understand that the King County ROW is 25 feet from the centerline of the trail westward
toward my property. Thanks for your consideration and time te review concerns, Peggy

King County Response: Thank you for your email, Ms. Reddy. Members of the survey team and | would
like to meet you at your residence next Tuesday morning, lanuary 31, The surveyors would like to
review the location of the existing survey stake before you remove it. Pleasa lat me know if you would
be available at 9:00 am.

If vou have any other questions or concerns regarding this trail, please feel free to contact the project

hotline at 1-888-668-4886 or ELST@kingcounty gov. You may also visit the project website, King County
Park's blog, and our Twitier page for up-to-date information on this and other projects.

Sincerely,

Kelly Donahue

Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Rescurces
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854
Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: ELST Master Plan <ELST@kingcounty.gov>
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 10:29 AM

To: reddy@benefits-consulting.com

Cc: Lindsey Ozbolt; MikeSch@msn.com

Subject: 170126 ELST South Samm B - Reddy - ROW
Attachments: 170126 ELST South Samm B - Reddy - ROW.pdf

Dear Ms. Reddy,

Thank you for your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trail Project. Please see the attached regarding your email from
January 22, 2017. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Regards,

Kelly Donahue

Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854
Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Natural Resources and Parks

January 26, 2017

Dear Ms. Reddy,

Thank you for your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trail. Please see your comment, as well as the
King County response below. Let me know if you have any questions.

Comment: Dear Mz. Kelly Donzhue and Ms. Lindsey Ozbolt: | had an opportunity today to review King
County's “tree preservation plan” (page 12 of 28) and the 135-page 60% review plan (page 52). I'm truly
maortified and deeply distressed that according to the County’s “plan® the County plans to move the trail
off the current “as built” trail further west to align from the true trail canterline which is virtually on the
current split rail fence, This action is completely unnecessary and would take over and destroy literally
thousands of dollars of landscaping and wildlife habitat for birds, eagles, animals, deer, ducks, bees, and
much more! Come see the eagles in our neighborhood! This property has been maintained by me since
1997 —far 20 years. Twenty years! Seme of the Rhododendrons and Azaleas were here before |
purchased my home in August, 1957 and they are very grand and old. The plans indicate that the County
is going to replace my landscaping and the fragile and rare wildlife habitat with “clearing and grubbing”
based on the County's survey notes. What does this term mean? It is puzzling to me that the County
would intentionally and deliberately destroy the beautiful landscaping and wildlife habitat that exists
now when the County can easily stay on the currently "as built” current location or meander ta the
ather side rather than swerving unnecessarily anta my 20-vear old landscaping only to swerve back to
the existing “as built” trail. This is an extremely wasteful move of property, landscaping, and the wildlife
habitat. Can you censider another plan — like staying on the current "as built” location. | am otherwise
fully supportive of the surfaced trail.

Further, | see that the County's plan is to put up a chain link fence. This Is also alarming. There is nothing
uglier and awful to lock at then such a fence.

| am copying Mike Schmidt wha is planning to discuss with you other concerns of gur neighbars.
Unfartunately, | am travelling and cannat meet to explain my concerns persanally with you, Please help
us and please consider the logic of keeping the trail in the "as built™ location, the savings in expense to
both the County and to me by avoiding destroying property and moving my utilities and attempting to
relocate 20-year-old vegetation, and the saving of the wildlife habitat that I've spent 20 years nurturing!
Thank you!

Rezpectfully, A very distressed Sammamizsh Homeowner! Pepgy Reddy

King County Response: Thank you for your email and thank you for taking the time to meet for a
clarification session on Tuesday, January 24. | believe we discussed the concerns you raised in this email
during our meeting, and we provided you with additional plan information to supplement any additional
comments you might make on the project plans to the City of Sammamish. Additionally, we provided
you with the contact for the U.5. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) staff person leading the review of the
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Natural Resources and Parks

wetland delineations along the trail. Please let us know if yvou have any additional guestions or concerns.
As a reminder, all comments need to be sent to Lindsey Ozbolt at the City of Sammamish by Spm on
January 27,

Lindsey can be reached at:

425.295.0527
LOzbolt@sammarmish.us

If you have any other questions or concerns regarding this trail, please feel free to contact the project
haotline at 1-BB8-668-4886 or ELST@kingrounty. gov. You may also visit the project website, King County
Park's blog, and our Twitter page for up-to-date information on this and other projects.

Sincerely,

Kelly Donahue

Community Engagement

King County Department of Matural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 95104-3854
Project Hotline; 1-888-668-4886
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: ELST Master Plan <ELST@kingcounty.gov>

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 9:06 AM

To: arul_menezes@hotmail.com

Cc: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: 170126 ELST South Samm B - Menezes - Trees
Attachments: 170126 ELST South Samm B - Menezes - Trees.pdf

Dear Mr. Menezes,

Thank you for your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trail Project. Please see the attached regarding your comment.
Please let me know if you have any questions.

Regards,

Kelly Donahue

Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854
Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Natural Rescurces and Parks

January 26, 2017

Dear Mr. Menezes,

Thank you for your Interest in the East Lake Sammarmish Trall. Please see your comments, as well as the
Kimg County response below. Let me know If you have any questions.

Comment: You commented that you have a S0-year-old dogwood tree at Station 295 that is significant
and does not show up on aur plans.

King County Response: Thank you for your email, Any comments that you would like to make sure are
submitted as part of the permit process should be submitted by 5:00 pm on January 27 to;

Lindsey Ozbolt, Associate Planner

P: 425-255-0527

E: lozbolt@ sammamish.us.

Address: City of Sammamish City Hall
801 228th Avenue 5.E.

Sammamish, Washington 98075

In the future, please contact the hotline if you have any questions or concerns instead of contacting the
project team directly, You can reach the project team at 1-888-668-4886 or ELST@kingeounty gov, You
may also visit the project website, King County Park’s blog, and our Twitter page for up-to-date
infermation on this and other projects.

Sinecerely,

Kelly Donzhue
Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854

Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: ELST Master Plan <ELST@kingcounty.gov>

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 8:56 AM

To: daynesampson@hotmail.com

Cc: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: 170126 ELST South Samm B - Sampson - Comments
Attachments: 170126 ELST South Samm B - Sampson - Comments.pdf

Dear Mr. Sampson,

Thank you for your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trail Project. Please see the attached regarding your call to the
project hotline on January 25, 2017. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Regards,

Kelly Donahue

Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854
Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Natural Resources and Parks

January 26, 2017

Dear Mr. Sampson,

Thank you for your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trall. Please see your comments, as well as the
King County response below. Let me know If you have any questions,

Comment: You requested information on where you can submit comments to the City before the
deadline.

King County Response: Thank you for your call, Any comments, questions, or concermns that you have
regarding the South Sammamish B construction project should be directed to Lindsey Ozbolt with the
City of Sammamish by 5:00 pm on January 27. Lindsey can be reached at:

425,295 0527
LOzbolt@sammamish.us

If you have any other questions or concerns regarding this trail, please feel free to contact the project
haotline at 1-888-668-4886 or ELSTE@kingrounty. gov. You may also visit the project website, King County
Park’s blog, and our Twitter page for up-to-date information on this and other projects.

Sincerely,

kelly Donahue

Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854
Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Peggy Michael Reddy <reddy@benefits-consulting.com>
Sent: Friday, January 20, 2017 11:03 AM

To: ‘ELST Master Plan'

Cc: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: RE: 170119 ELST South Samm B - Reddy - ROW

Please unlock this file so that | can print it for my records!

From: ELST Master Plan [mailto:ELST@kingcounty.gov]
Sent: Thursday, January 19, 2017 10:57 AM

To: reddy@benefits-consulting.com

Cc: lozbolt@sammamish.us

Subject: 170119 ELST South Samm B - Reddy - ROW

Dear Ms. Reddy,

Thank you for your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trail Project. Please see the attached regarding your emails
from January 17 and January 18, 2017. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Regards,

Kelly Donahue

Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854
Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Peggy Reddy <reddy@benefits-consulting.com>
Thursday, January 19, 2017 11:39 AM

ELST Master Plan

Lindsey Ozbolt

Re: 170119 ELST South Samm B - Reddy - ROW

Hi thanks but what is the resolution? King County stakes appear to be within the purchased ROW. Can we

please have a conversation?

Sent from my iPhone

Peggy Reddy
206.484.4845

On Jan 19, 2017, at 10:56 AM, ELST Master Plan <ELST@kingcounty.gov> wrote:

Dear Ms. Reddy,

Thank you for your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trail Project. Please see the attached regarding
your emails from January 17 and January 18, 2017. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Regards,

Kelly Donahue
Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854

Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
<170119 ELST South Samm B - Reddy - ROW.pdf>
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Crepartment of Natural Resources and Parks

January 19, 2017

Dear Ms, Reddy,

Thank you for your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trail. Please see your comments, as well as the
Kimg County response below. Let me know if you have any questions,

Comment: Belaw s an email that | sent te King County infarming them that | think they have misplaced
the boundary stakes placed within my property boundary. King County has public records showing that |
purchased that portion of the Burlington Marthern ROW from the Land Conservancy in 1997 prior ta the
County's purchase of the trail ROW. | bought the entire length of the ROW from the Conservancy
abutting my property - | believe approximately 250 feet by 25 feet. Should | go down to King County and
find the actual recorded deed? Kindly advise if | need to take action since there has been no additional
infermation from the County. Note too that | have had the property surveyed on at least two separate
occasions with the most recent one attached shown with the "ROW Purchase and Survey” attached.
What's confusing is that either the County In the legal description of Parcel B in the deed or the Surveyor
made a mistake as to boundary descriptions; however, the error in the description has no bearing on the
legitimacy of the purchase from the Land Conservancy of Burlington Norther ROW.

Comment: Attached are confirming documents from the survey principal as to the boundary line
adjustments made in 1999 (nat 1997 as previously reported by me) and the Quit Claim Deed with regard
my purchase of the Burlington Northern ROW (approximately not less than 50 feet by 250 feet) adjacent
1o my property. There is no dispute on the location of the boundary stakes, merely that the County has
its stakes marking the ROW for the trail within the boundary to my property. Please check your records
and confirm the correct boundaries and remove the stakes inside my property before future work
COMMENCEs,

King County Response: Thank you for your emails, Ms_ Reddy. We are aware of your purchase, and the
survey should reflect that.

If vou have any other questions or caoncerns regarding this trail, please feel free to contact the project

hotline at 1-888-668-4886 or ELST@kingcounty goy. You may also visit the project website, King County
Park's blog, and our Twitier page for up-to-date information on this and other projects.

Sincerely,

Kelly Donzhue
Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854

Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886




Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 20, 2017 4:32 PM

To: ‘Peggy Michael Reddy'

Cc: ‘ELST Master Plan'

Subject: RE: 161118 ELST South Samm B - Reddy - ROW

Dear Ms. Reddy,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit
Application for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all
comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices
the City issues for this proposal.

Additionally, | have received the correspondence between you and King County on January 19" and 20%", 2017. These
will be included in the project record as well.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Peggy Michael Reddy [mailto:reddy@benefits-consulting.com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 17,2017 3:40 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Cc: 'ELST Master Plan' <ELST@kingcounty.gov>; Peggy Michael Reddy <reddy @benefits-consulting.com>
Subject: 161118 ELST South Samm B - Reddy - ROW

Dear Ms. Ozbolt: I'm a property owner adjacent to the trail. Below is an email that | sent to King County
informing them that | think they have misplaced the boundary stakes placed within my property boundary.
Attached is the response from King County (16118 ELST South Samm B — Reddy — ROW). It’s been two months
and | have heard nothing further. This seems a very simple fix. King County has public records showing that |
purchased that portion of the Burlington Northern ROW from the Land Conservancy in 1997 prior to the
County’s purchase of the trail ROW. | bought the entire length of the ROW from the Conservancy abutting my
property — | believe approximately 250 feet by 25 feet. Attached also is documentation that | sent along with
this email. Note the portion | purchased is referred to as “Parcel B”. Should | go down to King County and find
the actual recorded deed? The one attached is simply a change in the Grantor from me as a single person to
my Trust. Kindly advise if | need to take action since there has been no additional information from the
County. Note too that | have had the property surveyed on at least two separate occasions with the most
recent one attached shown with the “ROW Purchase and Survey” attached. What’s confusing is that either the
County in the legal description of Parcel B in the deed or the Surveyor made a mistake as to boundary
descriptions (using North instead of South or visa versa —it’s not about where the stakes are located, it’s
about describing where they are located and having conflicting descriptive in reporting the location of the
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boundary stakes);however, the error in the description has no bearing on the legitimacy of the purchase from
the Land Conservancy of Burlington Norther ROW. Thank you, Peggy

Peggy Reddy

929 East Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE
Sammamish, WA 97075

206.484.4845

From: ELST Master Plan [mailto:ELST@kingcounty.gov]
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2016 9:53 AM

To: Peggy Michael Reddy <reddy@benefits-consulting.com>
Subject: 161118 ELST South Samm B - Reddy - ROW

Dear Ms. Reddy,

Thank you for your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trail project. Please see the attached regarding your
communications from November 16 and 17, 2016. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Regards,

Kelly Donahue
Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854

Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886

From: Peggy Michael Reddy [reddy@benefits-consulting.com]
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2016 10:09 AM

To: ELST Master Plan

Subject: RE: Reddy ROW Purchase in 1997

Please acknowledge receipt of this email and let me know the timing as to when you plan to respond. Thank
you. Peggy Reddy 206.484.4845.

From: Peggy Michael Reddy [mailto:reddy@benefits-consulting.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2016 12:58 PM

To: 'ELST@kingcounty.gov' <ELST@kingcounty.gov>

Cc: 'Peggy Michael Reddy' <reddy@benefits-consulting.com>
Subject: Reddy ROW Purchase in 1997

Hi Kelly Donahue: Following your letter of October 6 that | received King County surveyed and staked the
“public right-of-way” (ROW) within the South Sammamish B portion of the trail from 33" St. to NE Inglewood
Hill Road. This includes my property at 929 East Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE, Sammamish, WA 98075.

There is a King County stake at the top of my driveway that appears to indicate that it is the boundary for the

ROW (ROW 387+45.39). Further there is also a King County stake ROW (ROW 377+80.44) at the southern end
of my property. | think both stakes are misplaced by 25 feet.
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In August 1997 | purchased this property and subsequently purchased the ROW (shown as Parcel B on the
attached Deed Exhibit A). If you need the original Deed could you please check King County records. |
purchased said ROW at N69°49’12”W for a distance of 25 feet toward the center of the trail. | purchased the
ROW at N72°19’01”W for a distance of 25 feet toward the center of the trail. In total | purchased 25 feet of
the ROW by 250 feet approximately paralleling the trail between these two points at N17°40’59”E.

So what appears to have occurred is that the Parcel B ROW purchase was not used when the stakes were
placed on my property. Please confirm the status of the trail survey and whether or not we are in agreement
that the stakes are in fact, misplaced. Thanks!

| called today and talked to Robert Reyes who indicated he would share my call with you.

Peggy Michael Reddy
P. O. Box 2088
Issaquah, WA 98027
206.484.4845
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Natural Resources and Parks

November 18, 2016

Hello Ms. Reddy,

Thank you for your emails regarding the East Lake Sammamish Trail project. Please see your email
sumimary, as well as the King County response below. Let me know if you hawve any questions.

Comment: November 16, 2016: Following your letter of October 6 that | received King County surveyed
and staked the "public right-of-way” (ROW) within the South Sammamish B portion of the trail frem
33rd 5t. to ME Inglewood Hill Read. This includes my property at 9249 East Lake Sammamish Shore Lane
SE, Sammamish, WA 98075.

There is a King County stake at the top of my driveway that appears to indicate that it is the boundary
for the ROW (ROW 387+45.39). Further there is also a King County stake ROW [ROW 377+80.44) at the
southern end of my property. | think both stakes are misplaced by 25 feet.

In August 1957 | purchased this property and subsequently purchased the ROW {shown as Parcel B on
the attached Deed Exhibit A). If you need the ariginal Deed could you please check King County records?
| purchased sald ROW at NESY49712W for a distance of 25 feet toward the center of the trail. |
purchased the ROW at N72°19'01"W for a distance of 25 feet toward the center of the trail. In tatal |
purchased 25 feet of the ROW by 250 feet approximately paralleling the trail between these two points
at N17740'59"E.

S0 what appears to have occurred is that the Parcel B ROW purchase was not used when the stakes
were placed on my property. Please confirm the status of the trail survey and whether or not we are in
agreement that the stakes are in fact, misplaced. Thanks!

| called today and talked to Robert Reyes who indicated he would share my call with you.

Comment: Project hatline call on November 16, 2016: Ms. Reddy called as a result of the recent staking
work done, She claimed ownership of land within the staked area. She purchased from the land
conservancy before King County bought the rail bed. Ms. Reddy stated she has the land survey from
when the purchase took place, She is not sure if King County is aware of the purchase taking place or her
ownership of the land. Specifically mentioned buying 25 ft. by approximately 300 ft. section of land.

Comment: November 17. 2016: Please acknowledge receipt of this email and let me know the timing as
to when you plan to respond. Thank you. Peggy Reddy 206,484 4845,

King County Response: Thank you for your phone call, email, and the survey attachment. King County
Parks will review the information, and we will fallow up with the results of aur investigation.
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Natural Resources and Parks

If you have any other questions or concerns regarding this trail, please feel free to contact the project
hotline at 1-888-668-4886 or ELST@kingcounty.gov. You may also visit the project website, King County
Park’s blog, and our Twitter page for up-to-date information on this and other projects.

Sincerely,

Kelly Donahue
Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854

Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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KING COUNTY, WA

E2636244

10/1?!2013 13
%NG COUNTY, “24

10.0
SALE %36.06 PRGE-001 OF 001
QUITCLAIM DEED
Grantor: PEGGY MICHAEL REDDY, a single person
Grantee: THE PEGGY MICHAEL REDDY REVOCABLE TRUST,

PEGGY MICHAEL REDDY, Trustee

Legal Description:  Portions of Tracts 15 to 19, replat of Mason’s Lakeside; Vol. 37 of
Plats, page 55

Assessor's Tax Parcel ID#: 519710-0075-00, 062406-9013-06

THE GRANTOR, PEGGY MICHAEL REDDY, a single person, conveys and quit claims to
THE PEGGY MICHAEL REDDY RLVOCABLF TRUST, Peggy Michael Reddy, Trustee, the
following described real estate situate in the County of King, State of Washington.

Street Address: 929 E. Lake Sammamish Shorelane SE
Sammamish WA 98075

Legal Description: ~ SEE EXHIBIT A ATTACHED HERETO

CAREVF-5013-QCD PMR TO TRUST Quit CLAaiM DEED, PAGE 1 OF 3
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pateD: _ Do faher)  J5 ,20/%

PeggﬁWﬁ

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) ss.
COUNTY OF KING )

On this day personally appeared before me PEGGY MICHAEL REDDY, to me known to
be the individual described in and who executed the within and foregoing instrument
individually and acknowledged that she signed the same as her free and voluntary act and deed
for the uses and purposes therein mentioned.

GIVEN under my hand and official seal this (5 day of T4 o=
2002,

WL!C in and for the State of
ashington, residing at: W Llenel, o A

My appointment expires: £ - ] ~Ze| 23—

Name Printed: | ncioen H. Zoernan

CAREVF-5013-0CD PMR TO TRUST QUIT CLAIM DEED, PAGE 2 OF 3
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'EXHIBIT A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

Parcel A:

Portion of Tracts 15 to 19, replat of Mason’s Lakeside, accordin
recorded in Volume 37 of Plats, page(s) 55, in King County,
Easterly and Southeasterly of a line described as follows:

g to the plat thereof,
Washington, lying

- Beginning at the Northwest corner of said Tract 19;, Running thence Easterly along

the North line of said tract, 42.10 feet to the true point of beginning; Thence South
16°14'00" West 152.70 feet; Thence South 51°34'00" West 108.90 feet to iron pipe
on shore line of Lake Sammainish and or: tract line between Tracts 14 and 15.
Together with Shorelands adjoining. '
Parcel B: ' '

That portion of the Burlington Northern Railroad Right of Way (former Northern
Pacific Railroad) lying within Section 6, Township 24 North, Range 6 East,
Willamette Meridian, in King County, Washington, adjoining the Easterly line of
Parcel A and described as follows: '

Beginning at the Northeasterly comer of Parcel A;

Thence South 69°49'12" East along a radial line to a curve in said Railroad Right of
Way fora distance 6f25.00 feet to a point on a curve with radius of 5,754.65 feet and
center point lying Southeasterly at South 69°49'12" East;

Thence Southerly and Westerly along said curve, parallel to the Westerly line of said

Railroad Right of Way and 25.00 feet Southeasterly as measured at right angles to
said Westerly line, for an arc length distance of 250.79 feet through a central angle
of 02°29'49" 10 a point of tangency with a line bearing South 17°40'59" West;
Thence South 17°40'59" West along said line for a distance of 59.90 feet;

Thence North 72°19'01". West for a distance 0£25.00 feet to the Southeasterly corner
of said Parcel A,

 Thence along the Easterly line of Parcel A through the following courses;

Thence North 17°40'59" East for a distance of 59.90 feet to a point of tangency with.
a curve to the right having a radius of 5,779.65 feet;

Thence Northerly and Easterly along said curve for an arc length distance 0f 251.88
feet through a central angle of 02°29'49" to the point of beginning.

Street Address: 929 E. Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE
Sammamish WA 98075
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 10:57 AM

To: ‘ELST Master Plan'; b.greve@comcast.net

Subject: RE: 170109 ELST South Samm B - Greve - Trail Construction

Dear Mr. Greve,,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development
Permit Application for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments and King County’s response have been received and will be included in the project record. At
the close of the comment period, all comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and
response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: ELST Master Plan [mailto:ELST@kingcounty.gov]

Sent: Monday, January 9, 2017 4:54 PM

To: b.greve@comcast.net

Cc: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: 170109 ELST South Samm B - Greve - Trail Construction

Dear Mr. Greve,

Thank you for your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trail Project. Please see the attached regarding your email from
January 6, 2017. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Regards,

Kelly Donahue

Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854
Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Natural Resources and Parks

January 9, 2017

Hello Mr. Greve,

Thank your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trall. Pleazse see your comment, as well as the King
County response below, Let me know if you have any questions.

Comment: Upon reviewing the notice of application for East Lake Sammamish trail Segment 2B, it
indicates that Mediation of disputes is available pursuant ta "SMC 20.20" but as is typical with
government agancies thera is no reference to it, no indication of where to get information about it, or
any definition of what that is.

* Canyou please provide information about SMC 20.20 or insight about where to get the
infarmation?

»  The document also states for citizens to contact the Department of Community Developmant
for additional information on the Land Use Mediation Program. Once again, the information is
meaningless unless reference is provided about how to contact them and who specifically to
speak with. Please provide,

King County Response; Thank you for your email. The information you are referencing was posted on
the City of Sammamish website

Please contact Staff Project Planner Assigned: Lindsey Ozbolt, Associate Planner
P:425-255-0527

E: lozbolt@sammamish.us.

Address: City of Sammamish City Hall

801 228th Avenue SE

Sammamish, Washington 98075

If you have any other questions or concerns regarding this trail, please feel free to contact the project

hotline at 1-888-668-4886 or LLST@kingcounty gay. You may alse visit the project website, King County
Park"s blog, and our Twitter page for up-to-date information on this and other projects.

Sincerely,

Kelly Donzhue
Community Engagement

King County Department of Matural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854

Project Hotline: 1-B88-668-4886
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: ELST Master Plan <ELST@kingcounty.gov>

Sent: Friday, January 6, 2017 1:32 PM

To: b.greve@comecast.net

Cc: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: 170106 ELST South Samm B - Greve - Trail Construction
Attachments: 170106 ELST South Samm B - Greve - Trail Construction.pdf

Dear Mr. Greve,

Thank you for your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trail Project. Please see the attached regarding your email from
January 5, 2017. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Regards,

Kelly Donahue

Community Engagement

King County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854
Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Crepartment of Matural Resources and Parks

January 6, 2017

Hello Mr. Greve,

Thank your interest in the East Lake Sammamish Trail. Please see your comment, as well as the King
County response below. Let me know if you have any questions.

Comment: Good afternoon -

Knowing that King County has a history of stone walling citizen concerns and does not fairly work to
mitigate issues raised by its citizens in regards to its development projects (Lake Sammamish Trail as the
example) we feel it prudent to formally surface our concerns and nat rely on the City of Sammamish to
do so.

Please officially acknowledge the comments [/ concerns listed below in relation to East Lake Sammamish
Segment 28 (550P2016-00415) and advise on what we should expect in terms of mitigation {process and

timing).

The concerns are as fallows:

+ Measurements using the proposed center line indicate unnecessary and
significant encroachment upon our property,

= We sericusly disagree with movement of the center line any closer to the lake than it currently
is. & far better solution would be to address the jurisdictional ditch (#11B as presented on the
existing conditions plan - EX6) located East of the existing trail using an underground culvert or
drainage pipe and fill. The jurisdictional ditch is NOT wetlands but simply a drainage ditch
halding water only 10% of the time. The current jurisdictional ditch is both a nulsance and a
current / angoing danger. Construction of an underground culvert / drainage pipe is precisely
what was done years ago with the Abernathy property just north of ours. This approach allows
the center line to NOT be shifted towards the lake. Note that on the propesed plan, the
proposed center line takes a sharp easterly turn right at our property boundary because the
jurisdictional ditch was modified years earlier.

= We fully expect to retain our existing arborvitae hedge to the degree that it does not impact
the most minimal and required site triangle at the trail crossing. Movement of the center line
closer to the lake will drastically impact the amount of arborvitae that would need to be
removed; obviously impacting bath the privacy and safety of our property.

# [Examining the proposed plan, there iz a line labeled "CG" which appears to mean "clearing and
grubbing” limits, My assumption is that this is the boundary line with will be subject to clearing.
This line as proposed is NOT ACCEPTABLE. We refuse to allow King County or the city of
Sammamish to clear any property other than that which weould be required to facilitate the
minimal site triangle for the trail crossing,

= We're appalled that the City of Sammamish would continue to allow King county to proceed
with any planning or construction activity related to the trail with there being so many legal
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Crepartment of Natural Resources and Parks

actions and concerns coming from the city's citizens. We're not seeing any common sense being
used by either the city or the county to address or mitigate concerns coming from its citizens;
but instead citizens are simply being stone walled,

Please advise as soon as possible,
Regards,

Bill Greve
Citizen of Sammarnish

King County Response: Thank you for your email. Comments on the 550P permit should be sent ta
Lindsey Ozhalt, Staff Project Planner assigned to the City of Sammamish,

As the permit applicant, King County Parks staff will attempt to provide information and answers an the
trail project, but the City will be collecting and documenting all comments on this permit

application. After the close of the comment period, the City of Sammamish will provide all of the public
comments to King County Parks for our review and consideration.

Contact infermation for Lindsey Ozbolt:
Phaone: 425-295-0527

Email: lozbolt@sammamish.us.
Address: City of Sammamish City Hall, 801 228th Avenue 5E, Sammamish, Washington 98075

Additionally, please find the below links to the notification of the SSDP for both South Sammamish B
Segment and the Inglewood Hill Parking Lot.

Segment B:
http://'www sammamish us/attachments/legalnotices/42074/55DP2016-
00415%I0ELSTHI0Sepment® 2028 Motice of Application MOA_Final. pdf

Parking lat:

http i{m.;gmmgmi;h u:ieﬂaihmﬁnﬁﬂ'ﬂﬂ'nﬂliﬁiidziiEEEEI!EZ!!J g-

If you have any other questions or concerns regarding this trail, please feel free to contact the project
hotline at 1-888-668-4886 or ELST@kingrounty.gov. You may also visit the project website, King County
Park’s blop, and our Twitter page for up-to-date information on this and other projects.

Sincerely,

Kelly Donahue
Community Engagement
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King County

Parks and Recreation Division
Department of Natural Resources and Parks

Kimg County Department of Natural Resources
201 South Jackson Street, Suite 700

Seattle, WA 98104-3854

Project Hotline: 1-888-668-4886
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RE: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 4:25 PM

To:cedarforest7 @gmail.com <cedarforest7@gmail.com>;

Dear Marna,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Marna Marteeny [mailto:cedarforest7 @gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 9:11 AM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Dear

Dear city of Sammamish,

I'm writing to express my support for completing the ELST and approving permit SSDP2016-00415.

Please approve the permit, as submitted.

Myself, my family and my friends use the Sammamish Trail every single week (sometimes multiple times!). Often we ride around
Lake Sammamish, and the most scary part of the ride is when we are riding on East Lake Sammamish between the two parts of
the unfinished trail, sharing the road with cars.

We can hardly wait for the 3.6 mile segment connecting the two finished pieces to completed!! Many people commute to
Issaquah using the trail (where the can), and by completing the trail you are making it safer for people to use alternative
transportation to get to work, lessening traffic a bit on congested arterials.

Sincerely,

Marna Marteeny
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Marna Marteeny
12143 NE 141st Street
Kirkland, WA 98034
425.681.6132
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RE: City of Sammamish

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 1/27/2017 4:36 PM

To:-Tom Rodgers <trod62857@aol.com>;

Dear Tom,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development
Permit Application for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment
period, all comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be
included in future notices the City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Tom Rodgers [mailto:trod62857 @aol.com]
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 10:00 AM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>
Subject: Fwd: City of Sammamish

Lindsey,

My name is Tom Rodgers and we reside at 1215 Eastlake Sammamish Shore Lane SE and are the
neighbors directly to the South of Liz and Mark
Madgett author of the letter written to you below. We were at the meeting with the Madgett's and the city to
review the plan and have the same concerns
that the Madgett's have expressed. Our home is directly in front of the entrance from the parkway to our
lane and have access concerns particularly during
the construction phase of the project. As the Madgett's have pointed out in their letter to you below, we
share the exact same concerns. We have been
residents for over 20 years and we also enjoy the trail. We are hopeful that the city will be respectful of the
homeowners that are critically impacted by
this project on our lane.
Best,

Tom Rodgers

From: Mark J Madgett <Mark_J_ Madgett@newyorklife.com>
Date: January 27, 2017 at 8:44:39 AM MST

SB-11



mailto:Mark_J_Madgett@newyorklife.com

To: "lozbolt@sammamish.us" <lozbolt@sammamish.us>
Cc: "Lizannemadgett" <lizlablvr@aol.com>
Subject: City of Sammamish

City of Sammamish
801 228th Ave SE
Sammamish, WA 98075

Att: Lindsey Ozbolt

We are Mark and Lizanne Madgett, and will forever own a home in the Mint Grove community. The address is
1203 E Lk Sammamish Shore Ln SE. We recognize that "forever" is a long time. As Sammamish residents for
19 years we dreamed, planned, worked hard, and saved for what seemed like an eternity, hoping to find the
exact right place for us to spend the rest of our lives, and if possible insure that our children and grandchildren
would have that same opportunity.The address of this dream come true is 1203 E Lk Sammamish Shore Ln
SE. ltis in station 372, the landscape plan is on page 124 of 135 trail plan.

We were able to attend the meeting on the 10th of January, and Liz also had a 30 minute session with a
representative on the 12th. Both meetings clarified some of our questions with what will occur near our home
and neighborhood. However, there are others that have not been addressed. As you are aware Mint Grove has
one entrance and exit.

Concerns: (some of these have also been shared by our neighbors in evidence of the broader impact the new
trail design is having on our Lane)

Neighborhood Concerns:

-Emergency vehicle access and turn around, and general safety of all neighborhoods residents and their
guests.

-removal of over 300 trees, and the subsequent impact.

-Areas that are erroneously labeled as wet lands, and the subsequent impact that this designation is having on
the safety of our neighborhood.

The space to the East of the trail could accommodate both the widening of the trail, satisfy the safety concerns
our our community, retain the flora and fauna that currently reside in synergy with our residents, and provide
the needed space to retain the water run off from the plateau.

Our Specific Property Concerns:

-The city explained that the C/G area will reside in an area that we have maintained and landscaped with an
irrigation system since we took ownership. Will we be responsible for removal and capping of the system?
-There is also a rock retaining wall (that on the plans looks to remain) that is an integral part of the integrity of
our landscaping. The wall extends to the end of our drive and turns east towards the trail approximately 4-5
feet, following the continuous line of the property. This curved section holds our house number (1203) and is
lighted. The electrical wiring is imbedded in the stone, and is part of a closed loop that also powers the lights on
the remainder of the retaining wall. This small section of our wall looks like it will be demolished, and possibly
replaced by something else. Who will be responsible for the fees associated with the electrical work and
subsequent restoration of power to the remainder of our lighting system?
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-There are multiple below ground drainage systems that feed water from the slope to the street that run under
our house and feed into the lake. What are the plans for these? Will they be impacted by the proposed
construction? If they will be, who is responsible for the work?

Tree Removal: Tree number 8702

- This tree is a mature and healthy Douglas Fir (estimated to be in excess of 50yrs), and is slated to be
removed. The reason given is that it lives in the "Sight Triangle". If you look at the tree's placement it does not
block any sight line on the trail or the road. Our home is the only residence to the right of the trail entrance. The
tree is on the right hand side of the drive. We can assure you having lived in our property for over 5 years that
this beautiful tree is not encumbering the entrance to, or egress from our drive to the street. There is complete
visibility to all traffic on the trail while crossing in a vehicle. There are so few of these beautiful specimens left
on the East side of the lake shore. The tree is clearly outside of the mandated trail width dimensions from the
currently staked centerline. | suspect that the real issue here is the desire to use the C/G area, which the tree
resides inside of, as a staging area for construction purposes, and will make the execution of the project
inconvenient. Again, if the trail went marginally East instead of West this would not even be an issue, along
with the loss of an additional 300 trees. Killing this tree would be a ridiculous solution to accommodate the new
and improved version of the trail.

From our perspective, these and all of our neighborhood concerns are common sense issues that rely on the
human capacity to make great decisions when alternative options are available. To be clear, we are "trail
people", use it everyday, and love the idea of a shared community treasure. | suspect that if the non-resident
users of the resource had a say in these important micro decisions, that many, if not most would side with the
hard earned wisdom that as a community we advance as a common sense argument for minor remediation of
the trail plan. We have a chance to get this right, and model a true government/community partnership in the
process.

We would request that the SSDP approval be put on hold until the 90% plans are released, and there is
resolution to our concerns.

Thank you for your consideration, and we will look forward to your response.

Lizanne and Mark Madgett

Sent from my iPad

Sent from my iPad
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Auto Response: RE: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the
ELST

Sean Ardussi <sardussi@yahoo.com>

Fri 1/27/2017 10:32 AM

To:Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>;

I'm changing from my Yahoo mail to using my new one. | will no longer be checking this email after
the beginning of the year. Please update my contact information. Thank you.
ardussis at gmail dot com
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Lindsey Ozbolt

From: Lindsey Ozbolt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 10:32 AM

To: ‘sardussi@yahoo.com’

Subject: RE: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST
Dear Sean,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit
Application for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all
comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices
the City issues for this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Sean Ardussi [mailto:sardussi@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 12:51 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Dear

Dear city of Sammamish,

I'm writing to express my support for completing the ELST and approving permit SSDP2016-00415.

Please approve the permit, as submitted.

| grew up in Issaquah and have been riding a bicycle through this corridor for many years. Completion of this trail is an
important investment in the future for not only residents from Sammamish, but Issaquah, Redmond, and communities
throughout King County. A completed paved path for bikes and pedestrians helps to open access to the lake for all,
while providing a safe transportation corridor that is separate from the parkway.

Approval of the permit will advance completion of the 44 mile regional trail system between Seattle and the foothills of
the Cascades. The trail, as proposed in the permit, will provide a safe walking and biking route through Sammamish.

Please support the proposed trail widths, which reflect industry standards (AASHTO).

A 12ft trail with 2ft shoulders will create a safe trail with space for the various different uses... from people running to
people riding a bike. Please approve the permit, including the proposed width of the trail.
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Ensuring crossing priority for the trail is an important safety issue. Giving priority to the trail when roads and driveways
cross the path will be intuitive for all users. The trail alignment, as proposed in the permit, provides sight lines for good
visibility for people on the trail and people crossing the trail at trail intersections.

Please approve the permit, as proposed, with expediency.

Sincerely,
Sean Ardussi

Sean Ardussi

2621 B Marine Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98116
2063977155
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RE: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 2/3/2017 3:34 PM

To:markdainseattle@gmail.com <markdainseattle@gmail.com>;

Dear Mark,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Mark Davis [mailto:markdainseattle@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 12:35 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Dear
Dear City of Sammamish,
| am writing to show my support for completing the East Lake Sammamish Trail and approving permit SSDP2016-00415.

| have circumnavigated Lake Sammamish by bicycle and know that a completed East Lake Sammamish Trail would greatly
improve the bicycle and pedestrian access to this side of the lake.

Please approve the permit, as proposed, with expediency.

Sincerely,
Mark Davis

Mark Davis

1 W Highland Dr
Seattle, WA 98119
425 2211393
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RE: Opposition to King County's Proposed 60% Plans Segment B

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 2/3/2017 3:58 PM

To:Ben Casady <ben@casadyhomes.com>;

Dear Ben and Connie,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development
Permit Application for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment
period, all comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be
included in future notices the City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Ben Casady [mailto:ben@casadyhomes.com]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 2:41 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: Opposition to King County's Proposed 60% Plans Segment B

Ms. Lindsey Ozbolt,

The Honorable Mayor and Member of the City Council
City of Sammamish

Sammamish, WA

My wite, Connie Casady and I own real property on Lake Sammamish at 159 East Lake Sammamish Park Way
SE. Connie grew up in our home, of which her parents purchased in 1972, we had the pleasure of purchasing
her childhood home in 1995. As such we own the ROW property of which the proposed trail improvements are
to be constructed (Segment 2B). Within the related area and related areas to the south we have shared a
permitted private driveway access from the parkway with our adjoining three neighbors. Together we have
improved and maintained the driveway with asphalt, curbs, drainage, and mature landscape.

We have reviewed King County’s proposed 60% plan for Segment 2B as shown on its official website. We
OPPOSE the design and construction as it relates to our property and K.C.’s disregard of our real estate rights.
The 60% plan as proposed would unnecessarily move the trail from its existing location to the west as it crosses
our property, this would require the removal of 65+ year old evergreen trees, (9) nine in total. The conditions
surrounding the existing trail within a half mile to the south and/or to the north of our property do not change,
with wetlands to the east and improved gardens to the west. The proposed change in trail location as it crosses
our 75’ section of property results in severe and unwarranted negative impact on the environment and a loss of
cherished 65+ year old trees! This can simply be avoided/eliminated by leaving the trail in its current location as
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the plan proposes for the property to our immediate south of which have the exact surrounding conditions and
allows for similar trees to be saved!

The K.C. plans also eliminate our private driveway entirely, proposing to combine over a dozen unrelated
parcels on a narrow, unimproved road, instead of the current four properties, with no turn around routes,
confused established surface and subsurface drainage improvements. As mentioned above, for the past 45 years
we have shared with our three neighbors a private improved driveway, our home being to the north, with no
homes beyond ours. The plan suggests adding our neighbor to the north onto this unimproved road, eliminating
their private driveway. Creating tremendous hardship on us, our loss of privacy, loss of current use of our
property, added traffic and noise to our home and the life we have known these 45 years, along with the
undeniable reduced valuation of all properties impacted.

Also noting in the trail improvements of which are complete at the north and south ends of the lake, we did not
see the County combine and/or eliminate private driveways, there are many side by side access routes that were
left as they have historically been!

My wife and I are tremendously concerned by the substantive damage we will incur by the 60% plans as
currently proposed! We’re seeking your representation and respectfully request your support of the homeowners
along the trail, to provide a sensitive trail plan, respectful in its concept to not incur unnecessary hardship,
inconvenience, and loss of value to property owners. We are confident with your help this can be achieved.
Thank you for service to us as representatives and for your consideration of our comments and concerns.

Ben and Connie Casady

Ben Casady

159 East Lake Sammamish Parkway S.E.
Sammamish, WA 98074

206.947.2084

ben@casadyhomes.com
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RE: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 2/3/2017 3:59 PM

Tojijian.zhang@gmail.com <jijian.zhang@gmail.com>;

Dear Jijian,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Jijian Zhang [mailto;jijian.zhang@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 3:00 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Dear
Dear city of Sammamish,
I'm writing to express my support for completing the ELST and approving permit SSDP2016-00415.

| and my family have been living in Sammamish since 2002. We love this city and call it home ever since we moved in here. Nice
people, nice neighborhood, and a lot of trees. One thing | particularly love city of Sammamish is | could ride my bicycle from my
house all over down to Lake Sammamish, and then climb up via Issaquah highland trail. Great trail system and very beautiful
view. ELST is great, however, the only bad part is that it is not all paved. So | have to ride on the shoulder. Even though | am
comfortable to ride on the shoulder along with East Lake Sammamish Parkway, | am not comfortable to let my kids to ride on it
because of safety concern. | am eager to see a fully paved ELST so | could ride along with my kids and enjoy the beautiful view
with them.

| have been monitoring the progress of ELST for many years. The slow progress really hurts. Please work with the County and the
home owners closed to ELST, finding common ground to make ELST as a win-win for all citizens of the City of Sammamish. Very
appreciated.

Sincerely,
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Jijian Zhang

Jijian Zhang

1312 270th Way SE
Sammamish, WA 98075
425-392-6165
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FW: ELST Segment 2

Donahue, Kelly <Kelly.Donahue@kingcounty.gov>

Fri 1/27/2017 3:04 PM

To:Auld, Gina <Gina.Auld@kingcounty.gov>; Jenny Bailey <JBailey@parametrix.com>; 'Laura LaBissoniere' <llabissoniere@prrbiz.com>;
Robert Reyes <rreyes@prrbiz.com>; Samantha DeMars-Hanson <sdemars-hanson@prrbiz.com>; Lindsey Ozbolt
<LOzbolt@sammamish.us>;

Importance: High

Lindsey,

Please accept these comments from Ms. Schoenstadt as part of the comment record for the SSDP for South Sammamish B
Segment.

Thank you,

Kelly

From: ELST Master Plan

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 1:43 PM

To: Donahue, Kelly; Auld, Gina; llabissoniere@prrbiz.com; psingh@prrbiz.com; rreyes@prrbiz.com; sdemars-
hanson@prrbiz.com

Subject: FW: ELST Segment 2

From: Julie Schoenstadt

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 1:42:18 PM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada)
To: ELST Master Plan

Subject: ELST Segment 2

To whom it may concern,
I am writing you today, to submit our concerns about the 60% design plan for South Sammamish Segment B, submitted by King County.

According to Page 56 (AL24) of the design, there is going to be a “Type 1 Rest Stop” located approximately 50-60 feet South of
Driveway #15. This is a large concern, as Driveway # 16 is being removed, and Driveway #15 will be opened up to increased traffic (3
additional houses, adding approximately 10 additional vehicles in and out daily). Looking at other areas of the trail, these rest stops are
generally located half way between driveways — this proposed rest stop is extremely close to driveway #15, which is a HUGE safety
concern — for pedestrians, bikes and vehicles. To have a gathering place for pedestrians and cyclists so close to a high traffic area
(between all 6 houses, there are approximately 19-20 resident vehicles coming and going multiple times daily — this does not include
visitors) It would be much more logical to relocate this proposed rest stop South, even place it where the plan suggests removing
Driveway #14.

Best,
Julie Schoenstadt
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FW: [EXTERNAL] RE: East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment B Wetlands
23C

Donahue, Kelly <Kelly.Donahue@kingcounty.gov>

Fri 1/27/2017 3:25 PM

To:'Laura LaBissoniere' <llabissoniere@prrbiz.com>; psingh@prrbiz.com <psingh@prrbiz.com>; Samantha DeMars-Hanson <sdemars-
hanson@prrbiz.com>; Robert Reyes <rreyes@prrbiz.com>; Jenny Bailey <JBailey@parametrix.com>; Auld, Gina
<Gina.Auld@kingcounty.gov>; Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>;

Lindsey,
Please accept these questions as part of the review comment period for the SSDP for ELST South Samammish B Segment.

Kelly Donahue

Community Outreach and Engagement
East Lake Sammamish Tralil

King County Parks

T: 206.477.5585

C: 206.639.1188

From: ELST Master Plan

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 9:46 AM

To: Donahue, Kelly; Auld, Gina; llabissoniere@prrbiz.com; psingh@prrbiz.com; rreyes@prrbiz.com; sdemars-hanson@prrbiz.com
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] RE: East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment B Wetlands 23C

From: Peggy Michael Reddy

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 9:46:30 AM (UTC-08:00) Pacific Time (US & Canada)

To: 'Curry, Kathryn E CIV USARMY CENWS (US)'; ELST Master Plan; lozbolt@sammamish.us
Cc: 'Karrah Penk (Benefits Consulting Services LLC)'

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] RE: East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment B Wetlands 23C

If this wetland is not "regulated" does the County have more leeway in the
trail design to keep the trail on the existing trail bed? I'm so confused

and so is the County. So they can provide the Corps with a plan to mitigate
any impact on the "wetland" in question? Is the "applicant" the City of the
County. And why is the permit designated "nationwide".

From: Curry, Kathryn E CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
[mailto:Kathryn.E.Curry@usace.army.mil]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 9:39 AM

To: Peggy Michael Reddy <reddy@benefits-consulting.com>; 'ELST Master Plan'
<ELST@kingcounty.gov>; lozbolt@sammamish.us

Cc: 'Karrah Penk (Benefits Consulting Services LLC)'
<karrah@benefits-consulting.com>

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] RE: East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment B Wetlands 23C
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Peggy,

| can only relay that we have not been requested to review Wetland 23C at
this time. On wetlands we have been asked to review, at this time we are
only looking at whether or not they are jurisdictional (regulated) wetlands,
streams or ditches, and in some cases we are also looking at the location of
jurisdictional wetland, stream or ditch boundaries. We are not reviewing or
commenting on project design, location, etc.

Where the project design impacts jurisdictional features, | expect that the
applicant will be, at some time in the future, submitting documentation to
the Corps for a nationwide permit and providing mitigation for impacts to
jurisdictional features.

Regards, Kathy

Kathryn E. Curry, PWS

Regulatory Branch, Seattle District
USACE

206-764-5527
Kathryn.E.Curry@usace.army.mil

From: Peggy Michael Reddy [mailto:reddy@benefits-consulting.com]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 9:24 AM

To: Curry, Kathryn E CIV USARMY CENWS (US) <Kathryn.E.Curry@usace.army.mil>;
'ELST Master Plan' <ELST@kingcounty.gov>; lozbolt@sammamish.us

Cc: 'Karrah Penk (Benefits Consulting Services LLC)'
<karrah@benefits-consulting.com>

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] RE: East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment B Wetlands 23C

Very odd..thanks but they specifically told us to contact you.

From: Curry, Kathryn E CIV USARMY CENWS (US)
[mailto:Kathryn.E.Curry@usace.army.mil]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 9:22 AM

To: Peggy Michael Reddy <reddy@benefits-consulting.com>

Cc: Karrah Penk (Benefits Consulting Services LLC)
<karrah@benefits-consulting.com>

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] RE: East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment B Wetlands 23C

Peggy,

Thank you for your email. As | have relayed to Mike Schmidt, Wetland 23 C is
not currently part of our review scope. | encourage you to engage with the
County and City regarding your concerns about the project design.

Regards, Kathy
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Kathryn E. Curry, PWS

Regulatory Branch, Seattle District
USACE

206-764-5527
Kathryn.E.Curry@usace.army.mil

From: Peggy Michael Reddy [mailto:reddy@benefits-consulting.com]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 7:45 AM

To: Curry, Kathryn E CIV USARMY CENWS (US) <Kathryn.E.Curry@usace.army.mil>
Cc: Karrah Penk (Benefits Consulting Services LLC)
<karrah@benefits-consulting.com>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment B Wetlands 23C

Hi Kathy: My name is Peggy Reddy. I'm a property owner adjacent to the
proposed trail at the location referenced by my neighbor Mike. Attached are
my comments to the County and City.

In follow-up Mike's comments we believe the designation of the Section 23C
as a wetland may not be correctly categorized and has very negative
consequences fully described in my impassioned appeal. We appreciate your
review and your reconsideration of Section 23C's "wetland" designation. If,
after review by the USACE, it still remains a "wetland" designation please
advise what authorizations and opportunities we have to be granted an

exception. Thank you for your time.

Peggy

Peggy Reddy
929 ELS Shore Lane SE
Sammamish, WA 98075

206.484.14845

From: Mike Schmidt
[mailto:IMCEAEX-_O=FIRST+200RGANIZATION_OU=EXCHANGE+20ADMINISTRATIVE+20GROUP
+28FYDIBOHF23SPDLT+29_CN=RECIPIENTS_CN=0002010000008164@eop-nam02.prod.prote
ction.outlook.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 6:02 PM
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To: Kathryn.E.Curry@usace.army.mil
Subject: East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment B Wetlands 23C

Hi Kathy, my name is Mike Schmidt and | am a resident in Sammamish along the
Sammamish Trail Segment 2B near station 380. This week | provided feedback
regarding details of the proposed Sammamish Trail Segment B plans in our
neighborhood to Lindsey Ozbolt and Kelly Donahue, and Kelly suggested that |
could contact you regarding the disposition of the habitat in the trail ROW

in our neighborhood. | have also included the feedback | sent to the
City/County in the attached email if you would like additional context.

My understanding is that you are in the process of reevaluating the Trail
Segment 2B area, and in particular evaluating what areas are considered
wetlands. | was very pleased to hear this, and | would like to draw your
attention in particular to Wetland 23C located near station 378 on sheet
AL20. My concern with this area's designation as a wetland is for two
reasons:

1) To the untrained eye it does not look like wetlands, nor does there
appear to be any wetland flora in the area. It is effectively a blackberry
covered hill sloping away from the Sammamish Parkway that ends in a drain
ditch at the east edge of the current trail. Besides the previously

mentioned blackberries there are also tall grasses and a few scraggly trees
in the area. When | compare this area to the area directly south of it
(section 376) that is not currently designated as wetlands the soil
composition and plants look quite similar, with the possible exception that
the area further south has more trees as you continue south. In any case,
since you are reevaluating this area that gives me some hope that the
current designation in the trail plans might be erroneous, which leads me to
my second point.

2)  Itis my understanding that the current designation of this area as
Wetland 23C may have caused the design for the new path of the trail to
divert to the west of the current interim trail, away from currently
designated Wetland 23C. Although preservation of wetlands (as currently
designated) is understandable, this has the terrible side effect of wiping

out over 150 feet of beautiful landscaping which includes 4 mature Aspen
trees and 5 mature fir trees, in addition to a host of mature Rhododendrons,
Oregon Grape, and other plants. Just standing there on the trail and
looking down it at either side, it becomes very clear which part should be
preserved and which should be used for the trail bed.

| hope that as part of evaluating the area you will keep this feedback in
mind, and hope that both the determination of wetlands can be changed, as
well as hopefully redirecting the trail back to the east closer to following
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the current trail bed as it does just south of this area at segment 377.
This would allow the preservation of the highly desirable plants and mature
trees in this area.

Thank you for your consideration, and please let me know if | may provide
any further clarification or if you would like to meet in person at the site
to discuss this further.

--Mike Schmidt

903 East Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE

Sammamish, WA 98075

425 836 3259
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RE: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Fri 2/3/2017 417 PM

To:spuddybuddy@ubertuber.org <spuddybuddy@ubertuber.org>;

Dear Mark,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Mark Foltz [mailto:spuddybuddy@ubertuber.org]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 3:43 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Dear

Dear city of Sammamish,

I'm writing to express my support for completing the ELST and approving permit SSDP2016-00415.
Please approve the permit, as submitted.

| bike on trails in King County for recreation, dining, drinking and overnight stays. Where | go (and where | spend my money) is
determined by where the trails take me.

My in-laws live in Sammamish and having a trail like this where | could take them while walking or biking with my son would be
fantastic.

Completing this trail would not only be an asset to Sammamish but encourage me to visit the area more often. The trail must be
built to standards that ensure safety for trail users, including standard width and marked crossings.

Please approve the permit, as proposed, with expediency.
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Sincerely,
Mark A. Foltz
spuddybuddy@ubertuber.org

Mark Foltz

3635 Burke Ave. N
Seattle, WA 98103
2066322909
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Re: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 9:54 AM

To:pnelson101@gmail.com <pnelson10T@gmail.com>;

Dear Patrick,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Patrick Nelson <pnelson101@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 3:58 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST
Dear

Dear city of Sammamish,

I'm writing to express my support for completing the ELST and approving permit SSDP2016-00415.

Completion of this trail is the sort of amenity that would draw me and my family to bike in your city. | also strongly support the
width and crossing requirements as submitted in order to make the trail safe for riding with small children.

Please approve the permit, as submitted.
Approval of the permit will advance completion of the 44 mile regional trail system between Seattle and the foothills of the
Cascades. The trail, as proposed in the permit, will provide a safe walking and biking route through Sammamish. Please support

the proposed trail widths, which reflect industry standards (AASHTO).

A 12ft trail with 2ft shoulders will create a safe trail with space for the various different uses of the trail... from running to riding a
bike. Please approve the permit with the trail widths as proposed.

Ensuring crossing priority for the trail is an important safety issue. Giving priority to the trail when roads and driveways cross the

path will be intuitive for all users, whether in a vehicle, on foot, or on a bike. The trail alignment, as proposed in the permit,
provides sight lines for good approach visibility for people on the trail and people crossing the trail.
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Please approve the permit, as proposed, with expediency.

Patrick Nelson
1946 S Lander St
Seattle, WA 98144
2068831680
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Re: 2617 E Lk Sammamish Pkwy SE 98075

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:08 AM

To:Keith Galpin <kerg2@comcast.net>;

Dear Keith,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Keith Galpin <kerg2@comcast.net>
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:01 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: 2617 E Lk Sammamish Pkwy SE 98075

| live at 2617 E Lk Sammamish Pkwy SE 98075. My properties are bisected by the trail, 2 lots to the east and 1 waterfront lot to
the west. I'm asking the City of Sammamish to require King County to grant me an easement on the trail right of way to access
my waterfront lot from the south end of the 2600 block of E Lk Sammamish Shore Lane SE. This is historically how owners have
accessed my waterfront parcel. The County will be building a retaining wall along this block which should leave enough room for
a driveway.

If this point of entry is denied, I'd have to build a driveway down from Lk Sammamish Pkwy SE about 700" thru my other lots, and
then across the trail, with a driveway down from the west side of the trail. This would unnecessarily add an additional trail
crossing hazard, and adversely affect my property.

More than a year ago, when the County first presented their trail maps at a public meeting, | marked this issue with comments on
their map, but they never contacted me about it. | was unable to get an appointment with the County at this month's City Hall
meetings to discuss this.

| support the trail as an avid cyclist, and think it's a treasure for our community. | urge the County to work with all trail side
residents to make it as good for us as the users, and complete it as quickly as possible after resolving all issues. | ask the City to
put SSDP approval on hold until then.

Thank you for your support and advocacy,

Keith Galpin
425.894.0502
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Re: Comments to 60% design review for ELST section B @ ~347.00 to
347.5

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:09 AM

To:Chamberlin, Martin J <martin,j.chamberlin@boeing.com>;

Dear Carol and Marty,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application
for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all
comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the
City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Chamberlin, Martin J <martin.j.chamberlin@boeing.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:02 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Cc: martychamberlin2@gmail.com; cjchamberlin1 @gmail.com

Subject: Comments to 60% design review for ELST section B @ ~347.00 to 347.5

We are Carol and Marty Chamberlin. We live along the bisected portion of the East Lake Sammamish trail,
in section B, at approximately marker 347.00 to 347.5. The following are our comments based on the 60%
drawing designs provided off the city website and a familiarization discussion with Kelly Donahue and Angie

Schmidt held on January 241" 2016.

Design comments:

Dear Patrick,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial
Development Permit Application for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the

comment period, all comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and
response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for this proposal.
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Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development

425.295.0527

Individual access points to the west side of the trail
o Provide individual residential access points along the western side of the trail. This will allow

pedestrian traffic for homeowners to quickly, safely traverse the trail, and exit with little delay
and congestion. This revision to existing design would be little to no impact to design or costs.
This is based on the 60% drawings having opening every other residence, and having stair
casings running both north and south. By splitting this into a single staircase at each
residence, and running individual stairs, the costs would be similar.

o This design change will facilitate the movement of lawn equipment kayaks/paddle boards and
other large and awkward pieces to be more easily and safely transitioned between sections of
the property, while minimizing impact to trail users.

o Is the shared stair detail on the drawings a placeholder, proposed similar design or will the
contractor rebuild the stairs in the same location? If it is the plan to move to joint access, and
use shared stairs to the west property, provide specific reasons why King County and its
contractors cannot rebuild our western set of stairs as they are currently placed.

Trail width
o Per AASHTO guidelines for developing trail facilities, the guide recommends a width of 10 *.

The guide also suggests 8’ is acceptable where conditions may dictate. And where usage is
high, the AASHTO guide mentions widths up to 14’. Nowhere does is indicate a
REQUIREMENT for 18’. As this section of the trail is highly sensitive, | recommend the trail
width to be limited to AASHTO standards not to exceed 10’ in the bisected areas.

o If the trail thru the bisected area is to be wider than the AASHTO standards (King County is
referencing) please provide specific reasons why King County is deviating from this standard.

Security
o How will access points along the trail provide security (fencing and gates) that will prevent

unauthorized access to each side of the ELST? This would require taller fencing than the
projected 4’ high fence currently depicted in the design.

Construction comments:

Access to property during construction
o How will access be provided to all sections of the owner’s property during construction? This
may take the form of temporary fencing and gates, as access will be required throughout
construction. How will security for home owners along the construction zone be provided, as
many people will be in the area for various reasons? How will emergency responders access
the construction zone or the owner’s lakeside property in the event of an accident?

Underground utilities
o There are underground utilities (power, water, phone etc) that traverse the trail. These utilities
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are to power the “pbuilding” and run the boat lift. They have been there since before the

railroad quit running. How will these utilities be provided during construction? And if damaged,
repaired?

Existing residences structure

o How will the structure labeled “building” be protected during construction? The C&G line abuts
this structure. With heavy equipment being used in the area, this requires preparedness.

o On the east side of the trail, 4 existing concrete retaining walls exist. 2 are north of the existing
stairway (stair #50) down to the trail, and 2 are south. The 2 most westerly concrete walls are
within the C&G line. If these walls are removed, how will soil be reinforced to prevent damage

to the other existing retaining walls and staircase during construction? And what are the plans
for permanent reinforcement at these locations?

o Referenced in the previous paragraph, stairs (stair #50) exist between the retaining walls. A
portion of the stairs are within the C&G line. How will temporary access be provided during
construction so access to each side of the trail is available during this time? And post
construction, how will these stairs be replaced or repaired?

o Residents in this area have fences, trellises and other semi-permanent fixtures including

sprinkler systems that may be impacted when/if C&G lines move. As this is the 60% design
phase, how will conversations occur when/if the C&G lines move?

Final comment:
How will these questions get answered/addressed and responded back to us?
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Re: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:10 AM

To;jchou2003@yahoo.com <jchou2003@yahoo.com>;

Dear Jeanie,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Jennie Chou <jchou2003@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:05 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Dear

Dear city of Sammamish,

I'm writing to express my support for completing the ELST and approving permit SSDP2016-00415.

Please approve the trail permit, as submitted, so that users of all ages and abilities can safely use the trail. A trail built to national
standards (AASHTO), that is 12 ft, plus gravel shoulders, will allow for safe use by a variety of different users, including people

who walk and bike.

As proposed in the permit, priority at trail crossings should be given to the trail and trail users. Consistent crossing priority is
intuitive and safe for users of both the trail and the driveways and roads that cross the trail.

When complete, the trail will be an even greater community amenity than in it's interim state, and will provide a safe option for
people who bike to travel to and through Sammamish. Please complete the trail.

As a cyclist | have become extremely fearful of riding with cars on the road. When one considers the number of drivers who are
distracted (e.g. by cell phones), are legally drunk, fall asleep at the wheel or just plain don't see a cyclist on the road, the odds of
catastrophic injury mount with each ride on public roads.

| now make extensive use of bike paths as they are the only safe alternative to riding on the road. Completion of the last unpaved
portion of the ELST will allow cyclists to bike long distances without resorting to riding on the road.

SB-22



When | ride | encounter fellow cyclists, runners, dog walkers and mothers with strollers - all enjoying the multi-use paths. But
those same mothers with baby strollers consistently have to turn around when the paved trail abruptly ends and their only choice
would be to continue on the muddy, bumpy, gravel surface.

| know that some homeowners in the area are opposed to completion of the ELST. | expect some of them do not like cyclists on
the trail. And a portion of these also do not like cyclists on the road. Some folks just do not like cyclists, period.

Thank you for your consideration of my sentiments expressed in this letter. Please assure homeowners in the area that cyclists are
respectful of their private property and are only interested in enjoying a safe, paved trail free of cars.

Sincerely,
Jennie Chou
1745 NE 150th St.

Shoreline, WA 98155
206.407.5437
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Re: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:12 AM

To:Kbach717@yahoo.com <Kbach717@yahoo.com>;

Dear Kathryn,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Kathryn White <Kbach717@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:10 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Dear

Dear city of Sammamish,

I'm writing to express my support for completing the ELST and approving permit SSDP2016-00415.

Please approve the permit, as submitted.

Approval of the permit will advance completion of the 44 mile regional trail system between Seattle and the foothills of the
Cascades. The trail, as proposed in the permit, will provide a safe walking and biking route through Sammamish. Please support

the proposed trail widths, which reflect industry standards (AASHTO).

A 12ft trail with 2ft shoulders will create a safe trail with space for the various different uses... from people running to people
riding a bike. Please approve the permit, including the proposed width of the trail.

Ensuring crossing priority for the trail is an important safety issue. Giving priority to the trail when roads and driveways cross the
path will be intuitive for all users. The trail alignment, as proposed in the permit, provides sight lines for good visibility for people
on the trail and people crossing the trail at trail intersections.

Please approve the permit, as proposed, with expediency.
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Sincerely,

Kathryn White

3816 206th pl ne
Sammamish, WA 98074
4258919408
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Re: comments on ELST from Steve and Deborah ENOS

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:16 AM

To:Deborah Enos <deborahenos@gmail.com>;

Dear Deborah,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application
for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all
comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the
City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Deborah Enos <deborahenos@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:23 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Cc: 'Steve Enos'; 'Deborah Enos'

Subject: comments on ELST from Steve and Deborah ENOS

1. King county is not planning to pave all the way from the trail to the parkway. This is a designated
access point to/from the trail and will incur additional wear and tear on the current gravel driveway
and should be paved. This makes most sense from a maintenance and safety standpoint.

2. Newly designated drainage/filtration/buffer area on the west side of the trail. And the trail is tilted to
facilitate drainage to the west, towards the lake. There is currently no wetland or drainage area on
that side of the trail HOWEVER, there is an existing drainage ditch and water collection area on the
east side of the trail towards the parkway. It makes sense to utilize this already in use area for
drainage and to slope the trail eastward towards the parkway to facilitate this.

3. There is no fencing planned on the west (lake) side of the trail north of driveway 11. Requesting a
split rail fence. This will provide safety for trail users as there will be a concrete block wall on this
side. There is a safety for people falling off the trail. It will also serve to keep users on the improved
surface and not wandering off of it.

4. Concrete block wall — can you use real rockery?

5. What is planned for the “CG” (clearing and grubbing) area after the trail is complete?
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6. IMPORANT POINT FOR US: There is a discrepancy of property line (ownership) and the
50°'ROW markers. There are markers that have been installed and verified by two different
certified survey companies that clearly define the borders of our property. The ROW markers
(tall wooden stakes) are within these boundaries. Specifically the eastern end of our property,
north and south corners. This needs to be resolved.

7. There is an existing storm drain vault on our property approx. 20’ inside our property lines on the NE
corner of our lot. Will this/can this be moved? Volume has significantly picked up since construction
in the area and it creates a buildable footprint, esthetic, and olfactory (the smell has gotten worse
over the years and is of environmental concern for us) concern.

STEVE AND DEBORAH ENOS
645 E. LAKE SAMMAMISH PKWY, SE
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Re: My vote to approve the last piece of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:17 AM

To:Chris Fratini <chris.fratini@gmail.com>;

Dear Chris,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application
for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all
comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the
City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Chris Fratini <chris.fratini@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:26 PM

To: City Council; Lindsey Ozbolt; Kelly.donahue @kingcounty.gov
Subject: My vote to approve the last piece of the ELST

Dear City officials and representatives,

Please consider my voice in expressing support for the last piece of the East Lake Sammamish Trail.
| have cycled and run in our region for the past several years, | will in fact do it again in occasion of
the Lake Sammamish 1/2 Marthon this coming March. Both in my running and cycling activities | have
often wondered when this last short piece of the ELST would be made safe for all to use.

It may not seem as much of a difference for someone just talking a walk, but when running or cycling
the difference in safety and comfort is quite pronounced. | remember a couple of years ago when
preparing for the Seattle to Portland bicycle ride | planned a route around the two lakes (Sammamish
and Washinton) From Bothell to Redmond through the Burke Gilman Trail, to the Lake Sammamish
Trail through 1-90 and back. In the over 80 miles route (gorgeous!) the little section on East Lake
Sammamish was the only one unpaved on the entire route. Although | got through it okay | did get a
flat and was worried about my ability to stop and maneuver effectively around foot and vehicle traffic.
A paved trail with all the appropriate safety measure would greatly enhance its appeal.

Please approve the permit SSDP2016-00415 as submitted including the proposed width in
accordance with AASHTO
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Ensuring crossing priority for the trail is an important safety issue. Giving priority to the trail when
roads and driveways cross the path will be intuitive for all users. The trail alignment, as proposed in
the permit, provides sight lines for good visibility for people on the trail and people crossing the trail at
trail intersections.

Please approve the permit, as proposed, with expediency.
Sincerely,
Chris Fratini

206-799-8531
Seattle, WA

SB-25



Re: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:18 AM

To:andreaclinkscales@altaplanning.com <andreaclinkscales@altaplanning.com>;

Dear Andrea,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Andrea Clinkscales <andreaclinkscales@altaplanning.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:27 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Dear

Dear city of Sammamish,

| strongly support completing the ELST and approving permit SSDP2016-00415. This is a critical network network connection.
Do you want to be know as the community who failed to fill the gap for all the wrong reasons?

No. You want to build your community. You want to be a leader.

Please approve the trail permit, as submitted, so that users of all ages and abilities can safely use the trail. A trail built to national
standards (AASHTO), that is 12 ft, plus gravel shoulders, will allow for safe use by a variety of different users, including people

who walk and bike.

As proposed in the permit, priority at trail crossings should be given to the trail and trail users. Consistent crossing priority is
intuitive and safe for users of both the trail and the driveways and roads that cross the trail.

When complete, the trail will be a major local and statewide amenity. It will draw tourists to your town. They will spend money in
your town.

Please complete the trail.
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Sincerely,
Andrea Clinkscales

Andrea Clinkscales

734 Broadway E, APT 301
Seattle, WA 98102
503-805-1064
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Re: Public comment for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:45 AM

To:Jyoti Paul <jyoti_paul@yahoo.com>;

Dear Jyoti,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application
for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all
comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the
City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Jyoti Paul <jyoti_paul@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:34 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Public comment for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B

Hi Lindsey,
Please see below my comments on this project:

Storm water management in the existing neighborhoods of Inglewood and Tamarack has been an issue that the
City of Sammamish has got increasingly involved in. This includes passing ordinance to limit new impervious
area to 500 sf for new building projects in existing lots unless infiltrated or tight-lined appropriately
downstream. While this is a short term step to address the issue, the long term resolution is providing storm
water drainage systems in these neighborhoods and allowing building on the existing legal lots. The City is in
the process of providing such infrastructure in Inglewood and should provide such infrastructure in Tamarack in
the near future. It is essential that the City of Sammamish and King County work together to ensure that there
are paths and capacity available for such storm water system to drain to Lake Sammamish.

King County is widening and paving the trail adjacent to Lake Sammamish and thus, King County will have to
handle additional Storm water (and Water Quality) requirements. The City of Sammamish is the uphill/adjacent
neighbor to the (ELST) Trail. It is vital and essential that the City make sure there are routes and adequate
capacity for Storm water for both existing and future development.

The City and the county should work together to make sure all issues are addressed, changes made to add
capacity and ensure sufficient routes/paths (manmade and natural systems), to handle past, present, and future
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runoff and storm water from development including varying levels of rainfall and 100 year events.

Dealing with storm water management challenges should not cause long term impairment to building on
existing lots. The City should comprehensively plan and manage storm water facilities including the few
neighborhoods in the City that is lacking due to when they were platted. Passing ordinances to limit
development on existing lots due to lack of storm water facilities is not a fair and reasonable solution unless the
City plans on undertaking projects to put in place storm water drainage systems within a reasonable amount of
time. In effect, this takes away the value of existing lots that were platted and approved by the authorized
jurisdiction in the past and the development rights/potential for such lots. Not through any fault of the owner(s),
but because the City is not doing comprehensive management of Storm water. This includes setting, revising,
and collecting fees to make sure that the City has ample funding to do CIP projects to implement, upgrade,
expand storm drain systems where they are implemented, to be improved, or added for development and
redevelopment.

Regards,
Jyoti Paul

Owner of multiple parcels within the City of Sammamish
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Re: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:45 AM

Tojason.strong@gmail.com <jason.strong@gmail.com>;

Dear Jason,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Jason Strong <jason.strong@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:38 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Dear
Dear city of Sammamish,

As a longtime resident of Sammamish, I'm writing to express my support for completing the ELST and approving permit
SSDP2016-00415.

Please approve the permit, as submitted.

Approval of the permit will advance completion of the 44 mile regional trail system between Seattle and the foothills of the
Cascades. The trail, as proposed in the permit, will provide a safe walking and biking route through Sammamish. Please support
the proposed trail widths, which reflect industry standards (AASHTO).

A 12ft trail with 2ft shoulders will create a safe trail with space for the various different uses... from people running to people
riding a bike. Please approve the permit, including the proposed width of the trail.

Ensuring crossing priority for the trail is an important safety issue. Giving priority to the trail when roads and driveways cross the
path will be intuitive for all users. The trail alignment, as proposed in the permit, provides sight lines for good visibility for people
on the trail and people crossing the trail at trail intersections.

Please approve the permit as a benefit to all who live and visit our beautiful area.
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Sincerely,

Jason Strong

510 235th AVE NE
Sammamish, WA 98074
2404621516
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Re: lake samm trail comments

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:46 AM

To:Arne Ness <orneryness@msn.com>;

Dear Arne,
Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response.
You will be included in future notices the City issues for this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Arne Ness <orneryness@msn.com>
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:40 PM
To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Fw: lake samm trail comments

lindsey
first, thank you for you service to our community.

my name is Arne Ness, i reside at 433 E Lake Sammamish Pkwy SE.

This email is intended to provide my input on the final segment of the east lake Sammamish trail.

My comments are narrow in scope in that they will address concerns associated with my property and my immediate neighbors, specifically the properties
identified on panel AL-24.

My first item of concern relates to an outbuilding at the eastern edge of our property, that appears slated for removal as part of the trail expansion.

The proposed removal of a portion of this shed is being recommended as as being necessary to maintain sight lines at our driveway where it intersects with the
trail.

the second of the two enclosed photographs shows my vehicle stopped at the intersection at the current yield sign. The first of the two photos shows the view to
the north from the perspective of the driver. The sight line is well in excess of 195 feet, and can be achieved without the removal of my property.

The second area of concern pertains to the removal of driveway #16 on this same pane.

| can only assume that this removal is being done in the interest of safety, which | suggest is an erroneous assumption. Traffic from these homes will be directed
southerly and parallel the trail traffic with an increased likelihood of interactions. Driveway #16 should be left in place, shutting it down and redirecting traffic will be
a useless and more costly endeavor.

sincerely

Arne Ness

From: Arne Ness <orneryness@icloud.com>
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 2:42 PM

To: orneryness@msn.com

Subject:
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Sent from my iPad
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Re: Questions: 60% Design Plans ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:47 AM

To:Shelly Bowman <ShellyBowman@hotmail.com>;

Dear Shelly,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application
for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all
comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the
City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Shelly Bowman <ShellyBowman@hotmail.com>
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:42 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt; ELST Master Plan

Cc: Shelly Bowman; Lizette Hedberg

Subject: Questions: 60% Design Plans ELST

Hello Lindsey Ozbolt (Associate Planner of Sammamish City Community Development) and Kelly Donahue (King
County),

| have reviewed the 60% design plans for the Segment B of the Eastlake Sammamish Trail. | have a
few questions that | would like answered as soon as possible, both in regards to the 60% plans and
the subsequently next release of next round of plan release, please.

First, | want to state that | am in complete favor of the trail designed to meets industry standards
(AASHTO): A 12ft trail with 2ft shoulders. Thank you! Well done!

| am also in complete support of the 100ft public land along the trail borders being completely
utilized by King County to create the stunning PNW landscapes they have created along the frail in
other segments. | am adamantly opposed to private encroachment of private use for any reason
on our valuable public lands for any reason. While | do understand that there are 5 areas where
allegedly private home owner have somehow acquired the property along the trail, | am
dumbfounded by this. | attended a hearing where the SHO attorney stressed that “no permanent
structure should be built because a train could be brought back at any time to use the rail line.”
With that interesting statement, | cannot imagine that if that is indeed true, how 1)any private
ownership allowing only 25ft for the train passage would ever take place and 2) why private
adjacent owners to the train frack would ever encroach on public property with strong fences,
garages, gardens and more. Further, | cannot imagine why any home owner would not be wildly
in support of the Trail vs having a frain return to running on the public land adjacent to their yards.
Clearly a trail adds significant value increase to home ownership (there are many examples on line
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and the sales price of 2 current vacant land lots clearly advertise the value of living right off the
trail) while a coal/freight train running through would significantly reduce the value of their private

property.

So to my questions please, and note, | am just a normal citizen and have no expertize in analyzing
the 60% design plans.

1. Why does there appear to still be private permanent structures (fences, stairs, gardens, old

cars, etc) still on the 100 ft width of public land?

When will these items be removed?e

How will these areas be developed to mirror the beautiful PNW landscapes that benefit the

birds and bees, the lake and the publics love of our public “green ways”?

How will you design the public 100ft lands between the five 25 foot segments widths due to

the alleged private owner?

Can you please provide the fitles that demonstrate clear private ownership of these five

encroachments of private ownership onto the Train Lands?

Who signed these?

Why were these sold when clearly the SHO Attorney states that he believes a train could

return to running the lines at any time?¢

If a train were to start running at any time, | imagine it would be unsafe for the five areas

where private ownership narrows the train tfrack to only 25 feet, how would this be dealt with?

| love peek a boo views of our public lake, and find that | and my friends experience a lot of
stress when monoculture “shrub trees” or tall private fences (in excess of 6 feet) block the
view and worst yet, create a horrible “tunnel” claustrophobic effect while enjoying our
recreational walks or bikes. My question is, how will you ensure that all private items are
moved off our 100ft public lands and that those items that are on “true” privately owned
property adhere to development rules such as 6ft fences back 5 inches from the public
property?

10. How are the private encroachment folks being held accountable? | understand “some” may
have been given “temporary use” of the public lands (key word temporary). Are they being
fined daily2 If they wrongly stole public property be building a “permanent” structure on the
100 ft public land, are they being taken to court to have it removed?

11. Or,.. are they being required to pay market value for the lake front land so that the public
can purchase additional water front park lands or restrooms or parking lots along the trail?

12. When on the frail, | see lots of new houses being built. Can you show me proof by survey that
1) those new developments are off the 100ft public land, 2) they have proper storm
drainage?

13. Regarding Stop Signs. Can you please confirm that the Trail Right of Way are being adhered
toe

14. Where will the STOP Signs be placed so that car drivers on little roads or out of their driveways
clearly stop so as not to endanger any frail usere

15. Where will there be clear signs marking Road Access for cafes, restrooms or water purchase?

16. | am concerned about Trees and it appears that KC is doing an outstanding job exceeding
the canopy limit. Can you please send me proof that the massive new developments along
the 100ft public lands have correctly complied with the tree canopy retention plan?

17. Can you confirm that all large trees, regardless of health, that have the potential to have free
root eventually rip up the trail will be removed?e

18. Can you confirm that for every large tree taken down, new PNW vegetation that benefit the
lake health will be planted?

19. Lastly, can you please let me know when the next release of plans will be released?

20. When will this public land that benefits Sammamish citizens, neighboring Redmond and
Issaquah citizens by connecting us to parks, retail and each other be completed?

© © No o »~ b

As a citizen of our great state of Washington, | remain dumbfounded as to why 20 or so wealthy
lake front home owners can control Sammamish Council in such a way that permits, designs and
completion of an amazing public greenway trail in “our backyard” (vs a loud, dirty train for the risky
private home owners that purchased adjacently) benefiting thousands of our families and the
health of our PNW nature and lake can take so long costing taxpayers in fime and effort to
complete.

| look forward to your answers to help my family better understand the current 60% design and
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future goals.
Thank you,
Shelly Bowman and Lizette Hedberg
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Re: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:47 AM

To:sknygaard@comcast.net <sknygaard@comcast.net>;

Dear Michael,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Michael Nygaard <sknygaard@comcast.net>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:45 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Dear
Dear city of Sammamish,

I'm writing to express my support for completing the East Lk Sammamish trail with the proper widths to make this a multi use
trail and to be consistent with the rest of the trails in the system. My wife and | use the trail often both walking and biking, and |
have used it with friends biking from Issaquah to Redmond, stopping for lunch, and riding back. It is a huge asset to the regional
trails system.

| have seen substantial use of the portion of the trail that is completed in Redmond. | have also ridden the Sammamish River trail
and the Burke Gilman. The heavy use by walkers, bikers, skaters, runners and strollers speak to the need for the safe, wide access
that should be put in place on the East Lk Sammish trail.

Michael Nygaard

820 Highwood Dr SW
Issaquah, WA 98027
4253913454
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Re: Public Comment (7): K.C. ELSTrail Segment 2B--SSDP2016-00415 ~
ROW & Access

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:18 AM

Tomarywictor@comcast.net <marywictor@comcast.net>;

Dear Mary,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application
for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your additional comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period,
all comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices
the City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: marywictor@comcast.net <marywictor@comcast.net>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:26 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Public Comment (7): K.C. ELSTrail Segment 2B--SSDP2016-00415 ~ ROW & Access

To: Lindsey Ozbolt / Associate Planner, City of Sammamish
re: Easements, ROW widths=Public and add more locations wider Public Access/Use

| see in the 60% design plans Construction Access driveways. | would like to ask that any of these
locations be carefully built or used so as to preserve access to the King County ELST during and/or
after completion of the Trail Segment 2B project. There have been only 3 real public accesses up to
this point, and many more are needed. There are people, old and younger of many ethnicities, with
dogs and/children or young adults that wish to connect to the Trail on foot. More, many more
locations, are needed for this type of use and access. This will only increase over time | think as well.

Otherwise, folks will have to get in their cars, drive to one of the public parking accesses, park--taking
up spaces in the lot, just to walk on the Trail.

There are also short pieces of road which have signs that say PRIVATE road... but are really Public or

should be converted to Public through negotiaions. Please review anywhere there are road accesses

presently... plus whereever construction action will occur. | hope these can remain and be public

accesses at least by foot, bike, stroller, etc. It would be a shame to build construction accesses, and

then pay again to remove them when they can provide suitable function for people and improve the
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quantity and quality of accesses available to the public.

The City of Sammamish owns the East Lake Sammamish Parkway as a PUBLIC ROAD and Right Of
Way (ROW). For the entire western edge of Sammamish, the Parkway parallels the King County Trail
ROW and former Railroad bed. Thus, it is crucial for King County to work with the City of Sammamish
so that as many public access points, at least by foot and non-motorized means, can get to and use
the trail system directly--if not also vehicular as/where appropriate.

Are there any places likely where the City ROW and County ROW overlap, or do they just run
parallel?

-Some places have a very small, tiny, narrow strip between the Parkway and Trail ROW.

-Other places have a wide enough gap that there is land and/or houses and structures built.

-It is really key for utilities, safety, and public/private interactions for the County and City to work
together to make the Trail system interface with our City as well as possible. This includes sending
stormwater/drainage and runoff through the K.C. Trail area to the lake too.

| do also see quite a number of staircase and stairways located on the WEST side of the K. C. Trail.
Are these for Public Use? Particularly because they interface to Public ROW on the west side of the
centerline. If these are primarily for private houses/homes/developments on the lake, then shouldn't
there be just as much or more accesses for the Public Side from the Parkway-- a Public road and
ROW for people to use?

[l also believe that more parking (down by 7-11) may be being added, along with public restrooms for
Trail users... and also at Inglewood. These seems like it would be really great to have and is highly
needed since the trail connects such a long way in the region.]

Thank you for this opportunity to give input, and also to the staff and resources that have been
available at the City Hall counter for many weeks!

Best regards,

Mary Wictor, Sammamish resident since 6/2000 and sometimes trail-user in Issaquah, Redmond,
Bothell, and Seattle near UW.
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Re: Public Comment (8): K.C. ELSTrail Segment 2B--SSDP2016-00415 ~
Easement

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:47 AM

Tomarywictor@comcast.net <marywictor@comcast.net>;

Dear Mary,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application
for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your additional comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period,
all comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices
the City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: marywictor@comcast.net <marywictor@comcast.net>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:52 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Public Comment (8): K.C. ELSTrail Segment 2B--SSDP2016-00415 ~ Easement

To: Lindsey Ozbolt / Associate Planner, City of Sammamish
re: Questions to answer and/or clarify

1) Are some of the staircases dual-way (two ways to go up and down)? (e.g., Station 344+00)

2) Can the public use the stair cases shown (or being built) on the West side of the trail centerline?
Are there some/any only for private use?

3) At Station 349:00 those stairs are by a wetland. What does this access connect to? Just walking
along the fence? Viewing the wetland?

4) Looks like a really nice facility at Station 341+00 B-Line. Can here or anywhere else, the Public go
to the Beach, shoreline, tidal zones, or Lake Sammamish itself?

5) How about public access to the areas between the Parkway and Trail?
6) What landscaping or other plans are to be done for SSE Shoreline Setback Enhancement Areas

like at Station 341+507
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6) | realize the 60% design plans likely won't really have landscaping plans until 90%? What is being
done to use native plants, and re-mediate areas that are overgrown with weed and blackberries for
example? What plants and type of plantings are being done for Steep Slope and landslide areas?

7) Wetlands and creeks handle stormwater many places. There are likely some hot-spots for
drainage too. Will King County be CCTV-ing lines and culverts going under the trail. This is to ensure
no clogging nor collapsing structures BEFORE the topside trail work is done.

8) What is the public use of public land owned in the K.C. ROW?

9) Where might shore/beach accesses or viewing be open to the Public? Clarify this and equity of
access to Lake Sammamish.

10) How many rest stops (benches etc) are planned from Issaquah to Redmond. How many parking
locations? How many restrooms?

11) Will any unnamed creeks and/or streams be named to help indicate where things are located?

12) What "Educational signs" and information will abound to protect the environment and honor
history and special aspects of this area?

13) To what do A- B- C- and D-lines refer? (Assumed part of survey profile mapping or something?)

14) At Station 338+00 to +50 along the Trail R/W on the WEST... what is the "RR LEASE LINE"
marking and what does it mean?

Thank you for the ELST built to date. We appreciate the opportunity to give input. | hope the project
will more forward SOONER than later for the benefit of all for this wonderful, regionally connected
ammenity.

Best regards, Mary Wictor
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Re: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:48 AM

Tojenhl@luanava.com <jenhl@Iluanava.com>;

Dear Jen,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Jennifer HaganderLuanava <jenhl@luanava.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:53 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Dear

Dear city of Sammamish,

I'm writing to express my support for completing the ELST and approving permit SSDP2016-00415.

| have been biking around Lake Sammamish for years -- it is a beautiful and healthy ride. However, every time | have to get off
the trail in Sammamish and continue on the road, | am nervous due to the many cars in the area. It is not a ride | feel

comfortable allowing my children to do, so what is often a family experience for us has to be cut short.

| was recently so pleased with the extension of the trail from Marymoor park. The amenities are created are so wonderful for all
of us that live in this area and use the trail. | urge you to approve the permit, as proposed, with expediency.

Thank you,
Jennifer Hagander-Luanava

Jennifer HaganderLuanava
14518 NE 173rd St
Woodinville, WA 98072
2063515713
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Re: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:48 AM

To:s.williamson@comcast.net <s.williamson@comcast.net>;

Dear Sylvia,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Sylvia Williamson <s.williamson@comcast.net>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:56 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Please Approve the Permit for Segment 2B of the ELST

Dear

To My City,

As a Sammamish resident and frequent user of the Lake Sammamish trail,I'm writing to express my support for completing the
ELST and approving permit SSDP2016-00415. Creating a safe trail corridor will improve the safety of all users and keep more
bicycles off of E Lk Sammamish Pkwy by keeping bikes and cars separate.

Please approve the permit, as submitted.

A 12ft trail with 2ft shoulders will create a safe trail with space for the various different uses... from people running to people
riding a bike. Please approve the permit, including the proposed width of the trail.

Ensuring crossing priority for the trail is an important safety issue. Giving priority to the trail when roads and driveways cross the
path will be intuitive for all users. The trail alignment, as proposed in the permit, provides sight lines for good visibility for people
on the trail and people crossing the trail at trail intersections.

The benefits of this trail are wide reaching. Please approve quickly so we can all enjoy this amazing recreational resource.

Sincerely,
Sylvia Williamson
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Sylvia Williamson

21739 NE 18th Way
Sammamish, WA 98074
206-459-7306
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Re: EILST

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:49 AM

To:Calvin White <seasquirl@comcast.net>;

Dear Calvin,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Calvin White <seasquirl@comcast.net>
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:57 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: EILST

Liz | am writing you regarding the trail, in particular sections 338-341.

My two big concerns are the fences that are being removed on the west and east side of the trail, why are they not being
replaced? This will be a safety concern.

My other concern is the rest area and the cost of putting it in. Why is it being placed at this location? Is it necessary to have it so
close to another bench just south of the corner?

Is it allowed to be built inside the 50ft shoreline setback?

Why put the rest area on the west side when placing it on the east side of trail would be much less expensive, you wouldn't have
to build a wall (12b) and fill in around rest area. | also have concerns with the trees between rest area and lake? What about the
fish and beaver habitat just west of proposed rest area? How will you replace those?

Thank you for considering my points.

Calvin White

Calvin's Phone
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Re: Public Comment: King County ELST SSDP2016-414 Inglewood
Parking Lot

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:49 AM

Tomarywictor@comcast.net <marywictor@comcast.net>;

Dear Mary,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application
for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your additional comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period,
all comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices
the City issues for this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: marywictor@comcast.net <marywictor@comcast.net>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:58 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Public Comment: King County ELST SSDP2016-414 Inglewood Parking Lot

Lindsey / Associate Planner for King County Permits:

The City of Samammish has been doing a drainage improvement trunkline project on Inglewood Hill
Road nearly finishing.

Will there be one or more drainage pathways with outfall to Lake Sammamish for current or possible
future designs to handle stormwater?
Think this might be a good idea, as the original outfall plan has changed due to Permit timing/impacts.

Sincerely, Mary Wictor
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Re: East Lake Sammamish Trail - South Sammamish segment B

Brian Horman <hormanbw@gmail.com>

Fri 2/3/2017 4:02 PM

To:Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>;

Great. Thank you, Lindsey.

On Fri, Feb 3, 2017 at 4:00 PM, Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us> wrote:

Dear Brian,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for East
Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments will be
compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt
Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development

425.295.0527

From: Brian Horman [mailto:hormanbw @gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 3:21 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Subject: East Lake Sammamish Trail - South Sammamish segment B

To Lindsey Ozbolt, Associate Planner,
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I am writing to express my support for the City of Sammamish issue a permit to allow this segment of the ELST to begin
construction. I am an avid cyclist and have ridden this trail a number of times. While the current hard-packed gravel surface
is okay as a temporary surface completing the middle section in a similar manner to the north section and the under-
construction southern section is key to making the entire trail acceptable for all users (walkers, bicyclist, wheelchair users,
etc.) year-round. It is important to for the trail to maintain the same width over its full length and not be narrower in the
middle section. If the trail is reduced in width it inevitably will lead to clashes between users passing in opposite directions
from each other.

While I am an experienced rider and able to navigate less-than-optimum riding conditions, there are many, many other
potential riders (my wife included) who are only comfortable riding on grade-separated trails (away from car traffic) like the
ELST. Opportunities for trails like these are very limited and consequently it is critical to take full advantage of this particular
one.

Please consider the benefits to the community at large in deciding to issue this permit and allowing the County to proceed
with their well thought out design.

Thank you,

Brian Horman

Bellevue, WA
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RE: Opposition to Issuance of SSDP2016-00415 Permit

Kathy Koback <kkoback@romeropark.com>

Fri 2/3/2017 4:02 PM

To:Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>;

Thank you for your confirmation email.
Have a nice weekend!

Kathy Koback, Legal Assistant
ROMERO PARK PS.

Northwest Office

155 108th Ave. NE, Suite 202
Bellevue, WA 98004

(425) 450-5000 Telephone
(425) 450-0728 Facsimile

California Office

16935 West Bernardo Dr., Suite 260
San Diego, CA 92127

(858) 592-0065

From: Lindsey Ozbolt [mailto:LOzbolt@sammamish.us]

Sent: Friday, February 3, 2017 4:01 PM

To: Kathy Koback <kkoback@romeropark.com>

Subject: RE: Opposition to Issuance of SSDP2016-00415 Permit

Dear Kathy,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development
Permit Application for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment
period, all comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be
included in future notices the City issues for this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Kathy Koback [mailto:kkoback@romeropark.com]
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 3:25 PM
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To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>
Cc: Troy Romero <TRomero@romeropark.com>
Subject: Opposition to Issuance of SSDP2016-00415 Permit

Good afternoon Ms. Ozbolt,

Attached please find a letter/opposition from Troy Romero, attorney for several Sammamish Property
Owners, in response to the above-referenced Application and public comment period.

Thank you for your attention to the attachments.
Have a nice weekend!

Kathy Koback, Legal Assistant
ROMERO PARK PS.

Northwest Office

155 108th Ave. NE, Suite 202
Bellevue, WA 98004

(425) 450-5000 Telephone
(425) 450-0728 Facsimile

California Office

16935 West Bernardo Dr., Suite 260
San Diego, CA 92127

(858) 592-0065
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON

FOR KING COUNTY
TRACY NEIGHBORS and BARBARA Cause No.: |5~R~ 0483 -l 5§
NEIGHBORS; ARUL MENEZES and LUCRETIA |
VANDERWENDE; LAKE SAMMAMISH 4257
LLC; HERBERT MOORE and ELYNNE MOORE; | OMPLAIITEOR
TED DAVIS and ELAINE DAVIS; REID BROWN

and TERESA BROWN; SHAWN HUARTE and QUIET TITLE

TRINA HUARTE; ANNETTE MCNABB; EUGENE
MOREL and ELIZABETH MOREL; VOLKER
ELSTE and GAIL UREEL; JOHN R. WARD AND
JOANNA WARD, AS CO-TRUSTEES OF THE
WARD HALES LIVING TRUST; YORK HUTTON;
L. LARS KNUDSEN and LISE SHDO,

Plaintiffs,
Vs.

KING COUNTY, a municipal corporation and
political subdivision of the State of Washington,

Defendant.

COME NOW Plaintiffs Tracy Neighbors and Barbara Neighbors, Arul Menezes and
Lucretia Vanderwende, Lake Sammamish 4257 LLC, Herbert Moore and Elynne Moore, Ted
Davis and Elaine Davis, Reid Brown and Teresa Brown, Shawn Huarte and Trina Huarte,

Annette McNabb, Eugene Morel and Elizabeth Morel, Volker Elste and Gail Ureel, John R.

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY RELIEF AND TO Hanson Baker Luidi,owBD,umhe,,e, ps.
QUIET TITLE - 1 ' 2229 112th Avenue NE, Suite 200

Bellevue, WA 98004
WAWPDOCS\I5157\003\B0304162.DOCX (425) 454-3374
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Ward and Joanna Ward, as Co-Trustees of the Ward Hales Living Trust, York Hutton, and L. |
Lars Knudsen and Lise Shdo (collectively "Plaintiffs"), pursuant to the Revised Code of
Washington § 7.28.010, ef seq, and § 7.24.010, et. seq., and allege as follows:

THE PARTIES

1. Plaintiffs Tracy and Barbara Neighbors are husband and wife and are residents of
King County, Washington who OW-I’l land adjacent to both siaes of a former railroad right of way
which is now the site of a recreational trail known as the East Lake Sammamish Trail ("ELST").
Tracy and Barbara Neighbors’ property, King County Tax Parcel No. 072406-9006, includes the
fee title, Which encompasses all surface, subsurface, and aerial rights, to all of their property to
the edges of the ELST.

2. Plaintiffs Arul Menezes and Lucretia Vanderwende are residents of King County,
Washington who own land adjacent to Both sides of the ELST. Arul Menezes and Lucrétia
Vanderwende’s property, King County Tax Parcel No. 072406-9024, includes the fee title, which
encompasses all surface, subsurface, and aerial rights, to all their property to the edges of the
ELST.

3. Plaintiff Lake Sammamish 4257 LLC is a Washington limited liability company
duly licensed and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the state of Washington. Lake
Sammamish 4257 LLC owns land adjacent to one side of the ELST. Lake Sammamish 4257
LLC’s property, King County Tax Parcel No. 172406-9079, inclucies the fee title, which
encompasses all surface, subsurface, and aerial rights, to all its property to the edge of the ELST.

4. Plaintiffs Herbert Carvel and Elynne.Moore are husband and wife and are
residents of King County, Washington who own land adjacent to the ELST. Herbert Moore and

HB

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY RELIEF AND TO Hanson Baker Ludlow Drumheller P.S.

QUIET TITLE -2 2229 112th Avenue NE, Suite 200
Bellevue, WA 98004

WAWPDOCS\I5157\003\B0304162.DOCX (425) 454-3374
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Elynne Moore’s property, King County Tax Parcel No. 172406- 9077, includes the fee title,
which encompasses all surface, subsurface, and aerial rights, to all their property to the edge of
the ELST.

5. Plaintiffs Ted R. and Elaine M. Davis are husband and wife and are residents of
King County, Washington who own land adjacent to both sides of the ELST. Ted R.and Elaine
M. Davis’ property, King County Tax Parcel No. 072406-9020, includes the fee title, which
encompasses all surface, subsurface, and aerial rights, to all their property to the edges of the
ELST.

6. Plaintiffs Reid and Teresa Brown are husband and wife and are residents of King
County, Washington who own land adjacent to both sides of the ELST. Reid and Teresa
Brown’s property, King County Tax Parcel No. 072406-9003, includes the fee title, which
encompaéses all surface, subsurface, and aerial rights, to all their property to the edges of the
ELST.

7. Plaintiffs Shawn and Trina Huarte are husband and wife and are residents of King
County, Washington who own land adjacent to béth sides of the ELST. Shawn and Trina
Huarte’s property, King County Tax Parcel No. 072406; 9041, includes the fee title, which
encompasses all surface, subsurface, and aerial rights, to all their property to the edges of the
ELST. /

8. Plaintiff Annette McNabb is a resident of King County, Washington who owns
land adjacent to both sides of the ELST. Annette McNabb’s property, King County Tax Parcel
No. 072406-9030, includes the fee title, which encompasses all surface, subsurface, and aerial

rights, to all their property to the edges of the ELST.

HB

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY RELIEF AND TO Hanson Baker Ludlow Drumheller P.S.
QUIET TITLE -3 2229 112th Avenue NE, Suite 200

) Bellevue, WA 98004
WAWPDOCS\I5157\003\B0304162. DOCX (425) 454-3374
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9. Plaintiffs Fugene and Elizabeth Morel are husband and wife and are residents of
King County, Washington who own land adjacent to both sides of the ELST. Eugene and
Elizabeth Morel’s broperty, King County Tax Parcel Nos. 072406-9008 and 072406-9090,
include the fee title, which encompasses all surface, subsurface, and aerial rights, to all their
property to the edges bf the ELST.

10.  Plaintiffs Volker Elste and Gail Ureel are residents of King County, Washington
who own land adjacent to the ELST. Volker Elste and Gail Ureel’s property, King County Tax
Parcel No0.0724069057, includes the fee title, which encompasses all surface, subsurface, and
aerial rights, to all their p.roperty to the edge of the ELST.

il. Plaintiffs John R. Ward and Joanna Ward are the Co-Trustees of the Ward Hale.s |
Living Trust (the "Ward Hales Trust") and are residents of King County, Washington. As Co-
Trustees of the Ward Hales Trust, John and Joanna Ward own land adjacent to the ELST. The
Ward Hales Trust property, King County Tax Parcel No. 072406-9023, includes the fee title,
which encompasses all surface, subsurface, and aerial rights, to all Trust property to the edges of
the ELST.

12.  Plaintiff York Hutton is a resident of King County, Washington who owns lénd
adjacent to both siaes of the ELST. York Hutton's property, King County Tax Parcel No.
4065100030, includes the fee title, which encompasses all surface, subsurface, and aerial rights,
to all his property to the edges of the ELST.

13.  Plaintiffs L. Lars Knudsen and Lise Shdo are husband and wife and are residents
of King County, Washington who own land adjacent to the ELST. L. Lars Knudsen and Lise

Shdo's property, King County Tax Parcel No. 072406-9050, includes the fee title, which
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encompasses all surface, subsurface, and aerial rights, to all their property to the edges of the
ELST.

14.  Defendant King County ("Defendant") is a municipal corporation and political
subdivision of thé State of Washington.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

15.  Pursuant to RCW 7.28.010 et seq and 7.24.010 et seq this Court has jurisdicfcion to
rule on the claims and defenses in this action. |

16. Pursuant to RCW 4.12.010, \}enue is properly laid in this Court.

FACTS
. 17. For more than 100 .years, various railroad companies operated trains over a

narrow, 12.45 mile long strip; of property ("Right of Way") or ("ROW") adjacent to the east
shore of Lake Sammamish, in the cities of Issaquah, Sammamish and Redmond. | |

18.  Ina Quit Claim Deed recorded under King County Recording No. 9704290575
the then current operator of rail service, Burlington Northern & Santa Fe Railroad ("BNSF"),
quit claimed its interest in the ROW to Defendant and the Land Conservancy of Seattle, who
then conveyed their interest in the ROW to Defendant in a Quit Claim Deed recordéd under King
County Recording No. 9809181252 ("Defendant's Quit Claim Deed").

19.  Defendant has asserted control over the real property described in Defendant's
Quit Claim Deed and is allowing public use of portions of the former ROW as the ELST. Since
receiving its Quit Claim Deed Defendant has performed substantial construction within, and
made substantial changes to, the ROW. Defendant has now applied for permits to make more

substantial changes to the ROW abutting Plaintiffs' properties.
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20. On information and belief, although the Quit Claim Deed that BNSF gave.to
Defendant and the Land Conservancy of Seattle may have included a description of portions of
the ROW abutting Plaintiffs' properties, BNSF did not, in fact, have any recorded interest in said
properties capable of being conveyed to the Land Conservancy of Seattle and Defendant.

CLAIM FOR DECLLARATORY RELJEF

21. Consequently, Defendant did not acquire any interest in propefties abutting the

Plaintiffs' properties when it accepted Defendant's Quit Claim Deed.

| 22. Alternatively, Defendant acquired, at most, unrecorded and unperfe;cted
prescriptive easement rights to cross the area of the ROW that had been improved with railroad
tracks, ties and béllast, which is much narrower than the width of the ROW.

23.  If Defendant is able to prove BNSF acquired prescriptive easement rights to
widths greater than the railroéd tracks, ties and ballast, Defendant later lost those rights when
Plaintiffs improved and occupied major portions of the ROW.

24.  Plaintiffs' uses and improvements include, ’without limitation construction of
walkways, driveways, parking areas, landscaping systems, utilities and the planting of trees,
shrubs and ground cover, all within the ROW. Plaintiffs' uses and improvements were open,
notorious, continuous and under claims of right for periods exceeding ten years. Plaintiffs have
adversely poséessed the sections of the ROW, adjacenf to their properties, lying outside the .
margins of the former railroad tracks, ties and ballast.

25. Until Defendant has proven that (a) it acquired a fee interest in the abutting
properties in its Quit Claim Deed; or (b) it has proven all of the elements of its prescriptive

easement claims; or (¢) Plaintiffs' have failed to prove all of the elements of their adverse
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possession claims, Defendant should be restrained by Court Order from entering onto and
performing construction on the land abutting Plaintiffs' properties.

26. Plaiﬁtiffs are entitled to entry of a Declaratory Judgement declaring: (a) BNSF
never acquired recorded interests in the properties abutting Plaintiffs' properties; (b) Defendant
did not succeed to any previously recorded interests in the abutting properties when it accepted
Defendant's Quit Claim Deed; (c) Defendant and the public do not have any right to use or build
in the ROW adjacent to Plaintiffs' properties; (d) alternatively, Defendant and the public only
have a prescriptive easement to use the portions of ‘the ROW between the margins of the former
railroad tracks, ties and ballast; (e) alternatively, Defendant and the public do not have any right
to use any portions of the ROW that have been adversely possessed by Plaintiffs.

CLAIM TO QUIET TITLE

27. Plaintiffs are also entitled to entry of an Order Quieting Title to their properties
that (a) approves modified legal descriptions for Plaintiffs' properties, which reflect the Court's
rulings on Pla_intiffs' claims and defenses; (b) establishes the margins of the ELST; and (c)
extinguishes any interest Defendant might have in property outside the margins of the ELST.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray as follows:

1. For entry of the Orders granting the relief described in paragraphs 25, 26 and 27

above; and
2. Entry of an Order granting such other and further relief as the Court deems just
and equitable.
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Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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HANSON BAKER LUDLOW
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JOHN T. LUDLOW -
WSBA No. 7377
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Environmental Services

King County Department of Development and
@ 900 Oakesdale Avenue Southwest

Renton, WA 98055

Phone: (206) 296-6696 Fax: (206) 296-6698

Microfilm Data Input Form

B00X1224

Permit #:

Address: 2811 EAST LAKE SAMMAMISH |

PKWY SE

Description:

EXTENSION OF B99X3336

W
Plan:

Date Finaled: |

YES

NO

9/25/01

SB-39




PDES

King County
Dapartment of Development nr:BOOX 1 224
and Environmenta Services Date lInuM:UBIZOI?OD{)

900 Oakosdnle Aven ue Southwogt Explration Date: 08/13/2001
Renton, Washington 98055. 1219 Permit Statul:IBSUED

Permit Extension

Permit Type:EXTENSN « BUILDING
Titlo:EXTN OF B99X3334

Doscrlptlon:RESlDENTlAL ADDITIDNIALTERATIDN

Locntlun:(;‘lty of Seammamlsh

List of Pcrcclc:40851o~oo1u

Site Address:2811 EAST LAKE SAMMAMISH PKY BE sm
Valuation:$0.0p

Applicant:KURUGUNTl. ASHOK

Contact the Inspections Section 2t 206-206-8615 to Schedule the Inspoction,

=

This extension does not replace the original permit -- ¢ does extend
the life of the original permit to the new oxplration date, This
extansion must be Posted on the jJob gite with the origina) Permit in
a vislble and readily acceasible location.

2 This permit ia subject to g Corrections indicated on the associated
plans and Cconditions. :

call the inspector at 206-296-6830 betweon 7:30 and 8:30 a.m.
Monday through Friday.

date printed 08-28-2000

SB-39
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Klng County
pepartment of Dovelopment
and Envlrunmontal Gerviced

900 Onkordale Ave SW
fenton, Wushioytel 9a055-1210

Fuesday, August 23, 2000

SUMMARY OF CHARGES AND PAYMENTS

'\ Activity Number: -gooxizd - { Appiteant: ~ KURUGUNTS, ASHOK \
i < 48112 K. LK S AMMAMISH PKWY 98 |
“P""l"‘-“ wwber: JSSAQUAH, WA 98029 \
| pPermit Type: S THENS \
| ¥ EXTIENSN 475.392.3476 \5

Description

gy lﬁsﬁm'ﬂcTnINE my - -—--T

Coinﬁﬁﬁv‘mﬁﬁﬁ“““““ ‘‘‘‘‘ e e———m T T .
_SGB"’I'DTELE_"_ """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""" === %57 3a68.50
BALANCE: $368.50

Feva shown are al estimate bused on informuetion uynliablc at appiicaded. 1¢ ta not pomitle to completely ssilmate bourly fees, spech
Yoy, pET-OceUvrEace feey, or feod coftected for other agenclea. Theae additlona! feed Wil he ndded duriag the permit process. Huarly
fees Wil be cliarged af the Tate \p offect Al the ime work W ptrformed wnd may be billed monthly. At the time the permit ie upprovet
you will br putified of any fees due. A additional focs are tncurred » bIURK will be ganeuuﬂ.

4



Spaa il Mt ke g TN |

EXTH FEE $389.50 FM/CK#$1475 (MADE OUT FOR $478.50) FM/ASHOK KURUGUNTI POSTED.
PERMIT STATUS NOTICE MAILED TO APPLICANT IN ERACR, OVERCHARGED: HAS FRAMING
APPRAOVAL, IS WORKING ON FINAL; REFUND $110.00 PROCESSED AND SENT TO CASHIER.

:,fl".‘l-.“[ :J"J ’

Tuanday, 2000 12:01 PM
Bob Wnyod%?igbtatlon



FINA® ~ 2PROVAL

WppEs -7 L—

King County

Nepartment of Development Pormit Numbenr: B9OX3336
and Environmental Services Date lssued: 12/17/1988 '
900 Oakesdale Avenue Southwest Expiration Data: 08/13/2000
Renton, Washington 58055-1219 Permit Status:ISSUED

Permit Extension __——

Parmit Type:EXTENSN , BUILDING
Titia:EXTN OF BBBA1334

Description:RESI ADDN/ALTERATION

Locatlon:

List of Parcels:406510-0016

Slte Address:2811 EAST LAKE SAMMAMISH PKY SE KC
Valuatton:$0.00

Appilcant: KURUGUNTI, ASHOK"

Contact the Inspections Sectlon at 206-206-6635 to schadule the Inspection.

This extenslon does not replace the original permit ~ It does extend

the life of the orlginal permit to the new explration date. This

extension must be posted on the job site with the original permit in

a visible and readily accessible locatlon. All inspections will be

signed or corrections noted on the original parmit Inspection card.

This permit is subject to all corrections Indlcated on the assoclatod

plans and conditions.

Work may proceed only at the direction of the fleld Inepector. Please call
the Inspector at 208-296-6630 between 7:30 and B8:30 a.m. Monday through
Friday.

SB-39

date printed 12-17-1989

SN )22y -'
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Corrections — Occupancy Inspection R o of Devalopmant

and Environmantal Servicas
Dats

"N 00K [AhY B2 suary et
ool & Lk Shmen PESE  Em

No access for reguested Inepaction (UBC 108, 108).
o Nooccupancy |8 allowed until approved (UBC 108, 108).
* 1] No bullding parmi/approved plans on slte (UBC 108)_.
|1 Post slte address on structure (Must be clearty vislble, uBcC 502).
l 11 Completa final grading (UBC 108.5.8).
= Al materials axposed to weather must ba preasure treated or wood of natural resistance to decay (UBC 2306).
{1 Handrall required on stalre with 4 or more risers (UBC 509 — 1003.2.3.6).
0 Guardrail reguirad on aurfaces over 30" high (UBGC 309 - 1003.2.3.8).

O Seal all panetrations In one hour saparation of garage (UBC 302.4). Specificaily,

C  Complete one hour ssparation in garage (UBC 302.4). Specifically,

_.______‘_“" :
[b/‘boor from garage ls part of one hour uopnmﬂx@d}uat golf cloaar (UBT-CBA). p'U{J'V' )_D Yy €L @ e__,‘

[] Sacurs hot water tank © wall {UMC 308.1). v olnm "H’”'Q“ S yves i
- Glazing withln fub enclosure muat be safety glezed (UBC 2408). b v s -" )j o V. -}-O_J
M Glazing within 24" of a door must be safety glazed (UBC 2408.1 - 2406.8). b ( 3/§ /{5161 L’e‘ ] _{0 l:;
/| Woodstove must b Installed per mfg. spacs {UMC 303.1). Cl is‘,\,\sj f} . / W ’

N Duct dryer to autdelde using amooth wall metal plpes (no screwe), (UMC 504.3 — 604.3.1). YNy e 7 on A 7 0.
) Install combustion/smoks detector (UBC 310,81 - 310.8.2),

N Install flamespread 25 material over exposed Insulation (UBC 707.3).

0 Remove standing water/dabrls from crawl space (UBC 2317.1 and 3302),
o Inadequete crawl space/attic vantliation — min. 1 square foot par 160 equare faet area (UBC 2308.7, 1505.1-1 50%.3).
0 Landing required at all exterior doors.

A 1" clearance required et b-vant per mfg. Listing.

| Protect appllance from damage (UMC 304.9).

O Other Specifically,

|

Fallure to complete the above corrections bafore re

or you wish 1o leave s message, call (206)208-0630 ¢
SB-39

Ravlsad 07/22/98 King County Bullding Inspector

ligg may |

sult Ina reinspection fse. If you have any questions
ing the hj

urs of §:30 to 8:30 -M.
N
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PERMIT #: ABAL 1B Y

ADDAESS: 2\ ¢
PROJECT NAME:
DATE OF REQUEST:

TYPE CONST. OCC.

% King County
Despariment of Bovetopmsrt
wntl Bnvironmental Barvioow
= 00 Onkeadals Avenus SW

Renton, WA BB055-1218
{208) 260-8430

DATE OF INSP.

TYPE OF INSPECTION: £7¢ aza
CONTACT NAME: PHONE #:
+« JCOMMENTS: |

‘  APPROVALS: CORRECTIONS: ( m_ﬁﬁ[m)

V4 S g AL NP A ra ' A
cails § +lond Talls sty o
(£ Latiee { V.2

— wedned fn Goly catonds,

'ij.l_m.h.\.n_cmq)l.p:ig

NOTES: JSE ::;g;;;;: ;:: ;

PMev. 348259



.
P

CJw pe rem, ell:alPr\§UI‘L{JIWRV}gEEi/‘ S 3 F’.l“‘ ,

i

* pare: AW? “3 }.‘.Lf M/WW i
AFFIDAVIT REGARDING GONTHACTOR REGISTRATION
/}S\f‘ok— Llu'a’i.fmw\%.' . having bean duly sworn on oath,

‘deposes and says:

. AN . . Cu —
1. SHB&She Is the owner or puthorized mgent of the owner of property
g5 '

[.ltk{ Sqmmam.dl\ w;hj‘f(f(ﬂn“’ “|'('su.,'i “’\Vft.,c/:'c;{-{ J

Ibe V6T L .AS ey 6’,-'1”9{1‘@1/5”?? Al Tt cw"fc._;_, M s/a) of S DI
Less ERLON Tl LD V inderest (A Baed Dok mededa d

en Lol LN . o mman to bracds zomes o o

and loceted ot the approx?mﬁtu street sddress of 28 £ foake: Sammmih

ﬁffﬁ?wf SE  Lsrreatf
. A s .L7 ‘
I

2, Thut'é'ﬂsha s an applicant for i“&m&gmlummmuut thal

sbove location. i

. ' . |
3. That@a/‘shu is awere Lhal the State Contractors Reglstration Act

requres all'parsons dolng any work Bs contragtors to obtain 8 certificate of
regisiration from the Washington State Department of Labor and industrias. _

b4, That(’h:é?sha,ls awara that it [s

: ‘ lstration and thet a violation of this
raguiremant i & criminal mlsdamaanor, :

5. That all construction work done pursuant to the proposed bullding

permit for the property dascribed above will be done by the owner or owners
of the proparty. ' ' ‘

6.  That the bropomd constructlon work is not belng done with tha
intention or for the purpose of salling ‘the improved propearty,

. | A,
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before ma thig yd

day of

Aegid Lz

e ————.

SB-39



L sz’/j'/_'!.ff-f-ﬂ’ -k/r C’F"\/C(»‘*V '

"NOTARY PUBLIC In and for.tha State of
Washlngton, residing at gt

) ‘“-gw‘z‘,w : . . ,

wp. 81752

SB-39



King County
Dept. of Devolopment and
Fnvironmental Services
Land Uge Sarvices Divislon
900 Oakesdule Avenue Southwest
Renion, WA 98045-1219

o)) oL DENSIUVE Ajed: Nulue:.

For Permit Number: RagAIZ3H
For.Parcel Number: - HOoLS 10 el b

, mare fully

described as (street address)

This property contains sensitive arcas and/or sensitive area buffers, as defined by the
King County Sensitive Areas Ordinance, KCC 21A.24, The provisions of the
Sensitive Areas Ordinance apply to this property. 'Limltation may exist on actions in
or affecting the sensitive areas or their buffers present on this property. For further
information regarding such limitation, please contact the Lund Use Services Division
of King County or its successor agency. This notice shall run with the land and shail

not be removed except upon specific written authorization recorded herein by King
County. '

I, I(print)_ A!’J }’. E‘L U VA M ‘y‘ , hereby

cettify that I am the owner of the above-referenced property.

A Jpord

. “(Owner's Signaturé)

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this __/ﬁ day of g@g ut 1998

notary seal

tary Public in and for the
State of Washington, residing at

B R )
P

P
—- T a -

- R

. wAftachmtnts

F38/5cnth iea.rolfiuly 19, LPPImh

SB-39




King County ' B
cha.rm:.ent of Development
and Environmental Services

800 Qnkesclols Avenus Southwast
Renton, WA S8085-1218

DDES Activity No._ )& A 133 Y . ' Date: L«/ Zl;f 9%

During review of this development proposal, it was determined that this property contains one or mare of the
following sensitive arees and buffers, which are identifled and protected by the Sensliive Aress Code,

KCC21A.24;
. Erosion Hazard Class 1 Stream , Class 1 Wetland
Seismic Harard . Class 2 Salmonid Stream Classt 2 Wetland
Landslide Hazrard Class 2 Perennial Stream . Class ] Wetland .
teep Slo Class 3 Stream é \Wildlifs Habitat Corridor
0 ne Haxard Flood Hazard T

The Sensitiva Areas Code requires n buffer of native vegetation around rmost of thess sensitive areas. In order for
a buffer to perform ite functions, it must remain in an undisturbed condltion asa “setback area" In which native

. plantg are allowed ta grow; no non-native species may be introduced into this area, However, certain agricultursl
uses and landscaping which existed in these areas prior to 1930 are ellowed to continue. In addition, a 13-foot
butlding setback is required beyand the buffer boundary, '

This preposal appeary to conform to the Sensitlve Areas Code, The property owner Is required by the Sensitive
Aseas Cade to record a Notlce on Title of tha property before a permit may be Issued. Flease follow the
instructiong balow to file a Notice on Title. o e :
' @ Examine the enclased site plan which shows our determination of the approximats boundaries of the
.  sexisilve areas, the bufer(s), and the building st back line(s) (BSBL) for your property. If you agree
with the boundaries as drawn, then pleass follow the remaining instructions. If you do not agres with
the boundaries as drawn, then pleasa submit a revised site plan to the Slte Development Services Section
foc review. Please walt far our approval of the new site plan prior (o carrying out the instructions below.

@ Comiplete and notarize the attached Sensitive Arca Natice and Legal Description forms.

@: Record the Notice, Legal Description, and site plan at the King County Office of Records and Elections
{located on the third of floar of the King County Administration Building, 500 Fourth Avenue, Seattle,

@ ‘Ba surs to get a copy of Lhe rccurdcd:documcnt-s.
Keep one copy and retum two copies of the recorded documents to the Residential/Commercial perrit

counter at DDES before or when you pick up your building permit, ar o the Site Developtaent Services
- SB-Bection for plats, short plats, and clearing and grading permits. o .

VW T W o My |



of ihe M bOve areas) and Cuther(s) 1/are Not surveysd, All senmitive
areas) may be subject to further revisw upon any alteration of tha site
or its senaftive aren(s) or bulfer(s).

This ite plan fopgarcel mmber 04510 =00 & deplcts the
approximal or{s) of the sensitive area(s) snd buffer(s).
/%‘}u L/ "m"/ e

- si@ Data

Title

RoHBA| 33

King County Activity Number

PRk iramTL oruter s

Rer o, Dol
W

SB-39
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Department of Davelopment

and Environmental Seryvices
000 Oukesdale Avenuc Southwest
Ranton, Washlngron 93035-1219
Fux (208) 296-5729

King County NOTIFICATION OF PERMIT APPROVAL

Dute: C;}/QG/‘?? e
Phodse Arch.

Y AR SN

Tlus letter is to inform you that permit /- for 46&4 7%07? '
locatled at 2 ¢/ é'— ( & 8 o™ § has been reviewed und approved.
The following fees and/or additional items must be rébeived by this department prior to issuance of your

parmit.

- TOTAL AMOUNT DUE FOR PERMIT ISSUANCE: § 34322

ltemization of [eus:

$. .&fﬂ.m Remaining Application Review Fees
3 Lt B3 Building Inspections Fees*

h) __ School Mitigation (mpact Fees
3 Road Mitigation Impact Fees
Items:

[ ] Copy ot approved septic design.

[ ] Sewer availability letter/certificate from local sewer district,

[ | Water availability letter/certificate from local water district,

[ ] Copy of rscent sewer bill.

[ 1 Copy of recent warer bill.

[ ] Copy of recorded well covenant.

j{] Copy uf current contractor’s license g notarized owner affldavit.
F(i Twa (2) copies of recorded Notice on Title,

——

[ OUURT ST [ S

{
[
(
[

Please make all checks payable to the King County Office of Finance. [f your permait i3 not issued within
sixty (60) days, your application expires and will ba canceled in compliance with King County
Ordinance 10608. Any requests for extension of this time should be directed in writing to Kenneth
Dinsmore, Acting Supervisor, Permit Center, Mailing address: 900 Onkesdale Avanus Southwest,
Renton, Washington, 98035-1219.

SB-39



JS IRUCTURAL OBSERVATION and

NOTE: .  SPECIAL INSPECTOR SHALL MEET THE REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION 1701 AND 1702
OF THE 1994 UNTFORM BUILDING CODE ANT) SHALL SUBMIT REPORTS TO THE
ARCHITECT OR ENGINEER OF RECORD; WHO SHALL. REVIEW, SIGN, AND SEAL ALL
REPORTS AND SUBMIT THEM 10 KING COUNTY D.D.L.S. TIROUGH THE KING
COUNTY INSPECTOR FOR REVIEW AND RECORDING. SPECIAL INSPECTIONS DO
NOT ELIMINATE THE NEED FOR REGULAR INSPECTIONS, ,

N
SEE GEOTECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS ATTACHED
a SEE KING COUNTY ROCKERY SHEET ATTACITED
O SOLL EEARJNG {3 1 design strength exceeds 2000 PSF add GEOTECHNICAL SHEET

{3 If soll bearing at the site is under 2000 PSF or ON STRUCTURAL FILL or SLOPES
EXCEED 2 honzontal to 1 vertical THEN SEE U8C SECTION 3301,

O CONCRETE; [F DESIGN STRENGTH EXCEEDS 2500 PSI INCLUDE (7) AND 628) DAY
CYLINDER TESTS AND SLUMP TESTS.

DESIGN STRENGTTT PROPOSED:
A LBl . Cl

X - PLACEMENT OF; [1 Reinforging steel -+ & Bolts X Holdowns
[ Concrete placement and consalidution
[3J Soil back(ill and compaction

= ALL SITE WELDS BY “WABQO"” CERTIFIED WELDER UNDER SPECIAL INSPECTION

B,  CONNECTIONS: {XBolts, Nuts, & Washers - |4 Strapping
£ Connectors EJTShcarNailinE _
OR ENGINEER OF - Vas U Teiqe -~ )
(BY ARCHITECT NEER OF RECORD T \ ecqe. -
O STRUCTURAL MASONRY:  [J Prisms, placement of units, rainforcing, grout space and placernent

O Patiodic hxspcctioh of grout, masonry, and steel when deslgn stresges
are adjusted to pernit non-continuous inspection

a PILINGS Drving and testing of piles and construction of cast-in-place drilled piles or caissons.
(plucement of concrele and steel)

O MISCELLANEQUS:

SFECINSP. DOC
06/2.3/P6

SB-39



.th;hA51NL;UN SlAall ENLKGIJVLENLLALALLWE WWIZ0 NLodaUen sing wuapdlisl rU{M
OTH THAN ELEC c T CE

plicant: /%ﬁf‘?ﬂmfﬁ(fﬂé’é Trac:}\lng#' ‘7‘?6*4['3?‘/ Date: Féf/&

b Type: new X ndditioen ¥ Ramodel ‘Fini'shed Sqg. Ft.
cupancy: Single Family ) Multifamily-#Bldgs: #Units
12l Type: M Gas O oil O Propana O wood O coal ‘0 Heat Pump
JEC CHAP,& TABLE .6-2 . _ CHAD.

opt.1  Opt.2 - Opt.3 Opt.4 Opt.5 opt. & opt.?q; 4/5

O - O - -0 O C o C/Ld

IAT SYSTEM ' .
\FUE 78% 78% 88% 78% 74% 78% 78%
ISPF 6.8 6.8 7.7 €.8  6.35 6.8 6.8 -
AZING . : : A
.00r % 10% 12% 21% 21% 21% . 25% 30%
“Value ' .70 .65 .75 .65 .60 .50 - .45
JORS _ : : : - :
-Value 0.40 0.40 0.40 0.40 0.40 0.40 0.40
-Value 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5
SILINGS : :
'attics R-30 R-30 R-~30 R-30 R-30 R-38 R-30 e
wlted _ R-30 R~30 . R-30 R-30 R=-30  R-30 . {RrR-30
JOVE GRADE WALLS - .

R-15 R-15 R-19 R-19 R-19 R-19 R-19
‘Low GRADE WALLS o N
terior R~15 R-15 R-19 . R-15 R-18 R-19 R-15 :
¢terior R-10 R-10 . -R-10 R-10 R-10 R-10 . |R-10
LOORS R-19 R-19 R-19 R—=15 R—19 R-25 R-25 e
LABS R=10 R-10 R-10 R=-10 R—10 R-10  |R-10

.Tha following options are for buildings more than 2 stories: 0.45 max. ifc
glazing areas of 25% or less; 0.40 max. for glazing areas of 30% or less.

rSupperting documentation required.

NDITTONED SQ.FT. 4. Y « curzrng 3 DO - 79 . 27 ¢ ALLOWED GLAZING

\X. HEAT SYSTEM SIZE: .
[0 WALIL HEATERS: COND. 8Q. FT. X 24
0 DUCTED SYSTEM: COND. SQ. FT. X 27

EXSTNE 72 8o oursur

\POR RETARDERS:

FLOOR ‘M 4-mil Poly O Faca. Stapled Backed Battzs [J Ext. T&G Plywd.

WALLS 4-mil Poly 0 Face Stapled Backed Batts [J PVA - Paint
CEILINGS 4~mil Poly J Face Stapled Backed Batts [J PVA - Paint

VENTILATION SYSTzM

-h e ona)
H Integrated System w/ fresh air introduced J.nto return-air duct.
Whole house exhaust fan will be includad.

1] Fresh air port at each habitable room. Min-. = net 4 sq in. each.
Wwhole house exhaust fan is required.. :

Continously operated Heat Recovery System.

O
SB-39 . '
'Eif Not aopplicable. {(For additiens less than 500 Sg. Tt.)
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ASETH M, BEQRONR) 80 o /4N | ¥ Y | . /¢ r/A
% g / X Y | .45 1 .
A o ¥ ¥ A% Lot A%

H
N rd
GLAZING N EXTERIOR DQORS .
(A 18} {C) 18} LR (G’ {H} 1t : (J1
MFG, RCOM s DOOR GCLAZING AlR i [+F-R:) LoE WU-VAL GLAERS LA
3 SIZF S1ZE ' EiLL AREA
A
SKYLIGHTS AND S5KY walls
Y
[ 4 B

| . XA J
GLAZING % = LAE. T . - =P, oF ' TATAL1 TOTAL 2
o 707{% o =PRI TR

IOFTIBNAL)

AVG. LU.WALUE « UA TOTAL = TOTAL 3 -
AEEA TOTAL y

INETRUETIONS fOR COMPLETING THE GLAHNG SCHEDULE
ALL OF YQUR GLAZING 1% NFRC CERTIFIED AN LARELED:
mplate agolumpe [B), [C], [H], {1} and 1he GLAZING % caloulatlon,
ANY OF YOUR GLAZING |$ NOT NFRC CERTIFIED AND MANUFACTURED BY A $MALL BUFINELS OR IF YOUR GLAZING 13 SITE BUILT:
mplate cglumne {A] thraugh (1} and the GLAZING % caleulsdan. ’
¢ U-Valuas containgd ln W3EC Tabls 10-6B in column [H] lo7 nonstested manufaatured ghazing.

s U-Valyes cantained in WSEC Tablse 10-6A in aolumn (H] for site byl or custem glazing,

Ay U-valuss axcaad you! complianos pathin Tabis 6.1 ar 6.2, you wili Haoba ;'quh"d to camgplate column (] snd tha AVG, U-VALUE colgulation,
" pvaragy U.vafus canmot axemad those in Tabla 8.1 o7 8.2 . . ‘”::;l]

SB-39
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L - King County
De ant of Development
and Bnvironmental Services
$00 Oakendsle Ayenue 5.W.

Renton, Washington %685-1213 Aotivity No: BYBA13I34
Project No 1 #251709%
Page : 1 of 2
Status 5 PENDING
Date ¢t 0%-04-98

" APPLICATION & FEE INVOICE

--_----h------ﬂ-m-----A—------tn---h--&h-------—------ﬂw------u_------n-------ﬂﬁ

Permit Type : RESIDENTIAL ADDITION-/ALTERAT'N Type Codm: ADRITION
Titlm t LOT 2 LK SAMM WTR FRNT TRS Ualuetion: 14,254
Description 1 RESIDENTIAL ADDITION (NO CHANGE TO FTPRT Ualid. byi JSTR
Oecup 'yw/’Typatr R3 Class:! 434 Bldgsi 0 Unitasr 0
Locetion 1 2811 E LAKE SAMMAMISH PKWY SE Zone1 R4

Parcel 1 4065100016 8TR: S&,NE,D7-24-06 Block:

Lot i 3 Plat: LAKE SAMMAMISH WATER FRONT TRACTS UNREC
Applicant t RHODES ARCHITECT Phonet! 206-933-1%567

Appl.Addresst 471% SuW JUNEAU

! SEATTLE WA 9813¢
PLEASE NOTE: Fees shown on this invoice at time of applioation ares an sstimate
only. It is rot pommsible tg acourately estimate special fees, per-cccurrencs
fees, or fess colleotsd for other agencies. Thesa additionsl fees will be added
during the permit process, At the time the permit is approved vou will be
notified of the final fese dus,
Foms for inspectiona will be charged at the rate in seffect at the tima thas
permit is iasued.

_m_—_——_._-—u....—--—-h—.-.._-—....__.__—.u-__.._.___..u-__—.___..__.,_.'__-..__.-.-_.__.-...u....."__--._.—.,..-_—--——n-—--——-

Few description Units Fea /Unit Ext fme Data
Total S5q. Ft. of House or Addition? 244 12371,.00
Total Sg. Ft. of Carport or Docks > 146 1@83. 00
Total Permit "Ualuation® jist 14254, 00
Bans Fee for AdditionsAlteration > 125.00
Addition Plan Ck., (Enter Sq.Feet)> 244 76.92

Garage, Deck, etc.(Enter Saq.Fowt X> 144 35.91
AdditionsAlteration Parmit? (Y~/N)> _ 76.92 Y
Garage, Deschk, etc.? (Yr/NI> _ 3.1 Y
Stete Building Code (Y’sN)> 4.50 Y

SA Basic Rev worsite visit (Y N)> 236.00 Y
hou Foes Requirmsd " "on Fees Collscted & Crodits il

W e s B AL e v e o o o EE e oy __u__.—.-————n-—__-a.\__--—.._-..-_--._._..-.-_——u.._-..—_-———-.--——

_.__...._,__.__.___..-..._.__.__-.__..“__.-...______u..._..____.-.........___....._.__..-___._.__.....__...___.__..________..___.__.,._..._

Amount posted this data: 0B-/04.98 $ 473.83
A L LA L L L L E LY 2T T Y Y gy rreggn CERTIFICATION LMARAAS A LLLEL L L LT TE EE Y IRy g g gy

[ cartify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington
that the information furnished by the owner or owner's agent in aupport of this
spplication is trus and correct, I furthar certify that all applicable King
~ounty requirements for thas work authorized by thie parmit, if jissued, will be
net.,

ﬁzcrfﬂwﬂ%w‘: Agent Signaturs Datsa Placs



t

. | | ‘ Application No,

King Cuuntt . . o
B e CERTIFICATION AND TRANSFER
gﬁ?&“ﬁ?ﬁ:ﬁiﬂﬁ? : OF APPLICANT STATUS

1, /%‘3'/!/( /@/’ ﬂfﬂf/ , heseby cestify that T am an/the owner

of the property which is tfe subject of this application for permit or approval. If I am not the sole
owner of the property, I certify that I am authorized by any and all other owners of the property to

make this ce T@uy -¢jnd transfer 7qy ﬂ &;lg}%' 2 /zmply Z %s permit or appmva‘ﬂ

I therefurq certify that 7;’/ /%;ésf // ‘ is the "applicant" for this
permit or approval and shall remain the "applicant" for the duration of this permit or approy-

al unless "applicant" status is transferred in writing on 2 form provided by this department.

T certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the |

foregoj g is true and correct.
%‘éﬁmﬁ/ﬁr . s / ey

Sigufture df Owmer Dats Signad

I, 731 ﬁ/ﬂéf //ﬂ //&// ' M%f&' hereby certify that I am the.

“applicant" for this permit o approval. I shall remain the "applicant” for the duration of thls
permit or approval unless "applicant” tus is t.mnsf In writlng on a é ;; ed by .
this department, My address is: M W /P .
1, -, hereby certify that T am an
authorized agent of ' ., & eorparation or
other husiness association authoriud to do business In the State of Washington and that this
bushaess association s the "applicant® for this permit or approval., This sssoclation shall
remain the "applicant" for the duration of this permit or approval unless "applicant” status is

transferred in writing on a form provided by this department. The address of this business
assoclation is: ;

I certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the
foregoing is true and.eorrect.

. o5, 1975

. Signature of Applicant ’ Dato Sigood

NOTICE TO APPLICANTS: by law, this depariment returne &l nnglnoering and other planw to the applicant. If,
however, you wish to authorixe the department to return englnosring and other plans directly to the enginoer, grohiteet or

other consultant Mﬂmﬂnﬂmm.nﬁmﬂnmmﬂgm pleass dosigronte holow:

\m/ I quthorize this department to return plans directly to my consultant(s) for the Hrmtcd purposa
of making corrections, as dosugnar.cd on the back of this form.

SB-39
T AFFITRNS PRM VI408 sffsatlve 3720731



‘ CONSIETANT H

A P sehinid 4

_Ldles Ak poeive + Lot
Apewtip: T ke th
AHe W - Tipeeu . el 2F B2t

Signaturs of Applicant Diate Signad

m - _&”/ﬂ/f/a
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i 09’7975'; D
Percel number o FI45/ 9007 ;Z;Z ,j .
Addrcss of proposed wo:k ﬁi// £ ﬂ/& i

n“' J 7

"
d .

| Chcck 2 zpphc:ablc ilems

'I'hls 15..' | L_._ New C!.c;nstn;c.t.ioq Rr,rnodclladdihon . r__' "';‘Lcccsﬁ:ar:y sllmch‘Jm.
BN | ',S‘i.gﬂ L L :’ Tenant § 1mpmvamc.nt E . E]
| Thisis: "~ Singie farnil)} '. o D Duplex or multi-famlly | _ D Coi-nrhc}tiallindustﬁ
., . Rtl.ul/ofﬁcts L :’ Agucullural SR ‘ |
Pmp»:srty Owncr // %K/ I(WMM -l'( “_' | Tclcphbnc numbcr W) S7
) Mm.hng Addrr.ss fﬁ// ,f ,&é g’lfﬂ”ﬁ/ Cuy g. W ‘Stale W ?;//E

- %)
Agent Name Z";’; /% Telephnno numbcr/f;a W

.Malhng Address J 7/f 5// 7-‘ City W ..suta@_f_' gﬁé,

o Sennuva Area Comphancc.
" 'Hl - '_,-

Tha Undcrslgne-d ccrtxf' cznt de.c:la:cs'

That-the ccrtlﬁcn‘nt 1s,compelent lo be a wilness hcrcm, Qo

g
2, That the certificant. s fhe applicant for the.abové project:
3. That (o the best of the certificant's knowledge, the sensitive areas on Lho dcvclopmc.nt
" proposal sils have nol becn Wegally altered; and
4, That the cerlificant has not previously been 'folind lo ba in violation of sensitive arcas

«  regulations, for any properly in King Counly, or, alternalively, thatif thers havs been eny
, 'vxolabons. such wolatlons haw: been cured to the satisfaction of King Coungy

I c:rllfy under penalty of parjiry and under the laws of lhe Stale of. Washlhglon lhe forcgoing Isuue s 1d

“COireet, I further cartify thet all cesements, deed restriclons or olher encumbrances rr.slncti_ng the use of
the property, ase shown on the sile plang, sut mtlc.d with-this application. e T

SiBnatur‘c _.,,z.a. // Y /%m‘) . Dalo //i ?Z’

(prop*rty owner pr ngcnb’appliﬁant 7

If not the property owner proof of agency must bc subraliied at tho. same time,

DO NOT WR.ITE BELOY TEIS LINE I'OR KING COUNTY 'USE ONLY

—— __ SB-39

r -
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County
De rtment of Development
Environmnental Sexrvices

000 Ouakendale Avenug Southwest . R .
Ranton, Wa, 9808%8~1219 .
‘i] % | S Date: Cf% % 7

Acknowledgment
Permit Extension Payment Received

This Is to inform you that we have receiantéor ur building
permit extension for current file number ‘ry In the amount of

$ 5L =¥ | Wa have been delayaed In processing your new permit.

Please be assyred that your current permit is valid. Your new expiration
date is cP’ ( 5/ Zoeed | Should you need to request a bullding
inspection, please do so using the current permit number for reference.

You will receive your new permit extension within a few weeks. Your permit
extension will include a new 8-digit permit number (that will begin with
‘BO9X--—"). Please attach it to your current permit and make it avallab!e to
‘the inspector as needed.

We apologize for the temporary. delay In the permit extension process, and
any inconvenience this may have caused. If you have any questions
ragarding this notice, please call the Building Inspections Section at 206-
296-6630.

Sincere

uﬁ'érvi'sor, Building Inspections Section
Building Servites Division

SB-39
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S50C . . Page 1 of1

King County
Department of Developm ent
s#nd Environmentai Services

0N Onkandale-Ase BW—.
#,—ﬂﬁmn,_\m}ﬂmmﬁm
- " Neptember 26, 2001 .

Fe p ”‘__/
, ‘ Summary of Charges and Payments

| Applicant:  KURUGUNTI, ASHOK | Activity Number: BOOX 1224

: 28112 E. LK SAMMAMISH PKWY Sk | Project Number: ROOX1224
1S5AQUAH, WA 98029 il Development Number:

| Permit Type: LXTENSN |
é 425.302.3876 | Strtus: FINALED
e B i e ey g b e e s e e gt e, e

Service Ioes
SR TOTAL CHARGES: 5737.00
Description : Checklopi ' Entered Amouni
P L P . - e L ) r b A PRI, 4] Ty BB
Sustise Rt Biie SRR e T SAYREL
Relup RO001074 8/6/2000 $110.00

SUB TOTAL PAYMENTS:;

BALANCE: ﬁ ST s fgf.«;?
A D,

(536950

$368.50

! Gl i bl o5 TR 1=1 = I L T P R PR
The feas whown above repressnt currant charges as of thia date und are an eatimats hased on the Information :
; provided to DDES at the time of applleation.

I[For servioss that ars rendered on an hourly basle, the cost of thoss services wiil bs bused on tha actual hours
iiworkad, HouHy faas are charged at the rate In sffoct at the time of sarvice, and will ba bllled monthly, along with
fany other outstunding fees.

/|Foes that have been posted prior to permit issuance will be collacted at that time. Fees subsequently poated will ba ,
Hibllied to the applicant. All fees muat be pald In full befora DDES lasues Final Appreval, T.C.0. or C.0. ;

Bk e ity o m ey et L

]

SB-39



NORTHWEST OFFICE CALIFORNIA OFFICE
COLUMBIA WEST BLDG. RANCHO BERNARDO CRTYD.
155-108" Ave NE, Ste. 202 16935 West Bernardo Dr., Ste. 260

Bellevue, Washington 98004  San Diego, California 92127
P S Telephone (425) 450-5000 Telephone (858) 592-0065
! ° * Facsimile (425) 450-0728 tromero@romeropark.com

Via Electronic Mail
January 27, 2017

Ms. Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner

City of Sammamish

Department of Community Development
City of Sammamish City Hall

801 — 228" Avenue SE

Sammamish, Washington 98075

Email: lozbolt@sammamish.us

RE: Opposition to Issuance of SSDP2016-00415 Permit
Our Reference: SAMP 501

Dear Ms. Ozbolt:
Property Owners in Opposition

This office represents the following affected Sammamish property owners: A) Reid and Teresa Brown,
the owners of the property located at 3139 E Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE (“Brown Property”);
Elaine and Ted Davis, the owners of the property located at 3137 E Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE
(“Davis Property”); Shawn and Trina Huarte, the owners of the property located at 3003 E Lake
Sammamish Pkwy SE (“Huarte Property”); York Hutton, the owner of the property located at 2823 E
Lake Sammamish Pkwy SE (“Hutton Property”); Chris and Tara Large, the owners of the property
located at 2811 E Lake Sammamish Pkwy SE, Sammamish (“Large Property”); Annette McNabb, the
owner of the property located at 3143 E Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE (“McNabb Property”); Jordan
and Mistilyn Miller, the owners of the property located at 2845 E Lake Sammamish Pkwy SE (“Miller
Property”); Elizabeth and Eugene Morel, the owners of the property located at 2933 E Lake
Sammamish Pkwy SE (“Morel Property”); Tracy and Barbara Neighbors, the owners of the property
located at 3015 E Lake Sammamish Pkwy SE, (“Neighbors Property”); Doug Schumacher, the owner of
the property located at 3141 E Lake Sammamish Shore Lane SE (“Schumacher Property”); Iris and Ivan
Stewart, the owners of the property located at 2815 E Lake Sammamish Pkwy SE (“Stewart Property”);
Lake Sammamish 4257 LLC, the owner of the property located at 4257 East Lake Sammamish Shore Ln
SE (“Lake Sammamish Property”’); Gordon Conger, the owner of the property located at 3027 East Lake
Sammamish Pkwy SE (“Conger Property”)(collectively referred to as the “Property Owners”).

Requested Relief

The Property Owners respectfully request that the City of Sammamish (the “City”’) deny King County’s
application for a Shoreline Substantial Development Permit, as disclosed in the December 28, 2016
Notice of Application for Shoreline Substantial Development Permit; East Lake Sammamish Trail
Segment 2B — SSDP2016-00415 (the “Permit Application”). At a minimum, the Property Owners
respectfully request that the City reverse its decision and deem the Permit Application “incomplete” for
the applicant’s failure to provide a title report.
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Procedural Grounds for Requested Relief

1. The Permit Application should be denied because the County has not complied with SMC
20.05.040.

The County has not complied with SMC 20.05.040, which requires denial of the Permit Application.
SMC 20.05.040 provides in part:

(1) The department shall not commence review of any application set forth in this chapter until the
applicant has submitted the materials and fees specified for complete applications. Applications for land
use permits requiring Type 1, 2, 3, or 4 decisions shall be considered complete as of the date of
submittal upon determination by the department that the materials submitted meet the requirements of
this section. Except as provided in subsection (2) of this section, all land use permit applications
described in SMC 20.05.020, Exhibit A, shall include the following:

(r) Verification that the property affected by the application is in the exclusive ownership of the
applicant, or that the applicant has a right to develop the site and that the application has been submitted
with the consent of all owners of the affected property; provided, that compliance with subsection
(2)(d) of this section shall satisfy the requirements of this subsection (1)(r); and

(2) Additional complete application requirements apply for the following land use permits:

(d) For all applications for land use permits requiring Type 2, 3, or 4 decisions, a title report from a
reputable title company indicating that the applicant has either sole marketable title to the development
site or has a publicly recorded right to develop the site (such as an easement); if the title report does
not clearly indicate that the applicant has such rights, then the applicant shall include the written consent
of the record holder(s) of the development site.

(emphasis added).

There can be no dispute that the following statements about the County’s application are correct:

1. It did not provide verification of exclusive ownership to all of the Property in question.

2. It did not provide consent of the affected property owners (in fact, this letter shows that many of
the affected property owners are opposed to the proposed shoreline development).

3. It did not provide a copy of a title report showing the County has “sole marketable title” or has a
“publicly recorded right to develop the site.”
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Given the County’s failure to provide these requisite deliverables, the Permit Application should be
denied.

2. Not insisting on title insurance is a huge risk to the City!

We recognize that the Director may waive submittal requirements if they are determined as
“unnecessary.” SMC 20.05.040(3). SMC 20.05.040(2)(d) should never be determined by the Director as
“unnecessary,” especially under the circumstances of this permit application.

As will be discussed below, the Property Owners vehemently deny that the County owns a 100’ foot
easement for the trail that would allow them to wipe out portions of many peoples’ homes. As it relates
to the proposed trail improvements themselves, the Property Owners do not believe the County should
be allowed to construct a trail that will eliminate some of the Property Owners’ decks, garages,
mailboxes, parking areas, waterfront access, landscaping, and other property and/or amenities. The
County disagrees. If the County can provide a title insurance policy from a reputable title insurance
company this will be a HUGE protection to the City in the event it is ultimately determined that the
County did not have legal authority to construct the trail “improvements”.

It is interesting to note that it appears the County did not share with the City a legal challenge filed by
some of the Property Owners in King County Superior court challenging the County’s assertion of
ownership to a 100 foot right of way through their properties. Specifically, King County Cause No. 15-
2-20483-1 SEA, challenges the County’s assertion that it owns 100 feet of property through each of the
Property Owners’ properties and has a right to construct the trail on this enormous and highly valuable
land (“State Case™). See Exhibit A. While it is true that Judge Pechman, in the federal case, U.S.
District Court Case No. 2:15-cv-00970 (“Federal Case”) ruled that the County had the authority to build
the trail through a few of the affected property owners’ properties, that decision is on appeal to the 9™
Circuit (and of course has no bearing on those Property Owners not a party to the Federal Case). If
either the Federal Case decision is reversed and/or the Property Owners win the State Court case, after
the City has allowed the County to build the trail (and destroy hundreds of thousands, if not millions, of
dollars of property, landscape, and amenities) the Property Owners, and others damaged by the County’s
installation of the trail, will sue not only the County for damages, but also very likely the City.

The presumed reasons the City enacted SMC 20.05.040(2)(d) are at least: a) to have the backing of title
insurance in the event the applicant and/or the City get sued based on a claim of a lack of title to the
project site; and b) to receive an independent verification that the applicant does in fact have the
requisite title authority to construct the project. The City should step back and ask itself, “why has the
County failed to provide a copy of its title insurance to the subject property?” Should that not be a red
flag?

Since the SMC does not define the word “unnecessary,” (the only grounds upon which the City Director
can ignore the requirements of SMC 20.05.040(2)(d)) the word should be given its ordinary meaning.
Webster’s defines “unnecessary” as “not needed” or of “no import”. Applying this definition to the
question at hand, the Director must decide, ““is requiring the County to provide title insurance not needed
or of no import to the City?” How can the answer to this question be “no?” It must be yes. Securing
title insurance will give the City an independent, experienced, third party opinion that the County does
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indeed have ownership/exclusive rights to the subject property and more importantly, that the insurance
is there to cover damages if the Property Owners bring legal action against the County and/or City in the
event they prevail in the State Case and/or other affected property owners prevail on appeal in the
Federal Case.

Substantive Grounds for Requested Relief

Most, if not all of the Property Owners will individually provide the City with their comments on how
the proposed project will impact them. Accordingly, we will not provide all of the substantive grounds
for denying the Permit Application nor will we detail the negative impacts the trail will have on each of
the Property Owners — even though for some of them it is quite substantial. What we will do, however,
is share with you some illustrative examples of the impact the proposed “improvement” will have on
individual Property Owners as well as how this project is inconsistent with decades of prior use
(including being inconsistent with prior County and City action).

1. The purported “Corridor Parcel” literally runs through multiple peoples’ homes.

While the County is, at the present time, “only” seeking to use 20 feet of its purported 100 feet of width
of the “Corridor Parcel”?, the City should share with its citizens the grave concern that granting the
Permit Application could be used by the County to assert ownership over the entire Corridor Parcel. As
set forth in Exhibit B, a review of the Corridor Parcel shows that it runs through the homes of a number
of the Property Owners and destroys structures and landscaping over all of the Property Owners’
properties. It is critically important that the City never takes any action to condone, let alone concur
with the County’s purported “ownership” of the Corridor Parcel. As the City knows, the County does
not have fee simple to the Corridor Parcel over the Property Owners’ property — it does not even have a
recorded easement. There is absolutely nothing recorded on the title of some of the Property Owners’
properties to suggest that the County has any interest, whatsoever, in any portion of the Corridor Parcel
(and even for those that have a recorded easement there is no proper legal description -- especially
nothing that says the railroad, and now the County, owns 100 feet of waterfront property through all of
the Property Owners’ properties).

2. The County’s project will destroy portions of the Property Owners’ properties.
Even “only” using 20 feet of the Corridor Parcel, if the Permit Application is granted and the County

builds the “improvement,” the County is going to destroy some of the Property Owners’ structures,
parking, and/or landscaping. For example:

! The County uses the term “Corridor Parcel” to define both the width of the trail along the abandoned
railroad bed but also 50 feet out from the midway point each way, for a total purported width of 100 feet
(the County does concede that by recorded instrument the purported 100 feet width of the Corridor
Parcel is less than this amount on a few lots). While the Property Owners disagree that there is a
Corridor Parcel running through their properties, as there is neither a deed to it nor a recorded easement
for it, solely for purposes of definition they will use this term.
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e On the Large Property, they will lose their stairs to the trial, a portion of their deck, and the
fence/gate separating the existing trail from their property to the West.

e On the Schumacher Property, they will lose their fence and staircase.

e On the Brown Property, they will lose their fence, retaining wall and staircase.

e On the Davis Property, they will lose their fence, parking, accessibility for the fire department
and have restricted accessibility for other emergency vehicles.

e On the Stewart Property, they will likely lose the ability to use their garage.

All of the Property Owners are going to lose landscaping and other amenities if the Permit Application
is granted and the project constructed. This should not be allowed.

3. The County’s project will prevent some Property Owners from access to their own
properties.

Not only will all of the Property Owners’ property be damaged physically if the Permit Application is
granted and the County builds the project, but many of them will also be damaged from the quiet use
and enjoyment of their respective properties. A further review of Exhibit B shows that the proposed trail
will literally prevent some Property Owners from even accessing a portion of their respective properties.
In other words, the County proposes to prevent the Stewarts, the Larges, and others from even being
able to access a portion of their respective properties, including their access to the Lake (one of the most
important amenities for owning a home on Lake Sammamish). The City should not grant a Permit for a
project that cuts people off from the use and enjoyment of part of their property — especially Lake access
on homes that are “on the Lake!”

4. Granting the Permit Application will be inconsistent with prior County action.

The County asserts it can build the project in the Corridor Parcel because it owns it, effectively in fee
simple. This is neither accurate nor consistent with the County’s prior actions.

To illustrate, in 1998, the Large Property’s predecessor owner filed an application for a major
addition/renovation, which included: modifications to the entire face of the house facing the trail,
including turning a portion of the deck into an enclosed glass sun room, plus modifications to the deck
and stairs down to the trail. See Exhibit C. In 2000, the County granted the Large Property’s
predecessor owner the permit to construct the project within what is now known as the Corridor Parcel.
See Exhibit D. The Corridor Parcel covers a few feet of the entire house facing the trail, at least 50% of
the sun room, and the entire deck and stairs, which the County permitted. At least as late as 2000, the
County’s actions illustrate the following: a) the County did not own the Corridor Parcel; and b) the
County authorized a property owner’s use of land within the Corridor Parcel. Now, the County has
applied for a permit that flips its position on the situation in complete reverse: a) the County owns the
Corridor Parcel; and b) the County not only will not allow a property owner’s use of land within the
Corridor Parcel but is going to destroy improvements that the County itself properly permitted within
the Corridor Parcel! The County should not be allowed to repudiate what clearly was its position back
when it first inherited the Railroad’s “rights” (whatever they were) back in 1998.
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5. Granting the Permit Application will be inconsistent with prior City action.

The City has also previously taken the position that some of the Property Owners own, and are entitled
to build and improve, within the Corridor Parcel.

To illustrate, in 2003, the City issued a building permit for the Millers to build their home on the Miller
Property. The home is located, in part, within the Corridor Parcel. See King County Permit Number 03-
0095, issued on June 9, 2003. If the City really believed that the County owned the Corridor Parcel, it
would not have issued a building permit for a Sammamish resident to build into the County’s property.
Of course, back in 2003, the City did not believe the County owned the Corridor Parcel and it should not
now issue the Permit Application, which would effectively be repudiating its prior position.

There is no harm in delaying issuance of the Permit Application until the State Case and the Federal
Case are ultimately resolved.

The Property Owners want the Permit Application denied. That is their first request. If the City will not
deny the Permit outright they ask that the City reverse its decision and deem the Permit Application
“incomplete.” Even if the City will not take either of these actions it should, out of respect for the
Property Owners’ rights and interests, as well as to protect itself from likely litigation if the Permit
Application is soon granted and the County tries to start to build the project, delay issuing the permit to
allow the court system to do its job.

In the State Case, the County has reserved March 31, 2017 for a summary judgment motion, wherein it
is anticipated the County will ask the King County Superior Court to apply the same rationale as Judge
Pechman did in the Federal Case and rule that the County has a right to the alleged trail right of way.
While the Property Owners are confident they will defeat the motion for many reasons, not the least of
which are that the Property Owners paid taxes on the disputed property (unlike the Federal Case
plaintiffs) and the Property Owners were not parties to the Federal Case (thus, the decision in the
Federal Case cannot be applied to them since each parcel is unique and has its own title history and they
are not bound to a court decision they were not party to); in the unlikely event that the motion is granted
this will provide the City with additional confidence in issuing the subject permit.

The more likely scenario is that the County’s summary judgment motion in the State Case will be denied
and the case will get settled, or worst case scenario tried on December 11, 2017. If the case is tried, it
will be decided at about the same time as the appeal on the Federal Case decision. In short, within a
year or less these two legal actions will be resolved and the City will have a much clearer view of the
legal entitlement issues and property ownership issues concerning the Corridor Parcel. The County has
had an arguable claim to the trail since 1998 — it has waited almost 19 years to install its desired trail
improvements; it can wait one year more if necessary. In the end, we believe that the Property Owners
and the County will be able to work out a resolution that clears up all title issues and gives the City a
“clean map” for issuance of a permit for the trail improvements. Acting now, and issuing the permit,

2 The Millers are not the only ones to receive a building permit from the City from 1998 to the present
within the Corridor Parcel. For example, see the title history on the Conger Property (City issues
building permit for house in 2003 within the Corridor Parcel).
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will undoubtedly lead to further litigation, the resultant costs in time, money, and personnel, and most
importantly, create a significant negative impact on many Sammamish citizens. The City should prevent
this at all costs, and the best way to do this is to deny the issuance of the permit (or at a minimum freeze
the application until the parties can settle the dispute or ultimate resolution of the Federal Case and the
State Case, whichever occurs first, and which will likely all happen before year’s end).

Thank you for your time in reading the Property Owners’ opposition. Both the Property Owners and |
are available to answer any questions the City staff has regarding this Opposition.

Thank you for your service to the great city of Sammamish!

Sincerely,
ROMERO PARK P.S.

/s/H. Troy Romero
H. Troy Romero

cc: Clients
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Re: Trail comments on WF home impact ( LSE project)

Lindsey Ozbolt

Mon 2/6/2017 10:46 AM

To:Upinder Dhinsa <upinder@gmail.com>;

Dear Upinder,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application for
East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all comments
will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for
this proposal.

Regards,
Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Upinder Dhinsa <upinder@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 4:41 PM

To: Lindsey Ozbolt

Subject: Trail comments on WF home impact ( LSE project)

Hi Lindsey,
The following pertains to the Water Front Lot #7 in our Lake Sammamish Estates project
( LSE)

Reference:
Station # 315 sheet AL 7

It appears the trail design has shifted West rather than Eastward making the driveway to the planned 2 water front homes
difficult. It seriously impacts the build of the already designed WF home due to the trail design, buffers and increased setback
requirements.

In looking at the plans and the trail curve near our property, It will be much better to move the
Trail 5' Eastward to allow for a better, safe trail crossing, driveway to WF homes and will also reduce the cost of the planned wall.

In order to help the project We had also offered to help the trail water go through our property
and the existing drain (in fact this is already shown on the drawing)

All utilities are in place and the home plans are in permit review.

Lastly we are requesting an 18" buffer setback from the trail ROW
To accommodate a 2 car wide garage. We will build a concrete garage wall that will support the driveway as well. This is in lieu of
A 5' setback ( Previously the City required 0' setback)
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Our lot has limitations because of the shoreline and other setbacks.

We appreciate your continued support in helping with the trail as well as our WF home impact.

Sincerely,
Upinder
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Re: Sammamish Trail impact comments

Upinder Dhinsa <upinder@gmail.com>

Fri 2/3/2017 4:08 PM

To:Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>;

Dear Lindsey,
Thank you very much.

Upinder

> On Feb 3, 2017, at 3:43 PM, Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us> wrote:

>

> Dear Upinder,

>

> Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial Development Permit Application
for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-00415).

>

> Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of the comment period, all
comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and response. You will be included in future notices the City
issues for this proposal.

>

> Regards,

>

> Lindsey Ozbolt

> Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development

> 425.295.0527

> From: Upinder Dhinsa [mailto:upinder@gmail.com]

> Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 1:27 PM

> To: Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

> Cc: A Aa A Praveen Dhinsa <pdhinsa@hotmail.com>

> Subject: Sammamish Trail impact comments

>

> Hi Lindsey,

> My wife, Praveen and | built our home on the lake at 215 E Lk Sammamish Pkwy SE, Sammamish WA.

>

> We are pleased that the trail is getting done and will ultimately Improve the area and connections with Seattle. We use the trail
alot.

>

> We have met with the King Co and the City staff on multiple occasions and come to the City hall earlier this week to review the
60% design.

>

> Reference:

> Our stations on the drawings are:
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> 404 & 405; Sheets AL25,26 ;

>

> Landscaping LA15,16

>

> Our Driveway is #17; DP9

>

> We have previously communicated our support for the trail but also our concerns.

>

> Concerns that need to be addressed:

>

> 1. The reason we purchased this property several years back was for it's Safety, privacy and screening that exists to date.

>

> The trees that are shown as "Remove" are over 45 years old and very healthy.

>

> The City of Sammamish has greatly focused on tree protection to protect our environment ( | have several projects in
Sammamish where Trees are a key factor). It is a shame to cut 45 year old healthy trees when they are at the edge of the trail and
can be protected with a little shift of the trail.

>

> The trees also help with wind protection, road noise and privacy. We would strongly recommend that they be "Saved" & "
Monitored" for now. They can be relooked at in future if necessary.

>

>

> 2. The Trees also provide Security from the trail. During the construction of our home, folks would walk across and use are
portable toilet, bring their dogs in to the "no trees" open section in front of our home and leave the mess for us to clean up.
They also threw trash and bottles that We continue to clean up to-date.

>

> The solid line of trees prevented them from loitering along the section in front of our homes.

>

> 3. The slope of the trail should be towards East to allow for the trail water to go into the wetlands section 4-6 feet away.

>

> 4. In order to protect the 45 year old trees that are very important for our environment, this trail section can be shifted East by
2" and every one will be happy. These trees are healthy and provide excellent security and screening. There is at least 4-6' of level
area before it slopes down.

>

> 5. We like that The Driveway design shows improved slope to avoid hitting the bottom of our cars. However, the design shows
that a small portion of the Driveway near E Lk Sammamish Pkwy. will not be re-paved.

>

> This does not make sense since the road corners are always muddy and cars get stuck. | have personally put in rocks to avoid
accident when entering the busy road.

>

> It will be necessary after all the road damage due to construction but leaving a small section unfinished creates a safety issue
and does not make sense.

>

> 6. We, the neighbors are already working with the County to resurface our inside access road from Driveway #17 and is in real
bad shape full of unsafe pot holes due to new homes construction. County has. Even very supportive and has worked with us on
design.

>

> 7. The overall landscaping plan is good.

>

> 8. It came to our attention that the Driveway in the adjoining North side section is being closed resulting in increased traffic
redirected to our entry/ road. We do not understand the need for this change since the Driveway and the road have existed for a
long time and do not impact crossing the trail in any way. The nice lawn at the end of our section in front of Mr Barber's home is
very nice, safe and good for our small children to play.
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>

> We sincerely hope the City and the County will take the points mentioned seriously to minimize the impact on our living
environment.

>

> We are very pleased to be a part of this beautiful city and want to keep it this way. We appreciate your continued good
support.

>

> Sincerely,

>

> Upinder & Praveen Dhinsa

> 425-985-7865

> 425-985-0424

>

>

>
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Re: Feedback on 359+00 - regarding Sammamish Lake Trail at 1601
East Lake Sammamish pl SE, Sammamish

Juana Cundari <cundarijuana@gmail.com>

Fri 2/3/2017 4:23 PM

To:Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us>;

Thanks Lindsey for the update.

On Feb 3, 2017, at 3:58 PM, Lindsey Ozbolt <LOzbolt@sammamish.us> wrote:

Dear Juana,

Thank you for contacting the City of Sammamish regarding the current Shoreline Substantial
Development Permit Application for East Lake Sammamish Trail Segment 2B (SSDP2016-
00415).

Your comments have been received and will be included in the project record. At the close of
the comment period, all comments will be compiled and provided to King County for review and
response. You will be included in future notices the City issues for this proposal.

Regards,

Lindsey Ozbolt

Associate Planner | City of Sammamish | Department of Community Development
425.295.0527

From: Juana Cundari [mailto:cundarijuana@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 2:46 PM

To: East Lake Sammamish Trail King County <Elst@kingcounty.gov>; Lindsey Ozbolt
<LOzbolt@sammamish.us>

Cc: Pierre Jacomet <pierrj@hotmail.com>

Subject: Fwd: Feedback on 359+00 - regarding Sammamish Lake Trail at 1601 East Lake
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Sammamish pl SE, Sammamish

This email was send to the city of Sammamish as well.

From: Juana Cundari <cundarijuana@gmail.com>

Date: January 27, 2017 at 2:27:10 PM PST

To: lozbolt@sammamish.us

Cc: Pierre Jacomet <pierrj@hotmail.com>

Subject: Feedback on 359+00 - regarding Sammamish Lake Trail at 1601 East
Lake Sammamish pl SE, Sammamish

Good day, this is the main feedback we have after reviewing the
65% map:

1) Stair #59 creates accessibility problems: On the lake side we
have a house which needs to be fully accessible. Stairs do not work
either for elderly people or for carrying any object which exceeds
the single "young and fit human portable" object size. So, this
means that stairs would work at most for carrying a table lamp or a
small soda cooler, but not for anything that exceeds that size.

2) There are utilities which currently go under the trail. We paid a
special permit for those utilities and we would not like those to be
disrupted.

3) Wall #15 STA 364:

A. The plan suggests that King County will basically go some 12
feet more into the lake. There is already enoug floor level changes,
so King County will need to fill in order to get a level trail. This will
cause us to have a structural wall which will be 6 feet high, which
we'll need to sort out climb via stairs or some more accessible
means to get across both sides of our property.
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B. Upper part: A chain link fence is exactly what we had taken
away in favor of a split rail fence. We believe that the 4 foot chain
link fence which goes on top of structural wall #15 is needed in
order to protect people from falling from the 6 foot wall. We think a
better solution would be to re-grade the lake side of our property,
obviating the need for the 6 foot structural wall, combined possibly
with some zig-zag access ramp which would be much more
accessible and less dangerous for the public than the current plan.

<image001.png>

4) Landscaping: Plans are not yet in at the 65% map.

5) We would like to know who is the company that got selected to
build our section of the trail, how was the process for selecting that
company and the credentials that company has in order to
guarantee that the job will be done by the most idoneous agent that
my taxes are paying.

6) The trail, will create a runway for bycicles with NO SPEED LIMIT.
The speed limit on the trail MUST be clearly marked maximum
speed 8mph. This feedback serves as record for King County that
ANY ACCIDENT CAUSED BY A SPEEDING BIKER WILL CAUSE
DIRECT LIABILITY TO KING COUNTY BECAUSE KING COUNTY
WILL BE AN ENABLER AGENT IF THE TRAIL ALLOWS FOR
SUCH SPEED, REGARDLESS OF WHETHER THE SPEED LIMIT
IS MARKED.

7) As we started our conversation with King County representatives
on 1/26/2015 | was informed "we do not consent to being
recorded", however the persons | was speaking with were at least
one them the "communications between the community and the
team" person. If King County is moving forward with a clear "Plan of
Record", then it is only fair that king county through its
representatives "Goes on the Record", which means that the
individual consent of a KC employee to be recorded is immaterial.
Otherwise, it seems to to me that with these meetings King County
is doing manipulation tactics, "feeling the community" while giving
lip service, rather than the actual facts.



In conclusion, we really want to work with King County to solve this
problem and get to the best solution, however we sometimes
believe that we are met by a solid passive-aggressive wall where
our taxes are used against us.

Sincerely,
Juana Cundari
Pierre Jacomet

1601 East Lake Sammamish P1.SE.
Sammamish. WA.98075
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