
COMMISSIONERS I MINUTES
KITTITAS COT NTY, hIASHTNGTON

At DrTORrI'M/WEBEX
SPECTAL MEETING

TT'ESDAY 6: 00 P.M NO\ZEMBER 29, 2022

Board members present: chairman Laura osiadacz; vice-chairman
Wright and Commj-ssioner Brett Wachsmith.

Cory

others: Jul-ie Kjorsvik, clerk of the Board; Mandy Buchholz, office
Administrator; Patti Stacey, Solid Waste Director/Interim
Maintenance Director /Prolect Manager; Toni Berkshire, Code
Enforcement; Dan Carlson, CDS Director; Ke11y Bacon, planner I;
Chace Pederson, Planner f; Jeremiah Cromie, planner II; Stephanie
Hartung, Deputy Prosecutor; Mark Cook, Publ_ic Works Di-rector
(Webex) ,' and approximately 35 members of the public in person and 11
on Webex.

PT'BLIC HEARING A}INUAI DOCKET cDs

At 6:00 p.m. CHAIRMAN OSIADACZ opened a Public Hearing to consi-der
the 2022 Kittitas County Annuaf Docket Amendments.

DOCKET ITEM 1: DAII CARLSON , CDS DfRECTOR, provided a Staff Report
regarding Resolution No. 2022-013, which is for the rnterlocaf
Agreement between Kittitas county and the city of Ellensburg's
development in the Ellensburg Urban Growth Area (UGA). Staff found
the request was consistent with the ILA and recommended approval. He
said the Planning commission voted to approve the item by a 5-0
vote. CLAY TIIHITE, DfRECTOR OF PLAIINfNG FOR LDC, reviewed informatlon
on thej-r presentation goals; the background and overview of the
Interlocal Agreement,' new code sections; and the next steps.

THOSE PRESENT & TESTIFYING: STE\IE WILLARD provided testimony and
said he had submitted written comments into the record. He noted the
city has no minimum densities in their code and there's other
conflicts as well. He reviewed information about the extension of
urban ut j-lities as welf . THERE BErNe No orHERs REettEsrrNc ro
TESTIFY, THE PI'BLIC COMMENT PORTION OF THE HEARING VIAS CLOSED.

COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH moved to approve Docket Item I,
Mr. Willards proposed amendments. VfCE-CHAIR!IA],iI WRIGHT

with alf of
seconded.

vrcE-cllArR!4Alr WRTGHT moved to amend the motion and to deny Mr.
wlllards comment #1 relating to the provisions. coMMrssroNER
$IACHSMITH seconded. Motion carri_ed 3-0.

The main motion was approved, ds amended 3-0.
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DOCKET ITEM 2: DAI{ CARLSON , CDS DIRECTOR, provided a Staff Report on
the proposed amendment to KCC I1.08 addlng definitlons of
"construction Business and Trades" and "contractor yard" and an
amendment to KCC I1.I5 to add "contractor Yard" Lo the land use
tables. Staff reconrmended approval of the item. The planning
Commission expressed concerns about the impacts from the contractor
yards and voted to deny the item with a vote of 5-0.

THOSE REQTESTING TO TESTTFY: PAT DENEEN opposed the proposal
fel-t the county should put together a committee to study and
the issues. THERE BErNG No orHERs REQUESTTNG To rEsrrFy, THE
COMMENT PORTION OF THE HEARING }IAS CLOSED.

and
resolve
PT'BLIC

VICE-CIIAIRMAN WRIGHT moved to deny Docket f tem 2,' remand j-t back to
Staff; and to resubmit it next year. COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH
seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET ITEM 3: DAI{ CARLSON , CDS DIRECTOR explained how Docket ftem 3
included housekeeping amendments to KCC Title 15, 16, and 71 and had
been recommended by CDS Staff. Staff recommended approval of the
Docket item. He noted the Planning Commission recornmended approval
of the item by a vote of 5-0. THERE BErNc No oNE REeItEsrrNG To
TESTIFY, THE PUBLTC PORTION OF THE HEARING VIAS CLOSED.

VfCE-CIIAIRMAI{ WRIGHT moved to approve Docket
to Kittltas County Titfes 15, L6, and 7J, as
WACHSMfTH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

Item 3, for amendments
presented. COMMISSIONER

DOCKET ITEM 4: DAII CARLSON , CDS DIRECTOR reviewed the proposed
amendment to KCC 17.08 to update the definitlons of "Accessory
Dwelling Unit", "Accessory Living Quarters" and "Guesthouse" to
clarify that these uses contain an installed cook source. Staff
reconrmended approval- of the item. He noted the Planning Commission
recommended approvaf by a vote of 5-0,

THERE BEING NO ONE REQI'ESTING TO TESTIFY, THE PUBLIC PORTION OF THE
HEJARING I{AS CLOSED.

VfCE-CIIAIRIIAI{ WRIGHT moved to approve Docket Item 4, as presented.
COMMfSSIONER WACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET ITEM 5: DAI{ CARLSON , CDS DIRECTOR, reviewed the proposed
amendments to KCC 17.08.195 to redefine day care and an amendment to
KCC 71 .I5.070.1 and KCC 77.I5.080 to al-Iow daycare facil-ities in the
Residential, Residential- 2, and Urban Residential zoning districts.
Daycare facilities serving less than 13 people in a 24-hour period
woul-d be permitted outright, and daycare facilitj-es serving 13 or
more people in a 24-hour period woul-d require a Conditional Use
Permit. Staff recommended approval of the item with amendments. The
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Planning commission voted to approve the item with amendments
vote of 5-0. They also recommended the provisions be extended
Rural 5 and Rural 3 zoning districts by a vote of 5-0.

bya
to the

THOSE REQTESTING TO TESTIFY: NICOLE MATTHEWS provided testimony in
favor of the proposed amendment. THERE BEING NO OTHERS REQITESTING TO
TESTIFY, THE pIrBLrC PORTTON OF THE HEARTNG WAS CLOSED.

VICE-CHAIRIIAII I{RIGHT moved to approve Docket Item 5, as presented.
COMMISSIONER WACHSMfTH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET ITEM 6: DAII CARLSON CDS DIRECTOR reviewed the proposed
amendment to KCC 71.44.060 to increase the maximum building height
1n the Hlghway Commercial Zone to 40 feet. He said currently the
maximum height is two and one-half storj-es, or 35 feet, whichever is
fess. The amendment woufd remove the references to stories, which
are not a standard unit of measurement, and would increase the
overall height limit from 35 feet to 40 feet. Staff recommended
approval of the item. The Planning Commission al-so recommended
approval by a vote of 5-0. THERE BEING NO ONE REQTTESTING TO TESTIFY-
THE PI'BLIC PORTION OF THE HE.;ARTNG I{AS CLOSED.

VICE-CHAIR!,IAII TilRIGHT moved to approve Docket Item 6, as presented.
COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET ITEM ?: DAbl CARLSON , CDS DIRECTOR, reviewed the proposed
amendment to KCC L2.05 that would allow for vesting of existlng
drj-veway accesses established prior to county road access permits.
staff recommended approvaf of the item. He noted the planning
Commission recommended approval of the item by a vote of 5-0.

MARK cooK, PUBLTC woRKs DrREcroR, reviewed a Staff Report and
recofirmended approval- of the amendment.

THERE BEING NO ONE REQUESTING TO TESTIFY, THE PT'BLIC PORTION OF THE
HEJARING hIAS CLOSED.

VICE-CIIAIRMAII T{RfGHT moved to approve Docket Item 7, as presented.
COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH seconded. Moti_on carrled 3-0.

DOCKET ITEM 8: DAI{ CARLSON , CDS DIRECTOR reviewed the proposed
amendment to KCC 16.I2.040 which would al-l-ow for lots small-er than
zoning minimum lot size in the commercial Ag, A9 5, and Ag 20 zones
for an existing residence where the residence has existed for at
least five years and where the l-ot has not been divided for at least
15 years. He said Staff submitted the docket items to the
Prosecutor's Offlce for legal review and Chief Deputy Prosecuting
Attorney (DPA) Neil- caulkins found that, ds written, it would be
difficult to defend this item against a Growth Management Act (cMA)
challenge because it invites and creates sprawl. The amendment woul-d
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create lots under the fi-ve-acre mlnimum that was a result of the
county's GMA compliance effort by both creating a lot around an
existing house but afso by creating a new 1ot that is the bafance of
the subdivided lot. that could afso support a house and be further
divided 15 years l-ater. Mr. Caulkins did befieve that the proposal
coufd be defensible if section 1 (A) (iv) were amended so that the
lots comprising the balance of the division has a plat note
perpetually limiting the fot's use to agricultural purposes and
prohibitlng residential uses. Staff noted that the planning
Commission recolnmend approval of the item with amendments. The
Planning Commission rejected Staff and Prosecutor's recommendation
and recommended approval of the item as originally presented with an
amendment by a vote of 4-0, with one abstention.

THOSE PRESENT & TESTIFYING: ERIC WEINHEfMER expressed support of the
proposed amendment and fel-t there needed to be some type of
ordinance for retlring ranchers to be able to live on their
farmsteads and have the ability to sell off some of their property.
GARY FORGE said he's been a farmer/rancher since 1968 and urged the
Board to support the proposal. RON MITCHELL fett the proposal was a
good idea as most farmers do not have a desire to refocate and by
approving the amendments it woufd allow them to continue living on
their property. CINDY DAVIS spoke in favor of the amendments and
urged the Board to approve the request. TONY BRITKETA supported the
proposal and fel-t it would be a win for everyone. THERE BEING NO
oTHERS REQITESTTNG TO TESTIFY, THE pt BLIC PORTION OF THE HEjARTNG WAS
CLOSED.

VICE-CHAIRMAN I{RIGHT moved to approve Docket ltem B, as amended.
COMMISSfONER WACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET TTEM 9: DAI{ CARLSON, CDS DIRECTOR, reviewed a proposed
amendment to Kittitas county code 17.08 that woufd update the
definition of structure to exclude retaining wa1ls up to four feet
in height from structural setbacks and would update the yard depth
definition to allow for an 1B-inch encroachment for overhangs and
would not require a setback for retaining walls for access permits
as determj-ned by Publlc Works. He noted the Planning Commission
recommended approvaf.

THOSE PRESENT & TESTIFYING: SCOTT
assist with some dri-veways on the
oTHERS REQUESTTNG TO TESTIFY, THE
CLOSED.

BTTRBRIDGE feft the proposal_ woufd
steeper slopes. THERE BEING NO
PT'BLIC PORTION OF THE HEJARING WAS

VICE-CIIAIRMAN I{RIGHT moved to approve Docket Ttem 9, as presented.
COMMfSSIONER IIACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET ITEM 10: The item was withdrawn.
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DOCKET ITEM 11: DAI{ CARLSON , CDS DIRECTOR, reviewed an amendment to
KCC I7.80.010 woul-d clarify that alterations or expansion of
nonconforming residential structures sha1l not increase their
nonconformity. Currently, this section of code does not allow
nonconforming structures to be altered, expanded, etc., but this
lj-mitation does not apply to residential structures. The proposed
amendment woufd stil-l all-ow expansion of nonconformj-ng residential
structures but would not allow expansion that increased the
nonconformity. Staff recommended approval of the item. The Planning
Commission reconimended approval of the item by a vote of 5-0.

THERE BEING NO ONE
HEARING WAS CLOSED

REQLESTTNG TO TESTIFY, THE pttBLIC PORTTON OF THE

VICE-CHAfRMAI{ WRIGHT moved to approve Docket ltem 77, as presented.
COMMISSIONER WACHSMfTH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET ITEM 12: Arnend several sections of KCC
the main building" language and to estabfish a
requirement. Staff recoflrmended approval of the
Commission recornmended approval of the item by

THERE BErNG NO ONE REQI'ESTTNG TO TESTTFY, THE PUBLTC PORTTON OE' THE
HEJARING WAS CLOSED.

VfCE-CI1AIRI4AII WRIGHT moved to approve Docket Item 12, as presented.
COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET TTEM 13: The item was withdrawn.

DAI{ CARLSON, CDS DIRECTOR, reviewed the proposed
amendments to KCC Title 15A Table A to include Reasonable Use and
Public Agency and Utility exceptions that are allowed by the new
critical areas ordinance that was adopted in 2027. He noted the
proposed amendment that was originally drafted by Staff does not
contain the correct termi-nology for these excepti-ons. Staf f
recommended approval with an amendment.

THERE BEING NO ONE REQT'ESTING TO TESTIFY,
HEJARING WAS CLOSED.

THE PI'BLIC PORTION OF THE

VICE-CHAIRI,IAII WRIGHT moved to approve Docket Item 14, as presented
COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET ITEM 15: DAII CARLSON CDS DIRECTOR, revi-ewed the proposed
creation of a new Chapter under KCC Titl-e B that would expand
recycling and yard waste services in Kittitas County. Staff
recommended approval. The Planning Commission recommended approval
with a vote of 5-0.

Title I1 to remove "to
standard setback
item. The Planning
a vote of 5-0.

DOCKET ITEM 14:
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pATTr srAcEy, solrD wAsrE DrREcroR,/rNrgnrM MATNTENAIIcE
DIRECTOn/pnO.fsCT I,IAI{AGER reviewed a Staff Report and said the
amendments woufd begin on January 7, 2024.

THOSE PRESENT & TESTIFYING: TYLER MACKAY, I{ASTE MAIIAGEMENT, said
they had previously submitted comments and were supportive of
Ordinance, but there were still a few details to be worked out with
Staff before implementation. THERE BEING NO OTHERS REQTESTING TO
TESTIFY, THEREFORE THE PT'BLIC PORTION OF THE HEARING WAS CLOSED.

VICE-CHAfRIhII WRIGHT moved to approve Docket Item 15, noting the
effective date of January 7, 2024. COMMISSfONER IIACHSMITH seconded
Motion carried 3-0.

The
The

Board
Board

recessed for a B-minute break
reconvened at 10:46 p.m.

at 10:38 p.m

REQITESTTNG TESTIFY, THE pt BLIC PORTION OF THE

DOCKET fTEM 16: The item was wlthdrawn.

DOCKET ITEM 17: DAlit CARISON, CDS DIRECTOR, reviewed the proposed
amendment to KCC 17.08 by updating definitions of front lot line and
front yard to clarify which lot line and yards are considered
"front." Staff recommended approvaf of the item. The Planning
Commission recommended approval- with a vote of 5-0.

THERE BErNG NO ONE REQTESTTNG TESTTFY, THE pItBLrC PORTTON OF THE
HEJARING I{AS CLOSED.

VfCE-CIlAfRlhlI WRIGHT moved to approve Docket ftem 71 , as presented.
COMMISSIONER IiIACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET rTEM 18: DAI{ CARLSON , CDS DIRECTOR, reviewed the proposed
amendment to the variance criteria in KCC 17.84.010(4) to incfude a
definition of "substantial- construction". Currentfy, an approved
variance becomes void after one year if no substantial constructj-on
has taken p1ace, but "substantial constructi-on" is not defi-ned. The
new definition woufd require one or more building inspection
approvals in order to be considered "substantiat construction. "
Staff recommended approval of the item. The Planning Commission
recommended approval of the item with an amendment by a vote of 5-0.
Staff offered an additional amendment to allow variance extensions.

THERE BEING NO ONE
HEARING WAS CLOSED

VICE-CIIAIRIIAI{ WRIGHT moved to approve Docket Item 18, as presented.
COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0-

DOCKET ITEM 19:
amendment to KCC

DAII CARLSON, CDS DIRECTOR reviewed the proposed
17.08.290 to provide limitations for employees and
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customers for home occupati_ons in order to l-imit impacts
surrounding residential uses. Staff recornmended approval
item. The Planning Commission expressed concerns with the
limitations contained in the new definition language and
recommended denial of the item with a vote of 5-0.

to
of the

therefore

THERE BETNG NO ONE
HEARING $IAS CLOSED

REQITESTING TO TESTTFY, THE pttBLrC PORTION OF THE

VICE-CHAIRIIAI{ V{RIGHT moved to deny Docket ltem 19, and to remand it
back to Staff . COMMfSSIONER MCHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0

DOCKET ITEM 20: DAI{ CARLSON , CDS DIRECTOR reviewed the proposed
amendment to Kittitas county code Titl-e 17.15.060(1) to remove
footnote 58 because it 1s in conflict with wAC 365-196-550 (3Xa) ,
which states, "Cities and countj-es may not use their comprehensive
plan or devel-opment regulations to preclude the siting of essential
public facilities. Comprehensive Pfan provisions or development
regulations preclude the siting of an essentj-al public facility if
their combined effects woufd make the sitlng of an essential pubtic
facility impossibfe or impracticabl-e. " He said the planning
Commission recoflrmended approval of the amendment with a vote of 5-O

THERE BErNG NO ONE REgITESTTNG TO TESTTFY, THE pnBLrC PORTTON OF THE
HE.JARING WAS CLOSED.

VICE-CHAIRD{AtrI WRIGHT moved to approve Docket Item 20, as presented
COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET ITEM 21: ;IEREMIAH CROMIE, PLAIINER II, reviewed Docket Item
21, Fiorito Brothers Non-Proj ect Rezone and map amendment to
commercial Agrlculture (RZ-22-0001 & cp-22-00001) . He said staff
recommends approval of the request and that the Planning Commission
voted 5-0 to recommend approval of the docket item.

THOSE REQITESTING TO TESTIFY: iIOSH BROI|ER, REPRESENTING THE APPLICAIIT
said he'd be happy to answer any questions the Board may have.
THERE BErNG NO OTHERS REQUESTTNG TO TESTTFY, THE pItBLrC PORTTON OF
THE HEARING WAS CLOSED.

VICE-CIIAIRI4AIiI I{RIGHT moved to approve Docket Item 21 for the Fiorito
Brothers Non-Project rezone, and to instruct Staff to prepare
enabllng documents. COMMfSSIONER WACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried
3-0.

DOCKET TTEjM 22: iIEREMIAH CROMIE , PLAIiINER II reviewed a Staff Report
for the Thorp Landing Non-Project Rezone (CP-22-00002 & RZ-22-00002)
for approximately 12.18 acres from Agriculture 20 to Agriculture 5.
He saj-d Staff recommended approval of the request with proposed
findings of fact and conditions. The Planning Commission voted 5-0
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in favor of approval of the Thorp Landing Rezone and Comprehensive
Plan Amendment.

iIEFF SLOTHOI{ER, ATTORNEY REPRESENTTNG THE APPLICAI{T, said their
application was timely and they responded to the public comments
that were recej-ved. They afso provided a letter from chad Bala,
thelr l-and use consultant, on how the rezone and Comprehensive Pl-an
designation fits within alf the goals and objectives of the County.

THOSE PRESENT & TESTIFYING: JARED E'[DACZ, spoke in opposition of the
proposal and feft it woufd have many detrimental effects to the
Thorp Community including the agriculture character and environment.
RYAtiI ETTDACZ described the traffic issues that would be caused by the
proposal in the Thorp area. He said the property access is incorrect
and it's from the North Thorp Highway and not Goodwin Road. iIOHNNY
BOfTANO spoke against the proposal and felt there,d only be one
person to benefit from it. PAITLA THOMPSON reviewed the history of
Thorp and said it's a special community. She felt just because it
was requested doesn't mean the Board has to approve it. She reviewed
why it's inconsistent with the Comprehensj-ve Plan. DAVE FTDACZ
provided information on easements, and water issues relating to the
property includinq lawsui-ts. ROSS MINCHELL said he's lived in Thorp
for 45 years and has been involved with the community in various
ways. He said he wasn't against the proposal, but questioned where
everyone would get water. CIIAD BjALA, TERjADESfGN GROUP, LAI{D USE
CONSIILTAtrIT, said he submitted information during the Planning
Commission hearing. He said although some concerns may be valid, but
those aren't addressed at this level yet. He expressed support for
the Planning Commission and Staff's reconmendation of approval.
IIARGE BRjAIISRUD had questions on the developer's appllcation relati-ng
to housing units and water. She felt they need to look into those
issues further before approving the request. I4ARCELLA !!ATHEhIS fel-t
there would be impacts to farming access and that there's issues
relating to water in that area which would lead to problems.
THERE BEING NO OTHERS REQI'ESTING TO TESTIFY, THE PI'BLIC PORTION OF
THE HEJARING I{AS CLOSED.

iIEFF SLOTHOIIER, ATTORNEY REPRESENTING THE APPLICATIIT, explained the
l-and use steps and with each step there are dlfferent criteria
looked at. He sald the concerns being expressed are for down the
road, but j-t's a non-project rezone at this point, and urged the
Board to approve the request.

CHAIRMATiI OSIADACZ stated she met wlth both the applicant as well as
neighbors around the parcel and asked if there was anyone in
attendance who objected to her sitting in on the decision. She said
she woul-d be abl-e to make an impartial decision. There were no
obj ections .
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VfCE-CIIAIRIIAII IIIRIGHT moved to approve Docket ILem 22, Thorp Landing
Rezone, and instruct Staff to prepare enabllng documents with
conditlons of approval set forth and findings of fact and suggested
conclusions as presented. COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH seconded.

COMMfSSIONER hIACHSMITH said he agreed with Mr. Slothower's comments
that the issues and concerns raised wil-l be addressed at a later
time. VICE-CIIAIR!4A}I WRIGHT acknowl-edged the specif ic area and region
was a special place but is consistent with what is there now, and
the concerns expressed will be heard and conditioned at a fater date
1n a subseguent process. CHAfR!!AI{ OSIADACZ said she would be voting
in opposltion. She read from the County's Comprehensive Plan along
wlth the definition behj-nd rural working l-ands and reasons why she
was against the application.

Moti-on carried 2-L. Chairman Osiadacz opposed the moti-on.

,TEREMIAII CROMIE, PLAIiINER II, reviewed a request forDOCKET ITEM 23:
the Flying A Land Non-Project Rezone (Cp-22-00003 & RZ-22-00003), a
land use map amendment from Rural- Working to Rural Residential and a
rezone of 1B parcels, equaling 121.52 from Agriculture 20 to
Agriculture 5 to match adjacent properties. The Planning Commission
voted in favor 5-0 to reconrmend approval of the Flying A Land Non-
Pro;ect Rezone. He said Staff recommended approval and the Planning
Commission voted to approve the request with a vote of 5-0.

CHAD BALA, TERRjADESIGN GROUP, representing the applicant, reviewed
their application and said they were in full support of Staff and
Planning Commission's recoflrmendations to approve their request.

THOSE PRESENT & TESTIFYING: PAUI'A THOMPSON explained how the Open
Space woufd only be good for ten years, and that wil_1 go by fast.
She fel-t the Board should fook at it further because it's not really
long term j-n keeping the rural- characteristics of the area. PAT
DENEEN, spoke to the cost factor of attainable housing. THERE BEfNG
NO OTHERS REQUESTING TO TESTIFY, THE PI'BLIC PORTION OF THE HEJARING
I{AS CLOSED.

VICE-CHAIR}{AIII TIRIGHT moved to approve the Fly A Land Non-Pro j ect
Rezone request (CP-22-00003 & RZ-22-00003) and instruct Staff to
prepare enabling documents with conditions of approval set forth and
findings of fact and suggested conclusions as presented.
COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET ITEM 24: KELLY BACON, STAFF PLANNER, revj-ewed a Staff Report
for the Teanaway Ridge Non-Project Rezone (CP-22-00004 & RZ-22-
00004). A Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map Amendment from Rural-
Working to Rural Residential- and a Rezone of parcels, equaling 86.58
acres, from Forest & Range and Rural 5 to Rural 5 to match adjacent
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properties
Commi s sion

She said
voted 3-1

At B:16 p.m. there was a
reconvened back into the

THERE BEING NO OTHERS
CLOSED.

Staff recommends approval and the Planning
to approve the request.

ten-minute recess. At B:26 p.m. the Board
Publlc Hearing.

REQTESTTNG TO TESTTFY, THE PITBLIC PORTTON WAS

CEAD BA.T.A7 TERADESIGN GROUP representlng the appficant, reviewed the
application and expressed support of Staff and the planning
Commission's reconimendation of approval. THOSE PRESENT & TESTIFYING:
iIENNTFER NELSON, REPRESENTTNG THE IVASHINGTON STATE DEPARTI{ENT OF
FISH & T{ILDLfFE said it was a special area and expressed concerns
relating to the natural and critical areas on the properties. She
felt it woul-d create dangerous areas for people such as the river
and urged the Board to deny the request. PAULA THOMPSON commented on
the application being within the Forest & Range and its consistency
wlth surrounding areas.

***THEIIE WERE AT'DIO ISSI'ES ON THE RECORDING A}ID THE SOUND WAS MUTED

VrCE-CITATRMAN T{RTGHT moved to approve the Teanaway Ridge, Non-
Project Rezone (CP-22-00004 & RZ-22-00004) and lnstruct Staff to
prepare enabling documents with conditions of approval set forth and
findings of fact and suggested conclusions as presented.
COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET ITEM 25: DAtiI CARLSON , CDS DIRECTOR presented a Staff Report
regarding the Mardee Lake Non-Project Rezone (CP-22-00005 and RZ-22-
00005) . He said they received a SEPA Appeal for it, but the timing
in rel-ationship for the docket schedule didn't allow for a fulf
briefing schedule. He reviewed the procedure to al1ow the SEPA
appeal to go first before the underlying application. Briefs had
been received from both the applicant and appellant earlier in the
day. STEPIIAbIIE IIARTIJNG, DEPUTY PROSECUTOR reviewed Case Law that
suggested there would be standing, and the parties were in
attendance to discuss their positions. ft was noted the general
pub11c would not be al-l-owed to provide testimony during the SEPA
appeal.

;TEN SYROhITTZI PROGRAM MAI{AGER FOR CONSERVATION NORTH!{EST,
REPRESENTING THE APPELLAIIT, provided information on the various
concerns relating to the proj ect and SEPA appeal for the Mardee Lake
Non-Project Rezone. she said the application did not align with
County Code or SEPA law. KARL FLACCUS, said he was landowner 1n Gold
creek valley and is a direct beneficiary of the ecological and
criticaf area zones. He said he wasn't against development but
thought a critical area report should be completed.
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!!.AUREEN MITCHELL, REPRTSENTfNG THE APPLICAIIT, reviewed information
regarding their request. She said Mardee Lake, Inc. appreciated the
importance of State and Federal funding to support the restoration
of the Gold Creek area, but what it essentially comes down to is the
appropriate time for environmental review and procedure. She did not
believe the appellants had standlng at this point.

VICE-CHATRIIAI{ WRIGHT moved
WACHSMITH seconded. Motion

to deny the SEPA appeal
carri-ed 3-0.

COMMISSIONER

presented

It was recommended for the appellant to have the ability to provide
rebuttal- and revote again. MR. FLACCUS provided rebuttal and said
they are not arguing about all rezones, just this specific one. iIEN
SYROVIITZ, PROGRAM !4AI{AGER FOR CONSERVATTON NORTHI|EST, REPRESENTING
THE APPELLAIiIT, provlded final comments on the rebuttal and urged the
Board to uphold the SEPA appeal.

VICE-CIIAIRIfA}I WRIGHT moved to deny the SEPA appeal, ds
COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH seconded. Motion carried 3-0.

DOCKET ITEM 25: KELLY BACON, STAFF PLAI{NER, provided a Staff Report
on the request from Terra Design Group for a proposed rezone and map
amendment to for parcels currently zoned Forest and Range with a
Rural- Working Land Use, rezoned to Rural Recreation zoning and land
use designation. She said the Staff recommends approval and the
Planning Commission voted in favor of the request by a 4-L vote.
CIIAD BALA, TERRA DESfcN GROUP reviewed their application and
recoillmended the Board's support of their request. THOSE PRESENT &
TESTIFYING: PATTY GARVY DART spoke to the significance of Mardee
Lake and its uniqueness. PAT DENEEN explained how there are already
people who cross country skl and play in the area, and if any
property should go to rural recreation, it should be this one.

THOSE PRESENT e TESTIFYING: SCOTT DOI{NES, DEPARTMENT OF FISH &

WILDLIFE said they had already submitted a letter into the record
regarding the wildlife corrj-dor. He recornmended denying the request
and remanding it back to Staff . LAITREL BAUM, CONSERVATION NORTHrflEST
comp plan cafls out Mardee Lake in Subarea D, noting there are
extensive wet1ands and is not in alignment with the Comp Pl-an.
KRISTINA ERNEST expressed concerns regarding the rezone and felt
there was no protection of criticaf habitat. CIIAD BALA provided a
rebuttal.

VICE-CIIAIRIIIA}I WRIGHT moved to approve Docket Item 25, Mardee Lake
Non-Project Rezone CP-22-00005 and RZ-22-00005), and to instruct
Staff prepare enabling documents. COMMISSIONER WACHSMITH seconded.
Motion carried 3-0.
The meeting was adjourned at 11:31 p.m.
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